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Abstract

W epresent a com bination ofheuristic and rigorous argum ents indicating that
both the pure state structure and the overlap structure of realistic spin glasses
should be relatively sin ple: In a large nite volum ew ith coupling-independent
boundary conditions, such as periodic, at m ost a pair of Ip-related (or the
approprate num ber of sym m etry-related In the non-Ising case) states appear,
and the P arisi overlap distribution correspondingly exhibits at m ost a pair of

—functions at & a . This rules out the nonstandard SK picture introduced
by us earlier, and w hen com bined w ith our previouselin ination ofm ore stan—
dard versions ofthem ean eld picture, argues against the possbility of even
Iim ited versions ofm ean eld ordering in realistic soin glasses. If broken spin

Ip symm etry should occur, this leaves open two m ain possibilities for order—
Ing in the spin glass phase: the droplet/scaling two-state picture, and the
chaotic pairsm any-state picture introduced by us earlier. W e present scaling
argum ents which provide a possibl physical basis for the latter picture, and
discuss possbl reasons behind num erical cbservations of m ore com plicated
overlap structures In nite volum es.
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I. NTRODUCTION

P revalent scenarios [|[3] conceming realistic spin glasses require that the nature of the
SoIn glass order param eter (ie., the P arisi overlap distribution) and the structure of the ther-
m odynam ic states from which it is obtained be highly com plex; see, orexam ple, R efs. F{L9].
This com plexity is asserted to be a consequence of the existence of m any com peting pure
states. In previous papers RJ{23] we showed that the standard picture of this com plex
structure (including non-selfaveraging of the themm odynam ic overlap distribution finction,
ulram etricity of distances am ong all pure states for xed ocoupling realization, etc.) can—
not hold In any nie dimension. However, at the same tine we presented (@s a logical
possibility) a nonstandard mean eld picture n whith som e of these features appear in

nite-dim ensional spin glasses but In a m ore lim ited sense | ie, n large nite volumes
w ith coupling-independent boundary conditions such as periodic. In this picture, only a
subset of all the pure states appears in each nitevolum e m ixed state Which varies w ith
volum e); those pure states along w ith their weights and overlaps retain scme mean eld
structure.

In this paper, however, we provide both heuristic and rigorous argum ents that indicate
the state and overlap structure in  nite volum es must in fact be relatively sin ple. This is
o even if there are m any pure states overall. These argum ents preclude the possiboility of
any type ofmean eld structure | even the nonstandard, 1im ited type | for the spin glass
phase In  nite dim ensions.

A though the argum ents and conclusions of this paper are applicable to fairly general
exam ples ofdisordered system s, wew illfocuson the EdwardsA nderson EA ) Ising spin glass
P4]l. W hen there arem any pure (in nite volume) states , it has been generally believed
fl] that the nite volum e G bbs state " (fora coupling con guration J in the cube 1 of
side L. centered at the origin w ith, say, periodic boundary conditions) is (@pproxin ately) a
m ixture ofm any pure states:
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and the nite volum e overlap distrbution Py (q) is (@pproxin ately) the corresponding m ix—
ture ofmany -functions:
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where q; is the overlap between the pure states and
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O foourse, ifthere isonly a sihgle pairofpure states (related by aglobalspin i) asin the
droplt/scaling picture of Refs. P7{Bq] (see also B1B7)), then oreach L, P F (@) willsinply
approxin ate a sum oftwo —functionsat g, .W ew illargue here that the sam e conclusion
istrue forthe nitevolum e overlap distributions even when there arem any pure states. T his

isbecause } will stillbe approxin ately a m ixture of a singk pair of pure states, although



now the choice of the pair w ill depend upon L. This scenario was previously proposed in
Refs. R1{23] as a Iogical possbility that llowed from the m etastate approach introduced
in those papers. Here we w ill argue that it is the only rasonablk possibility consistent w ith
m any pure states, and we w ill also present new scaling argum ents that provide a physical
basis for it and at the sam e tin e explain is relation to the earlier and sim pler two state
droplet/scaling picture.

It is in portant to note that in com puting overlap distributions as in Eq. ), the region
iIn which the com putation is done should be an all com pared to the overall size of the system
| ie., the system boundaries should be far from the region of interest. The reasons for
this were discussed at som e kength In the Appendix to Ref. 7], and willbe retumed to in
Section [V I. T his guarantees that one is ocusing on the them odynam ic states of the system
P2P91 and avoiding extraneous nite size and boundary e ects.

W ith this understanding, our argum ents indicate that the nonstandard SK picture, In-
troduced by uspreviously asthe only rem aining viablkem ean— eld-like picture, isnot valid in
any din ension. T he readerm ay w ish to glance ahead at Section In which this conclusion,
one of the m ain results of the paper, is presented.

The plan of the paper is as Hllows. Th Section [[f we review the concept of m etastates.
In Section [[IJ we discuss previously proposed scenarios for the spin glass phase, lncluding
the new er chaotic pairs and nonstandard SK pictures. In Section we present the rst of
ourm ain results, a theoram on the nvariance of the m etastate w ith respect to  jp-related
boundary conditions, and then discuss the consequences ofthe theorem . W ew illsee why this
result should be incom patble w ith any but the sin plest soin glass ordering, and in particular
how that argues against the nonstandard SK picture. In Section V] we w ill provide a scaling
basis for the chaotic pairs picture, and present one possible physical scenario under w hich
it would occur. In Section [V I we discuss, In Iight of our resuls, the question of why som e
num erical experin ents appear to see a com plicated overlap structure. W e further discuss
approprate procedures for com puting overlbp structures In  nie volum es as a m eans of
extracting at least partial infom ation on ordering in the low tem perature phase. Finally, In
Section [V If we present our conclisions.

II.M ETASTATES

Forspeci city, wew ill focus on the EdwardsA nderson (EA ) m odel[Rh]which, on a cubic
lattice in d dim ensions, is describbed by the H am ittonian
X
HJ ( )= ny Xy ’ (4)
hx;yi

where J denotes the set of couplings Jy, and w here the brackets indicate that the sum isover
nearest-neighbor pairs only, w ith the sites x;y 2 Z9. W e will take the spins , to be Ising,
ie., = 1; although thiswilla ect the details of our discussion, it is unim portant for
ourm ain conclusions. T he couplings Jy, are quenched, independent, dentically distributed
random variables; throughout the paper we will assum e their comm on distrlbution to be
symm etric about zero (and usually with the variance xed to be one). The m ost comm on
exam ples are the Gaussian and J distrbutions. The .In niteranged version of the EA



m odel was introduced by Sherrington and K irkpatrick B3] and is comm only referred to as
the SK m odel.

N um erical studies of spin glass overlbp structure in the EA model study nite volum e
cubes w ith (usually) periodic boundary conditions [L33433]. A crucial property of disor-
dered system s w ith m any com peting states is that, although particular pure statesm ay be
picked out by a special choice ofboundary conditions depending on the disorder realization,
such boundary conditions are not relevant for com parison to either experin ents on physical
SoIn glasses or to num erical sim ulations. In allofthese cases boundary conditions are chosen
independently of the coupling realization.

In this paper we w ill therefore focus on either xed or periodic boundary conditions
(@nd their jp-related b .c.’s; see Section[I ) chosen independently of the couplings. From
a theoretical point of view , cbservable properties In this situation are am enable to analysis
by m eans of the m etastate approach R1{R3].

M etastates enabl us to rwlate the observed behavior of a system In large but nite
volum es w ith its them odynam ic properties. T his relation is relatively straightforward for
system s w ith f&w pure states or for those whose states are related by welkunderstood sym —
m etry transform ations; but in the presence ofm any pure states not related by any cbvious
transform ations, this relation m ay be subtle and com plex. In these cases the m etastate
approach m ay be highly useful.

One reason for this is that, in the presence of m any com peting pure states, a sequence
asL ! 1 of nitewvolume G bbsmeasures on cubes ; wih coupling-independent b c.’s
will generally not converge to a single lim iting them odynam ic state B4]. W e call this
phenom enon chaotic size dependence (CSD ). In the m etastate approach, we exploit the
presence 0of C SD by replacing the study of single therm odynam ic states (as is conventionally
done) w ith an ensem bk of (oure orm ixed) them odynam ic states. T his approach, based on
an analogy to chaotic dynam ical system s, enables us to construct a lin iting m easure, but it
is a m easure on the them odynam ic states them selves.

This (In nitewvolum e) m easure contains far m ore infom ation than any single them o-
dynam ic state. It has a particular ussfulness In the context of the study of nite volum es
because i carries | am ong otherthings | the follow ng Infom ation . Suppose that there ex—
ist m any them odynam ic states n som e ( xed) din ension and at some ( xed) tem perature.
Then (for examplk) the periodic b.c. m etastate (constructed from an in nite sequence of

nitevolum e G bbsm easures on cubes w ith periodic boundary conditions) tells us the lke—
lihood of appearance ofany speci ed them odynam ic state, pure orm ixed, In a typical large
volum e. M ore precisely, it provides a probability m easure for all possible 1;2;:::;n-point
correlation functions contained in a box centered at the origin whose sides are su  ciently
far from any ofthe boundaries so that nite size e ectsdo not appreciably a ect the result.

D etails on the construction and properties of the m etastate were given in previous pa—
pers RI{P3]. Here we sinply recount som e central features. The histogram , or em pirical
distrbution approad, is a type of m icrocanonical ensambl which considers at xed J a
sequence of volum es w ith speci ed b c., such as periodic. The resulting sequence of nite-
volim e G bbs states *'; £7;:::; 8 each is given weight N 1. This \histogram " of

nitevolum e G Ibbs states converges to some 5y asN ! 1 . The (periodic bc. In this
exam plk) m etastate ; isa probability m easure on them odynam ic states at xed J, and
soeci esthe fraction of cube sizes that the system spends in each di erent (possbly m ixed)



therm odynam ic state  [BY1.

An alemative (and earlier) construction of the m etastate, in which the random ness of
the couplings is used directly to generate an ensam ble of states, was provided by A izenm an
and W ehr B§]. I this approach one considers the lin iting pint distrbution (T ; ;L)) as
L ! 1 . Technicaldetails can be ound in R3{R4B34].

Tt can be proved that there exists at last a J —-independent subsequence of volum es
along which the two approaches (em pirical distribution and A izenm an-W ehr) yield the sam e
lim iting m etastate PA{24]. This willbe in portant in what ©llows B9].

O ccasionally a distinction is drawn between nite-and In nitevolum e states (see, for
example, [[9]), where i is argued that the rst is more physical and the second m erely
m athem atical in nature. W hilk we have shown @] that the relation between the two m ay
bem ore subtlk than previously realized | at least In the case where m any com peting states
are present | w e also argue that the distinction draw n above ism iskading. Indeed, it should
be clear from the discussion above that the m etastate approach is speci cally constructed
to considerboth nite and in nite volum es together and to unify the two cases. In the next
section, guided by this approach, we review various allowable scenarios forthe EA soin glass
phase.

ITT.THE FINITE-DIM ENSIONAL SPIN GLASS PHASE

O fthepossible scenarios for soin glasses at low tem perature, the sin plest isthat spin— I
symm etry is not broken at positive tem peratures in any din ension. This would be the case
if there were no phase transition at all and the param agnetic state persisted to arbitrarily
low tem peratures. It would also be the case if there were a phase transition but the EA
order param eter ¢; 5 (corresponding to the selfoverlap of a pure state, ie., g in Eqg. {3))
rem alned zero. Sudh a phase m ight have, eg., sihgl-site m agnetizations equalling zero
at low tem peratures but two-spin correlation fiunctions decaying as a power law at large
distances.

M ore likely, however, is that spin— i symm etry is broken ord> ¢ and T < T.(d) HI.
In that case the sin plst scenario for the low -tem perature soin glass phase is the F isher-
H use scaling/droplet picture R7{BQ] (see also B1[33]), in which a singke pair of pure states is
present. In that case, w ith periodicb /s, CSD is absent, and the m etastate is concentrated
on a singlem ixed themm odynam ic state, w ith each ofthe two pure states having weight 1=2.
T his picture seam s Intemally consistent.

W e now consider possble m any-state pictures. In the standard SK picture, there is
an overlap distrdoution P; (@) that exhibis non-selfaveraging N SA ) even after the ther-
m odynam ic lin it has been taken [{B]; that is, £ uctuates with J even though i is a
them odynam ic quantity. O ther features of this picture Inclide ultram etricity am ong all
pure state overlaps and a continuous part ofP () (the average ofP; (q) overallJ ) between

G a - Fordetails, see fI].

However, this standard SK picture cannot hold (In any din ension and at any tem pera—
ture) @] because the translation nvariance ofP; (@) combined w ith the translation ergod—
icity of the underlying distribution of couplings in plies that P; (@) must be sslfaveraged

&q1.



Thisproblem w ih the standard SK picture m ight sound lke a m ere m athem atical tech—
nicality { orwhich onem ight hopeto nd a technical solution. But in fact this picture has
an Inherent conosptual aw { nam ely the basic problem that a singlke state 5 is sin ply not
a rich enough description ofthe L. ! 1 behavior of a them odynam ic system where C SD
occurs. In such a picture, one isin e ect replacing w ith a single state all of the infom ation
contained in an entire distrdbution of states, ie., the m etastate. W e now consider two non-
standard pictures, each of which arises naturally in the context of the m etastate approach
and the possible presence of CSD .

The st of these resambles the FisherHuse picture In  nite volum es, but has a very
di erent them odynam ic structure. It is a m any-state picture, but unlke in them ean- eld
picture each Jarge volum e (w ith periodic boundary conditions) \sees" essentially only one
pair of states at a tin e (in Section Ewe discusswhat tmeans ora nite volum e to \see"
a them odynam ic state, pure orm ixed). In other words, for large L, one nds that

1 1
EL) 5 JL + 5 J - ©)
w here refers to the global soin— ip of pure state . Here, the pure state pair (of the In—
niely many present) appearing in nite volum e depends chaotically on L. Unlke the
droplet/scaling picture, this new possibility exhibits CSD with periodic bect/s. In this
\chaotic pairs" picture the (periodic b.c.) metastate is digpersed over (n niely) many
's,ofthe form = = % | + 1 , . The overlap distrbution for each  is the same:
P =2 @ &a)*t 3 @+ ga). Like the FisherHuse picture, this scenario also seem's
Intemally consistent. It is interesting to note that a highly disordered spin glass m odel
A1/473] (see also B3] appears to display just this behavior in its ground state structure in
su ciently high dim ension.
T he Jast picture we discuss is a nonstandard SK -like picture that resam bles the standard
SK picture in nite volum es, but hasan altogetherdi erent them odynam ic structure. This
plctuﬁe, which also assumes in niely m any pure states, organizes them such that each
= W, ;. Themetastate ; is digppersed overmany such ’'s, so that di erent 's
again appear in di erent volum es, leading to CSD . Unlike the chaotic pairs picture, each
P dependson (because each  isnow itself a nontrivialm ixture of n niely m any pure
states) . However, the ensamble of P ’s (Ike the single P; ofthe standard SK picture) does
not depend on J (again because of translation invariance/ergodicity). So the conventional
m eaning of N SA | them odynam ic quantities such as the overlap distribution depending
on J | is replaced by a new notion: not dependence on J but rather dependence on the
state wihih them etastate for xed J . M oreover, ultram etricity of overlaps am ong pure
statesm ay be present w thin individual ’s, butnot forallofthe pure states taken together.
A m ore detailed description of this nonstandard SK picture is given in Refs. R1{R3]1.
G iven the results of PQ], the nonstandard SK picture is the only rem aining viable m ean—
eld-lke picture. W e have presented prelin inary argum ents (pased on the invariance ofthe
enssmble of P 'swith respect to J ; we refer the reader to Ref. @] for details) that already
cast som e doubt on its validity, by dem onstrating that the nonstandard SK picture requires
an enom ous num ber of constraints to be sin ultaneously satis ed. In the next section we
present further argum ents that m ore strongly rule it out as a viabl possbility.



IV.INVARIANCE OF THE M ETASTATE

Them ain resul of this section is a theoram on the Invariance of the m etastate ; with
resoect to boundary conditions that are Jprelated. Two (sequences of) be/s are -
related if, foreach nie L, there is som e subset ofthe boundary @ ; whose I transfomm s
one b c. for that L into the other. An ocbvious exam pl of Ip-related boundary conditions
are periodic and antiperiodic; a second exam plk is any two  xed boundary conditions, ie.,
where each spin on the boundary is speci ed. On the other hand, periodic and xed bc.s
arenot ip-related.

In the follow Ing theoram we continue to assum e that the comm on distrlbbution of the
ocouplings Jy, is sym m etric about zero, ie., that J,, has the sam e distrdbution as J.,, and
that the extermal eld is zero.

T heoram . Consider two m etastates constructed @t xed, arbitrary din ension and tem -
perature, and using either the histogram m ethod or the A izenm an-W ehrm ethod) using two
di erent boundary conditions, w ith neither dependingon J,onan in nite G ! 1 ) s=
quence of cubes 1, . Ifthetwo di erent sequences ofboundary conditions are ip-related,
then the two m etastates are the sam e (W ith probability one | ie., oralmost every J ).

P roof. W e use the fact, discussed above, that along som e J -Independent subsequence of
volum esboth the histogram construction ofm etastatesand the A izenm an-W ehr construction
have a lim i, and that lin i is the sam e. Because the A izenm an-W ehr construction averages
over couplings \at in niy" (or details, see Refs. [RL[2H3B]), it rigorously llows using
gauge transfom ation argum ents lke those used in the proofof Theorem 3 in Ref. Bq)]) that
the two m etastates m ust be the sam e.

This is a strking result (despoite the brevity of the proof), with im portant physical
consequences. It says, for exam ple, that the periodic b.c.metastate ; must be the sam e
as the antiperiodic b.c. metastate. In fact, if one were to choose (independently of J)
two arbitrary sequences of perdodic and antiperiodic b c.’s, the m etastates w ith probability
one) would still be identical. In other words, the m etastate (@and corresponding overlp
distributions constructed from i) at xed tem perature and din ension is highly insensitive
to boundary conditions.

To appreciate the In plications of this, consider the histogram construction ofthem etas-
tate. The Invariance of the m etastate w ith respect to di erent sequences of periodic and
antiperiodic b c.s m eans that the frequency of appearance (in nite volum es) of various
them odynam ic states is W ith probability one) independent of the choice ofboundary con-
ditions. M oreover, this sam e invariance property holds w ith probability one) am ong any
two sequences of xed boundary conditions (@nd the xed boundary condition of choicem ay
even be allowed to vary arbitrarily along any single ssquence of volum es)! It follow s that,
w ith resgpect to changes ofboundary conditions, the m etastate is highly robust.

O foourse, the Insensitivity of the m etastate w ith respect to changes of boundary condi-
tions would be unsurprising if there were only a single them odynam ic state (eg., param ag-
netic) or a shgk pairof ip-related states as n the droplt picture. But it isdi cul to see
how our result can be reconciled w ith the presence ofm any therm odynam ic states; indeed,
at rst glance it would appear to rule them out.

N evertheless, we argue below that our theoram does not rule out the existence ofm any
states, but clearly puts ssvere constraints on the form of the m etastate (and overlap dis—



trbution fiinction, which also possesses this invariance property) . O ur heuristic conclusion
is that, .n light of this strong invariance property, any m etastate constructed via coupling—
Independent b ’s can support only a very sim ple structure. A s a consequence, we w ill argue
that this theorem e ectively rules out the nonstandard SK picture.

To see that an uncountabk set of pure states isnot ruled out (Wwe will discuss countably
in nite sets below), consider the highly disordered ground state m odel [@]L] in high din en-
sions, which is believed to exhibit a version of the chaotic pairs picture w ith uncountably
m any states. O ur Invarance theoram applies to thism odel also, and so (eg.) the periodic
and antiperiodic m etastates m ust be the sam e, even though we m ight a priori expect them
to be di erent. By what m echanisn could this happen? The m ost natural possibility is
that both the periodic and antiperiodic b c.m etastates are the sam e as the free b.c.m etas-
tate 4] in which all relative signs between the di erent trees In the invasion forest (see
Refs. [1JA]] or details) are equally likely. That is, each of these m etastates consists of a
uniform distribution on the ground state pairs. G iven that, it doesn’t seem unreasonable
that all sorts of di erent b.c.s should give rise to a sin ilar uniform distrlbution. Indeed,
any xedb.c.does give a uniform distrdution on all singke ground states [BJL4R].

But this line of reasoning does appearto rule out the chaotic pairspicture w ith a countabke
In niy of states. In that case, of course, one can’t have a uniform distrbution (ie., all
equal, positive weights w ithin them etastate) . So now suppose that for some J the periodic
b c.m etastate assigns, for exam ple, probability 39 to one pair ofpure states, 28 to another,
and so on. In ctherwords, w ith periodicb c./s 39% ofthe nite cubesprefer pairnumberl,
28% prefer pair number 2, etc. So pair number 1 is the overall \w Inner" (am ong di erent

nie volum es) in the perodic b . populariy vote.

Tt now seem s clear heuristically, though, that the popularty vote by antiperiodic b.c.'s
should com eoutdi erently; it isunreasonable to suppose that pair num ber 1 be preferred by
39% ofthe periodic b . cubes and at the sam e tin e by 39% of the antiperiodic b c. cubes!
The uniform distribution conclision seem s even m ore nevitable when one considers that
analogous argum ents also apply to pairs of arbitrarily chosen sequences of xed boundary
conditions.

W e conclude that consistency between our nvariance theoram and the existence of (un-
countably) m any states requires, in som e sense, an equal lkelhood of the appearance (in
the m etastate) of all states, ie., som e sort of uniform distrloution on them . Let us exam ne
this further. W e've already noted that di erent sequences of volimeswih xed bc!s |
ie., allvolum es having plusboundary conditions, allvolum es having plus on som e boundary
faces and m fnus on others, all volum es w th each boundary soin chosen by the 1 ofa fair
coin, and so on | result in the sam e m etastate. W e note for future reference that the tem
\chaotic pairs", which was chosen I reference to spin-symm etric b c.s (such as periodic)
should be replaced here by \chaotic pure states"; ie. in this picture, the G bs state In a
typical hrge volume  wih xed bc/swillbe @pproxin ately) a single pure state that
varies chaotically w ith L . But we expect that them ixed state 5, which is the average over
the m etastate PQ{23]

Z
g ()= ()s()d ; (6)
would be the sam e for periodic and xed b.c.s. One can also think ofthis ; asthe average
therm odynam ic state, N l(§“1)+ ;LZ)+ 12 Lf““)),jnthe]jmitN [
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Now consider the m ixed boundary condition in which every xed b .c. on the boundary
of each 1 is given equal weight. If there are (Unocountably) m any pure states present,
then in a typical large volum e one would expect to see a G bbs state which approxin ates a
continuous m ixture over the pure states (cf. P ossibility 3 or 4 discussed in Ref. P1]). Butwe
still expect that the average over the m ixed b .c.m etastate would be the same ; as for the

xed b c. m etastate, the perdodic b c. m etastate, and so on. That is, the average over the
m etastate should be even m ore robust than the m etastate itself, ie., it should be the sam e
form etastates constructed through any two sequences of (coupling—ndependent) b c.'s, not
Just  Jjp-related ones.

A though logically possible, it seem sunreasonable that thislast (n xed b.c.wih all xed
b c/sgiven equalweight) m etastate, chosen from am axin ally uniform m ixture ofboundary
conditions, can have anything otherthan a uniform distrdoution overthe pure states. But, as
Just pointed out, this distrloution should be the sam e for this as for all the otherm etastates
under discussion. (W e caution the reader that, unlke the case of the strongly disordered
m odel f3], we do not have a precise sense in which this distrbution can be de ned to be
uniform . For that reason, this part of the argum ent m ust be regarded as heuristic.)

W ih these points in m Ind, we now tum to a discussion of the nonstandard SK picture,
and other possible m ixed state soenarios.

The nonstarpard SK picture requires (cf£.Eqg. (])) thatthe ’sappearing in them etastate
be of the fom W ; ;,with at Jeast som e subset of the weights W ; In each  nonzero
and unequal. W e would then have a situation lke the ollow ng. W ith perodic b c/s, say,
the fraction of Lj's for which the nite volum e G bbs state in L, puts eg.) at least 84%
of itsweight in one pair of pure states (put w ith that pairnot speci ed) is039. But then it
m ust also be the case that w ith antiperiodic b c.'s the fraction ofvolum es forwhich the nie
volum e G Iobs state puts at least 84% of its weight In som e unspeci ed pair is still exactly
039! M oreover, the sam e argum ent m ust apply to any \cut" one m ight care to m ake; ie.,
one constructs the perdodic b.c.m etastate and ndsthat x$ ofall nite volum es have put
y% oftheirweight In z states, with z depending on the (@dirary) choice of x and y. Then
this m ust be true also for all volum es w ith antiperiodic b £'s; and sim ilarly (out possibly
separately) am ong allpairs of xed b c. states.

Onceagain, theonly sensblway In which this could happen would be forthe selection of
states to be relatively insensitive (In som e globalsense) to the choice ofboundary conditions,
ie., for the bec/s to choose the states in som e \dem ocratic" fashion w ithout favoritism o
that ; , the average over them etastate, should be som e sort of uniform m ixture ofthe pure
states, as before. However, unlke in the chaotic pairs picture discussed earlier, we clain
that this cannot happen when the ’sare (hontrivial) m ixed states.

The reason for this is that the m etastate has a strong covariance property Bg] (see also
R3) in which the ’smust transform in a speci ed way under an arbitrary nite change
n the coupling realization. Under this nite change, the enssmbl ; ( ) transform s (as
would any probability m easure) according to the change of vardiables !  ° Here, Cisthe
therm odynam ic state with correlationsh io= h,e ® i=he " i,wherr H isthe
change in the Ham iltonian.

U nder this change of variables, pure states ram ain pure and their overlaps don’t change.
However, the weights which appear n each  will In general change, as one would expect.
To see this, consider a particular having a discrete pure state decom position



X

w ith m any nonzero weights W . Suppose that one chooses a particular coupling Jy, and
in poses the transform ation Jyy ! ng = Jyy+ J.Then theweight W within ) ofthe
pure state willtransform foreach as
X
W ! Wl=rw = rW ®)

where
r =hexp( J 4 y)i =cosh( J)+h, yi snh( J): 9)

In eitherthe droplet/scaling orthe chaotic pairspicture, thereare in each  only two pure
states (dependingon  in chaotic pairs), each w ith weight 1=2. Because alleven correlations
are the sam e in each pair of ( jp-related) pure states, the transform ation of Eqg. |B) leaves
the weights unchanged.

However, In nonstandard SK there exist pure statesw thin each (m ixed) with r=htive
dom ain walls, so that they di er in at least som e even correlation functions. But this then
rules out that ; must always be a uniform m ixture of the pure states, because a suitable
change of couplings w ill shift the weights foreach  In such a way that the distribution over
pure statesof ; also shifts. (T his reasoning can be m ade rigorous, but because other parts
of the argum ent are heuristic, we om it a proof.)

In other words, we argued above that the nvariance of the m etastate w ith respect to
boundary conditions lkeft open, as the only reasonable possibility for the presesnce ofm any
pure states, that 5, the average over the m etastate, be som e sort of uniform m xture
over the pure states. Thismust be true for any J W ith probability one), so the weight
distribution over all pure states m ust also be invariant w ith respect to changes in J . But
this invariance is inconsistent w ith the transfomm ation properties of the ’swith respect to

nite changes in J : if there are mulipl pure states in the ’'s, wih the pure states in
each not having the sam e even correlations (ie., they have relative dom ain walls), then
their relative weightsm ust vary (as expected) w ith changes in the coupling realization. T his
leads to a contradiction, and therefore rules out not only nonstandard SK but any picture
In which the ’sare a nontrivialm xture ofpure states.

O ur conclusion, based on the above com bination of both rigorous results and heuristic
argum ents, is that the nonstandard SK picture cannot be valid In any din ension and at
any tem perature. M ore generally, the m any nvariances of the spin glass m etastate cannot
support any picture n which them odynam ic m ixed states (other than a shgle ipr=elhted
pair) are s;en N nite volum es.

G ven that the only reasonable possibilities rem aining (that display broken spin o
symm etry) are the droplet/scaling picture and the chaotic pairs picture, we conclude that
the overlap distribution function P

P @@= W W @ gq) (10)

can atm ostbeapairof -functionsat g, foreach ;ie.,heach nitevolum e the overlap
between pure states that appear in that volum e is jist that pairof -functions. Thisw illbe
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the case regardless of whether there is only a single pair or uncountably m any pairs ofpure
states. W e w ill discuss this fiirther in Section [V 1, but rst we tum to another topic.

In the next section we present a sin ple scaling approach that provides both a plausibility
argum ent and also a physical starting point for understanding the \chaotic pairs" m any—
state picture introduced in Refs. RI{R3]. I is in portant to note that this scaling picture
is consistent w ith the F isher-H use droplet picture P7B0] for appropriate values of the new
scaling exponents, but for other values can give rise to a di erent them odynam ic picture.

V.A SCALING APPROACH TO THE CHAOTIC PAIRSPICTURE

W e have argued above that w ith periodic boundary conditions, one should see at m ost
a singke pair of Jo-related pure states in a large volum e. A s already discussed, this eaves
open the possibilities of either a singl pure state (eg., but not necessarily, a param agnet), a
single pair of pure states (as in the droplkt picture), or the chaotic pairs m any-state picture
discussed above. W e now present a sin ple extension of earlier scaling/droplet argum ents
E1BJ1 which is consistent w ith this last possibility, and also provides a possible socenario or
the spatial structure ofdom ain wallcon gurations am ong the ground states.

T he ob fct here is to obtain estin ates on the di erence in energy or free energy between
the Iowest-lying state in a xed volum e and the next higher one. T he appearance at nonzero
tem perature of multiple (mon-soin— P rlated) states In a shglk (brge) volum e requires
that the energies of the Iowest-lying states di er by order one. If, on the other hand, the
\m inim al" energy di erence scales as som e positive pow er ofthe system size, then onew illsee
at m ost a singlk pair of states In any given box W ith spin-sym m etric boundary conditions,
such as periodic) .

To analyze the appearance In  nite volum es, and at very low tem perature, of n nite
volum e pure states, as in Eq. {l), wewillconsider n nite volum e ground states restricted to
the cubeofsize L, wih a xedboundary condiion * chosen independently ofthe couplings.
In ouranalysisbelow wew illtreat the boundary soinsas chosen random ly and independently
of the couplings | but for a nonrandom  xed b.c. such as plus, the sam e argum ents go
through wih m norm odi cations.

A Ythough therem ay a prioribe in nielymany in nite volum e ground states, the num ber
of distinct restrictions to the cube is nite and its logarithm should be oforder I8 1 for
som e . The scaling exponent (wih O d 1) may be understood In anotherway:
the m lnimum num ber of spins on the surface of the cube that di er between two In nite
volum e ground states, whose spins disagree at (or near) the origh [4], should scale as L
T hese two states should correspondingly di er n the bulk by a num ber of soins of (at least)
orderL *1.

If there exists only a single pairof ip-related ground states (as argued in Refs. [RB[2P]),
then = d 1. thehighly disordered spin glassm odelofRefs. B1/A7] (see also Ref. E3)),
it appearsthat = d 1 below eight dimensionswhilke = 3 above eight din ensions.

Let us exam ine the exponent more clossly. A lthough a priori there seem s to be
no reason to exclide the possibility that = 0, there are several argum ents indicating
othemw ise. Note also that = 0 would saturate the possibl growth rate of the num ber of
distinguishable ground states n any nite volum e since the logarithm ofthis num ber cannot
exceed order L4 1 ) If = 0, then spins living in regions between dom ain walls would exist
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In one-din ensional tube-lke ob pcts. Tt seam s very unlikely that such tubes could be stablk;
ie. eventually such a tube should encounter a uctuation which destroys its structure.
A s=econd and som ewhat di erent argum ent uses the fact that should be bounded from
below by the exponent introduced by Fisher and Huse R7[30], which govermns them inim al
Interface free energy between di erent pure stateson a length scak L; ie., thism inin al fiee
energy ispresumed to grow as L . Ik isnot di cul to see, then, that . However,
it was argued In Refs. PB(Q] that the nequalty > 0 is necessary in order for spin I
sym m etry to be broken at positive tem perature. In what follow swe therefore always assum e
that > 0.

Before considering the EA m odel itself, we st treat the mudch sin pler case of a hom o—
geneous Ising ferrom agnet with xed b c.s chosen at random . F irst we consider the energy
di erence between the plusand m nus ground states W ith interface ground states tem porar-
ik not considered). Here there isno buk energy di erence, and = d 1. Because ofthe
random ness of the b c., the boundary energy di erence is of order L. . T he conclusion in
this case 1] (see also R3] is that the total energy di erence is also L = and thus w ith
random b .c.sone does not see a m xture of the plus and m Inus states but only one of them
(chosen by the sign of the boundary energy) chaotically changing with L.

W hat about seeing interface states? H ere, the appropriatebulk energy di erence between
the constant ground states and the interface states scalesasL® ! wih the sam e asbebre)
and so thebulk energy di erence dom nates the boundary energy di erence. In this case the
totalenergy di erence between the hom ogeneous state and the lowest-lying interface state
isof order L9 ! . As a resul, all nterface states are \nvisbk" i the random b.c. nie
volum e ferrom agnet R3A71.

W e now consider the EA Ising spin glass from this point of view . That is, we consider
the energies of the restrictions ofallin nite volum e ground states to the I cube centered
at the origin. A sbefore, we divide the energy into a buk and a boundary part, and ask how
the energy di erence between the lowestenergy and next—-lowest-energy state scaleswith L.
Consider the state wih m hmmum totalenergy (sub fct to the xed boundary condition)
and the state ofnext Iowest energy that di ers from  near the origih. By the de nition of

,thetwo statesdi erby at Jeast L *! spins in thebuk and by I. spins on the boundary.

To estin ate the energy di erences between low lying states, we w ill ssparately consider
the boundary energy com ing from the couplings between ~ and the adpcent spins in the
aube, and the buk energy di erence (from the rem ainder ofthe nite volum e Ham iltonian).
Ifthere were no bulk energies to consider, then onem ight expect that two stateswhich di er
by L. spinson theboundary would typically di erby an overallenergy oforder I =2. Ifthis
were indeed the case for the two lowest-lying states in alm ost any volum e, then one would
see only one state per voum e (for xed boundary conditions). H owever, since one is doing
am Inin ization problm which includesbulk energies aswell, it is not at all obvious a priori
that thisw illhappen. In particular, there m ight be som e delicate cancellation between bulk
and boundary energies.

W e w illnow , however, present a speci ¢ soenario in which an explicit calculation show s
that the Iowestying states, n a volume with xed boundary conditions chosen indepen—
dently of the couplings, do indeed have an energy di erence of order L . T his exam ple is
presented as a plausibility argum ent and dem onstrates one way in which this can occur, but
isnot m eant to In ply that it can occur In only thisway.
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Consider then a scenario in which the spin at the origin belongs to a cluster, not in-—
tersected by any dom ain walls, whose Intersection with the boundary as before is of size
L . W edenote that cluster S,. Suppose furtherthat isa generalin nite volum e ground
state, and that E, ( ) is the energy | Including both the boundary and bulk com ponents
| of restricted to 1,theL? cube centered at the origin.

The energy E 1, ( ) can therefore be w ritten

X X
Ep ()= T T+ ED() a1

X
x2Sp\@ 1, x2@ 1 nSo

where the 1rst temm is the contrbution from the spins in the cluster § on the boundary
@ ,the second tem is the surface energy contribution from all other boundary soins, and
the naltem is the energy contridbution of the buk spins. M ore precisely, @ ; is the set
of sites x Inside ; wih a nearest neighbor y outside @ ; and ~, is the boundary soin "y
tines Jyy . Eq. @) can be rew ritten as

r--
EL(): ()Zy fo\@ Lj+YL() 12)

where three new variables have been Introduced: ( )= 1 represents the sign ofthe soin
at the origin in ground state , Z; is @pproxim ately) a G aussian random variable w ith zero
mean and unit variance, and Yy, ( ) depends both on the buk energy of and on the rest
ofthe boundary spins (ie., those not included In the rsttem).

In going from Eq. {II]) to {IJ) we used the fact that the boundary condition consists of

xed random spins, chosen Independently of . The crucial cbservation is that the random

variables Z;, which arise from the random boundary conditions, are Independent of the
goectrum ofthe M ostly) buk energies Yy, ( ). W e now show that, regardless of the num ber
and distrbution ofthe Y; ( )’'sas vares, there w illbe no strong cancellations between the
two tem s W ith probability close to one).

C onsider the ground state whose energy in Eq. (L)) isthem ininum , and also the ground
state w hich hasthe next higher energy, and is required to have a relative sopin o w ith respect
to the lowest energy state at the origin. W e then have

r--
min Eg () min Ep() = 22, P\ @ pj+Y, Y ; (13)

to= 1 to=+1
where Y, and YL+ are the buk plus rem ainder boundary energies of the two lowestlying
statesw ith a relative soin I at the origin.

Since Z; and Y, YL+ are functions of dispint sets of the random boundary spins,
they are Independent rariglom variables. Hence, variances add and thee ectofY Y, on
the random variable 2Z; B, \ @ ; jcan only be to increase the spread of its distribution.
This allow s us to conclude that w ith probability close to one (ie. for m ost choices of the
Boundary soins) the expression on the right-hand side of Eq. ([3) is of order (at least)

Bo\ @ 1jie,oforderl, 2.Aslngas > 0,which ispart of our scenario, this grow th
with L In the spacing of the low lying spectrum of ground states argues for the appearance
at an all positive tem perature of only a single pure state In large nite volum e G bbs states

wih xed b.c/s (that are independent of the couplings).
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T he above argum ent is instructive in several respects. It dem onstrates that, given the
condition that no dom ain wall ssparates the origin from the boundary of the box, there can
be no m iraculous \congpiracy" under w hich buk and boundary energies cancel out to order
one. It does require a strong condition, nam ely that all dom ain walls, In the union of all
symm etric di erences over all ground states, do not form any closed and bounded regions.
A s stated above, thisisa su cient condition for the scaling argum ent given above to work,
but we see no reason at this point why it should be a necessary condition in order for the
conclisions to be valid.

N evertheless, it provides one interesting scenario forthe spatial structure of ground states
and dom ain walls if m any states should exist. Interestingly, n the only exam ple of which
we're aware in which a nie dimensional soin glass apparently does possess m any states
in high dinensions | the highly disordered ground state m odel of Refs. B1JAd] | exactly
this structure occurs! These considerations provide a possbly fruitfiil avenue for future
nvestigations.

VI.PURE STATES IN FINITE VOLUMES:W HAT'SGOING ON HERE?

In this section we address what it actually m eans, In an operational sense, to \s=e" a
pure state | which form ally isan In nite volum e ob Fct | Insidea nitevolume. W e then
use that analysis to answer a glaring question: if states and overlaps in  nite volum es are
restricted to, at m ost, a sihgk pair of ip-related pure states and a pair of -functions at

G a , Tepectively, then what are them any num erical sin ulations eg. [4/14/18/19B453)
and experin ents ( [4§]49)]) that appearto see am ore com plicated state and overlap structure
actually seeing?

Ourmaihn point will be that pure state structure can and doesm anifest itself in  nite
volum es, and govems the physics at nite length scales. Conversly, observations m ade in
large, nite volum es must in tum reveal the themm odynam ic structure and the nature of
ordering of the system | if su cient care is given to the analysis of those cbservations.
Indeed, were both the above statem ents not true, t would be di cul to see why the study
of them odynam ics would be of any interest to physics.

W hile the above assertions have long been noncontroversial form ost statistical m echan—
ical system s and m odels, there rem ains considerable confusion in the case of soIn glasses
BQ]. At least part of the problem is that reliance on the overlap structure alone can at best
give only partial | and som etin es m iskeading | Inform ation on the themm odynam ics of
realistic spin glassm odels P1232§R23]. A second problem is that, as we have em phasized
in previous papers ]3], the connection between nite-and in nitevolim e behaviorm ay
be more complkx and subtle In soin glasses than In sin pler system s. An analysis of this
connection thus deserves m ore thought than a sin ple attem pt to sever the link altogether
between the two behaviors (as in Appendix I of [I3]). So in this section we w ill expand on
previous discussions BJ] to fiirther clarify these issues.

A them al state, whether pure or m ixed, is com pktely speci ed by the st of all of
its (-point, 2-point, 3pomt, :::3) correlation functions. In a nie volme, a state will
m anifest iself through the appearance of a particular set of such correlations. Because
boundary e ectsw ill invariably alter or distort (com pared to an in nitevolum e state) these
correlations in som e region Whose size will depend on the speci cs of the Ham ilttonian,
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tem perature, din ension, etc.), one must always be carefil to exam ine them n a volume
sn all enough so that these \distortion" e ects are negligbl. In other words, the boundary
should be su ciently far from the region under exam nation so that an accurate picture of
the therm odynam ics can be dbtained [51].

So, for exam ple, even in the param agnetic state, one would m easure nonzero m agneti-
zations at Interjor sites In the vichity of a boundary on which all pinsare xed (eg. to
be +1). A s the boundary m oves farther out, subssquent m easuram ents at those sam e sites
would nd theirm agnetization tending to zero.

Tt isnotunusual, even forocom paratively sin ple system s, forboundary e ectsto penetrate
m ore deeply Into the Interior than a shallow \boundary layer". C onsider the exam ple of the
tw o-dim ensional uniform Ising ferrom agnet. It is known [53J53] that this system has only
two pure states | the translationally Invariant positive and negative m agnetization states
| forall0 < T < T.. Suppose now that on a square of side L. one were to inpose xed
boundary conditions such that all spins on the right half of the boundary are +1 and all
soins on the kft are 1. Thiswill inpose a dom ain wall on the system , whose m axin um
(@nd typical) deviation (from the vertical line passing through the origin) will scale as L*™?
(s=e Figure 1). So for all large L the system gives the appearance of having a pure state
with a dom ain wall F4]; indeed, the dom ain wall aways stays quite far from the (vertical)
boundaries. H owever, ifonewere to look at any xed, nite region, then asthe size L ofthe
square grow s, the dom ain wall eventually m oves outside the xed region, and one would see
only a m xture of the positive and negative transhtionally invariant states. The (equal, In
thiscass,asL ! 1 ) weights In the m ixture correspond to the probabilities of the dom ain
wallthem ally uctuating to the kft or to the right ofthe xed region.

So in thisexam ple the dom ain wall is an artifact ofthe in posed boundary condition, and
hasnothing to do w ith any them odynam ic structure or low ~tem perature ordering properties
ofthe systam . M oreover, consideration ofthe spin con gurationsover the entire squarewould
Jead to lnoorrect conclusions about the pure state structure. T his illustrates our contention
that in order to arrive at an accurate picture of the thermm odynam ic structure and the nature
of ordering of a system , one m ust focus attention on a  xed \w indow " near the origin (which
m ay ke arbitrarily large, but is am all com pared to the entire volum e under consideration) .

T his conclusion is especially in portant when evaluating, and draw ing Inferences from ,
overlap functions. A m ore detailed discussion is given in the A ppendix ofRef. R3], to which
we refer the reader; herewe w illonly reiterate an illim inating exam ple due to van Enter [5§],
which In tum extends an earlier exam ple due to Huse and F isher P§]. C onsider the overlap
distribution of an Ising antiferrom agnet in two dim ensions w ith periodic boundary condi-
tions. For odd-sized squares the overlap is equivalent (oy the cbvious gauge transfom ation)
to that of the ferrom agnet w ith periodic boundary conditions, and for even-sized squares
it is equivalent to that of the ferrom agnet w ith antiperiodic boundary conditions. If the
overlap distribution were com puted In the full square, i would therefore oscillate between
two di erent answers (one a sum oftwo -—functions at plus orm nus the square ofM , the
spontaneous m agnetization, and the other a continuous distrbution between ®™ )?).0n
the other hand, com puting overlaps in boxes which are much an aller than the system size
would give rise In this exam ple to a welkde ned answer | ie. the two —function overlap
distrdoution | which provides a m ore accurate picture of the nature of ordering in this
system .
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W ih these rem arks n m ind, we now tum to the niedinensional IsngEA soin glass.
E ssentially all the sim ulations of which we are aware com pute the overbp distribution in
the entire box. Boundary conditions are chosen independently of the couplings, and are
usually periodic. G Iven our conclusion that, under these circum stances, at m ost a pair of

Jporelated pure statesw illappear n aln ost any nite volum e, we suspect that the overlaps
com puted over the entire box are observing dom ain wall e ects arising sokly from the
In posed boundary conditions, rather than revealing the actual spin glass ordering. (T his
is the reason why in Section /] we looked only at states w ith relative dom ain walls in the
vichhity of the origin.)

In other words, if overlap com putations were m easured in \an all" window s far from
any boundary, one should nd only a pair of -fiinctions. One way to test this would be
to x a region at the origin, and do successive overlap com putations in that xed region
for ncreasingly larger boxes w ith In posed periodic boundary conditions; as the boundaries
m ove farther away, the overlap distrbution within the xed region should tend toward a
pair of -functions [G6].

Tt is inportant to clar up one other m isconception. Ik was asserted at the end of
Section 2 in Ref. [[9] that \after Ref. B4] one has to argue that the physics m ust change
after som e very large length scal ..din order to clain that the mean eld lin it is not a
good starting point to study the realistic case of nite din ensionalm odels...". A lthough,
of course, this changeover m ay well occur, it is at least as lkely that it doesn’t E], and
that nontrivial overlaps w illbe seen oralllarge L (as the unifom ferrom agnet dom ain wall
exam ple illustrates). The real problam is In som e sense the opposite: nam ely, that overlap
com putations are not being done In sm all enough regions to provide an accurate picture of
soin glass ordering.

VII.CONCLUSIONS

Tn our previous papers RQ{23], we showed that spin glasses m ay be m ore com plex |
in the relation between their behavior n  nite and in nite volum es | than had previously
been noted in the literature. In the present paper, we have presented argum ents indicating
that, n a di erent sense, soIn glasses are m ore sim pk than had previously been clain ed in
much of the literature.

Our main oconclusion is that, for realistic spin glass m odels such as Ising Edwards-
Anderson, any large nite volum e W ith say soin-symm etric b c.'s, such as periodic, chosen
Independently of the couplings) w ill display at m ost a single pair of Ip-related pure states.
Thism ay corregpond to either a single pair of pure states in total, as In the droplet/scaling
picture P7233Q], or to the \chaotic pairs" picture introduced in Ref. P1|] and elaborated
upon in Refs. 3,231.

This rules out the nonstandard SK picture also introduced in Ref. P1|] and elaborated
upon in Refs. PJ23]. Combined with our earlier result P{] ruling out the standard SK
picture, we conclude that the therm odynam ic structure and the nature of spin glass ordering,
whether in  nite or in nite volum es, cannotle m ean— eld-like in any dim ension and at any
tem perature.

The argum ent leading to this conclusion followed a theorem , presented in Section [V],
that the m etastate for xed J is invariant w ith respect to arbitrary choices of ip-related
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boundary conditions (such as periodic and antiperiodic). It was then argued that only the
sin plest pure state (@nd corresponding overlap) structures could be so rbust [F8]. The
only reasonable scenario under which (uncountably) m any states could then appear is that,
statistically, the states are Insensitive to the boundary conditions. That is, the m etastates
would be generated (@s In the highly disordered ground state m odel) through som e kind of
random faircoin-tossing process.

W e argued in Section [V I that overlap com putations should be done in sn all interior boxes

(surrounded by mudch larger boxes where the boundary conditions are actually in posed)

In order to ram ove boundary e ects and get a picture of spin glass ordering that is not
m iskading. W e expect that W ith periodic b .c.’s) for those din ensions and tem peratures
where g, 6 0, this procedure would result in a singlke pair of -finctionsat ga [B9d].

W e also presented in Section [V] a scaling argum ent that show s how a \chaotic pairs" (or
chaotic pure states, under xed b .c.'s) picture can arise. W e provided an explicit calculation
that supported thispicture underthe su cient (out not necessary) condition that the union
ofdom ain walls between all pairs of pure states form no closed and bounded regions. Inter-
estingly, exactly such a structure ispresent in the only exam ple of a nontrivial short-ranged
FoIn glassm odelknown to have m any ground states | ie., the highly disordered spin glass
modelofRefs. B]B]] (see also E3)).

G Iven that an overlap structure com puted In an entire nite volum e (as opposed to that
com puted within a an aller w indow ) m ight be nontrivial due only to boundary e ects, it
cannot yield de nitive nfom ation on the ordering of the spin glass phase. Furthem ore,
there is no a priori reason to expect that it would display any exotic or Intricate properties
such as ulram etricity, or In general bear any particular ressmblance to the mean eld
structure cbserved forthe SK m odel. H ow ever, the dom ain walls responsible for this overlap
structure (if present) could have an observable, although perhaps nonuniversal, € ect on
dynam ics. W e w ill explore this issue in a future paper.
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role. A rgum ents along these lines can also be found in Section 3 of A C D . van Enter and
J. Frohlich, Comm . M ath. Phys. 98, 425 (1985)). It should be understood throughout that
when \pure states" are referred to (eg. In Section E), we generally m ean only those that
appear in a m etastate constructed using coupling-independent boundary conditions.

B8IM .A izenm an and J.W ehr, Comm .M ath. Phys. 130, 489 (1990).

B9 & should be noted that currently existing proofs require not only a subsequence
Li;Lp;:::;Ly ;200 of cube sizes, but possbly also a subsequence of N ’s when taking the
histogram lim i. However, the crucial point is that this subsequence of cube sizes, even if
necessary in som e Instances, rem ains lndependent of J .

[A0] Asshown In Ref. @], the rigorous exclusion of the non-selfaveraging property orP s (@) also
in plies a Jack of ultram etricity of distances am ong all of the pure states. T hat is, although
not also rigorously exclided, the ulram etricity property was shown to be highly in plausble.
It is worth noting that an ulram etric structure in state space can appear in the ground
state structure of m odels w ith determ inistic (@nd hence trivially selfaveraged) interactions,
although in orderto obtain this structure one hastom ake a very arti cial choice of interaction.
For details, sse A C D .van Enter, A .Hof, and J.M ikisz, J.Phys. A 25, L1133 (1992).

A1]CM .Newman and D L. Stein, Phys. Rev. Lett. 72, 2286 (1994).

A2]CM .Newman and D L. Steln, J. Stat. Phys. 82, 1113 (1996).

[A3]M .Cigplak, A .M aritan, and JR .Banavar, Phys. Rev. Lett. 72, 2320 (1994).

[A4] N ote that free boundary conditions are not ip-related to periodic and antiperiodic boundary
conditions.

[A5] The uniform distribbution in the case of the strongly disordered m odel corresponds to the sign
of each tree in the invasion forest being chosen by the i ofa fair con.

[46] This is clearly a subset of all pairs of the ground states that are distinct w ithin the cube 1, ;
the reason for this restriction w illbe discussed in Section @

A7]1A C D .van Enter, J. Stat. Phys. 60, 275 (1990).

48]1M . Ledem an, R.Omach, JM .Hamann, M . Oclo, and E .V incent, Phys. Rev. B 44, 7403

(1991).
49]1Y G .Joh, R.O roach, and JM . Ham ann, \Spin glass dynam ics under a change in m agnetic

]
]
]
]

eld," preprint, 1996.

(0] In Appendix 1 of Ref. @], for exam ple, it is argued that the pure state, or them odynam ic,
structure is m erely a m athem atical in nitevolum e construct that has little or no physical
relevance to real ( nievolum e) system s such as soin glasses. W e believe those argum ents to
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19



probability distrbution does not even exist in the In nievolim e 1im it for m any disordered
system s is sin ply Incorrect.) It is, for exam ple, a m isconception that the behavior of corre-
Jation functions is m ore physical or less \m etaphorical" (cf. Appendix 1 of Ref. @]) than
therm odynam ic states. Indeed, the two are sin ply di erent labels for the sam e ob fct, In the
sam e way that one can tak either of the probability distribution of a random variable or the
set of its m om ents.

B1] This should not be confiised w ith the fact that, ifm any pure states are present, then changes
in boundary conditions can change the state everyw here in the volum e, Including the region
about the origin. In this situation, boundary conditions can select the thermm odynam ic state
in the interior; but in order to see which state has been selected, one must still m easure
correlations in a region about the origin su clently far from the boundardes.

B2]M .Aizenm an, Commun.M ath. Phys. 73, 83 (1980).

B31Y .Higuchi, in Random Fields, E sztergom (Hungary) 1979, edited by J.Fritz, JL . Lebow iz,
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(4] Such a non-translation-invariant pure state will occur in higher din ensions than two, below
the roughening tem perature.

B5]A £ D .van Enter, private com m unication.

B6] A though all direct num erical com putations of Py (@) (@nd P (g)) ofwhich we are aware com —
pute overlaps in the fullvolum e, at least one com putation hasbeen reported @,@] that does
exam Ine a type of overlap m easure, called the B inder cum ulant, constructed on restricted sub-
volum es. A though strictly soeaking the m easurem ent reported has a dynam ical com ponent,
it m ay contain potentially interesting and currently unexplained inform ation on the equilb—
rum spin glss. However, the lin ted nature of the m easurem ents done to date seem to us
nsu cient grounds for ruling out the droplet/scaling picture, as asserted in E

B7]1 The possbility that nite size e ects m ight be persistent in system s w ith quenched disorder
was also noted In Ref. E].

B8] W e should point out the special properties, under these argum ents, of fiee boundary condi-
tions.Freeb c/sare not IJp-related to any others and our argum ents In Sections E and E do
not apply to them .W e further note that in the SK m odel itself, free b.c/s are in som e sense
the only natural boundary condition available. So could it be the case that the nonstandard
SK picture m ight appear under free b .c./s and no other? W e do not nd this to be a rea-
sonable possbility because, unlke in the case of the in niteranged m odel, there is nothing
particularly special about free b.c/s In niedim ensional short-ranged m odels. A though for
technical reasons our argum ents apply to b.c./s such as periodic, antiperiodic, xed, and so
on, the crucialaspect of our argum ents ism ore closely related to the property that theseb c./s
are chosen independently of the couplings. In this respect free b /s for arbitrary volum es are
no di erent from the others. In the highly disordered m odel, for exam ple, we expect (ut have
not proved) that the periodic/antiperiodic b c.m etastate is identical to the fire b c.m etastate
(cf. Section [V]).

B9 W ediscussed In the Appendix toRef. @] various subtleties associated w ith the precisem ethod
of construction ofthe overlap distrbution . In thispaperwe have referred only to the case w here

2%) discussed in that

paper. Ifreplica non-independence @@] w ere present, aswould be the case ifthe chaotic pairs

picture were to hold, then one could construct a di erent in nitevolum e overlap distribution
by breaking replica symm etry after the In nitevolum e lim it is taken (cf. construction 2 of

the overlap is com puted in nite volum es using the replica m easure
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Ref. @]). This would be the replica overlap for the average s of the metastate, and i
would be the sam e not only for aln ost all Ip-related boundary conditions but also, at the
sam e tin e, for alm ost every J . G iven that, the only reasonable possibilities for this overlap
function w ithin the chaotic pairs scenario would be either a single -function at the origin, or
(less lkely, we believe) a continuous distrbution between o a wih no -—function goikes.
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FIGURES

FIG.1. A typical spin con guration in a 2d Ising ferrom agnet at positive tem perature below
T., wih xed spin boundary conditions that are + 1 on the right half of the boundary and 1
on the lft half. The maxinum (@nd typical) deviation of the induced dom ain wall from the
vertical line through the origi is O @.'7?). This dom ain wall persists on all length scalks but is
unrelated to the low -tem perature ordering. T willm issa su ciently small (0 L 72)) window about
the origin; exam ination of the order param eter inside only this w indow w ill correctly capture the
them odynam ics. (In particular, one can exam ine any xed nite region as the boundaries m ove
far away.) This sketch depicts a relhtively an all square; for large L, the dom ain wall would be
virtually indistinguishable from a straight lne through the originh (on the scale L of the entire
square), and the w ndow would be extrem ely sm all (on that scalk).

22









