arXiv:1512.03594v2 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 24 Jul 2016

Unconventional critical activated scaling of two-dimensional quantum spin glasses

D. A. Matoz-Fernandéz? and F. Roma

lUniversite Grenoble Alpes, LIPHY, F-38000 Grenoble, fn
2CNRS, LIPHY, F-38000 Grenoble, France
3Departamento de Fisica, Universidad Nacional de San Luis,
INFAP, CONICET, Chacabuco 917, D5700BWS San Luis, Argentin

We study the critical behavior of two-dimensional shortga quantum spin glasses by numerical simulations.
Using a parallel tempering algorithm, we calculate the Bincimulant for the Ising spin glass in a transverse
magnetic field with two different short-range bond disttibos, the bimodal and the Gaussian ones. Through an
exhaustive finite-size analysis, we show that the cumuliatigbly follows an unconventional activated scaling,
which we interpret as new evidence supporting the hypahbat the quantum critical behavior is governed by
an infinite randomness fixed point.
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Quantum phase transitions in condensed matter have be&re present new evidence for the existence of an IRFP in this
a subject of special interest though many decades [1]. Thisystem.
phenomenon manifests itself in systems where quantum in- The Hamiltonian of the two-dimensional Ising spin-glass
stead of thermal fluctuations are relevant. An order-disord model in a transverse magnetic field is
phase transition can occur even at zero temperature, it-a sui N
able parameter (a magnetic field, for example) is tuned exter H = — ;Jij aizajZ_ r Z\Gix’ (1)
nally through the critical region. Simple models, e. g. thegp (] i=
Ising ferromagnet chain in a transverse field, have been usgfhere the first sum runs over the pairs of nearest-neighbor
as prototypes for testing our understanding in the viciofty  gjtes of a square lattice of linear sikgwith N = L2 spins),
such c_riticgl points [2]. More interesting still is th_e aclity o are Pauli spin matrices; is the strength of the transverse
found in disordered s_y_ster_ns. _It has been establlshed that trﬁem, and the interaction; are independent random vari-
quantum phase transition in diluted and random Ising modelgpies drawn from a given distribution with mean zero and
in a transverse field, is controlled by the so-called infiréte- | 7 iance one. We consider both, the bimodal) and the
domness fixed point (IRFP).[3] which, among other things,;aussian bond distributions.
is characterized by a divergent dynamical exporzeautd an To perform a Monte Carlo simulation, first we use the
unconventional dynamic scaling [2,14, 5]. Suzuki-Trotter formalism|[13] to map thd-dimensional
The critical behavior of the quantum disordered and frusguantum model onto an effectivel + 1)-dimensional clas-
trated systems, however, is very poorly understood [1]n Spi sical one, whose action is [10]
glasses are the paradigmatic models of such theoretichl cha L LN
lenge and, presumably, their phase transitions shouldrgove 7 _ _ z KijS(T)Si (1) — K z ZS(T)S(H_ 1), (2)
by the IRFPI[5]. Although recent theoretical works|[[7—9] sup rzl% ==
port this conjecture, old Monte Carlo studies concluded tha 1
for two [10] and three[[11] dimensions, the quantum phasd?Nerékij =AtJ;j andK = 3 In[coth(AT)], § = £1 are clas-
transition of such systems is instead conventional (wittkes su_:a] Ising spins, and the indexj) run over the eres of f[he
a finite value). Subsequent simulation research has exjaloré)”g'nal Square Ia_ttlce. Here repre.sen.t the imaginary time
this same problem concluding that in two dimensions and ' Trotter-dlme_nS|on, V,Vh'Ch we divide intoy slices ,Of width
the critical point, several observables (different versiofthe 2T = 1/T Lz, with T being the temperature. To strictly repro-
Binder cumulant and the correlation length) do not follow aduce the ground state of the quantum Hamiltonian[Eq. (1), we

conventional dynamic scaling [12]. Such disagreements arfeed takelt —>_0' However, as it has been argued_elsewhere
still an open question, which often is circumvented in favorl10,11], the universal properties of the phgse transitimutd
of the IRFP scenario by noting that small system sizes wer80t depend on the short-length-scale details of the mod(f.ll, a
used in these numerical works. Being that the simulations of1€réfore we can takar = 1 without any loss of generality.
disordered and highly frustrated systems as spin glasses ifl "€ Py setting the standard deviationkgf equal toK, the
evitably suffer from this drawback, at first sight this oltga  1@miltonian of the(d + 1)-dimensional system is written as
seems impossible to overcome without the use of an alterna- Lt Lr N
tive strategy. Hel = — z Z JiS(1)S (1) - z _ZS(T)S(T+ 1, O

In this paper, we use a quantum parallel-tempering Monte =) ==
Carlo algorithm to simulate the two-dimensional Ising spinwith K—1 acting as an effective temperature for the classical
glass model in a transverse magnetic field. Through an exnodel. Thus, the statistical weight of each spin configarati
haustive finite-size scaling analysis of the Binder cumislan is proportional to exp-K.73).
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We simulate the classical modél (3) using a Monte Carlo 10° PRy 10° PERYN
parallel-tempering algorithm [14], with 12 replicas of thes- _ TR
tem set at temperatures betwegn! = 3.3 andK; ! = 3.6 iy T
-1 -1 P P / o, o, ﬁg\ AN
(K" = 3.2 andK; ~ = 3.4) for the bimodal (Gaussian) case. . o/ /V _ 2 . ST RENGURINQN
The calculations were carried out for cubic lattices of sizes 7 DA Bimodal "o 3 a5 4 J Y D\ui% §
L x L x L; with fully periodic boundary conditions, and the A /" Bimodal o
largest system reached was:200 x 96 for which 1¢ Monte / L=12 /v N
Carlo sweeps were necessary to achieve equilibrium. All 7 7%2;;8 v
o . . 2 (a) 2 (b)
guantities were averaged ovex@0? different disorder sam- 107+ , , 107+ v 5
ples. In particular, for the Gaussian case, it was necessary 10 L, 10 10 L, 10
simulate a set of systems of larger sizes up toc24l x 96. 10 RPN 0.03 ‘
We focus on the Binder cumulant [15] R ® Bimodal
o ® Gaussian
4 oo (oW
Gav = % [3— <q2>2 : 4) s | O@\{;@:;\ = K'=3.32(3) R K'=3.49(1)
<q > av 80 / v/ﬁ D\\V\'/
© AN
where (---) and [---],, denote thermal and disorder aver- v/v Bimodaﬁ%@ \V 0.00 \‘Z
ages, respectively is the Edward-Anderson order parameter v/ R e P \.\'
which is defined by the overlap between the configurations ofj () ©)\ (d
two replicas of the systenw, andf3, with the same disorder, 10° L 100 3.2 K" 3.6
_ 1 P
a= L2L, Z §'(1) i (T)- ®)  Fe 1 (a)-(c) Show the Binder cumulant for the bimodal case

b function of L; for different lattice size4 and three temperatures as

If the dynamical exponertis finite, the Binder cumulanf4) indicated. (d) Shows for both, the bimodal and the Gaussises;
is expected to obey the conventional finite-size scalingifor the slope of the straight line that intersects the maximhe®Binder
ratio, g1, againsk 1.
Gav = gc (5|—1/V7 LT/LZ) : (6)
Hered = K /K¢ — 1, with K; * being the critical temperature Binder cumulant as a function &f for different lattice sizes
- ’ C ’ i 1 -1 g-1_Kg-1
is the distance from the critical point, ands the exponentfor - andLrlespecitllver, for temperatuies™ < K¢ =, K="~ K™,
the average correlation lengff) [5]. On the other hand, withi 2ndK™" > K¢ n'qaln each cases, the maximum values of the
an IRFP scenario, the cumulant should follow an unconvenBinder ratio, g3, describes approximately a straight line

tional finite-size scaling whose slope vanishes at the critical point. Then, by plot-
ting this slope againsk 1, Fig.[d (d), we can calculate a
Jav = Gu (5|_l/v7|n LT/L”’), (7)  very accurate value for the critical temperatures. We ob-

tain Kzt = 3.49(1) for the bimodal case. To our knowl-
where is called the activated exponent [4]. To determineedge this critical temperature had not been previouslyuealc
which of these scaling relationships is the correct one, wéated. On the other hand, for the Gaussian case we obtain
need to perform a comprehensive study of the Monte Carld; 1 = 3.32(3), a value very close to that reported by Rieger
data. and YoungK; ! = 3.275(25) [10].

First of all, we calculate the critical temperature follogi Having found the critical points we carry out, for each
the lines of Refs.[10, 11]. Because the Binder cumulant vansystem, new simulations at exactly the corresponding- criti
ishes for a disordered phase, it is expected that wheno cal temperatures [the curveslat?® look like that displayed
for fixedL,, as well as wheh; — oo for fixedL, gay— 0. The  in Fig.[d (b)]. Then, the data set obtained is analyzed in the
reason is simple: In the first limit the model tends to a clasdight of the scaling relation§16) and] (7). A simple way to de-
sical two-dimensional spin glass, while in the second litnit cide which of these two functions is the right one, consist in
turns into an effective one-dimensional ferromagnetidrgha  plotting L; versusL for constantya,. According to Eq.[(B),
both systems having a disordered phase at any finite temperat the critical point § = 0) these lengths should be related as
ture. In between these extremes the Binder cumulantreached.; ~ L% In the bimodal case Fif] 2 (a) shows that, for the
maximum, making evident the existence of an ordered phasenaximum @1 ~ 0.28), this scaling is met very well with
Besides, both scaling relatiorid (6) afdl (7) predict thahat t z~ 1.36. However, for the Gaussian case, although we ob-
critical temperatured = 0) and if a suitable relation between serve a similar behavior the exponent obtained4s1.5, a
L andL. is imposed (since the system is very anisotropic), thidittle different but compatible with the value previouslgicu-
maximum does not depend an lated in Ref.|[10]. On the other hand, according to Eg. (7),

This last observation suggests a simple way to determinthe true relation betweeb; andL should be IfL;) ~ LY.
KoL Figures[l (a)-(c) show, for bimodal interactions, theFigure[2 (b) seems to indicate that, for the maximum of the
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FIG. 2. The dependence of (&) and (b) I{L) with L, for different
values ofgyy as indicated. Curves are plotted in a log-log scale.
FIG. 3.1(z) (solid symbols) andi(¢*) (open symbols) for different
Lr; as indicated, for (a) the bimodal and (b) the Gaussian system
Binder ratio, this functionality is probably only fulfilletbr ~ at the critical point. The insets show hapy;, depends ot.rj (see
large lattice sizes with an expongpt= 0.45. Also, for Gaus- text).
sian interactions, we observe a similar trend wjith- 0.46.
For other values oflay, Fig.[2 (a) shows that the conven-
tional scaling fails because different valuezshould be con-  a data collapse analysis, thereby determining the besi-cand
sidered to fit the data well. Hergy, = 0.23 (gay = 0.23")  date values for the critical exponergsind . Specifically,
correspond to points withay = 0.23 but that lies to the left to test the scaling relatiof](6) at the critical point, wetplo
(right) of the maximum. This drawback does not occur for thethe Binder cumulant for all lattice sizes as functiorLgf L*
unconventional scaling [see Fig. 2 (b)], since a single &alu and, for different values of*, we calculate a suitable func-
of ¢ is sufficient to describe approximately the data rangetion 1(z*) in order to measure the goodness of the collapse.
The same is observed for the Gaussian case and also usiWge choose (z*) equal to the normalized sum of the areas be-
Y ~ 0.46. In this context we see that the hypothesis, assumetiveen all pairs of curves that are contiguouk,ne., those for
by us above, that the universality class does not dependon tlwhich the difference between the corresponding latticessiz
exact form of the bond distribution, is valid only if the umco  is the smallest (nameli, = 6 with L = 8,L = 8 withL = 12,
ventional scaling is the correct one. etc). Then, the best candidate value4oz; ;. is obtained by
A more comprehensive study can be done by performingninimizing this special function. Furthermore, to analytze



unconventional scaling we proceed in the same way, but now
we plot the Binder cumulant as a function ofllR) /LY, and
then we minimizd (¢*) to calculatey;,,. The details of this
procedure are given in the Supplemental Material [16].

For the bimodal case, Figl 3 (a) shows what happens when
we calculate the functioh using all data available. That is,
by doing the calculations taking into account systems with
6 <L <20and 2<L; <96. These curves are labeled with
L;; = 2, the smallest value df; in the set. From the con-
ventional scaling (solid black squares) we obtain a minimum
atz,;, ~ 1.21, while for the unconventional one (open black
squares) this extreme is located/t;,, =~ 0.71, the former be-
ing the deepest. A direct interpretation of this resultsteis
that the best data collapse is achieved within the convealtio
framework. However, this is a hasty conclusion.

By simple inspection of the procedure used, it is easy to see
that the Binder cumulants of systems with the smaller sizes
dominate such calculations. Then, to overcome finite-dize e
fects, we calculate again the functibbut now gradually re-
moving such small lattices starting from low to high values
of L, i.e, considering only systems with 6 L < 20 and
Lri <L <96. Figurd B (a) shows also the curveslfey = 4,

6, and 10. From these plots arise two important observations
The minimum ofl for the unconventional scaling is always
the deepest and, more importag;;, converges quickly to

Y = 0.46(1) [see inset in Fid.13 (a)] while", changes con-
tinuously without apparently reaching a limit value (atdtea
forL;j =10,z ~ 1.7).

For Gaussian interactions the finite-size effects are targe
To overcome this problem, we simulate systems of dimen-
sions up to 24 24 x 96 increasing our data set to6L. < 24
and 2< L; < 96. Figurd 3 (b) shows the functioh&*) and
[(g*) for Lyj = 2—10. The data show the same trend ob-
served for the bimodal case, but now the convergence is much
slower: @y, converges tap = 0.44(3), while z;,, does not
tend to a definite limit. Neverthelesg;;, ~ 1.55 forLj = 10.

These results suggest again that, for the range of system
sizes studied here, the unconventional scaling is the npest a
propriate to achieve a consistent data collapse of the Binde
cumulants.
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Finally, Figs[4 (a) andl4(b) show, respectively, the unconF|G. 4. (Color online) The unconventional data collapse e t

ventional data collapse of the Binder cumulants at thecetiti

Binder cumulants for (a) the bimodal and (b) the Gaussiatersys

point for the bimodal and the Gaussian systems, where wéhe insets show the respective conventional data collapses

have used the above calculated valueg/ofor each case in-

set also shows the (best) conventional data collapse. At firs

sight we observe that, in contradiction with our previoudfin ysis of the Binder cumulant for a two-dimensional quantum
ings, the latter looks like the most adequate scaling becauspin glass in a transverse magnetic field with both, bimodal
the corresponding curves overlap nicely, while the poiats t and Gaussian interactions. We determine that, at the criti-
the left of the peak for the unconventional one does not coleal point, the most probable scenario is that such a data set

lapse completely well. Notice, however, that these poiats ¢
respond to the smaller values lof discarded in our calcula-
tions in order to overcome finite-size effects. This shoves th
a “qualitative” analysis looking for good data collapses)ot
enough to replace the “quantitative” and systematic proced

presented in this work.

follows an unconventional finite-size scaliig (7) with ati-ac
vated exponenp ~ 0.44— 0.46. These values are compatible
with ¢ = 0.48(2) obtained by a strong disorder renormaliza-
tion group method [7], but are very different frogn~ 0.65
calculated recently by block renormalization [9]. In aduit
from the derivate ofj,, with respect tK at the critical point,

In summary, we have carried out an exhaustive scaling anatwe have also calculatad= 1.2(4) (bimodal) ands = 1.13(5)
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Supplementary Material for:

Numerical evidence for an unconventional critical behavior in two-dimensional quantum
spin-glasses

D. A. Matoz-Fernandez and F. Roma

The data collapse analysis is explained taking as an exanand
ple the bimodal case and, in particular, the unconventional .
scaling. Figurds shows the logarithm of the Binder cumu-  Yu.f = logllog(Lz ¢)] —logllog(e)] — ¢ log(L),  (11)

lants, fi. = l0g(Qav), as function ok =log(Lr). The Monte it | ; = 2 (the smallest value dtr) andLy s = 96 (the
Carlo data is represented by open points for lattices with, qest value of ;) for the full data set. Because the extremes

6<L<20and2<L; < 96. (I0) and[(11) depend ap*, for a given value of this exponent

In order to analyze this data set, first we fit each curve withy,o"coincidence range of a pair of curves of sizgandLy is
a fourth-order polynomial

limited to
fL(X) = AL+ BL X+CL X+ DL x* + E X, (8) Ymin = MaX{YLais Yoo i} (12)
where the coefficientd — E; depend ori.. Continuous lines
in Fig.[8 correspond to such fits. From now on, we work ex-
clusively with these continuous functions. To try an uncon- Ymax= Min{yL f,YL,.f}, (13)
ventional data collapse for the expongrit, we need to plot ) )
f_ as function of beingAy = Ymax— Ymin (see FigLB).

. To quantify how good is a given exponent value, we calcu-
y=log[in(Ly)/L¥ ] = log(x) —log[log(e)] — * log(L), (9) late the following integral

wheree is the Euler number. Functiofi (y) is given by the L 1 [Ymax
polynomial [8) replacing by x = 10/L¥" log(e). Figure[® ab= Ay
shows an example for two lattice sizés= 6 and 8, and for
* = 1.5. For each curve, variabjerange between

fla— fuy| dy (14)
Ymin
This is a function ofy* which measures the area difference
between the curves and it is normalizedfy The normal-
yLi = log[log(L; )] — logllog(e)] — ¢*log(L) (10) ization is chosen so as to allow for comparison between the
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FIG. 5. (Color online) The logarithm of the Binder cumulaetsus  F|G. 6. (Color online) Unconventional data plot ff versusy, for

the logarithm ofL;, for the bimodal case and for different lattice |attice sized — 6 (continuous black line) anid= 8 (dashed red line)
sizesL as indicated. Open points correspond to simulation resultgng fory* = 1.5. The area between both curves (green pattern) is
while continuous lines are fits made with a fourth-order polyial.  |imited to a coincidence range of widty.

variabley, from

results derived from the unconventional and the conveation
data collapses. Finally, in order to calculateve averagé,p

over all pairs of curves with size,, L) that are contiguous yLi =log(Lr) —Z'log(L) 17)
in L [namely,(6,8), (8,12), (12,16), and(16,20)]
1 to
l = E p;esla,b ) (15)

whereP = 4 is the total number of pairs. yif =log(Ls ) —Z'log(L). (18)

On the other hand, to make a conventional data collapse for
the exponertt*, we proceed in a similar way. Namely, we plot
f_ as function of The rest of the procedure is essentially the same as before.

y= Iog(LT/Lf) =x—Z'log(L), (16) In addition, for both the conventional and the unconven-

tional scalings, we have tried other forms for functioand

where nowfy (y) is given by the polynomial{8) replacindody ~ also we have made fits to higher-order polynomials, but our
x=y+z'log(L), and for each curve we calculate the range offindings do not change appreciably.



