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Abstract

In recent years scale invariant scattering theory provided the first exact access to the

magnetic critical properties of two-dimensional statistical systems with quenched disorder.

We show how the theory extends to the overlap variables entering the characterization of

spin glass properties. The resulting exact fixed point equations yield both the magnetic

and, for the first time, the spin glass renormalization group fixed points. For the case of

the random bond Ising model, on which we focus, the spin glass subspace of solutions is

found to contain a line of fixed points. We discuss the implications of the results for Ising

spin glass criticality and compare with the available numerical results.
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1 Introduction

Random magnets are expected to possess a spin glass phase for strong enough frustration at

low temperatures [1, 2, 3]. While the mean field solution is known [4] for the basic model

with infinite range interaction [5], analytically accessing the spin glass phase for the case of

short range interactions in two and three dimensions proved to be extremely difficult and the

problem essentially remained the realm of numerical studies. The accuracy of the latter, on

the other hand, is limited by the difficulties related to the need of reaching large system sizes

[2, 3].

In recent years it has been shown that the replica method normally used to deal with

quenched disorder can be implemented in an exact way when working directly at criticality

in two dimensions [6]. The key observation is that in this case conformal symmetry [7] can be

exploited in a simple way within the scattering framework of the underlying field theory, thus

providing the first exact access to random criticality. In the language of the renormalization

group [8], the method yields the fixed points whose basins of attraction determine the critical

behavior in the different regions of the phase diagram. So far the scattering method has been

used for the study of the “magnetic” random fixed points [6, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13] ([14] for a

review), namely those fixed points located along the boundary of the ferromagnetic phase. In

the present paper we show how the method extends to the spin glass renormalization group

fixed points, namely the fixed points ruling the critical exponents inside the spin glass regime.

This is achieved introducing in the scattering framework the “overlap” variables entering the

characterization of the spin glass properties. In a nontrivial way, the resulting exact fixed

point equations make explicit the specific nature of the overlap variables, which account for

correlations among independent copies of the system with the same disorder distribution.

Remarkably, for the basic example of the random bond Ising model that we analyze, the spin
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glass subspace of solutions of the exact equations turns out to contain a line of fixed points.

We then discuss the implications of the results from the point of view of universality and in

comparison with the available numerical results for the spin glass regime.

The paper is organized as follows. After recalling in the next section some main features

of the two-dimensional random bond Ising model, we derive the exact renormalization group

fixed point equations in section 3. The solutions are discussed in section 4 before collecting

some final remarks in the final section.

2 Magnetic and spin glass criticality

The random bond Ising model [1] is defined by the Hamiltonian

H = −
∑

〈x,y〉
Jxy σ(x)σ(y) , (1)

where σ(x) = ±1 denotes the spin variable at site x of a regular lattice,
∑

〈x,y〉 is the sum

over nearest neighbors, and quenched disorder is introduced through random couplings Jxy

drawn from a probability distribution P (Jxy). A common choice is the bimodal distribution

P (Jxy) = p δ(Jxy − 1) + (1− p) δ(Jxy + 1) , (2)

where 1 − p is the fraction of antiferromagnetic bonds. The ordered phase of the pure

ferromagnet (p = 1) persists as the disorder strength 1 − p is increased, until the transition

temperature vanishes. The transition between this ferromagnetic phase and the paramagnetic

phase (Figure 1) is continuous, namely the correlation length ξM defined by1

[〈σ(x)σ(y)〉]conn ∼ e−|x−y|/ξM , |x− y| → ∞ (3)

diverges along the phase boundary. We refer to the divergence of ξM as magnetic criticality.

In the two-dimensional case of interest in the present paper, magnetic criticality is ruled

by the three renormalization group fixed points present on the ferromagnetic-paramagnetic

phase boundary. The fixed point P of the pure model is analytically known to be stable

under the addition of disorder [15, 16, 17, 18]; numerical studies [19, 20, 21, 22] show that

the zero temperature fixed point Z is stable in the temperature direction, while the Nishimori

point N [23, 24, 25, 26] is unstable in all directions. Recently, the exact correlation length

and crossover critical exponents at the Nishimori point have been determined exactly (also

1We denote by 〈· · · 〉 the thermal average and by [· · · ] the average over the random variables Jxy.
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Figure 1: Phase diagram of the ±J random bond Ising model in two dimensions. The

renormalization group fixed points correspond to the critical point of the pure model P, the

Nishimori point N, the zero temperature magnetic fixed point Z, and the spin glass fixed

point G.

in three dimensions) [27] starting from properties of the Nishimori line [23, 24]. At a given

fixed point, the behavior

[〈σ(x)σ(y)〉] ∼ |x− y|−2Xσ (4)

defines the spin scaling dimension Xσ.

In general, spin glass behavior is expected to arise as an effect of randomness and frustra-

tion at low enough temperatures inside the region of zero magnetization. It is investigated

introducing the overlap variable [1, 2]

qa,b(x) ≡ σ(a)(x)σ(b)(y) , a 6= b , (5)

where a and b label independent copies2 of the system with the same disorder realization

{Jij}. The divergence of the correlation length ξO defined by

[〈qa,b(x)qa,b(y)〉]conn = [〈σ(x)σ(y)〉2]conn ∼ e−|x−y|/ξO , |x− y| → ∞ (6)

corresponds to overlap criticality, while the fixed point behavior

[〈qa,b(x)qa,b(y)〉] ∼ |x− y|−2Xq (7)

2These copies are also called real replicas, in order to distinguish them from the n → 0 auxiliary replicas

entering the replica method, see below.
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defines the overlap scaling dimension Xq. Spin glass criticality amounts to overlap criticality

outside the ferromagnetic region and its boundary. Numerical consensus developed since [19]

(see also [28] for analytical arguments) on the fact that in two dimensions there is no finite

temperature transition to a spin glass phase and that spin glass criticality occurs only at

T = 0. The overlap correlation length is observed to diverge as ξO ∼ T−νSG and the value of

νSG is expected to be ruled by a zero temperature spin glass fixed point G (see Figure 1). On

bipartite lattices, for which the phase diagram is symmetric under p → 1− p, G is expected

to fall at p = 1/2; many numerical studies of spin glass properties focus on this value.

3 Exact fixed point equations

The discussion of the previous section shows that the study of overlap properties amounts to

consider the Hamiltonian

HN = −
∑

〈x,y〉
Jxy

N∑

a=1

σ(a)(x)σ(a)(y) (8)

of N decoupled Ising copies with the same disorder realization. For N = 1 one recovers

the Hamiltonian (1) which is sufficient for the study of the magnetic properties. For N 6= 1

different copies are correlated by the disorder average. Quenched disorder corresponds to the

fact that the average over the random variables Jxy is taken on the free energy − lnZ, where

Z =
∑

{σ(1)(x)},··· ,{σ(N)(x)}
e−HN/T (9)

is the partition function with an assigned disorder configuration. Theoretically, it is conve-

nient to exploit the identity

lnZ = lim
n→0

Zn − 1

n
, (10)

through which the average over disorder has the effect of coupling n → 0 replicas of the

system with Hamiltonian (8).

It was shown in [6] (see [14] for a review) that in two dimensions the replica method

can be implemented in an exact way at renormalization group fixed points, which in the

continuum correspond to conformal field theories. One uses the scattering framework of [29],

in which one of the two spatial dimensions plays the role of imaginary time, and exploits

the fact that infinite-dimensional conformal symmetry in two dimensions [7] yields infinitely

many quantities conserved in scattering processes. This forces initial and final states to

be kinematically identical (complete elasticity), while scale and relativistic invariance make
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Figure 2: Magnetic and overlap scattering amplitudes for the random bond Ising model.

ai labels a particle excitation in the i-th replica of the a-th copy (a 6= b, i 6= j). Overlap

amplitudes involve different copies. Time runs upwards.

scattering amplitudes energy independent. These simplifications of the scattering problem are

strong enough to make it exactly solvable, a circumstance that has been exploited to progress

with longstanding problems of two-dimensional criticality, both with [6, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13] and

without disorder [30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36].

In this framework, the scattering particles correspond to the fundamental collective ex-

citation modes of the system, and the symmetry representation they carry characterizes the

model under consideration. In the present case, a = 1, 2, . . . , N labels the particle corre-

sponding to an elementary excitation in the a-th Ising copy; such a particle is odd under spin

reversal σ(a) → −σ(a), which is a symmetry of the Hamiltonian (8). In addition, an index

i = 1, 2, . . . , n labels the replicas associated to the disorder average. We then denote by ai a

particle in the i-th replica of the a-th Ising copy. The elastic scattering amplitudes allowed

by spin reversal symmetry and by permutational symmetry (of the N copies as well as of the

n replicas) are shown in Figure 2.

As for any scattering theory [37], the amplitudes satisfy crossing and unitarity equations,

which at two-dimensional fixed points take a particularly simple form as a consequence of

complete elasticity and energy independence. With the notation Sγδ
αβ = δ

α×γ
β for a generic

amplitude, they read [14, 29]

Sγδ
αβ = [Sγβ

αδ ]
∗ , (11)

∑

ǫ,φ

Sǫφ
αβ[S

γδ
ǫφ ]

∗ = δαγδβδ , (12)
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respectively. The amplitudes are unchanged under time reversal (Sγδ
αβ = Sαβ

γδ ) and spatial

reflection (Sγδ
αβ = Sδγ

βα). When specialized to the amplitudes of Figure 2, the crossing equations

(11) translate into

Sk = S∗
k , k = 0, 2, 5, 8 (13)

Sk = S∗
k+2 ≡ Xk + iYk , k = 1, 4, 7 , (14)

where we introduced the real quantities Xk and Yk. It follows that the unitarity equations

(12) can be written as

S2
0 + (N − 1)[X2

1 + Y 2
1 + (n− 1)(X2

4 + Y 2
4 )] + (n− 1)(X2

7 + Y 2
7 ) = 1 , (15)

2S0X1 + (N − 2)[X2
1 + Y 2

1 + (n− 1)(X2
4 + Y 2

4 )] + 2(n− 1)(X4X7 + Y4Y7) = 0 , (16)

2S0X4 + 2(X1X7 + Y1Y7) + (N − 2)[2(X1X4 + Y1Y4) + (n− 2)(X2
4 + Y 2

4 )]

+ 2(n− 2)(X4X7 + Y4Y7) = 0 , (17)

2S0X7 + (n− 2)(X2
7 + Y 2

7 ) + (N − 1)[2(X1X4 + Y1Y4) + (n− 2)(X2
4 + Y 2

4 )] = 0, (18)

XkSk+1 = 0 , k = 1, 4, 7 , (19)

X2
k + Y 2

k + S2
k+1 = 1 , k = 1, 4, 7 . (20)

These equations contain N and n as parameters that do not need to be integers. In particular,

the limit n → 0 yielding quenched disorder can be taken straightforwardly.

The derivation of Eqs. (15)-(20) implies that their solutions are the renormalization group

fixed points of a system of Nn Ising models constrained by invariance under spin reversals

σ
(a)
i → −σ

(a)
i and permutations of the N copies and of the n replicas. These symmetries,

however, allow for the addition to the Hamiltonian (8) of terms coupling the different copies3,

so that the space of solutions of (15)-(20) still includes fixed points which are not of interest

for the problem we study in this paper. In our present case the Ising copies are correlated

only by the disorder average, and their number N is not a physical parameter of the problem.

This requires that, for n = 0, the space of solutions of (15)-(20) contains a N -independent

subspace corresponding to the fixed points of our interest. Remarkably, it is immediately

seen that, at n = 0, the N -dependent terms in (15)-(20) cancel under the condition

S4 = S1 . (21)

3This is why Eqs. (15)-(20) also arise in the study of the disordered N-color Ashkin-Teller model [13].
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Solution S0 X7 Y7 X1 Y1

A± ±1 0 0 0 [−1, 1]

B± ±
√
2 ± 1√

2
(±) 1√

2
0 0

C∓
√
2 1√

2
∓ 1√

2
∓Y1 (±) 1√

2

D± −
√
2 − 1√

2
± 1√

2
∓Y1 (±) 1√

2

Table 1: Solutions of Eqs. (22)-(26). They yield the magnetic and spin glass renormalization

group fixed points of the random bond Ising model. Signs in parenthesis are both allowed.

The resulting equations read

S2
0 − (X2

7 + Y 2
7 ) = 1 , (22)

S0X1 − (X1X7 + Y1Y7) = 0 , (23)

S0X7 − (X2
7 + Y 2

7 ) = 0 , (24)

XkSk+1 = 0 , k = 1, 7 , (25)

X2
k + Y 2

k + S2
k+1 = 1 , k = 1, 7 , (26)

where we took into account that (16) and (17) lead to the same equation; we also have

S5 = ±S2 . (27)

4 Solutions and discussion

The solutions of Eqs. (22)-(26) are listed in Table 1. As discussed in the previous section, they

yield the magnetic and spin glass renormalization group fixed points of the random bond Ising

model (Figure 1), and our next task is to identify which fixed point corresponds to which

solution. For this purpose, we must first of all observe that the form of the crossing and

unitarity equations (11) and (12) is such that, given a solution, another solution is obtained

reversing the sign of all the scattering amplitudes. It follows that the space of solutions of the

exact fixed point equations provided by scattering theory in two dimensions is always made

of pairs of solutions related by such “sign reversal”. In some cases only one member of a pair

is of physical interest, the other being automatically generated by the form of the equations.

In our present case, the pairs are A+ and A−, B+ and B−, as well as C and D.

A second observation is that the solutions of Table 1 exhibit also another type of pairing,

this time specific to the problem we are studying. Indeed, given the values of S0 and S7 =
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X7 + iY7, there is always a solution with S1 = X1 + iY1 = 0 and one with S1 6= 0. These

pairs are A±|Y1=0 and A±|Y1 6=0, B+ and C, as well as B− and D. The physical meaning of

this result is understood once we recall that S0 and S7 characterize the magnetic sector4,

namely the amplitudes which are well defined already for N = 1 and describe the interaction

within a single copy. On the other hand, S1 characterizes the overlap sector5 containing the

amplitudes which involve different copies. Hence, the solutions with S1 = 0 (no overlap)

correspond to the fact that the magnetic fixed points can be studied with no reference to

overlaps (N = 1). On the other hand, the partner solutions with S0 and S7 unchanged and

S1 6= 0 reflect the fact that the overlap properties do not affect the magnetic ones.

With this understanding, we begin with the identification of the solutions corresponding

to the magnetic fixed points P, N and Z of Figure 1. The fact that the two-dimensional Ising

ferromagnet without disorder is a theory of free fermions [7, 38] implies that P corresponds

to6 A−|Y1=0. In absence of disorder [〈qa,b(x)qa,b(y)〉] = 〈σ(x)σ(y)〉2, so that at P there is also

trivial overlap criticality (uncorrelated copies) with Xq = 2Xσ .

Turning to the fixed points N and Z, we can exploit the fact that the scattering theory

was used to study the magnetic sector of the random bond q-state Potts model [6, 14], which

yields the Ising model for q = 2. The q-dependence of the different solutions allowed to

identify the magnetic sector of the Ising fixed points N and Z with our present solution

B−, the two points being distinguished by the sign of Y7. On the other hand, the identity

[〈qa,b(x)qa,b(y)〉] = [〈σ(x)σ(y)〉], which is known [23, 24] to hold at the Nishimori point N,

implies that at this point there is also overlap criticality with Xq = Xσ. This simultaneous

magnetic and overlap criticality corresponds to the partner solution of B− with S1 6= 0,

namely to solutionD. The coincidence at point N of the spin and overlap correlation functions

indicates that the critical behaviors in the two sectors coincide at this point, namely that

S1 = S7. It is then no accident that solution D indeed allows for this identity. Overlap

criticality is expected in the whole region from Z to G. Hence, simultaneous magnetic and

overlap criticality at the fixed point Z corresponds again to solution D, the difference with N

being made by sign choices.

Finally, we should identify the solution corresponding to the spin glass fixed point G. The

absence of magnetic criticality at G excludes the solutions A−, B− and D which, as we saw,

account for the fixed points P, N and Z. In addition, solution B+ corresponds to uncorrelated

copies (S1 = 0). We are then left with the solutions A+ and C. They correspond to different

4Recall that S8 and S9 are related to S7 through (14) and (26).
5Recall that S2, . . . , S6 are related to S1 through (14), (21), (26) and (27).
6Scattering on a line is related to position exchange and statistics. A transmission amplitude−1 corresponds

to a free fermion.
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scenarios which are better understood after recalling some general facts about universality.

Universality is the property of classes of statistical systems with short range interactions

and the same internal symmetry of exhibiting the same critical exponents despite microscopic

differences such as a different lattice structure (e.g., in two dimensions, square vs triangular).

For ferromagnets, universality arises because the tendency of the spins to point in the same

direction makes the number of neighbors irrelevant in the renormalization group sense. For

antiferromagnets, on the contrary, the number of neighbors is essential in establishing to

which extent the tendency of nearby spins to point in different directions can be fulfilled. As

a consequence, antiferromagnets with the same Hamiltonian but different lattice structure can

renormalize on different fixed points. Also in this respect, the ability of the scattering theory

in two dimensions to give at once the different fixed points allowed by a given symmetry is

remarkable and was illustrated in [14, 30] for the q-state Potts model. Here we simply recall

that q = 3 allows for a line of fixed points7, and that it was predicted in [46] that three-state

Potts antiferromagnets on different bipartite lattices can renormalize on different points of

this line; it was numerically shown in [47] that this is indeed the case.

Clearly, frustrated random magnets, in which ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic bonds

are both allowed, may in principle exhibit nonuniversal critical behavior depending on the lat-

tice structure. Moreover, changing the disorder distribution P (Jxy) is an additional potential

source of nonuniversality. When weak disorder is relevant in the renormalization group sense

– for Ising this is the case in three dimensions but not in two – before the Nishimori point

there is an additional fixed point which can be perturbatively shown [8] to be universal in the

class of the randomly dilute ferromagnet. In our present two-dimensional case, universality

for the magnetic fixed points is consistent with our results as well as with the conclusions of

numerical studies which compared different lattices and disorder distributions (see [21, 48]).

The spin glass fixed point G, on the other hand, has strongest disorder and maximizes the

chances of nonuniversal behavior. There are two main scenarios depending on whether G

corresponds to solution C or to solution A+. Solution C leads to a single fixed point, or at

most a few if different sign choices are physically relevant. This in turn amounts to a sin-

gle universality class or to a small discrete set of universality classes. Solution A+, instead,

possesses Y1 as a free parameter and corresponds to a line of fixed points. Different lattices

and/or different disorder distributions may then renormalize on arbitrarily close points along

this line.

7This is the line of fixed points of the Gaussian model, which also makes possible a number of other

nontrivial phenomena in two-dimensional criticality, such as the BKT transition [39, 40], the continuously

varying exponents of the Ashkin-Teller model [41, 42], and the Luttinger liquid behavior of electrons in (1+1)

dimensions [43, 44, 45].
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At present we do not see a way to theoretically single out one of the two scenarios. On the

side of numerical simulations, on the other hand, the issue of universality at the fixed point

G is still debated [49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54]. The most accurate measurement to date is that of

[54] for the domain wall fractal dimension on the square lattice, which gave 1.27319(9) for

the Gaussian disorder distribution and 1.279(2) for the bimodal distribution. These authors

considered the two results as “marginally consistent” with each other and concluded that

they leave open the question of universality at the spin glass fixed point G. Our results now

allow for the possibility that the two distributions renormalize on close but distinct points on

the line A+. Additional interesting insight comes from the numerical conclusion of [55] that

the square lattice model with the disorder (2) and p = 1/2 behaves “almost but not quite” as

a free boson. Since solution A+|Y1=0 is a free boson (pure transmission with amplitude +1),

A+|Y1≪1 is almost a free boson. Solution C, instead, is quite far from free bosonic behavior.

5 Conclusion

Scale invariant scattering theory has been used in the last years to obtain the first exact results

for renormalization group fixed points of two-dimensional statistical systems with quenched

disorder. So far, the results had concerned the magnetic fixed points, namely the fixed points

located on the ferromagnetic-paramagnetic phase boundary. In this paper we showed how

the theory can be extended to include the overlap variables which characterize the spin glass

behavior. The overlaps account for the correlations among independent copies (real replicas)

of the system with the same disorder realization. Quite remarkably, the theory explicitly

shows how the initial set of fixed point equations produced by the symmetry constraints

simplifies under the requirement that the different copies are correlated only by the disorder

average. The space of solutions of this final set of exact equations contains both the magnetic

and the spin glass renormalization group fixed points. The magnetic fixed points coincide

with those obtained within the theory which does not detect the overlaps [6, 14], as they

should. The exact access to the spin glass sector, on the other hand, is obtained here for the

first time.

For the random bond Ising model, on which we focused, we showed that the subspace

of spin glass solutions contains an exact line of fixed points. This is a remarkable finding

in view of the fact that it implies the rarely fulfilled renormalization group condition of

“true marginality”. We discussed the scenarios allowed by these results for Ising spin glass

critical behavior, for which strong frustration makes the issue of universality particularly

nontrivial. We then observed that the available numerical results are consistent with the

solution corresponding to the line of fixed points.
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