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One of the key predictions of Parisi’s broken replica symmetry theory of spin glasses is the existence
of a phase transition in an applied field to a state with broken replica symmetry. This transition
takes place at the de Almeida-Thouless (AT) line in the h − T plane. We have studied this line
in the power-law diluted Heisenberg spin glass in which the probability that two spins separated
by a distance r interact with each other falls as 1/r2σ. In the presence of a random vector-field of
variance h2

r the phase transition is in the universality class of the Ising spin glass in a field. Tuning
σ is equivalent to changing the dimension d of the short-range system, with the relation being
d = 2/(2σ−1) for σ < 2/3. We have found by numerical simulations that h2

AT ∼ (2/3−σ) implying
that the AT line does not exist below 6 dimensions and that the Parisi scheme is not appropriate
for spin glasses in three dimensions.

I. INTRODUCTION

The relevance of the replica symmetry breaking (RSB)
scheme of Parisi [1, 2] for physical spin glasses in three
dimensions has occasioned doubts from its earliest days
[3]. These doubts have mostly arisen from studies of the
de Almeida-Thouless (AT) line [4]. This is the line in the
field h and temperature T plane where the replica sym-
metric high-temperature phase changes to a phase with
broken replica symmetry (see Fig. 1). The Parisi scheme
has now been rigorously proved to solve the Sherrington-
Kirkpatrick (SK) mean-field model [5], in which all spins
interact with each other. In that model in the presence of
a field h, the AT line hAT(T ) for temperatures T close to
Tc, the zero-field transition temperature, takes the form(

hAT(T )

Tc

)2

= A(d)

(
1− T

Tc

)ζ

. (1)

The exponent ζ = 3 in the SK model and remains at 3
for all d > 8. It takes the value d/2− 1 when 8 > d > 6
[6, 7]. For d < 6, should the AT line then still exist,
ζ = γ+β, where the exponent γ describes the divergence
of the zero-field spin glass susceptibility χSG as T →
Tc, and β describes how the Edwards-Anderson order
parameter qEA goes to zero in the same limit [7]. Both
these zero-field exponents have an expansion in powers
of ϵ where d = 6− ϵ [8]. Back in 1980 Bray and Roberts
[3] were unable to find a fixed point for the exponents
at the AT line. One possibility which they suggested as
an explanation was that for d < 6 there simply was no
AT line. However, the possibility that there was a non-
perturbative fixed point could not be ruled out (but if
such exists, it still remains to be discovered).

Another argument suggested long ago was that of
Moore and Bray [10]. In d < 6 the dependence on γ
and β of the form of the AT line as ζ = γ + β indicates
that the applied field h has the scaling dimension of the
ordering field of the spin glass. For d > 6 that is not the
case, as then γ + β = 2 for all d > 6. Usually when the
ordering field is present there is no phase transition. For
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FIG. 1. The AT line. The solid line is the exact AT line for
the SK model, calculated as in Ref. [9]. The dashed line is
the approximation to it of Eq. (1) with ζ = 3. Marked on the
diagram by filled circles are the results of the simulations on
the SK model in Ref. [9]. The red square point, derived from
varying the temperature T at fixed hr, and the upwards arrow
point, derived from varying the field at fixed temperature, are
the result of our simulations at σ = 0.6, which despite corre-
sponding to 10 dimensions, have values of hAT suppressed by
fluctuations from those which would be estimated from the
SK model when only adjusting the zero-field transition tem-
perature Tc.

example, for a ferromagnet in its ordering field (which is
a uniform field) there is no phase transition as the tem-
perature is lowered. A phase transition only occurs for
vanishing field. The suggestion of Moore and Bray was
that because the applied field had the scaling dimensions
of the ordering field in dimensions d < 6 then there would
also be no phase transition in a field and hence no AT
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line when d < 6 [10]. Even though it is commonplace
that a phase transition is removed in the presence of the
ordering field, alternatives are possible and some were
discussed in Ref. [11], but no evidence for them was
found.

Another argument that 6 might be the dimension
above which RSB applies comes from RSB calculations
of the interface free energy of the Ising spin glass in the
presence of no external field. The calculations which are
valid for d > 6 are done for a system of length L in one
direction and M in the other d− 1 directions. The inter-
face free energy ∆F is the change in the free energy when
the boundary conditions in the L direction are switched
from periodic to anti-periodic [12, 13]. Its bond-average
variance ∆F 2 is found to be of the form [13]

∆F 2 ∼ N1/3 + L2f(L/M), (2)

where N = LMd−1. The leading term ∼ N1/3 is of an
unusual form for an interface free energy as it only de-
pends on the volume or number of spins in the system,
and is of this form because interfaces according to RSB
are space filling as their fractal dimension ds = d. The
second term is of the conventional aspect ratio scaling
form which involves the ratio of L/M usually associated
with interfaces whose fractal dimensions ds are less than
d and which are not space filling [14, 15]. Using a sim-
ple (and approximate) renormalization group procedure
it has been found that ds → d as d → 6 from below [16].
The term L2f(L/M) becomes L2θf(L/M) for d < 6, and
then the first term will not be present. θ is the interface
free energy exponent [14]. According to the numerical
study of Boettcher [17] θ = 1.1(1) in six dimensions,
which suggests it might be exactly 1 when d = 6. But
the crucial point is that for d > 6 the first term domi-
nates, but the second term becomes just as large as the
first term right in d = 6 for L ∼ M . This suggests that
d = 6 is at least an important dimension for RSB in spin
glasses and possibly its lower critical dimension, the di-
mension below which full replica symmetry breaking of
the Parisi type is no longer to be found.

Interface free energies are determined by the nature of
the zero-temperature fixed point of the system and its
associated exponents such as θ. These exponents should
be distinguished from those associated with the critical
fixed point. The study of Bray and Roberts [3] was an
expansion about the upper critical dimension of the AT
line, which was taken to be 6. The argument of this
paper that there is no RSB for d ≤ 6, which if valid
implies that the upper and lower critical dimensions for
RSB behavior are both the same and equal to 6 – a most
unusual situation!

If the lower critical dimension for the existence of the
AT line is six, then one would expect that the AT line
will become closer to the temperature axis as d → 6.
To see whether this is the case requires determination
of the coefficient A(d), but this is very challenging. In
the SK limit for unit length m-component vector spins,
A(d) = 4m/(m+2): For the Heisenberg model studied in

this paper m = 3. By using an expansion in 1/m, Moore
argued that as d → 6 from above A(d) ∼ (d−6) [18]. The
numerical studies reported in this paper are consistent
with this possibility. They indeed imply therefore that
the AT line is approaching the temperature axis as d → 6,
and hence that there will not be an AT transition below
six dimensions.
The question of whether there is or is not an AT line

in physical dimensions such as d = 3 has naturally been
studied by both experiment and by simulations. On the
experimental side a negative answer was suggested by the
work in Ref. [19], while a positive answer was provided
in Ref. [20]. No consensus is found in simulations either:
for a recent review see [21].
Because it is hard to do simulations above 6 dimensions

(although recently an attempt was made to study the AT
line in 6 dimensions [22]), we have done simulations on
the one-dimensional proxy model where systems of large
linear extent L can be studied. In Ref. [22] where a six-
dimensional version was directly simulated, L was less
than 8, but we can study values of L up to 65536.
We organised the paper into the following sections. In

Sec. II we describe the model we used in detail. The
quantities we studied and their finite size scaling forms
near the AT transition point are given in Sec. III. In
Sec. IV we show the results obtained by performing finite
size scaling analyses on the data for five values of σ in
the mean-field regime: 0.600, 0.630, 0.640, 0.650, and
0.655. In Sec. V, we show our analysis of A(σ) versus
σ which provided us strong evidence that the AT line
disappears below σc = 2/3. In an earlier investigation on
the XY model [23] we had studied it for σ values 0.60,
0.70, 0.75 and 0.85, and had observed that because the
leading correction to scaling exponent ω approaches 0 as
σ → σc = 2/3 it would be very challenging to determine
whether the AT line goes away precisely at σ = 2/3.
This means that as σ → 2/3 one needs to go to ever
larger values of the system size N to maintain the same
level of accuracy. Finally in Sec. VI we summarize our
conclusions.

II. MODEL HAMILTONIAN

The Hamiltonian of our system is

H = −
∑
⟨i,j⟩

JijSi · Sj −
∑
i

hi · Si , (3)

where Si, a unit vector ofm = 3 components, is a spin sit-
ting on the ith lattice site (i = 1, 2, . . . , N). The N(≡ L)
lattice sites are arranged around a ring of circumference
N . So the distance between the spins at sites i and j [26]

rij =
N

π
sin

( π

N
|i− j|

)
, (4)

is the length of the chord connecting them. The proba-
bility of having a non-zero interaction between a pair of
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spins (i, j) falls with the distance rij between the spins
as a power law:

pij =
r−2σ
ij∑

j ̸=i

r−2σ
ij

. (5)

The interactions Jij between a pair of spins (i, j) are
independent Gaussian random variables with mean zero
and standard deviation unity, i.e:

[Jij ]av = 0 and
[
J2
ij

]
av

= J2 = 1. (6)

The Cartesian components hµ
i of the on-site external field

are independent random variables drawn from a Gaussian
distribution of zero mean with each component having
variance h2

r. The detailed prescription to generate such
a lattice with long-range diluted interactions is given in
references [23, 24, 27].

This model has already been extensively studied. Even
though it involves spins of m (= 3) components, its AT
transition is in the universality class of the Ising (m = 1)
model [9]. Despite the additional degrees of freedom
of the spins compared to those of the Ising model, the
Heisenberg model is easier to simulate than the Ising
model as the vector spins provide a means to go around
barriers rather than over them as in the Ising case, allow-
ing larger systems to be simulated [28]. In the interval
1/2 < σ < 2/3, it corresponds to an Edwards-Anderson
short-range model in deff dimensions [26], where

deff =
2

2σ − 1
. (7)

Thus if σ = 0.6 (see Fig. 1), deff = 10. We our-
selves have extensively studied the XY (m = 2) version
of it [23], when we concentrated mainly on cases where
σ > 2/3. Since writing that paper we have discovered
that the Heisenberg case (m = 3) runs faster, enabling
us to study larger systems. In this paper we have fo-
cussed on cases σ < 2/3 corresponding to d > 6 in an
attempt to determine whether the AT line vanishes as
d → 6. At the time of writing of our paper on the XY
spin glass model, we thought determining whether the
AT line vanished as σ → 2/3 would be very challenging
as the corrections to scaling become larger and larger in
this limit, requiring the study of increasingly larger val-
ues of N to achieve the equivalent level of accuracy. Our
work in this paper is indeed affected by this difficulty
which prevents us getting really close to σ = 2/3 but it
does suggest that the AT line might vanish at d = 6 (i.e.
σ = 2/3) if the limit N → ∞ could be studied.

III. CORRELATION LENGTHS AND
SUSCEPTIBILITIES

As in the XY case we shall focus on the wave-vector-
dependent spin glass susceptibility [24]

χSG(k) =
1

N

∑
i,j

1

m

∑
µ,ν

[(
χµν
ij

)2]
av

eik(i−j), (8)

where

χµν
ij =

〈
Sµ
i S

ν
j

〉
− ⟨Sµ

i ⟩
〈
Sν
j

〉
. (9)

From it the spin glass correlation length is then deter-
mined using the relation

ξSG =
1

2 sin(kmin/2)

(
χSG(0)

χSG (kmin)
− 1

)1/(2σ−1)

, (10)

and kmin = 2π/N . The spin glass susceptibility itself is
χSG = χSG(0). The simulations and equilibration checks
were performed according to the procedures outlined in
Ref. [9, 28], with the details provided in Appendix A.
At the AT transition, both χSG and ξSG diverge to

infinity. For σ < 2/3 the finite size scaling form when
approaching the AT line along a vertical trajectory (i.e.
by varying hr) for a finite value of N [23] is:

χSG

N1/3
= C

[
N1/3 (hr − hAT(T ))

]
+ N−ωG

[
N1/3 (hr − hAT(T ))

]
. (11)

The second term is a correction to scaling term. The
exponent ω is given by [9, 29]

ω = 1/3− (2σ − 1). (12)

Notice that as σ → 2/3, ω → 0. This is why it is so
challenging to show that the AT line disappears as d → 6.
The finite size scaling form for ξSG is [23]

ξSG
Ndeff/6

= X
[
N1/3 (hr − hAT(T ))

]
+ N−ωH

[
N1/3 (hr − hAT(T ))

]
. (13)

In the absence of the correction to scaling term the
plots of χSG/N

1/3 or ξSG/N
deff/6 for different system

sizes would intersect at hr = hAT(T ). The intersec-
tion formula for the successive crossing points h∗(N, 2N)
should be linear in 1/Nλ when N → ∞ and be of the
form

h∗(N, 2N) = hAT(T ) +
A

Nλ
, (14)

where

λ = 1/3 + ω. (15)

We have not only studied χSG and ξSG as a function of
hr at fixed T but we have also studied them as a function
of T for fixed hr = 0. We did the latter to determine the
zero-field transition temperature Tc. The relevant finite
size scaling forms for this situation are

χSG

N1/3
= C̃

[
N1/3(T − Tc)

]
+N−ωG̃

[
N1/3(T − Tc)

]
,

(16)
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FIG. 2. Finite size scaling analyses of data for σ = 0.600 obtained by varying the temperature in the absence of a magnetic
field. (a) shows the plot of χSG/N

1/3 as a function of the temperature T for different system sizes. The plot shows that the
curves for different system sizes intersect. The data for the intersection temperatures T ∗(N, 2N) between pairs of adjacent
system sizes are plotted as a function of N−λ in (b). The value of the exponent λ is fixed to be 0.467 which is known exactly
in the mean-field regime [24, 25]. We fitted the T ∗(N, 2N) data with Eq. (18) using linear fitting and the resulting value of
the transition temperature is Tc = 0.5639± 0.0020 (see Table I for details). The blurred points in (b) are excluded in from the
linear fitting.
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FIG. 3. (a) Finite size scaling analyses of χSG data for σ = 0.600 obtained by fixing the temperature to T = 0.380 (= 0.674Tc)
and varying the field. The plot shows that the curves for different system sizes intersect. (b) shows the data for the intersection
fields h∗(N, 2N) between pairs of adjacent system sizes, plotted as a function of N−λ. Using λ = 0.467 we fitted the h∗(N, 2N)
data linearly with Eq. (14) and the value of the transition field so obtained is hAT(T = 0.380) = 0.1367± 0.0063 (see Table II
for details). The blurred points in (b) are excluded from the linear fitting.

and

ξSG
Ndeff/6

= X̃
[
N1/3(T − Tc)

]
+N−ωH̃

[
N1/3(T − Tc)

]
.

(17)
The tilde sign is to indicate that the finite size scaling
functions such as C in a field and C̃ in the absence of a
field may differ.

The intersection points as in, say, Fig. 4 (b) would be

expected to be of the form

T ∗(N, 2N) = Tc +
Ã

Nλ
. (18)

Note that the values of the exponents ω and λ are the
same for the zero field transition and for the AT line
(assuming that they are both governed by a Gaussian
fixed point).
In section IV we give the results of our studies of χSG

for values of σ at 0.600, 0.630, 0.640, 0.650 and 0.655. We
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FIG. 4. Finite size scaling analyses of data for σ = 0.630 obtained by varying the temperature in the absence of a magnetic field.
(a) shows the plot of χSG/N

1/3 as a function of the temperature T for different system sizes. The data for the intersection
temperatures T ∗(N, 2N) between pairs of adjacent system sizes are plotted as a function of N−λ in (b). The value of the
exponent λ is fixed to be 0.407. The line fit gives Tc = 0.5389± 0.0015 (see Table I for details). The blurred points in (b) are
excluded from the linear fitting.
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FIG. 5. (a) Finite size scaling analyses of χSG data for σ = 0.630 obtained by fixing the temperature to T = 0.364 (= 0.675Tc)
and varying the field. (b) shows the data for the intersection fields h∗(N, 2N) plotted as a function of N−λ. Using λ = 0.407
we fitted the h∗(N, 2N) data linearly with Eq. (14) and the value of the transition field so obtained is hAT(T = 0.364) =
0.1172± 0.0022 (see Table II for details). The blurred points in (b) are excluded from the linear fitting.

also describe how the zero-field transition temperature Tc

was determined for each of these values of σ. The results
obtained from ξSG corresponding to the same values of σ
are given in Appendix C.

Leuzzi et al. [30] pointed out that determination of ξSG
was especially badly affected by finite size effects. They
found that if it were calculated not from the two k values
which we used, 0 and kmin, but instead two non-zero val-
ues, k1 and k2, a different value for ξSG was obtained. In
a recent paper Aguilar-Janita et al. [22] pointed out that
in zero field the two methods gave the same result, and
only differed in a field. They attributed the difference to
the fact that when studying the AT line one requires the

field to be large enough so that the Parisi overlap function
P (q) vanishes for q < 0. This requires

√
qhr

√
N > kBT .

When this criterion is not satisfied there are additional
crossovers and length scales beyond those discussed in
this section. As we find that the field at the AT line
is approaching zero as σ → 2/3 the criterion requires
the study of even larger system sizes as σ → 2/3, which
makes our results from ξSG especially unreliable and it is
for this reason we have relegated them to Appendix C.
Finite size effects affect some quantities more than others
and hopefully our estimates of hAT from χSG are less af-
fected. This might be because the values of χSG/N

1/3 in
zero field and on the AT line are rather similar, whereas
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FIG. 6. (a) Finite size scaling analyses of χSG data for σ = 0.640 obtained by varying the temperature in the absence of a
magnetic field. (b) shows the data for the intersection temperatures T ∗(N, 2N) plotted as a function of N−λ with λ = 0.387.
The line fit gives Tc = 0.5247± 0.0010 (see Table I for details). The blurred point in (b) is excluded from the linear fitting.
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FIG. 7. (a) Finite size scaling analyses of χSG data for σ = 0.640 obtained by fixing the temperature to T = 0.357 (= 0.680Tc)
and varying the field. (b) shows the data for the intersection fields h∗(N, 2N) between pairs of adjacent system sizes, fitted
against N−λ, using λ = 0.387. The value of the transition field so obtained is hAT(T = 0.357) = 0.1150± 0.0030 (see Table II
for details). The blurred points in (b) are excluded from the linear fitting.

the values of ξSG/N
deff/6 on the AT line are larger than

their values in zero field by a factor of order 10.

IV. FINITE SIZE SCALING ANALYSES

Here we give further details of the results of our simu-
lations for σ values 0.600, 0.630, 0.640, 0.650 and 0.655.
Figs. 2, 4, 6, 8, and 10 show the finite size scaling analy-
ses of data for these different values of σ obtained by vary-
ing the temperature in the absence of a magnetic field. In
all these figures, Figs. (a) show the plot of χSG/N

1/3 as a
function of the temperature T for different system sizes.
In all these sets of plots we can clearly notice that the
curves for different system sizes intersect around the tran-

sition temperature, which is in accordance with Eq. (16).
For each pair of adjacent system sizes, we find the inter-
section temperature T ∗(N, 2N) from χSG data which is
the x− coordinate corresponding to the point of intersec-
tion between these curves. The data for the intersection
temperatures obtained from all the pairs of adjacent sys-
tem sizes are plotted as a function of N−λ in Figs. (b).
The value of the exponent λ is known in the mean-field
regime and is given by Eq. (15) [24, 25]. Using this value
of λ we fit the T ∗(N, 2N) data linearly with Eq. (18) for
the Npairs largest pairs of system sizes. In the thermody-
namic limit N−λ → 0 as N → ∞. Hence, the y–intercept
corresponding to the straight line fit gives us the value
of the zero-field transition temperature Tc. The values of
Tc obtained for different values of σ are shown in Table I,
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FIG. 8. (a) Finite size scaling analyses of χSG data for σ = 0.650 obtained by varying the temperature in the absence of a
magnetic field. The data for the intersection temperatures T ∗(N, 2N) are plotted as a function of N−λ (using λ = 0.367) in
(b). The value of the zero-field transition temperature obtained from linear fitting is Tc = 0.5143 ± 0.0005 (see Table I for
details).
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FIG. 9. (a) Finite size scaling analyses of χSG data for σ = 0.650 obtained by fixing the temperature to T = 0.350 (= 0.681Tc)
and varying the field. (b) shows the data for the intersection fields h∗(N, 2N) between pairs of adjacent system sizes, plotted
as a function of N−λ. Using λ = 0.367 we fitted the h∗(N, 2N) data linearly with Eq. (14) and the value of the transition field
so obtained is hAT(T = 0.350) = 0.1033 ± 0.0027 (see Table II for details). The blurred points in (b) are excluded from the
linear fitting.

and the parameters of the simulations are shown in Table
BI.

The AT line can be approached not only by reduc-
ing the temperature T but also by reducing the field at
fixed T . This was the procedure used in Ref. [23]. These
are the vertical trajectories in Fig. 1 along which we
can cross the AT line. Throughout this paper, we chose
the value of temperature T such that T/Tc ≈ 0.67. We
show our finite size scaling analyses plots corresponding
to this procedure in Figs. 3, 5, 7, 9, and 11. Similar to
the zero-magnetic field case, we present our χSG data in
Figs. (a) as a function of magnetic field hr. According
to Eq. (11), the data for χSG/N

1/3 when plotted for dif-

ferent system sizes should intersect at the AT transition
field hAT(T ). Figs. (b) show the data for the intersection
fields h∗(N, 2N) obtained by considering the curves for
adjacent system sizes. We fit the h∗(N, 2N) data with
Eq. (14) through a straight line for the Npairs largest
pairs of system sizes using the same value of λ as in the
previous scenario, which is given by Eq. (15). The point
at which this straight line cuts the y− axis gives us the
value of the transition field hAT corresponding to the
temperature T . The values of hAT obtained for differ-
ent σ are shown in Table II, and the parameters of the
simulation are shown in Table BII.

We have also performed finite size scaling analyses on
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FIG. 10. (a) Finite size scaling analyses of χSG data for σ = 0.655 obtained by varying the temperature in the absence of a
magnetic field. (b) shows the data for the intersection temperatures T ∗(N, 2N) fitted against N−λ. The value of the exponent
λ is fixed to be 0.357. The line fit gives Tc = 0.5122± 0.0018 (see Table I for details). The blurred points in (b) are excluded
from the linear fitting.
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FIG. 11. (a) Finite size scaling analyses of χSG data for σ = 0.655 obtained by fixing the temperature to T = 0.344 (= 0.672Tc)
and varying the field. In (b) the data for the intersection fields h∗(N, 2N) is plotted as a function of N−λ with λ = 0.357. We
fitted the h∗(N, 2N) data with a straight line and the value of the transition field obtained as a result of the extrapolation of
the straight line is hAT(T = 0.344) = 0.1023 ± 0.0029 (see Table II for details). The blurred points in (b) are excluded from
the linear fitting.

ξSG data for all the 5 values of σ both in the zero field
case and by varying the field at a fixed temperature. Sim-
ilar to χSG we plotted ξSG/N

deff/6 for different system
sizes as a function of temperature T for hr = 0, with
deff = 2/(2σ− 1), and obtained the values of intersection
temperatures T ∗(N, 2N). As for the vertical trajectory,
we fixed T ≈ 0.67Tc and, plotted ξSG/N

deff/6 as a func-
tion of field hr, and computed the values of intersection
fields h∗(N, 2N). We then analysed the intersection tem-
peratures or fields data as a function of N−λ with λ being
the same for both T ∗ and h∗ data sets obtained from both
χSG and ξSG. Upon doing linear fitting we obtained the
values of Tc and hAT(T ) from the T ∗ and h∗ data sets

respectively. We presented our ξSG data in Appendix C.
In the following sections we present the results of finite
size scaling analyses on χSG data for different values of
σ.

A. σ = 0.600

At σ = 0.600, for which deff = 10 the results should be
quite close to those of the SK model (but see Fig. 1): it
is in the same mean-field regime and the exponent ζ = 3.
The zero-field transitions for this case has been studied
by one of the authors of this paper in Ref. [24] for Heisen-
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TABLE I. Results of the simulations done by varying the temperture T in the absence of magnetic field hr. The χSG/N
1/3

when plotted as a function of temperature T , the data for different system sizes N intersect around the transition temperature
Tc(χSG). The intersection temperatures T ∗(N, 2N) between the curves for two adjacent system sizes are then plotted as a
function of N−λ, with λ = 5/3−2σ in the mean field regime [24, 25]. We then fit this data for the Npairs largest pairs of system
sizes with Eq. (18) to find the transition temperature Tc(χSG). For linear fitting, we attempt to fit the intersection data with
a straight line for various values of Npairs, and we choose the best fit where χ2/Ndof is closest to one.

σ hr λ Npairs(χSG) Tc(χSG) χ2/Ndof

0.600 0 0.467 4 0.5639± 0.0020 0.6832

0.630 0 0.407 4 0.5389± 0.0015 0.4176

0.640 0 0.387 6 0.5247± 0.0010 2.0093

0.650 0 0.367 7 0.5143± 0.0005 1.4155

0.655 0 0.357 3 0.5122± 0.0018 0.8398

TABLE II. Results of the simulations done by varying the magnetic field hr at a fixed temperature T . Tc is the zero-field spin
glass transition temperature obtained from the last column of the Table I. Similiar to the fixed hr case described in Table I, we
plot the finite-size-scaled χSG data as a function of the field hr and find the intersection fields h∗(N, 2N). We then fit this data
for the Npairs largest pairs of system sizes with Eq. (14) to find the AT transition field hAT corresponding to the temperature
T . For linear fitting, we attempt to fit the intersection data with a straight line for various values of Npairs, and we choose the
best fit where χ2/Ndof is closest to one.

σ T Tc T/Tc λ Npairs(χSG) hAT(χSG) χ2/Ndof

0.600 0.380 0.564 0.674 0.467 3 0.1367± 0.0063 0.7693

0.630 0.364 0.539 0.675 0.407 5 0.1172± 0.0022 2.7216

0.640 0.357 0.525 0.680 0.387 3 0.1150± 0.0030 1.1371

0.650 0.350 0.514 0.681 0.367 5 0.1033± 0.0027 0.9507

0.655 0.344 0.512 0.672 0.357 6 0.1023± 0.0029 0.8777

berg spins. As a sanity check, we attempted to replicate
this analysis, and the results, displayed in Fig. 2, are
in complete agreement with those presented in Ref. [24].
The value of the zero-field spin glass transition temper-
ature found from these simulations is Tc = 0.564. The
phase transitions in the presence of an external magnetic
field has also been studied in Ref. [31] for hr = 0.1. It
has been reported that the system undergoes a phase
transition at TAT(hr = 0.1) = 0.406.

For σ = 0.600 we fixed the temperature at T =
0.380 (= 0.674Tc). We have constructed the crossing
plots for χSG as a function of hr in Fig. 3(a). Analy-
sis of the crossing points h∗(N, 2N) in Fig. 3(b) shows
that the behavior is again consistent with the existence
of an AT line at least at σ = 0.600. The value of the ex-
ponent λ is known in the mean-field regime and is given
by λ = 5/3 − 2σ = 0.467. The h∗(N, 2N) data for the
largest 3 pairs of system sizes are fitted against N−λ to
give hAT(T = 0.380) = 0.1367± 0.0063 (see Table II).

B. σ = 0.630

For σ = 0.630 deff ≈ 7.692. Our results for hr = 0
are given in Fig. 4. According to Eq. (16), the data for
χSG/N

1/3 when plotted for different system sizes should

intersect at the transition temperature Tc. Fig. 4(a)
shows the data for different system sizes. We find the
temperature T ∗(N, 2N) at which the curves correspond-
ing to the system sizes N and 2N intersect. We then fit
this data with Eq. (18) to find the transition tempera-
ture. The exponent λ ≡ 5/3−2σ is known to equal 0.407
in this case. The result is displayed in Fig. 4(b), where
the T ∗(N, 2N) data obtained from intersections of χSG

are fitted against N−λ with a straight line for the largest
4 pairs of system sizes to give Tc = 0.5389± 0.0015 (see
Table I).

We have also studied χSG at fixed T , but varying hr

and the finite size scaling plots for these are given in
Fig. 5(a). There appears to be good intersections in
the curves, supporting therefore the possible existence of
an AT transition at the temperature studied T = 0.364.
A plot of h∗(N, 2N) versus 1/Nλ is in Fig. 5(b), using
the same value of λ = 0.407. Considering the data for
the 5 largest pairs of system sizes, we did a linear fitting
over the h∗(N, 2N) data obtained from χSG intersections,
which gives hAT(T = 0.364) = 0.1172±0.0022 (see Table
II).
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C. σ = 0.640

For σ = 0.640, deff ≈ 7.143. Our results for hr = 0
are given in Fig. 6. Fig. 6(a) shows the χSG data for
different system sizes, and the corresponding intersection
temperatures data are displayed in Fig. 6(b). The value
of the exponent λ for this case is 0.387. The linear fit
over the T ∗(N, 2N) data obtained from intersections of
χSG, considering the 6 pairs of largest system sizes, gives
Tc = 0.5247± 0.0010 (see Table I).

As for the alternate protocol where we fix the tem-
perature and vary the field, the finite size scaling plots
are given in Fig. 7(a). The temperature is fixed at
T = 0.357 (= 0.680Tc). A plot of h∗(N, 2N) versus
1/Nλ is in Fig. 7(b), using the same value of λ = 0.387.
Omitting the smallest system size, we did a linear fitting
over the h∗(N, 2N) data obtained from χSG intersections,
which gives hAT(T = 0.357) = 0.1150±0.0030 (see Table
II).

D. σ = 0.650

For σ = 0.650 deff ≈ 6.667. Our results for hr = 0
are given in Fig. 8. The χSG data for different system
sizes are shown in Fig. 8(a). We find the intersection
temperatures T ∗(N, 2N) and fit this data with Eq. (18)
to find the transition temperature. The exponent λ ≡
5/3 − 2σ is known to equal 0.367 in this case [24, 25].
The result is displayed in Fig. 8(b), where the T ∗(N, 2N)
data obtained from intersections of χSG are fitted against
N−λ with a straight line for the largest 7 pairs of system
sizes to give Tc = 0.5143± 0.0005 (see Table I).
We have also studied χSG at fixed temperature T =

0.350 (= 0.681Tc), but varying hr and the finite size
scaling plots for these are given in Fig. 11(a). A
plot of h∗(N, 2N) versus 1/Nλ is in Fig. 9(b), using
the same value of λ = 0.367. Omitting the smallest
system size, the linear fit from χSG intersections give
hAT(T = 0.350) = 0.1033± 0.0027 (see Table II).

E. σ = 0.655

For σ = 0.655 deff ≈ 6.452. Our results for hr = 0 are
given in Fig. 10. The χSG/N

1/3 data are plotted as a
function of tempereture T in Fig. 10(a) for different sys-
tem sizes. We find the temperature T ∗(N, 2N) at which
the curves corresponding to the system sizes N and 2N
intersect. We then fit this data with Eq. (18) to find the
transition temperature. The exponent λ ≡ 5/3 − 2σ is
known to equal 0.357 in this case [24, 25]. The result is
displayed in Fig. 10(b), where the T ∗(N, 2N) data ob-
tained from intersections of χSG are fitted against N−λ

with a straight line for the largest 3 pairs of system sizes
to give Tc = 0.5122± 0.0018 (see Table I).

We have also studied χSG at fixed T = 0.344 (=
0.672Tc), but varying hr and the finite size scaling plots

0.60 0.62 0.64 0.66
σ

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

A
(σ

)

hAT(from χSG)

−28.19 (σ − 0.6713)

FIG. 12. Plot of A(σ) versus σ. The quantity A(σ) is com-
puted using Eq. (1) with the exponent ζ given by Eq. (19)
in the mean-field regime. In our simulations we fixed the
temperature T ≈ 0.67Tc and determined the value of the
transition field hAT from the χSG data set, (for example see
Fig. 5). The A(σ) data (excluding σ = 0.600) are fitted with
a straight line (χ2/Ndof = 0.351). The line intersects the σ –
axis at σ = 0.671±0.135. In making these linear fits the data
point at σ = 0.600 has been ignored (hence blurred), as it will
lie outside the linear region which only applies for σ values
close to 2/3. The error bars are the statistical error bars, but
finite size effects produce an unknown systematic error in all
the data points.

for these are given in Fig. 11(a). A plot of h∗(N, 2N)
versus 1/Nλ is in Fig. 11(b), using the same value of λ =
0.357. Omitting the smallest system size, we did a linear
fitting over the h∗(N, 2N) data obtained from χSG inter-
sections, which gives hAT(T = 0.344) = 0.1023 ± 0.0029
(see Table II).

V. DISAPPEARANCE OF THE AT LINE AS
σ → 2/3

In this section we present our analysis of A(σ) for
different values of σ < 2/3, and with the help of this
data, we show that the AT line approaches the horizon-
tal axis as we go below six dimensions, or equivalently
for σ > 2/3. As shown in Table II, for each σ, we get
two estimates of the value of AT transition field hAT for
a fixed temperature T ; one from χSG and one from ξSG.
From it, one can extract (using Eq. (1)) A(σ) at the val-
ues of σ which we have studied. We take the exponent
to be:

ζ =

3, σ < 5/8,

2(1− σ)

2σ − 1
, 5/8 < σ < 2/3,

(19)

where we have set d = deff in ζ = d/2 − 1 for σ > 5/8
[6, 7]. We have plotted the results in Fig. 12. Clearly
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A(σ) is decreasing with increasing σ, and in this linear
plot it appears to go to zero when σ ≈ 0.67. This is close
to the value 2/3 which is what would be expected if the
AT line disappears in exactly 6 dimensions.

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Due to the challenges associated with performing sim-
ulations above six dimensions, we have opted to per-
form simulations using a one-dimensional proxy model
instead. For the one dimensional Heisenberg spin glasses
with power-law diluted interactions, we studied five val-
ues of σ < 2/3: 0.600, 0.630, 0.640, 0.650, and 0.655.

To find the values of the zero-field spin glass transi-
tion temperature Tc, we performed simulations by vary-
ing the temperature T in the absence of the magnetic
field. We then fixed the temperature to T ≈ 0.67Tc and
generated data by varying the magnetic field for differ-
ent values of σ. The largest system sizes studied are
N = 32768 for σ = 0.600 and 0.630, N = 16384 for
σ = 0.640 and 0.650, and N = 65536 for σ = 0.655. Us-
ing the standard finite size scaling analysis we found the
values of the AT transition field hAT, which gave us the
values of A(σ). When A(σ) is studied as a function of σ,
we find that it is becoming zero for σ close to 2/3. This
is equivalent to saying that A(d) is vanishing as we ap-
proach d = 6 from above six dimensions. The numerical
studies reported in this paper imply therefore that the
AT line is approaching the temperature axis as d → 6,
and hence that there will not be an AT transition below
six dimensions.

Numerical studies like this can only provide evidence
for what the truth might be: they do not as yet prove it
beyond reasonable doubt. The controversy will probably
only be ended by a rigorous determination of the lower
critical dimension of the AT transition.
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Appendix A: The simulation method

We now describe the technical details of our simulation
process. The simulations begin with a random initial con-
figuration, which evolves according to the method out-
lined in this section. To achieve rapid equilibration, we

use three types of sweeps: overrelaxation (or microcanon-
ical), heatbath, and parallel tempering. In overrelaxation
and heatbath sweeps, we flip one spin at a time (single-
spin-flip dynamics). To implement parallel tempering,
we simulate NT copies of the system simultaneously at
NT different temperatures, ranging from Tmin ≡ T1 to
Tmax ≡ TNT

. To facilitate the computation of the observ-
ables discussed here, we simulate 4 sets of NT copies (2
for hr = 0), labeled (1), (2), (3), and (4). Overrelaxation,
heatbath, and parallel tempering sweeps are performed
on all copies, with careful tracking of their labels. Ev-
ery 10 overrelaxation sweeps are followed by 1 heatbath
and 1 parallel tempering sweep, as overrelaxation sweeps
are computationally cheaper and expedite equilibration.
The simulation parameters are listed in Tables BI and
BII.
Once equilibrium is reached, we perform an equal num-

ber of sweeps in the measurement phase, making Nsweep

the total number of sweeps for the entire simulation, in-
cluding both equilibration and measurement phases. The
last column in the Tables BI and BII indicates the com-
puter time needed to generate the data for each parame-
ter set. The computation time mentioned here indicates
the total duration needed to generate all the data using
only a single core at a time (with an average clock speed
of 2.6 GHz). During the measurement phase, we take
one measurement for every 4 sweeps. The following sec-
tions provide detailed information on our Monte Carlo
simulation procedures.

1. Overrelaxation sweep

We sweep sequentially through all the lattice sites and
compute the local field

Hi =
∑
j

JijSj + hi (A1)

at each lattice site. The new spin direction S′
i at the ith

lattice site is taken to be the mirror image of the vector
Si about Hi, i.e.,

S′
i = −Si + 2

Si ·Hi

H2
i

Hi, (A2)

where Hi = |Hi|. Since S′
i · Hi = Si · Hi, the en-

ergy of the system does not change due to these sweeps.
Hence these sweeps are also called microcanonical sweeps.
These sweeps help us in sampling out the microstates
with the same energy. The process of equilibration speeds
up when we include overrelaxation sweeps along with the
other sweeps [33, 34].

2. Heatbath sweep

The microcanonical sweep samples out microstates
from the state-space with same energy. But, to equili-
brate the system, we have to sample out the states {Si}
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FIG. A1. The vector Hi is the local-field at the site i which is
the effective field felt by the spin Si due to its interaction with
all other spins. The vector S′

i is the reflection of Si about Hi

determined by Eq. (A2)

with different energies according to the correct Boltz-
mann weight exp(−βH({Si}))/Z, where β = 1/T is
the inverse temperature and Z is the partition function.
Therefore, we perform a heatbath sweep for every 10 mi-
crocanoical sweeps [33, 34]. Similar to the microcanonical
case, we sweep sequentially through the lattice and com-
pute the local field vector Hi given by Eq. (A1). We can
define a coordinate system with Hi as polar axis, θ as
polar angle, and ϕ as azimuthal angle, such that ϕ = 0
for the old spin vector Si (see Fig. A1). The contribu-
tion of the ith spin to the total energy of the system is
given by Ei = −Hi · Si = −HiSi cos θ (since we are con-
sidering spins of unit length Si = |Si| = 1). For the new

spin direction S
′

i(θ, ϕ), since the energy does not depend
on ϕ, we pick it uniformly from the interval (0, 2π), and
sample out θ from the probability distribution

fX(x = cos θ) =
e−βEi

Z
=

βHiSi

2 sinhβHiSi
eβHiSix. (A3)

The simplest way to do this is to equate the cumulative
distributive function (CDF) of x = cos θ, FX(x), to that
of a uniform distribution:

FX(x) =

x∫
−1

fX(x′) dx′ = Π(r2) =

r2∫
0

dr = r2, (A4)

where r2 is a random variable sampled from a uniform
distribution in the interval (0, 1). Upon simplifying Eq.
(A4), we get

x = cos θ =
1

βHiSi
ln
[
1 + r2(e

2βHiSi − 1)
]
− 1. (A5)

To find the components of the spin vector S
′

i in the orig-
inal Cartesian coordinates, we perform a rotation about
Y-axis by θH in the anti-clockwise direction, and then
about Z-axis by ϕH in the clockwise direction, where θH
and ϕH are the polar and azimuthal angles of Hi relative

to the Cartesian reference frame, i.e.,S′
x

S′
y

S′
z

 = RZ(−ϕH)RY (θH)

sin θ cosϕ

sin θ sinϕ

cos θ

 , (A6)

where

RY (θH) =

 cos θH 0 sin θH
0 1 0

− sin θH 0 cos θH

 , (A7)

RZ(−ϕH) =

cosϕH − sinϕH 0

sinϕH cosϕH 0

0 0 1

 . (A8)

The acceptance probability for both heatbath sweeps and
microcanonical sweeps is unity, ensuring that no moves
are wasted.

3. Parallel tempering sweep

Spin glasses exhibit a complex free energy landscape,
causing them to become trapped in metastable valleys at
low temperatures, making true equilibration very time-
consuming. At higher temperatures, thermal fluctuations
allow the system to escape these valleys easily, resulting
in quicker equilibration. To achieve equilibrium with the
fewest moves, we perform one parallel tempering sweep
for every 10 overrelaxation sweeps [33, 35]. To benefit
from the parallel tempering algorithm [36, 37], we simul-
taneously simulate NT copies of the system at NT dif-
ferent temperatures T1 < T2 < T3 < · · · < TNT

. The
minimum temperature T1 is the low temperature of in-
terest for studying system behavior, while the maximum
temperature TNT

is sufficiently high for rapid equilibra-
tion. Overrelaxation and heatbath sweeps are performed
separately on each of the NT copies of the system. In
the parallel tempering sweep, we compare the energies
of two spin configurations at adjacent temperatures, Ti

and Ti+1, starting from the smallest temperature T1. We
swap these two spin configurations such that the detailed
balance condition is satisfied. The Metropolis probability
for such a swap is

P (T swap) = min{1, exp(∆β∆E)} (A9)

=

{
exp(∆β∆E), (if ∆β∆E < 0),

1, (otherwise),
(A10)

where ∆β = 1/Ti − 1/Ti+1 and ∆E = Ei(Ti) −
Ei+1(Ti+1). In this way, a given set of spins performs
a random walk in temperature space.

4. Checks for equilibration

In order to check whether the system has reached equi-
librium, we have used a convenient test [38] which is pos-
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FIG. A2. The plot illustrates the test for equilibration. In (a), the energy (U) is plotted as a function of Monte Carlo sweeps.
The brown curve, labeled U = [⟨H/N⟩]av, is derived from Eq. (A12), while the pink curve represents U(ql, qs, q) calculated from
the right-hand side of Eq. (A11). As evident from the plot, both quantities converge to the same value after 105 sweeps. Once
this common point is reached, the curves flatten and remain constant over time, indicating that the system has achieved thermal
equilibrium. To reinforce our test, we also analyzed ξSG/N as a function of Nsweep, shown in (b). This figure demonstrates that
the ξSG data becomes constant at the Nsweep value where the curves in (a) converge. The data presented here are for a specific
set of parameters. We repeated this test for all parameter sets listed in Tables BI and BII, and proceeded with measurements
only after confirming the system had properly equilibrated.

sible because of the Gaussian nature of the interactions
and the onsite external magnetic field. The relation

U =
zJ2

2T
(ql − qs) +

h2
r

T

(
q − |S|2

)
, (A11)

is valid in equilibrium. Here

U =
1

N
[⟨H⟩]av

= − 1

N

∑
⟨i,j⟩

ϵijJij ⟨Si · Sj⟩+
∑
i,µ

hµ
i ⟨S

µ
i ⟩


av

(A12)

is the average energy per spin, q = 1
N

∑
i

[⟨Si⟩ · ⟨Si⟩]av
is the Edwards-Anderson order parameter, ql =
1
Nb

∑
⟨i,j⟩

[
ϵij ⟨Si · Sj⟩2

]
av

is the “link overlap”, and qs =

1
Nb

∑
⟨i,j⟩

[
ϵij

〈
(Si · Sj)

2
〉]

av
is the “spin overlap”, where

Nb = Nz/2, and ϵij = 1 if the ith and jth spins are in-
teracting and is zero otherwise. As the system reaches
equilibrium, the two sides of Eq. (A11) approach their
common equilibrium value from opposite directions.
In simulations, we assess both sides of Eq.(A11) for

various numbers of Monte Carlo sweeps (MCSs), which
increase exponentially, with each value being double the
previous one. Averaging is done over the last half of
the sweeps. Starting with a random spin configuration,
the LHS of Eq.(A11) is initially small, and the RHS is
very large. As the system nears equilibrium, these val-
ues converge from opposite directions, as illustrated in
Fig. A2(a). We declare the system to have reached equi-
librium when the averaged quantities consistently sat-
isfy Eq. (A11) within error bars for at least the last
two points. Once equilibrium is achieved, we perform
an equal number of sweeps in the measurement phase,
where we evaluate various quantities to study potential
phase transitions in the system. To further strengthen
our equilibration check, we analysed ξSG as a function of
the Monte Carlo sweeps. Our data in Fig. A2(b) show
that the ξSG curve flattens off for the same number of
sweeps where the two sides of Eq. (A11) start to agree.
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Appendix B: Parameters of the simulations

TABLE BI. Parameters of the simulations. Nsamp is the number of disorder samples, Nsweep is the number of over-relaxation
Monte Carlo sweeps for a single disorder sample. The system is equilibrated over the first half of the sweeps, and measurements
are done over the last half of the sweeps with a measurement performed every four over-relaxation sweeps. Tmin and Tmax are
the lowest and highest temperatures simulated, and NT is the number of temperatures used for parallel tempering. ttot is the
total CPU time consumed in hours to generate data for a particular system size.

σ hr N Nsamp Nsweep Tmin Tmax NT ttot(hrs)

0.6 0 128 12000 256 0.2 0.7 40 1.2

0.6 0 256 12000 512 0.2 0.7 40 4.89

0.6 0 512 12000 1024 0.2 0.7 40 21.57

0.6 0 1024 12000 2048 0.2 0.7 40 48.58

0.6 0 2048 9600 4096 0.2 0.7 40 235.21

0.6 0 4096 7200 8192 0.3 0.7 40 1109.96

0.6 0 8192 3120 16384 0.3 0.7 50 2611.03

0.6 0 16384 1200 32768 0.35 0.7 55 6453.1

0.6 0 32768 408 65536 0.35 0.7 60 7663.65

0.63 0 128 8000 512 0.2 0.7 40 1.24

0.63 0 256 8000 1024 0.2 0.7 40 5.81

0.63 0 512 8000 2048 0.2 0.7 40 29.16

0.63 0 1024 8000 8192 0.2 0.7 40 191.87

0.63 0 2048 8000 8192 0.3 0.7 40 460.11

0.63 0 4096 4560 16384 0.32 0.68 40 1156.2

0.63 0 8192 3193 32768 0.36 0.66 42 6183.85

0.63 0 16384 2432 32768 0.38 0.66 44 9954.44

0.64 0 128 24000 512 0.2 0.7 40 3.14

0.64 0 256 24000 1024 0.2 0.7 40 17.33

0.64 0 512 22400 2048 0.2 0.7 40 70.61

0.64 0 1024 11200 8192 0.2 0.7 40 305.41

0.64 0 2048 16000 8192 0.3 0.7 40 815.66

0.64 0 4096 12000 16384 0.32 0.68 40 3751.7

0.64 0 8192 3360 32768 0.36 0.66 42 6323.48

0.64 0 16384 2240 32768 0.38 0.66 44 9724.53

0.65 0 128 9600 512 0.3 0.7 40 1.96

0.65 0 256 9600 1024 0.3 0.7 40 7.83

0.65 0 512 9600 2048 0.3 0.7 40 32.98

0.65 0 1024 33600 4096 0.3 0.7 44 457.63

0.65 0 2048 33600 8192 0.3 0.7 40 2212.92

0.65 0 4096 19200 16384 0.32 0.68 40 6242.19

0.65 0 8192 15054 16384 0.36 0.66 42 14652.7

0.65 0 16384 10526 32768 0.38 0.66 44 42378.9

0.655 0 128 24000 512 0.2 0.7 40 3.05

0.655 0 256 24000 1024 0.2 0.7 40 14.69

0.655 0 512 16000 2048 0.2 0.7 40 43.48

0.655 0 1024 21920 4096 0.3 0.7 40 291.4

0.655 0 2048 20400 8192 0.3 0.7 40 1143.21

0.655 0 4096 18252 16384 0.32 0.68 40 6818.29

0.655 0 8192 12260 16384 0.36 0.66 42 11835.9

0.655 0 16384 5278 32768 0.38 0.66 44 22993.1

0.655 0 32768 3646 32768 0.38 0.66 44 29010.7
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TABLE BII. Parameters of the simulations done at fixed temperature T and varying field hr. N(hr) is the number of values of
field taken in the range hr(min,max). The equilibration times are different for different values of the field hr, which lie in the
range Nsweep(min,max). The number of disorder samples for different fields lie in the range Nsamp(min,max). ttot is the total
CPU time consumed in hours to generate data for a particular system size.

σ T N hr(min,max) N(hr) Nsweep(min,max) Nsamp(min,max) ttot(hrs)

0.6 0.38 128 (0.0100, 9.0000) 27 (1024, 1024) (5000, 20000) 2.55

0.6 0.38 256 (0.0100, 9.0000) 27 (2048, 2048) (5000, 30000) 18.5

0.6 0.38 512 (0.0100, 9.0000) 27 (2048, 2048) (5000, 30000) 40.78

0.6 0.38 1024 (0.0100, 9.0000) 30 (4096, 4096) (4000, 30000) 181.68

0.6 0.38 2048 (0.0100, 9.0000) 31 (4096, 8192) (2500, 40000) 3506.91

0.6 0.38 4096 (0.0100, 9.0000) 31 (8192, 32768) (4000, 75200) 9948.45

0.6 0.38 8192 (0.0100, 9.0000) 27 (16384, 262144) (1200, 37050) 88881.3

0.6 0.38 16384 (0.0100, 9.0000) 29 (32768, 524288) (240, 12749) 151254

0.6 0.38 32768 (0.1000, 0.1400) 3 (131072, 1048576) (3813, 7596) 155371

0.63 0.364 128 (0.0100, 9.0000) 28 (512, 512) (4000, 16000) 2.07

0.63 0.364 256 (0.0100, 9.0000) 33 (1024, 1024) (4000, 32000) 16.06

0.63 0.364 512 (0.0100, 9.0000) 34 (2048, 2048) (4000, 32000) 52.31

0.63 0.364 1024 (0.0100, 9.0000) 33 (4096, 4096) (5000, 32000) 200.35

0.63 0.364 2048 (0.0100, 9.0000) 33 (4096, 8192) (4000, 36000) 967.71

0.63 0.364 4096 (0.0100, 9.0000) 32 (8192, 32768) (4000, 37440) 7357.41

0.63 0.364 8192 (0.0100, 9.0000) 33 (16384, 131072) (643, 34251) 56078.5

0.63 0.364 16384 (0.0100, 9.0000) 30 (32768, 524288) (640, 18941) 94942.1

0.63 0.364 32768 (0.0900, 0.1200) 4 (262144, 524288) (4892, 14287) 159218

0.64 0.357 128 (0.0100, 9.0000) 27 (1024, 1024) (5000, 40000) 4.56

0.64 0.357 256 (0.0100, 9.0000) 27 (2048, 2048) (2000, 40000) 19.01

0.64 0.357 512 (0.0400, 9.0000) 25 (2048, 2048) (2000, 50000) 48.42

0.64 0.357 1024 (0.0100, 9.0000) 28 (4096, 4096) (2000, 40000) 190.31

0.64 0.357 2048 (0.0100, 9.0000) 28 (4096, 8192) (1000, 40000) 791.55

0.64 0.357 4096 (0.0400, 9.0000) 25 (8192, 16384) (1000, 36000) 4250.85

0.64 0.357 8192 (0.0100, 9.0000) 28 (16384, 131072) (1600, 37120) 23608.4

0.64 0.357 16384 (0.0100, 9.0000) 28 (32768, 262144) (320, 12800) 58060.3

0.65 0.35 128 (0.0100, 9.0000) 29 (1024, 1024) (4000, 12000) 10.12

0.65 0.35 256 (0.0100, 9.0000) 29 (2048, 2048) (4000, 12000) 14.64

0.65 0.35 512 (0.0100, 9.0000) 29 (4096, 4096) (4000, 12000) 58.13

0.65 0.35 1024 (0.0100, 0.3000) 14 (8192, 8192) (4000, 10000) 139.38

0.65 0.35 2048 (0.0100, 0.3000) 14 (16384, 16384) (4800, 24000) 800.5

0.65 0.35 4096 (0.0100, 9.0000) 29 (32768, 32768) (1200, 24000) 4786.42

0.65 0.35 8192 (0.0100, 0.3000) 14 (65536, 131072) (800, 21551) 27908.2

0.65 0.35 16384 (0.0100, 0.3000) 14 (262144, 262144) (551, 11602) 74407.7

0.655 0.344 128 (0.0100, 9.0000) 27 (1024, 1024) (4000, 44000) 6.03

0.655 0.344 256 (0.0100, 9.0000) 29 (2048, 2048) (4000, 44000) 30.18

0.655 0.344 512 (0.0100, 9.0000) 29 (4096, 4096) (2000, 60000) 80.09

0.655 0.344 1024 (0.0100, 9.0000) 30 (8192, 8192) (2000, 48000) 265.81

0.655 0.344 2048 (0.0100, 9.0000) 30 (16384, 16384) (1000, 41600) 1838.4

0.655 0.344 4096 (0.0100, 9.0000) 29 (16384, 32768) (960, 36960) 7440.49

0.655 0.344 8192 (0.0100, 9.0000) 32 (16384, 65536) (480, 42800) 42173.3

0.655 0.344 16384 (0.0100, 9.0000) 32 (32768, 262144) (576, 20479) 191977

0.655 0.344 32768 (0.0100, 9.0000) 29 (65536, 524288) (256, 14707) 272176

0.655 0.344 65536 (0.0100, 0.2000) 8 (524288, 1048576) (192, 3845) 245877



16

Appendix C: ξSG data

We believe that the results for hAT derived from ξSG data are badly affected by finite size effects and are thus less
reliable than the values obtained from χSG, possibly for the reasons given at the end of Sec. III. That is why these
analyses have been relegated to this Appendix.
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FIG. C1. Plots showing (a) T ∗(N, 2N) and (b) h∗(N, 2N) data obtained from ξSG as a function of N−λ for σ = 0.600. The value
of λ = 0.467 used here is the same as the value used for the corresponding χSG data in Figs. 2(b) and 3(b). Both the data sets
are fitted with a straight line and the resulting values are Tc = 0.5626± 0.0017 from (a) and hAT(T = 0.380) = 0.1229± 0.0038
from (b). The blurred points in (b) are excluded from the linear fitting.
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FIG. C2. Plots showing (a) T ∗(N, 2N) and (b) h∗(N, 2N) data obtained from ξSG as a function of N−λ for σ = 0.630. The value
of λ = 0.407 used here is the same as the value used for the corresponding χSG data in Figs. 4(b) and 5(b). Both the data sets
are fitted with a straight line and the resulting values are Tc = 0.5396± 0.0035 from (a) and hAT(T = 0.364) = 0.1164± 0.0035
from (b). The blurred points in (a) and (b) are excluded from the linear fitting.
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FIG. C3. Plots showing (a) T ∗(N, 2N) and (b) h∗(N, 2N) data obtained from ξSG as a function of N−λ for σ = 0.640. The value
of λ = 0.387 used here is the same as the value used for the corresponding χSG data in Figs. 6(b) and 7(b). Both the data sets
are fitted with a straight line and the resulting values are Tc = 0.5303± 0.0043 from (a) and hAT(T = 0.357) = 0.0852± 0.0028
from (b). The blurred points in (a) and (b) are excluded from the linear fitting.
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FIG. C4. Plots showing (a) T ∗(N, 2N) and (b) h∗(N, 2N) data obtained from ξSG as a function of N−λ for σ = 0.650. The value
of λ = 0.367 used here is the same as the value used for the corresponding χSG data in Figs. 8(b) and 9(b). Both the data sets
are fitted with a straight line and the resulting values are Tc = 0.5235± 0.0014 from (a) and hAT(T = 0.350) = 0.0937± 0.0033
from (b). The blurred points in (a) and (b) are excluded from the linear fitting.
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FIG. C5. Plots showing (a) T ∗(N, 2N) and (b) h∗(N, 2N) data obtained from ξSG as a function of N−λ for σ = 0.655. The value
of λ = 0.357 used here is the same as the value used for the corresponding χSG data in Figs. 10(b) and 11(b). Both the data sets
are fitted with a straight line and the resulting values are Tc = 0.5173± 0.0013 from (a) and hAT(T = 0.344) = 0.0904± 0.0033
from (b). The blurred points in (a) and (b) are excluded from the linear fitting.
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