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We calculate the local contributions to the Shannon entropy and excess entropy and use these
information theoretic measures as quantitative probes of the order arising from quenched disorder
in the diluted Ising antiferromagnet on a triangular lattice. When one sublattice is sufficiently
diluted, the system undergoes a temperature-driven phase transition, with the other two sublattices
developing magnetizations of equal magnitude and opposite sign as the system is cooled [1]. The
diluted sublattice has no net magnetization but exhibits spin glass ordering. The distribution of
local entropies shows a dramatic broadening at low temperatures; this indicates that the system’s
total entropy is not shared equally across the lattice. The entropy contributions from some regions
exhibit local reentrance, although the entropy of the system decreases monotonically as expected.
The average excess entropy shows a sharp peak at the critical temperature, showing that the excess
entropy is sensitive to the structural changes that occur as a result of the spin glass ordering.

How do physical and natural systems store,

transmit, and manipulate information across

space and time to produce patterns? How is in-

formation processing embedded in spatially ex-

tended dynamical systems? These matters are of

interest to those wishing to design novel computa-

tional devices. After all, all practical computation

must be physically embodied. Moreover, analyz-

ing a system in terms of its information process-

ing capabilities is a way to discover organization

and regularity—one of the central goals of sci-

ence. We show how well understood measures of

information and memory can be adapted and ap-

plied to a heterogeneous two-dimensional system.

In particular, we analyze a model in which vari-

ables interact on a regular triangular lattice. The

interactions are such that it is energetically favor-

able for variables to take on opposite values, but

the geometry of the lattice does not allow this to

occur. Such systems are said to be frustrated. We

study a model in which sites are deleted, which

has the effect of partially relieving frustration.

The result is a transition to an ordered state as

the temperature is lowered. The nature of this or-

dering is probed by means of the local measures

of information and memory. Our results show

that entropy and memory may be viewed as lo-

cal quantities that are unevenly shared across the

lattice. We argue that these local quantities are

a powerful and broadly applicable tool for under-

standing information processing in heterogeneous

systems.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The question of how physical objects compute has
gained considerable attention over the years. That is,
how does a system store, transform, and manipulate in-
formation? And how can these properties be inferred
from observations? Since the 1980’s there has been con-
siderable work aiming to develop ways of answering these
questions. The result of this work is a well understood set
of quantities that measure computation, memory, infor-
mation, and unpredictability, for one-dimensional (1D)
systems. For reviews, see [2–7]. The situation in two
dimensions is not as settled. Many of the measures of
computation and information introduced for 1D systems
do not generalize in a unique way to two-dimensional
(2D) systems. And the combinatorial explosion associ-
ated with two-dimensional patterns poses a challenge for
numerical estimation of information processing measures.
Nevertheless, there is a growing body of work that aims
to develop approaches to information and computation
in two dimensions. See Ref. [8] and references therein;
for more recent work see Refs. [9–14].

In this work we apply information theoretic measures
to a disordered lattice model which shows spin-glass or-
dering at low temperatures. Spin glass models were orig-
inally devised to describe disordered magnetic materials,
but subsequently have been used to model a wide range
of phenomena in which entities interact through random
interactions and/or exhibit frustration. Researchers have
also made connections between spin glasses and a num-
ber of information processing phenomena, including neu-
ral networks, associative memory, and error correcting
codes [15].

Fully characterizing the nature of the ordering that oc-
curs in models of disordered magnetic systems has been
a long-standing challenge in statistical physics. In par-
ticular, understanding the low-temperature behavior of
two-dimensional spin glasses has been a topic of consid-
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erable interest in the last decade [16–20]. In general,
the onset of spin-glass ordering is usually associated with
broken ergodicity, where the phase space of the system is
divided into several (or perhaps many) distinct regions
with boundaries across which the system cannot pass
with finite probability in the thermodynamic limit. Un-
like non-glassy transitions, it is generally believed that
these regions of phase space are not related by any sim-
ple symmetry operation, such as a global spin flip or a
global spin rotation.

One manifestation of this loss of ergodicity is that the
system loses spatial translation symmetry. For exam-
ple, in many glassy systems below the transition point
the local magnetization no longer equals the global mag-
netization. Typically, the global magnetization remains
zero, while individual spins acquire a non-zero expecta-
tion value. The magnetization is no longer the same on
all the sites. The extent by which the magnetization
differs from site to site can be measured by the Edward-
Anderson order parameter, as discussed more fully below.

In this work we show that a similar scenario holds for
the entropy. To do so, we make use of an information-
theoretic method for calculating the entropy. This ap-
proach, whose accuracy is well established for pure sys-
tems [21–29], allows one to express the entropy of the
lattice as a function of the frequencies of occurrence of
configurations in a small neighborhood of spins. These
frequencies can be directly measured in a Monte Carlo
simulation, avoiding the necessity of thermodynamic in-
tegration to calculate the entropy.

This information theoretic method allows one to de-
fine and measure local entropies—the ensemble average
of the spatial entropy at a particular site. Thus, we can
decompose the entropy into its local contributions, just
as we can decompose the global magnetization into local
contributions. This gives us a direct view of the extent
to which the disorder in the system leads to spatial fluc-
tuations in entropy. In so doing, we obtain a novel way
to characterize the changes in spatial structure that oc-
cur in a glassy system. We also calculate a local form
of the two-dimensional excess entropy, a measure of the
spatial structure or memory of a system. We present the
results of applying our method to a two-dimensional lat-
tice model recently introduced by Kaya and Berker [1]
and discussed below.

Our results add to a growing body of recent work [10–
12, 14, 30] on local information measures—i.e., measures
that are applied to a spatially extended system but which
measure some aspect of the information processing that is
occurring at a particular lattice site. In the extant work
on local information measures, information is localized as
a result of random initial conditions. The rules govern-
ing the system are homogeneous, but localized structures
form as a result of the random initial configuration used
to seed the process. In contrast, in the system we study
here the localization of information processes arises as a
result of spatial heterogeneities in the dynamics of the
lattice variables which, in turn, is a result of the random

site dilution in the model.
Our paper is organized as follows. We begin in Sec. II

by reviewing the Kaya-Berker model. In Sec. III we dis-
cuss our methods in considerable detail. We then present
our results in Sec. IV and conclude in Sec. V by high-
lighting several key points and suggesting several areas
for future work.

II. THE KAYA-BERKER MODEL

The model we will work with is a variant of the two-
dimensional anti-ferromagnetic Ising model on a triangu-
lar lattice. The Hamiltonian (or energy function) for the
model is given by:

H = −J
∑
<ij>

SiSj , (1)

where the sum is understood to be only over sites that
are nearest neighbors. Since the model is on a triangular
lattice, each site has six nearest neighbors. Each spin Si

is a binary variable: Si ∈ {−1, +1}.
In the following, we will fix the coupling constant J at

−1. Hence, it is energetically favorable for neighboring
spins to anti-align. However the geometry of the system
does not allow for all spins to anti-align with their neigh-
bors. This phenomenon, wherein all energetic constraints
cannot be simultaneously satisfied, is known as frustra-
tion. In fact, this system is maximally frustrated. On
every triangle of adjoining spins it is impossible to have
all spins anti-aligned with their neighbors. As a result of
this geometric frustration, the system does not order at
finite temperature [31].

Grest and Gabl [32] studied a variant of this model in
which sites are randomly deleted. They obtained Monte
Carlo results suggesting that the antiferromagnet will ex-
hibit long-range, spin-glass ordering in the presence of
quenched random dilution. Specifically, Grest and Gabl
report that a non-vanishing quenched dilution gives rise
to a second order phase transition. This phenomenon
is discussed in general terms in Ref. [33]. For follow-up
work on Grest and Gabl’s model, see Refs. [34–37].

A triangular lattice decomposes naturally into three
sublattices such that sites in a given sublattice are neigh-
bored only by sites in the other two sublattices, as illus-
trated in Fig. 1. Kaya and Berker [1] analyzed a model
in which sites are randomly diluted only on one sublat-
tice. We shall refer to the lattice on which dilution oc-
curs as sublattice A; the other two sublattices are B and
C. We measure dilution strength as the percent of the
sites diluted on sublattice A. Thus, a dilution of 100%
corresponds to a lattice in which sublattice A is deleted
entirely, resulting in a honeycomb lattice.

Kaya and Berker [1], using a combination of hard-spin
mean field theory [38, 39] and Monte Carlo simulations,
analyzed this model. They found that the model orders
at finite temperature at a dilution strength at or above
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FIG. 1: The triangular lattice decomposed into three sub-
lattices, denoted A, B, and C. Each site, indicated with the
solid dot, has six nearest neighbors. Note that each site is
not neighbors with any other sites on the same sublattice.
For example, all sites on sublattice A have neighbors from
sublattices B and C only, and not A.

approximately 9.75%. The nature of this order is as fol-
lows: sublattices B and C spontaneously magnetize with
opposite signs and equal magnitudes, and there is spin-
glass ordering on sublattice A as indicated by a non-zero
value of the Edwards-Anderson order parameter, to be
defined below. Physically, the addition of vacancies to
the two-dimensional case relieves frustration and leads
to this ordered phase [1]. Thus, this model system pro-
vides an example of order arising from disorder and offers
a generic system to explore the interplay between geo-
metric frustration and randomness. This system exhibits
spin-glass and magnetic ordering on separate sublattices,
so its phase diagram possesses an unusual richness for
a two-dimensional, short-range model. We shall refer to
this model below as the Kaya-Berker model.

III. METHODS AND BACKGROUND

The central quantity in our study, the entropy, has a
dual existence. In thermodynamics, it is a macroscopic
state variable that measures the extent to which a sys-
tem’s internal energy cannot be used to perform work.
Entropy may also be viewed from the point of view of
information theory or statistical mechanics. In this view,
the entropy is a measure of the disorder of the microstate.
The entropy tells us the amount of memory needed, on
average, to store successive measurements of the system’s
configuration. We will make use of both views of entropy
below.

A. Thermodynamic Entropy and Other

Thermodynamic Quantities

The entropy is a thermodynamic state variable and
can be calculated by integrating ds = (c/T )dT , where s
is the entropy density, c the specific heat per occupied

site, and T the temperature. (Here and throughout, we
take Boltzmann’s constant equal to one.) In practice, to
estimate the entropy density s in a Monte Carlo simu-
lation, one usually integrates ds from a temperature at
which the entropy is known exactly. Often this is the
infinite temperature limit, where s is ln 2, since all con-
figurations are equally likely as T → ∞. In this case we
have the following expression for the entropy density s as
a function of the temperature T :

s(T ) = ln 2 −

∫ T

∞

c(T ′)

T ′
dT ′ . (2)

We shall refer to this quantity as the thermodynamic en-

tropy since this form of s(T ) is obtained by the thermo-
dynamic relationship du = Tds, where u is the internal
energy density.

The specific heat c relates changes in an object’s tem-
perature T to changes in its internal energy density u:
du = cdT . It can also be related to the fluctuations in
the internal energy:

c = β2〈(u − 〈u〉)2〉 , (3)

where the angular brackets indicate a thermal expecta-
tion value,

〈·〉 ≡
∑

i

· e−βEi , (4)

and β is the inverse temperature.
The magnetization m is defined as the expectation

value of the spin variables:

m ≡ 〈
∑

i

Si 〉 . (5)

One can also define a local magnetization, which is simply
the expectation value of a spin at a particular site i:

mi = 〈Si〉 . (6)

One type of ordering displayed by models of magnetic
materials occurs when the system undergoes a transition
from zero to non-zero magnetization. Such a transition
does not occur in the frustrated model studied here, how-
ever, since the competing interactions do not allow for a
net magnetization. However, for some frustrated sys-
tems, as the temperature is lowered the spins “freeze in”
locally, and the local magnetizations are non-zero. This
sort of state is known as a spin glass. Spin glass ordering
is often measured via the Edwards-Anderson (EA) order
parameter q:

q ≡
1

N

∑
i

m2
i . (7)

That is, the EA order parameter q is the average of the
square of all of the local magnetizations in the system.
The EA order parameter is non-zero when the glass state
is entered and spins locally freeze into a fixed value.
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B. Information-Theoretic Entropy

The entropy may also be expressed via the Gibbs for-
mula or, equivalently, by using the Shannon entropy

H [X ] of a random variable X . Specifically, let X be a
random variable that assumes the values x ∈ X , where X
is a finite set. We denote the probability that X assumes
the particular value x by Pr(x). The Shannon entropy of
the random variable X is defined by:

H [X ] ≡ −
∑
x∈X

Pr(x) log2 Pr(x) . (8)

The entropy H [X ] measures the average uncertainty as-
sociated with outcomes of X . The Shannon entropy is
one of the central quantities of information theory. For
more, see, e.g., Ref. [40]. It is standard in information
theory to use base-2 logarithms for the entropy, while in
physics, where the entropy is usually arrived via Eq. (2),
one almost always uses natural logarithms. Except as
noted below, we will use base-2 logarithms, and as such
are measuring entropy in units of bits.

The entropy density for a two-dimensional system is
then defined in the natural way. Consider an infinite
2D lattice of random variables Sij whose values range
over the finite set A. Assuming that the variables are
translationally invariant, the 2D entropy density is given
by:

s = lim
N,M→∞

H(N, M)

NM
, (9)

where H(N, M) is the Shannon entropy of an N x M
block of spin variables. (For a triangular lattice this block
may be pictured as a parallelogram.) This limit exists
for a translationally invariant system, provided that the
limits are taken in such a manner that the ratio N/M
remains constant and finite. It is common in informa-
tion theory and dynamical systems to use hµ to denote
the entropy density. For a dynamical system or stochas-
tic process which unfolds in time and not space, hµ is
referred to as the entropy rate.

Taken together, Eqs. (8) and (9) constitute the famil-
iar Gibbs expression for the entropy density of a two-
dimensional lattice system. Equation (9) is slow to con-
verge in N and M , and so is of limited practical use.
However, there is an alternative expression for s which
converges much faster and proves to be very accurate.
Moreover, we shall see that this form of the entropy den-
sity allows us to decompose the global entropy of the sys-
tem into local contributions, and will also yield a measure
of spatial structure or memory. We sketch this method
below. For a further discussion, see Ref. [8].

First, we define the conditional entropy:

H [X |Y ] ≡ −
∑

x∈X ,y∈Y

Pr(x, y) log2 Pr(x|y) , (10)

where Y is a random variable that assumes the values
y ∈ Y. The conditional entropy H [X |Y ] measures the av-
erage uncertainty associated with variable X , if we know

the outcome of Y . We now turn our attention momentar-
ily to a one-dimensional system, as it is easier to define
the following quantities in 1D. Once their 1D definition
is explained we will discuss their extension to 2D.

In one dimension, the entropy density s may be written
as

s = lim
L→∞

s(L) , (11)

where

s(L) ≡ H [SL|SL−1SL−2 · · ·S0] . (12)

In words, s(L) is the entropy of a single spin conditioned
on L of its nearest neighbors. The entropy density is the
entropy of this single spin in the limit that it is condi-
tioned on an infinitely long block of neighboring spins.
The entropy density s thus represents the average uncer-
tainty per spin, in the limit that correlations over longer
and longer blocks of neighboring spins are accounted for.

Examining the manner in which s(L) converges to the
entropy density s reveals information about the structure
or complexity of the system. The quantity s(L) converges
to s from above; for finite L the system appears more
random than it actually is. Summing up these finite-L
overestimates gives one the excess entropy, defined via:

E ≡

∞∑
L=1

(s(L) − s) . (13)

The excess entropy is thus a measure of the total amount
of randomness that is apparent at small length scales
that can be “explained away” by considering correlations
over larger and larger spin blocks. Thus, the excess en-
tropy captures a structural property of the system; highly
structured systems will appear random at small scales
but will be less so at larger scales. The excess entropy is
a quantity that is complementary to the entropy density.
The former is a measure of structure or pattern, which
the latter measures randomness or unpredictability.

The excess entropy is a well understood and com-
monly used measure of structure or complexity for 1D
systems. For recent reviews and further discussion, see
[6, 7, 41, 42]. The excess entropy is also known as the
effective measure complexity [43, 44] and the predictive
information [6, 45]. The excess entropy should not be
confused with the quantity of the same name that refers
to the jump in entropy at a first-order phase transition.

C. Entropy Density and Excess Entropy for

Two-Dimensional Systems

We now briefly discuss generalizing Eqs. (11) and (13)
to 2D systems. For a detailed treatment, see Sec. III of
Ref. [8]. Looking at Eq. (12) we are immediately faced
with a puzzle. How should we construct s(L) so that in
the large L limit it converges to s, defined by Eq. (9)?
In 1D there is a unique ordering to the lattice sites, and
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FIG. 2: Target spin (X) and neighborhood templates for con-
ditional entropies. The numbers in the cells indicate the order
in which the sites are added to the template. (Compare with
Fig. 2 of Ref. [8].)

any one site divides the system into two halves. Neither
is the case for a 2D lattice. Conditioning on a 1D block
of adjacent spins, as in Eq. (12) will underestimate the
entropy. Is there a cluster of spins such that the entropy
of a single spin, conditioned on that cluster, equals the
2D entropy density?

This question can be answered in the affirmative. The
key is to use a shape that extends laterally left and right,
but has a notch in it so that the cluster contains half
of the nearest neighbors of the spin whose entropy we’re
interested in. This is illustrated in Fig. 2. Following
Ref. [8], call the single spin whose entropy we are inter-
est in the target spin. In Eq. (12), the target spin was
SL. Let s(M) denote the Shannon entropy of a single
spin conditioned on a neighborhood of M spins. This
neighborhood is shown for M = 7 in Fig. 2. The num-
bers in the cells in Fig. 2 indicate the order in which
the sites are added on to the cluster. For example, for
M = 5, we would have

s(5) = H [SX |S1, S2, S3, S4, S5] , (14)

where the Si’s are as illustrated in Fig. 2.
The entropy density may then be shown to be equal to

[25, 28, 46, 47]:

lim
M→∞

s(M) = s . (15)

The clusters of spins we use to form conditional entropies
are shown in Fig. 2. Since in our model the interaction
range extends only across one lattice site, the shape need
only be one lattice site deep [21, 22, 26, 27, 46]. As a
result, an infinitely wide strip has the effect of shielding
one half of the lattice from the other [28]. In the limit
that the strip is infinitely long in the horizontal direction,
then the probability distribution of the spin marked with
an X is independent of the values of the spins beneath
the strip. Note that the shape in Fig. 2 is constructed in
such a way that the entropy of the target spin X is condi-
tioned on a neighborhood of spins that includes exactly
half of its nearest neighbors. This is achieved by placing
a kink in the shape around the target spin. For a further
discussion of the motivation behind the shape of Fig. 2,
see Sec. III of Ref. [8].

This conditional Shannon entropy method for cal-
culating the entropy density s is well known and has

been successfully applied to a wide range of systems
[24, 27, 29, 48–52]. One might expect that this method
for estimating the entropy density may work poorly near
the critical temperature where there are long range corre-
lations that are missed due to our truncation of M . How-
ever, the entropy density estimates converge extremely
quickly as a function of M . For example, in Ref. [29]
this method is used to find the entropy of the two-
dimensional Ising ferromagnet at the critical temperature
within 0.01% of the exact value.

If one is interested solely in the entropy of a system, a
histogram Monte Carlo approach [53–56] is competitive
with the information theoretic method discussed here.
The benefit of the information theoretic method, as we
shall see, is that it allows one to decompose the entropy
into local contributions, providing a direct way to mea-
sure and visualize the “freezing in” that occurs across a
spin-glass transition.

Finally, we discuss the excess entropy, Eq. (13), for
two-dimensional systems. There are three expressions for
the excess entropy, all of which are equivalent in one di-
mension: the expression in Eq. (13), the mutual informa-
tion between the system’s past and future, and the sub-
extensive scaling term for the block entropy [41]. Each
expression leads to a different form for the 2D excess en-
tropy. These forms are not equivalent, but have been
shown to behave similarly [8]. For our work here, we ex-
clusively use the form of excess entropy that arises from
Eq. (13), where s(L) is the conditional entropy using the
notch shape of Fig. 2. This excess entropy expression was
denoted Ec in Ref. [8]. Since we will only use this form
for the 2D excess entropy, we denote it simply by E.

In any event, this form of the excess entropy has
been used to study various forms of Ising spin systems
[8, 47, 57]. This work has shown that the excess entropy
is maximized at the critical point of the paramagnet-
ferromagnet transition, and also that it can serve as a
general purpose measure of spatial structure in two di-
mensions.

D. Simulation Details

To calculate the magnetizations, specific heat, ther-
modynamic entropy, and local and global information-
theoretic entropies we simulated the Kaya-Berker model
using a standard single-flip Metropolis algorithm Monte
Carlo simulation. Thus, a time average of our Monte
Carlo run corresponds to an average over the canonical
ensemble. That is, a configuration c’s probability of oc-
currence in the simulation is proportional to e−H(c)/T ,
where H(c) is the energy of the configuration c, and T is
the temperature. For all the results reported below we
used a system of 98 × 99 spins and periodic boundary
conditions. The system was allowed 4000 Monte Carlo
steps (MCS) to equilibrate, sites were updated sequen-
tially, and measurements were taken every 20 MCS. All
data reported here are the result of at least 50, 000 mea-
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surements. We estimated the local entropy densities from
block probabilities by observing the frequency of spin-
block occurrences. For all of our results, we used a spin
block containing a total of 12 spins.

As this system is frustrated, a Monte Carlo simulation
will experience glassy behavior at low temperatures; see,
e.g., Chapter 6 of [55]. Hence, as the system is cooled,
single-spin flip Monte Carlo methods such as those used
in our study become inadequate for sampling the whole
phase space. The simulation becomes trapped in the
vicinity of a local free energy minimum, leading to in-
correct sampling probabilities and inaccurate data. An
analysis of the correlation time using the auto-correlation
function of the Edwards-Anderson order parameter leads
us to conclude that T ≈ 0.4 is the lowest temperature at
which our results are reliable; for details see Ref. [58].

There is some controversy as to whether or not various
variants of the 2D anti-ferromagnetic Ising model on a
triangular lattice show a transition to a spin-glass phase
at non-zero temperature [1, 20, 59, 60]. The goal of this
paper is not to investigate the existence, or not, of such a
phase transition. Rather, our aim is to explore the prop-
erties of local entropy in a frustrated system that expe-
riences glassy behavior. The Kaya-Berker model clearly
shows glassy behavior for the finite size systems at the
time scales accessible to our Monte Carlo simulation, and
hence is well suited for our study. We are not interested
in whether or not such behavior persists at longer time
scales and in the thermodynamic limit.

IV. RESULTS

A. Comparison with Exact Results

As a test, we calculated the entropy using the two dif-
ferent methods, Eqs. (2) and (15), for the undiluted case,
a pure antiferromagnet on a triangular lattice. Since the
system here is undiluted, it possesses a spatial transla-
tion symmetry, and thus one can obtain the entropy of
the system by performing a spatial average over the fre-
quencies of occurrence of spin configurations at different
sites.

To calculate the entropy using Eq. (2) one needs to
integrate down from T = ∞, thus requiring a knowledge
of the high temperature behavior of the specific heat c.
Rather than run our simulation out to very high tem-
peratures, for both the pure and the undiluted cases we
instead made use of a high-temperature expansion to low-
est order in β. This high-temperature expansion was then
used to estimate the entropy density at T = 50. Subse-
quently, we used the integral form of Eq. (2) to estimate
the entropy at lower temperatures. For details, see sec-
tion 4.3.1 of Ref. [58].

We find excellent agreement between the entropy den-
sity calculated using our two methods: information theo-
retic and thermodynamic. (These results are not shown;
see Fig. 25 of Ref. [58]). Both methods also are in agree-
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FIG. 3: Sublattice magnetizations plotted as a function of
temperature. Sublattice A is diluted at 15%. The two undi-
luted sublattices, B and C, magnetize with magnetizations
that are equal in magnitude and opposite in sign, in agree-
ment with Ref. [1].

ment with the exact, zero-temperature entropy density
of 0.323066 [31, 61]. Using our information theoretic re-
sults down to T = 0.4, and then extrapolating down to
zero temperature assuming an exponential form, we esti-
mate a ground state entropy of 0.3232± 0.0004, in excel-
lent agreement with the exact result. Using the integra-
tion method of Eq. (2), we find a ground state entropy
of 0.3216 ± 0.007, again by extrapolating exponentially
down to zero temperature. The error bars are larger for
this method, since they arise as a cumulative effect of
error bars on each specific heat data point as Eq. (2)
is numerically integrated. (Note: we are using natural
logs for the ground state entropies reported above, to be
consistent with the values published in Refs. [31, 61].)

We then turned our attention to the case in which one
sublattice is diluted. In Fig. 3 we plot the three sub-
lattice magnetizations as a function of temperature for
the case of 15% dilution. The two undiluted sublattices
spontaneously magnetize at around T ≈ 0.8; their mag-
netizations are opposite in sign and equal in magnitude.
The diluted lattice remains unmagnetized but undergoes
a spin-glass ordering at the same temperature, as indi-
cated by a non-zero value for the Edwards-Anderson or-
der parameter. (We have not plotted this result.) The
results of Fig. 3 are in excellent agreement with those of
Ref. [1].

In this paper we focus our attention on the model’s
behavior at 15 % dilution. We find that the system’s
properties are qualitatively similar at other dilutions; for
details, see Ref. [58]. For 15% dilution we estimate a
critical temperature of 0.84 ± 0.01. This was obtained
by assuming that m ∼ |T − Tc|

β where β is known to be
exactly 1/8. The critical temperature Tc was then varied
to obtain the best fit to the calculated magnetizations.
For details see Sec. 5.1 of Ref. [58].
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B. Local Entropy

The integration method of Eq. (2) can be used for dis-
ordered systems without modification. However, in or-
der to use the information theoretic method, Eq. (15),
a key modification must be made. In the pure system,
one sweeps the template shape of Fig. 2 through the lat-
tice, noting occurrences of each template configuration.
The result is the frequency of occurrence of each con-
figuration, averaged over the ensemble (via the Monte
Carlo simulation) and averaged spatially over the lat-
tice. However, in a disordered system, if one performs
this latter average, one is also averaging over different
local regions of diluted sites. In so doing, the random-
ness of the dilution gets conflated with the fluctuations
of the spin degrees of freedom, yielding a significantly
overstated entropy for the system.

Instead, we do not sweep our template across the lat-
tice. Rather, we keep the template fixed at a number of
selected sites, averaging over the ensemble as our Monte
Carlo simulation runs. We thus do not average away the
effects of different local bond realizations. The result is
a local entropy that measures the unpredictability of a
particular single spin at a particular site, averaged over
the statistical mechanical ensemble. However, this local
entropy is not a property of a single site; rather, it takes
into account the degree to which a single site is (or is not)
correlated with its cluster of neighbors. We will denote
these local entropy densities by si, where i is a spatial in-
dex that labels the site on the lattice. The local entropy
tells us how spatially random the system is at that par-
ticular site. Spin variables at locations with a low local
entropy can be predicted accurately given knowledge of
their neighbors, while spins at locations with high local
entropy cannot.

In Fig. 4 we show the results of calculating the local
entropy at 900 sites for the Kaya-Berker model with 15%
dilution. Note that there are a range of different local
entropy values. For example, at T = 1 there are sites
with local entropies as high as around 0.8 and as low
as approximately 0.15. The fact that there are multiple
local entropy values is a manifestation of the spatial in-
homogeneity due to the random dilution of sites on the
lattice.

Below T ≈ 0.8 on one can see in Fig. 4 the appearance
of forbidden regions in the local entropy values; there are
ranges of si values which no longer occur. Presumably
this is a result of the freezing-in that occurs as the sys-
tem undergoes the phase transition. We find a critical
temperature for this system of T ≈ 0.84, near where the
forbidden regions emerge. Note that the system shows
local reentrance; some local entropies increase as tem-
perature is decreased.

 0

 0.1

 0.2

 0.3

 0.4

 0.5

 0.6

 0.7

 0.8

 0.9

 1

 0.5  1  1.5  2  2.5  3

Lo
ca

l E
nt

ro
py

 s
i

Temperature T

Average

FIG. 4: A sample of the local entropies si. The mean of the
local entropies is shown as a bold line. The data is “striated”
for T > 1.4, since in this range measurements were taken at
temperature intervals of 0.1. Measurements were taken at
intervals of 0.01 below T = 1.4. For each temperature, 900
different local entropies are shown for a single 99×98 disorder
realization. Plots for different disorder realizations are very
similar.

C. Average of Local Entropies Equals

Thermodynamic Entropy

How are the local entropies si related to the entropy
of the entire system, given by the thermodynamic inte-
gration, Eq. (2)? To answer this question, we average
the local entropies. This amounts to a spatial average
over the local entropy density values. When forming the
average we do not include the local entropies at vacant
sites, nor do we count them when normalizing the ther-
modynamic entropy. That is, the entropy density s is the
entropy per occupied site.

The results of such an average are shown in Fig. 4
along with the local entropies. In Fig. 5 we have plot-
ted the average of the local entropies together with the
thermodynamic entropy obtained via the usual integra-
tion. Note the excellent agreement between the spatial
average of the local conditional Shannon entropies and
the thermodynamic entropy arrived at via an integration
over the specific heat, which is a measure of the energy
fluctuations in the system.

This agreement indicates that our local entropies si

may be viewed not only as a local statistic, but as a de-
composition of the global, thermodynamic entropy. That
is, for a system with N occupied sites:

s =
1

N

N∑
i=1

si . (16)

Thus, the local entropies capture how the bulk entropy
is distributed across the lattice. While we have found
strong numerical evidence that the average of the local
entropies equals the global entropy, we have not yet ob-
tained an analytic proof. Doing so is an important ob-
jective for future research.
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FIG. 5: Comparison of the two methods for calculating the
entropy density s. The line is the entropy calculated using the
integration method, Eq. (2). The squares are s values calcu-
lated using the information theoretic method. Each square is
obtained by averaging 22 different disorder realization. For
each disorder realization, the local entropies were calculated
for 900 different sites and then averaged. The error bars are
the standard deviations for the 22 different averaged local en-
tropies. Note the excellent agreement between the two meth-
ods.

D. Local Excess Entropies

We now turn our attention to the excess entropy, de-
fined in Eq. (13). As for the entropy density, we calculate
the local excess entropy Ei at a particular site i by keep-
ing our template fixed at site i. The local excess entropies
serve as a measure of local structure or memory. The Ei

value for a site gives us a measure of how much spatial
structure is present at that site; it tells us the amount
of apparent randomness that can be “explained away”
by taking into account a large successively larger blocks
of its neighbors. As was the case with the local entropy
density, the local excess entropy is thus not purely local,
in the sense that it is a measure of the extent to which a
particular spin shares information with nearby spins.

In Fig. 6 we show the results of calculating the local
excess entropies at 900 sites. One sees a considerable
spread of local excess entropy values Ei. However, note
that there do not appear to be any disallowed regions or
gaps in the local excess entropies. In contrast, the local
entropy density, shown in Fig. 4, shows clear forbidden
regions.

We have also plotted in Fig. 6 the average E of the
local excess entropy values. Note that the average excess
entropy shows a sharp peak. This peak occurs at T = 0.8.
Averaging over 22 different disorder realizations we esti-
mate that the peak value of the excess entropy occurs
at T = 0.82 ± 0.02. Estimating Tc using the magnetiza-
tion, as described in Sec. IVA yields Tc = 0.84±0.01. We
thus conclude that the excess entropy peak coincides with
the critical temperature. Further work at other dilutions
confirms this general result [58]. This shows that the
excess entropy is a sensitive indicator of the structural
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FIG. 6: Local and average excess entropies for the model with
15% dilution. The average excess entropy is indicated by the
bold line.

changes that the system undergoes at Tc. In contrast,
the specific heat (not shown) at the critical temperature
is rather rounded [58], as is often the case in disordered
systems.

The sharpness of the jump in average excess entropy is
striking. It has been argued elsewhere [8, 41, 62] that the
excess entropy E can serve as an all-purpose order pa-
rameter. For example, it has been shown that the excess
entropy is sensitive to periodic order of any periodicity.
The excess entropy can detect generic structural changes
in a system. In contrast, usually order parameters must
be tailor-made for a specific type of order. Thus, the use
of an order parameter typically requires some a priori

knowledge of the type of order or structure sought.
The excess entropy requires no such a priori knowl-

edge. That the excess entropy detects the phase tran-
sition is particularly noteworthy for the Kaya-Berker
model studied here. The order parameter for this system
actually varies depending on the sublattice: the Edwards-
Anderson order parameter is used on the diluted sublat-
tice while the magnetization is used for for the other two
sublattices. A calculation of the average excess entropy,
on the other hand, does not require decomposing the lat-
tice into its three sublattices.

E. Complexity-Entropy Diagrams

We have seen that at a given temperature there is a
range of different local entropy values si and local excess
entropy values Ei. How are the excess entropy and en-
tropy density values related? Is it the case, for example,
that the high entropy sites also have high excess entropy?
Is there a full spectrum of si and Ei values, or are the
two quantities related in some way?

These questions can be addressed with the aid of
a construction known as a complexity-entropy diagram
[57, 63], in which a measure of complexity such as the
excess entropy is plotted against the entropy density s.
This allows one to view a system’s computational behav-
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ior in terms of parameter-free information processing co-
ordinates. For example, in Ref. [57] complexity-entropy
diagrams were calculated for one and two-dimensional
Ising models, chaotic maps of the unit interval, cellular
automata, Markov chains, and minimal probabilistic au-
tomata. The complexity-entropy diagrams allowed for a
common framework to view these systems’ information
processing capabilities without reference to system pa-
rameters such as temperature or coupling strength.

In Fig. 7 we plot the complexity-entropy diagram for
the Kaya-Berker model for six different temperatures. In
the upper left plot, T = 2.501 and the system is well
above the critical temperature. One sees that a relatively
small area of the complexity-entropy diagram is occupied,
indicating little information processing diversity. Essen-
tially all sites have a fairly high local entropy density
and a low local excess entropy. As the temperature is
lowered, the region of occupied complexity-entropy space
expands, indicating a greater diversity of local informa-
tion processing behaviors dispersed across the lattice.

The lower left plot in Fig. 7 shows the complexity-
entropy diagram near the critical temperature. Here we
see the widest range of information processing behavior.
The local entropies range from almost zero (indicating
perfect predictability) to almost one (maximally unpre-
dictable).

Note, however, that there is structure evident in this
complexity-entropy diagram. In particular, there is a
clear linear upper bound. This phenomenon can be ex-
plained as follows. For a 1D Markov chain of order R,
there is an upper bound on E as a function of s (see
Eq. (15) of Ref. [57]):

E ≤ R(1 − s) . (17)

The Kaya-Berker model is a 2D system on a triangular
lattice. In the template used to form entropy estimates,
Fig. 2, the target spin has three nearest neighbors. Thus,
the system may be approximated as an order-3 Markov
chain. The distribution of the target spin SX depends al-
most entirely on the value of the three nearest neighbors.
In Fig. 8 we show the complexity-entropy diagram for
T = 0.841 as well as the upper bound of Eq. (17) with
R = 3. As expected, this bound is only approximate,
since the system is not exactly Markovian. Nevertheless,
it captures the form of the upper limit fairly well.

Finally, note the complexity-entropy diagram for T =
0.501 in the bottom right of Fig. 7. At this temperature
the system is in a glassy, frozen state. Interestingly, the
local information processing behavior of the sites seem to
be arranged in four clusters. A number of sites have es-
sentially zero entropy density and zero excess entropy, in-
dicating that they are frozen along with their neighbors.
However, there are also three clumps on the complexity-
entropy diagram that do not have zero entropy. Presum-
ably these sites are not frozen, but instead some degrees
of freedom are still active.

As noted above, Ref. [57] calculated the complexity
entropy diagrams for a number of different systems, in-

cluding 1D and 2D Ising models. The complexity en-
tropy diagrams of Ref. [57] were obtained by sampling
a model class by varying temperature and/or coupling
strength. In contrast, complexity entropy diagrams for
the Kaya-Berker model show just one particular instance
of the model. Each plot in Fig. 7 corresponds to just one
temperature and one disorder realizations; the scatter
of points represents the range of different local entropies
and excess entropies. None of the local complexity en-
tropy diagrams shown in Fig. 7 show a strong resem-
blance to those calculated in Ref. [57]. This is not sur-
prising; the spin-glass ordering of the sort studied here
are generally believed to be structurally quite different
from regular Ising models. The information processing
coordinates—the entropy density si and the excess en-
tropy Ek—provide a vivid way to visualize this distinc-
tion.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

To summarize, we introduced two local information-
theoretic quantities: a local version of the two-
dimensional entropy and a local excess entropy. We nu-
merically calculated these quantities for the Kaya-Berker
model, a 2D lattice model that shows spin-glass ordering
at non-zero temperature. Our main results are as follows.

First, we have presented strong numerical evidence
that the entropy of a disordered lattice system can be
decomposed into local entropy densities whose mean is
equal to the global entropy density. In a heterogeneous
system the entropy is not shared equally across the lat-
tice. The local entropies show which sites are more en-
tropic and which are less. We have shown that the model
exhibits local reentrance—the local entropy at some sites
initially decreases but then increases as temperature is
lowered. This result shows that some sites become locally
more disordered at lower temperatures, as one might ex-
pect in a partially frustrated system with a degenerate
ground state.

Second, the local excess entropy can also be divided up
into its local contributions. As is the case for the entropy
density, sites possess a wide range of local excess entropy
values.

Third, the average local entropy shows a sharp, distinct
peak at the critical temperature. This provides evidence
that the excess entropy, which is already known to be
sensitive to periodic ordering [8, 62], is also a strong in-
dicator of spin glass ordering. The excess entropy is a
general measure of pattern or structure, and unlike most
order parameters does not require prior knowledge of the
relevant pattern.

Fourth, we calculated the local complexity entropy di-
agrams at different temperatures for the Kaya-Berker
model. These diagrams display the range of informa-
tion processing that is occurring locally across the lat-
tice. The complexity entropy diagrams at lower temper-
atures reveal a considerable diversity of structure (excess
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FIG. 7: Local excess entropies plotted against the local entropies for the model with 15% dilution. The temperatures are, top to
bottom, left to right, 2.501, 2.001, 1.501, 1.001, 0.841, and 0.501. The complexity entropy diagram for the critical temperature
T ≈ 0.841, is shown in the lower left plot.

entropy) and unpredictability (entropy density). More-
over, the structure of the complexity entropy diagrams is
distinct from those reported in Ref. [57], indicating that
frustrated lattice models such as the Kaya-Berker model
have a different signature when viewed in information
processing coordinates.

We conclude by suggesting several directions for fu-
ture work. There are a number of ways one can extend
and further apply our methods to probe the nature of
spin-glass ordering. Other models can be studied, in-
cluding the Edwards-Anderson spin glass and variants of
the random field Ising model. It would be of interest to
see if the local information processing behaviors seen for

the Kaya-Berker model are similar for other frustrated
systems. If so, then this would indicate an information-
theoretic feature common across different models. If not,
then this would help shed light on the difference between
these models.

Another possible extension of our methods would be
to form an overlap using the local entropy density. The
overlap is a valuable tool for comparison of low-lying en-
ergy states in spin glasses. As usually defined, the over-
lap is a normalized dot product of average magnetization
vectors, in which each vector has as its components the
average site magnetizations. A similar overlap function
can be defined for the local entropy densities and the
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FIG. 8: The complexity entropy diagram for T = 0.841. Also
shown is the Markovian upper bound, Eq. (17) with R = 3.

local excess entropies. This quantity will demonstrate
whether, as the system is cooled, certain regions always
retain floppiness while others freeze, or if the locations of
these regions vary. This overlap will also show how low-
entropy regions become more prevalent under cooling.

The local entropy and excess entropy introduced here
may be applied to systems other than spin glasses. Quite
generally, these tools can be used to study any lattice
system in which information or memory is not shared
uniformly across the lattice. Examples include 2D cel-
lular automata and models in which agents interact on

a lattice, such as the spatial prisoner’s dilemma [64, 65].
Of particular interest might be studying such models on
lattices in which some disorder has been added. For ex-
ample, Vainstein and Arenzon have examined a spatial
iterated prisoner’s dilemma with deleted sites [66] and
find that doing so increases the fraction of agents that
cooperate. This result is tantalizingly similar to what
occurs with the Kaya-Berker model, in which site dilu-
tion relieves frustration.

The local information theoretic tools introduced here
are powerful and broadly applicable. They can be applied
to a variety of systems. The result is two quantities—the
local entropy density and the local excess entropy—that
capture local information processing independent of sys-
tem parameters. These quantities should find much use
understanding the myriad ways that heterogeneous spa-
tial systems store, transmit, and manipulate information.
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[47] K. Lindgren. Entropy and correlations in discrete dy-
namical systems. In J. L. Casti and A. Karlqvist, editors,
Beyond Belief: Randomness, Prediction and Explanation

in Science, pages 88–109. CRC Press, 1991.
[48] H. Meirovitch. A Monte Carlo study of the entropy, the

pressure, and the critical behavior of the hard-square lat-
tice gas. Journal of Statistical Physics, 30:681–698, 1983.

[49] H. Meirovitch. Computer simulation study of hysteresis
and free energy in the fcc Ising antiferromagnet. Physical

Review B, 30:2866–2874, 1984.
[50] E. Olbrich, R. Hegger, and H. Kantz. Local estimates

for entropy densities in coupled map lattices. Phys. Rev.

Lett., 84:2132–5, 2000.
[51] S. Marcelja. Entropy of phase-separated structures.

Physica A, 231:168–177, 1996.
[52] R. L. C. Vink and G. T. Barkema. Configurational en-

tropy of network-forming materials. Physical Review Let-

ters, 89(7):076405+, Jul 2002.
[53] F. G. Wang and D. P. Landau. Efficient, multiple-range

random walk algorithm to calculate the density of states.
Physical Review Letters, 86:2050–2053, 2001.

[54] F. G. Wang and D. P. Landau. Determining the density
of states for classical statistical models: A random walk
algorithm to produce a flat histogram. Physical Review

E, 64, 2001.
[55] M. E. J. Newman and G. T. Barkema. Monte Carlo

Methods in Statistical Physics. Oxford University Press,
2000.

[56] D. P. Landau and K. Binder. A Guide to Monte Carlo

Simulations in Statistical Physics. Cambridge University
Press, 2000.

[57] D. P. Feldman, C. S. McTague, and J. P. Crutchfield.
The organization of intrinsic computation: Complexity-
entropy diagrams and the diversity of natural informa-
tion processing. Chaos, 18(4):043106+, 2008.

[58] M. D. Robinson. An information theoretic study of the



13

ising antiferromagnet with quenched vacancies on a trian-
gular lattice. Master’s thesis, University of Maine, 2003.

[59] T. E. Stone. Applications of Network Theory to Frus-

trated Spin Systems and Transitions in Models of Disease

Spread. PhD thesis, University of Maine, 2010.
[60] A. A. Middleton. Numerical investigation of the thermo-

dynamic limit for ground states in models with quenched
disorder. Physical Review Letters, 83(8):1672–1675, 1999.

[61] G. H. Wannier. Erratum: Antiferromagnetism: The tri-
angular Ising net. Physical Review B, 7:5017, 1973.

[62] D. P. Feldman and J. P. Crutchfield. Discover-
ing non-critical organization: Statistical mechan-
ical, information theoretic, and computational

views of patterns in one-dimensional spin sys-
tems. Santa Fe Institute Working Paper 98-04-026,
http://hornacek.coa.edu/dave/Publications/DNCO.html,
1998.

[63] J. P. Crutchfield and K. Young. Inferring statistical com-
plexity. Phys. Rev. Lett., 63:105–108, 1989.

[64] M. A. Nowak and R. M. May. Evoluationary games and
spatial chaos. Nature, 359:826–9, 1992.

[65] G. Szabo and G. Fath. Evolutionary games on graphs.
Physics Reports, 446(4-6):97–216, July 2007.

[66] M. H. Vainstein and J. J. Arenzon. Disordered environ-
ments in spatial games. Physical Review E, 64, 2001.


