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Abstract
In this paper we present our numerical study on short-time critical dynamics for the ¢-state random-bond Potts model with
self-dual quenched disorders. By exploring the universal power-law scaling behavior the results of magnetic exponent 7 and
dynamic exponent z are estimated for the ¢ =3 and ¢ = 8 cases with two specific disorder distribution functions. Our Monte Carlo
simulations show evidence that the results of magnetic exponent » are independent of distribution forms which verifies the

existence of universality for the general quenched random-bond models numerically .
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