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A bstract

The com petition between spin glass (SG ) and antiferrom agnetic order (AF ) is analyzed

in two sublattice ferm ionic Ising m odels in the presence ofa transverse � and a parallelH

m agnetic �elds. The exchange interaction follows a G aussian probability distribution with

m ean � 4J0=N and standard deviation J

p
32=N ,but only spins in di�erent sublattices can

interact. The problem is form ulated in a path integralform alism ,where the spin operators

havebeen expressed asbilinearcom binationsofG rassm ann �elds.Theresultsoftwoferm ionic

m odels are com pared. In the �rst one,the diagonalS
z
operator has four states,where two

eigenvalues vanish (4S m odel), which are suppressed by a restriction in the two states 2S

m odel. The replica sym m etry ansatz and the static approxim ation have been used to obtain

thefreeenergy.Theresultsareshowing in phasediagram sT=J (T isthetem perature)versus

J0=J,�=J,and H =J.W hen � isincreased,T f (transition tem peratureto a nonergodicphase)

reduces and the Neeltem perature decreases towards a quantum criticalpoint. The �eld H

always destroys AF ; however,within a certain range,it favors the frustration. Therefore,

the presence ofboth �elds,� and H ,produces e�ects that are in com petition. The critical

tem peraturesarelowerforthe4S m odeland itislesssensitiveto them agneticcouplingsthan

the 2S m odel.

1 Introduction

There are now severalexam plesofcom petition between antiferrom agnetism (AF)and spin glass

(SG )in strongly correlated system sas,forinstance,heavy ferm ionsand high Tc superconductors

[1,2]. In som e ofthese system s, there is also a new physics involved with the presence ofa

quantum criticalpoint (Q CP) and deviation ofthe Ferm iliquid behavior,so called Non-Ferm i

liquid (NFL)behavior.Thisraisesthe necessity ofobtaining a solid fram ework to describe those

system swhere the ferm ionsare operative to give origin to physicalprocesses,such asthe K ondo

e�ect,in connection with the presence ofAF and frustration driven by disorder,particularly,at

low tem peratureswherequantum e�ectsbecom eim portant.

The com plexitiesofsuch description can be estim ated by the controversies[3]involved in the

quantum Ising SG which hasbeen investigated by severaltechniques[4].Forinstance,one ofthe

m ostinterestingopen issuesiswhetherthequantum tunneling between thelocaldegenerated m in-

im um ofthefreeenergy isabletostabilizethereplicasym m etricsolution oftheproblem .Recently,

theferm ionicIsing SG in the presenceofa transversem agnetic�eld �hasbeen studied using the

functionalintegralform alism [5].Thespinshavebeen represented by bilinearcom binationsofthe

ferm ion operators. This ferm ionic problem has been presented in two versions. In the �rstone,

theferm ionicspin operatorshavem aintained theirfournaturaleigenvalues,wheretwoofthem are

non-m agnetic.In the second one,ithasbeen retained only the m agnetic onesdue to an im posed

constraintto garanteecom plete equivalencebetween the spin and the ferm ionic problem [6].The

freeenergy hasbeen obtained in both versionswithin the replica sym m etrictheory and thestatic
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approxim ation.Ithasbeen found thatthe freezing tem perature Tf(�)decreasesto a Q CP when

� enhancesin a second ordertype transition.In thatform ulation,the replica sym m etric solution

isunstable in the entire SG region.The ferm ionic form ulation isalso a naturaltoolto study the

interplay between frustration driven by disorderand,forinstance,K ondoe�ectatlow tem perature

when quantum tunneling isim portant. Actually,quite recently,the SG problem with transverse

�eld hasbeen studied successfully in the disordered K ondo lattice with thistechnique[7].

The purpose ofthe present work is to investigate the SG /AF com petition in the context of

the ferm ionic representation for the Ising spins variables when a m agnetic �eld is applied with

two com ponents: one parallel(H ) and other transverse (�) to the z direction. The com ponent

� introducesa spin ipping m echanism in the problem which can lead the phase boundariesto a

Q CP [5]. The m odelused here isthe ferm ionic version ofthe K orenblit-Shender(K S)m odel[8]

introduced to study SG /AF com petition with classicalIsing spins.In theK S m odel,therearetwo

sublattices,butonly spinsin distinctsublatticesare allowed to interactwith a random G aussian

coupling Jij.The presenceofthe m agnetic �eld H breaksthe sym m etry between the sublattices.

Asconsequence,itcan introduceunusuale�ectsasithasbeen shown in them ean �eld theory with

replica sym m etry forthe classicalinterlattice frustrated m odel[8]. Forinstance,the �eld H can

favorfrustration within a certain range. Thisisin contrastwith the wellknown resultfrom the

Sherrington-K irkpatrick m odel(SK ) [9]where the freezing tem perature Tf,associated with the

Alm eida-Thoulessinstability,decreasesm onotonically with the �eld H . In fact,the dependence

ofthe random internal�eld with H in the K S m odelcould explain its odd behavior [8]. The

internal�eld applied hp in a particularsublattice (p = a,b) depends on the m agnetization m p0

and the SG order param eter qp0 (p
0 6= p). Due to the break ofthe sym m etry between the two

sublattices,when H isincreased in a particularrange,onem ay havea nonm onotonicbehaviorin

the orderparam etersm p0,qp0 and,consequently,in the hp. Therefore,Tf can be enhanced and

the non-trivialergodicity breaking region (SG )isenlarged.

Thisleadsseveralissuesforthe SG /AF com petition in the ferm ionicrepresentation ofthe K S

m odel,when both �eld com ponents(H and �)areapplied.Isthescenariodescribed previously for

theclassicalK S m odelpreserved ornoteven for�= 0case? Theanswerisnotobviousbecausethe

ferm ionicrepresentation ofthespin operatorsintroducesan im portantdi�erenceascom pared with

its classicalcounterpart. The replica diagonalspin glassorderparam eterforthe two sublattices

is not constrained to the unity. It m ust be solved together with the other order param eters,

the replica o�-diagonalSG order param eter and the m agnetization for the two sublattices. As

consequence,it would introduce a new com ponent in the random internal�eld. Ifthe previous

question is answered positively,isthere any range ofH which can favorfrustration when � 6= 0

asin theclassicalK S? ThepresenceofH ,by a m echanism sim ilarto theitsclassicalcounterpart,

could enhance Tf while the � com ponenttendsto suppressfrustration leading the T f to a Q CP

[5].Therefore,the �eldsH and �enforcetwo com peting m echanism sin the problem which could

deeply a�ectthe SG /AF phaseboundaries.

The quantum m echanicalpartition function ofthe problem has been obtained following the

approach introduced in reference [5]. Therefore,the functionalintegralapproxim ation isused to

dealwith non-com m utativity ofthespin operatorswhich arerepresented by bilinearcom binations

ofG rassm ann variables.O ne im portantaspectofthe ferm ionic representation ofspinsSzi isthat

(see Ref.[5])ithasfoureingenvaluespersite,where two ofthem are non-m agnetic.Forthe rest

ofthe paper,thisrepresentation isnam ed 4S m odel. To recoverthe usualspin representation,a

constraintis introduced in orderto m aintain only the m agnetic eigenvalues. Thisversion ofthe

problem isnam ed 2S m odel.The disorderin the problem istreated using the replica trick where

the orderparam etersare obtained within the replica sym m etric ansatz [9]. Itshould be noticed

thatthe possible occupation ofnon-m agneticstatescan produce di�erencesconcerning the phase

boundariesbetween thetwo m odels.In fact,fortheonelatticeferm ionicSG with transverse�eld

[5],(Tf)2S > (Tf)4S for�< < � c where�c isthevalueofthe�eld attheQ CP.Thisalso arisesthe

question how theserepresentations2S and 4S respond (in term softhephaseboundaries)when H

and �areturned on.In orderto allow usa bettercom parision between thetwo representationsof

the problem ,the 4S m odeliskeptin the half-�lling.
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In thepresentapproach,thetim edependenceofthespin-spin correlationfunctionshasnotbeen

considered (staticapproxim ation)[10].Them ain argum enttojustify theuseofthisapproxim ation

(seeRef.[5,11]),even atlow tem perature,isthatourgoalistoobtain thephaseboundariesin the

SG /AF com petition in thespin ferm ionicrepresentation and how theseboundariesarea�ected by

thepresenceofH and �.Asitcan beseen elsewhere[7,12],thatapproxim ation isquitereasonable

iftheintention isnotto revealthecom plex natureofphasesatvery low tem perature,butm ainly

to producephaseboundarieswhich can m im ic the experim entalones.

Itishoped thattheresultspresented herecan bea �rststep to providea fram ework which can

allow usto study the phase boundariesSG /AF com petition presentin severalproblem sofm any

interacting ferm ions, such as the heavy ferm ion system C e2Au1�x C oxSi3 [13]where disorder,

com peting RK K Y interaction and the K ondo e�ect have produced a SG alike state and an AF

phasewheretheNeeltem peratureseem stodecreasetowardsaQ CP with notraceofNFL behavior.

Thispaperhasthefollowing structure.In section II,them odelisintroduced,thesaddlepoint

free energy and the corresponding order param eters are obtained. In section III,the num erical

solutionsofthe orderparam etersallow usto constructphase diagram sto show the AF/SG com -

petition.Particularly interesting,forthe purposesofthe presentwork,arethe phasediagram sin

thespacetem peratureversusthecom ponentsofthem agnetic�eldsH and �.Itisalso shown the

behaviorofthe susceptibility. In the last section,the discussion ofthe results previously shown

and the �nalrem arksarepresented.

2 M odel

The m odelconsidered here isa ferm ionic Ising m odel[14]represented in two sublatticesa and b

where there are two m agnetic �eldsapplied: � and H transverse and parallelto the Ising spins,

respectively.O neim portantpointisthatonly spinslocated in distinctsublatticescan interactlike

in the K S m odel[8].Thus,

Ĥ = �
X

ia jb

Jia jb Ŝ
z
ia
Ŝ
z
jb
� 2

X

ia

�

�Ŝxia + H Ŝ
z
ia

�

� 2
X

jb

�

�Ŝxjb + H Ŝ
z
jb

�

(1)

wherethesum sarerun overtheN sitesofeach sublattice(a orb).Thecoupling Jia jb isassum ed

to be a random variablewith a G aussian distribution given by:

P (Jia jb)=

r
N

64�J2
exp

"

�
(Jia jb + 4J0=N )

2

64J2
N

#

: (2)

The spin operatorsin Eq.(1)arede�ned as[5]:

Ŝ
z
ip
=
1

2
[̂nip" � n̂ip#]; Ŝ

x
ip
=
1

2
[c
y

ip "
cip# + c

y

ip#
cip"] (3)

where n̂ip� = c
y

ip �
cip � is the num ber operator, c

y

ip�
(cip �) are ferm ions creation (destruction)

operators,with � = " or# indicating the spin projections,and the sub-index p = a orbrepresents

the sublattice.

In Eq.(3),thespinshavebeen written asbilinearcom bination offerm ion operatorswhich act

on a space with fourstatespersite (j0 0i,j"0i,j0 #i,j"#i). Therefore,Ŝzip hasfoureigenvalues:

� 1=2 (when thereisoneferm ion in thesiteip (� = " or#))and two when thesiteip isunoccupied

or double occupied (� = " and #). In the present work,two form ulations are considered: one

unrestrained the num berofstatesofthe Szip (4S m odel),butitconsidersthe averageoccupation

ofone ferm ion persite,anotherrestrained the occupation num berto n̂ip" + n̂ip# = 1 (2S m odel).

This lastrepresentation allow us to study the problem avoiding the presence ofunoccupied and

double occupied states[5].

Thepartition function isgiven in theLagrangian path integralform alism wherethespin oper-

atorsare represented asanticom m uting G rassm ann �elds(�; ��). The partition function forthe
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2S m odelm ustconsideronly statesthathaveoneferm ion persite.Thisrestriction isobtained by

using theK ronecker� function (�(̂nip " + n̂ip# � 1)= 1

2�

R2�
0

dxip e
ixip (n̂ip "

+ n̂ip #
�1)).Therefore,the

partition function forboth m odelscan be represented in a com pactform as[5]:

Zf�g=
Y

p= a;b

Y

ip

1

2�

Z 2�

0

dxip e
�� ip

Z

D (���) exp(Af�g) (4)

where �ip = 0 forthe 4S m odel,which correspondsto the half-�lling situation,or�ip = ixip for

the 2S m odel.Theaction Af�g can be Fouriertransform ed in tim e.Thus,we have:

Af�g= A
a
M + A

b
M + A SG (5)

with

A
p

M
=
X

ip

X

!

�
y

ip
(!)

�
i! + �ip + �H �

z + ��� x
�
�
ip
(!); (6)

A
S G

=
X




X

ia jb

�Jia jbSia (
)S jb(� 
); (7)

Sip (
)=
X

!

�
y

ip
(! + 
)� z

�
ip
(!); (8)

� the inversetem perature and the m atricesin Eqs.(6,8)arede�ned as:

�
ip
(!)=

�
�ip "(!)

�ip #(!)

�

;�x =

�
0 1

1 0

�

; �
z =

�
1 0

0 � 1

�

; (9)

with theM atsubara’sfrequencies! = (2m + 1)� and 
= 2m � (m = 0;� 1;� � � ).In thiswork,the

problem isanalyzed in thestaticapproxim ation,which considersonly theterm when 
= 0 in Eq.

(7)[5,10,14].

The free energy per site is obtained by using the replica m ethod: �F = � lnZ = � lim n! 0

1=(nN )(Z(n)� 1),where Z(n) � hZ niJia jb
is the con�gurationalaveraged replicated partition

function.TheaverageoverP (Jia jb)can beperform ed using theG aussian distribution given in Eq.

(2).Thus:

Z(n)=
Y

p= a;b

Y

ip

nY

�= 1

1

2�

Z 2�

0

dx
�
ip
e
��

�

ip

Z

D (���;��)exp

(
nX

�= 1

(A
a;�

M

+ A
b;�

M
)+

X

ia jb

2

4
16�2J2

N

 
nX

�= 1

S
�
ia
S
�
jb

! 2

�
4�J0

N

nX

�= 1

S
�
ia
S
�
jb

3

5

9
=

;

(10)

where� denotesthereplicaindex and S�
ip
� S�ip(0).Eq.(10)can berearrangedreviewingthesum s

overdi�erentsublatticesby squaresum soverthesam esublattice[8].Then,thesequadraticterm s

are linearized by using the Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation. This transform ation inserts

auxiliary �eldsfM �
3 ,M

�
p ,Q

�

3
,and Q �

p g on the partition function,therefore:

Z(n)=

Z

dU exp

8
<

:
� N

2

4
�J0

2

X

�

0

@ (M �
3 )

2 +
X

p= a;b

(M �
p )

2

1

A

+
�2J2

2

X

�

0

@ (Q
�

3
)2 +

X

p= a;b

(Q �
p )2

1

A �
1

N
ln� �f�g

3

5

9
=

;

(11)
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where
R
dU =

R1
�1

Q

r= a;b;3

Q

�
dM �

r

R1
�1

Q

r= a;b;3

Q

�
dQ �

r ,and thefunctionalpartisexpressed

as:

� �f�g =
Y

p= a;b

Y

ip;�

1

2�

Z 2�

0

dx
�
ip
e
��

�

ip

Z

D (���;��)

exp

8
<

:

X

p= a;b

2

4
X

�

A
p;�

M
+ 2�J0

X

�;ip

�
iM

�
3 + M

�
p

�
S
�
ip

+ 4�2J2
X

�;ip

�
Q
�

3
+ iQ

�
p

�
S
�
ip
S


ip

3

5

9
=

;
:

(12)

In the therm odynam ic lim it, the set ofintegrals in
R
dU can be perform ed exactly by the

steepestdescentm ethod,wherethe auxiliary �eldsaregiven by the saddlepointsolutions:

M
�
3 =

i2

N
h
X

p= a;b

X

ip

S
�
ip
i= 2im �

3 ; Q
�

3
=

4

N
h
X

p= a;b

X

ip

S
�
ip
S


ip
i= 2q

�

3
; (13)

M
�
p =

2

N
h
X

ip

S
�
ip
i= m

�
p ; Q

�
p =

i4

N
h
X

ip

S
�
ip
S


ip
i= iq

�
p ; p = a;b (14)

whereh:::idenotestheaveragetaken with respectto Eq.(12).Thesesaddlepointequationscan

be used to rewriteEq.(11)as:

Z(n)=

Z

dU exp

(

� N

"

�
2
J
2
X

�

q
�
a q

�

b
� �J0

X

�

m
�
am

�
b�

X

p

ln� p
�f�g

#)

; (15)

where:

� p
�f�g=

Y

�

1

2�

Z 2�

0

dx
�
pe

��
�
p

Z

D [��p�p]exp
�
H

eff
p

�
; (16)

with

H
eff
p =

X

�

�
A
�
M ;p � 2�J0m

�
p0S

�
p

�
+ 4�2J2

X

�

q
�

p0
S
�
p S


p; (17)

and p = a (p0= b)orp = b(p0= a).

Atthisstage,itisassum ed the replica sym m etric\ansatz" thatconsidersthesetq�p = qp for

all� 6= ,q��p = qp + ��p,and m �
p = m p forall�. The physicalquantity ��p = ��p=� where ��p is

the m agnetic susceptibility when J0 = 0. The sum sover� in Eq. (17)produce quadratic term s

again,which can be linearized introducing new auxiliary �eldsin the expression (16),therefore:

� p
�f�g=

Z 1

�1

D zp

�Z 1

�1

D �p
1

2�

Z 2�

0

dxpe
�� p�

p

eff

�n

(18)

whereD yp = dyp exp(� y
2
p=2)=

p
2�,and

�
p

eff
=

Z

D [��p�p]exp

"
X

!

�
y

p
(!)G

�1
p (!)�

p
(!)

#

: (19)

The m atrix G
�1
p (!)isgiven by:

G
�1
p (!)=

�
i! + �p + �hp ��

�� i! + �p � �hp

�

(20)
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where

hp = (H � J0m p0 + J
p
2qp0zp + J

p
2��p0�p) (21)

with p06= p.Therefore,the internal�eld hp applied in a particularsublattice dependsentirely on

the orderparam etersofthe othersublattice [8].

The functionalintegraloverthe G rassm ann variablesin Eq. (19)can be calculated (see Ref.

[15]),thus,ln�
p

eff
=
P

!
ln(detG

�1
p (!)). In the sam e equation,the sum over the M atsubara’s

frequenciescan be perform ed likereferences[5,14]to givethe following expression:

�
p

eff
= 2e�p[cosh�p + cosh(�

p
� p)] (22)

where� p = h2p + �2.

Now,therestriction condition overthenum berofstatescan be used forboth m odels.Forthe

4S m odel,the average occupation per site is one. It is obtained putting �p = 0,therefore the

integraloverxp isequalto theunity.Forthe2S m odel(�p = ixp),which correspondsto the spin

form ulation where there are only two states per site (j";0i,j0;#i),the integraloverxp is equal

to zero.Thissituation isequivalentto choosean im aginary and tem perature-dependentchem ical

potentialin the Popov-Fedotov m ethod [16].Therefore,the m ain di�erence between both m odels

isthatin the2S m odelthecontribution ofthenon-m agneticlocalstatesisexactly canceled,while

in the 4S m odelitisadopted thehalf-�lling situation.These resultsareused in Eq.(15)and the

free energy can be written as:

�Fs = �
2
J
2(qa ��b + qb��a + ��a ��b)� �J0m am b �

X

p= a;b

Z 1

�1

D zp ln� s;p � ln4 (23)

with

� s;p =
s� 2

2
+

Z 1

�1

D �p cosh(�
p
� p); (24)

wheresrepresentsthestatesnum berallowed in each m odel.Theorderparam etersqp; ��p and m p

aregiven by extrem econdition ofthe freeenergy (23):

m p =

Z 1

�1

D zp

R1
�1

D �php sinh(�
p
� p)=

p
� p

� s;p

; (25)

qp =

Z 1

�1

D zp

 R1
�1

D �php sinh(�
p
� p)=

p
� p

� s;p

! 2

; (26)

��p =

Z 1

�1

D zp

R1
�1

D �p[h
2
p cosh(�

p
� p)=� p + �2 sinh(�

p
� p)=(��

3=2
p )]

� s;p

� qp: (27)

In particular,when � = 0,the setofintegralsover�p can be perform ed analytically. In this

case,itiseasy to see thatthe param eter �qp �
4

N
h
P

ip
S�ipS

�
ip
i= qp + ��p = 1 (Eq.(27))forthe 2S

m odel.However,in the 4S m odel,due to the presence ofnon-m agnetic states,�qp dependson the

tem perature and the internal�eld hp. Nevertheless,nearT = 0,�qp can be expressed by using a

low-tem peratureexpansion:

�qp = 1�
(s� 2)

2

T

J

r
�

4q
p
0

exp

"

�
(%p)

2

2
�
Je�(% p)

2
=2

T
p
q
p
0�

#

; (28)

where%p =
J0m

p
0

J
p
2q

p
0

.Thisresultsuggeststhattheoccupation ofnon-m agneticstatesareexponen-

tially sm allatlow T.
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Figure1:Phasediagram T=J versusJ0=J forH = �= 0.Thesolid linescorrespond to theresults

obtained by therestricted m odel(2S),whilethedashed linescorrespond to theunrestricted m odel

(4S).Thedotted linesaretheextrapolation carried forlowertem perature.�A T = 0istheAlm eida-

Thoulessline.

Itiswellknown thatthereplica sym m etricsolution can beunstableatlow tem peraturein the

spin glassphase[5],wherethe Alm eida-Thoulesseigenvalue�A T becom esnegative.Theequation

forthe �A T following as[8]:

�A T = 1� 2(�J)4
Y

p= a;b

Z 1

�1

D zp

�
Ip

� 2
s;p

� 2

(29)

where

Ip(z)= � s;p

Z + 1

�1

D �p

"
h2p

� p

cosh(�
p
� p)+

�2

��
3=2
p

sinh(�
p
� p)

#

�

 Z + 1

�1

D �p
hp

p
� p

sinh(�
p
� p)

! 2

:

(30)

3 R esults

The phasediagram sshowing the com petition between SG and AF forboth m odelswith two (2S)

and four (4S) states can be obtained solving the replica sym m etric order param eters given by

the set ofequations (25)-(27). In the present work,the num ericalsolutions for m p,qp,�p and

�A T (with p = a or b) are studied by varying the three relevant param eters in the problem ,

which are J0=J,�=J and H =J. In this context,the AF phase is given by the orderparam eters

lm = m a � m b 6= 0 and qa � qb 6= 0;however,the sam e situation with the eigenvalue �A T < 0

characterizesthe m ixed phase (SG + AF).It can be considered that,in the SG phase,the order

param eterslm = 0 and qa = qb 6= 0 togetherwith �A T < 0.In thisquantum ferm ionic treatm ent,

onecan identify twosituationsforthediagonalcom ponentofthereplicam atrix (�qp = qp+ ��p).For

the 2S m odelwith �= 0,�qp = 1.O n the otherhand,forthe 4S m odelorforthe 2S m odelwhen

� > 0,it is necessary to consider the coupling between diagonaland o�-diagonalreplica m atrix

elem ents.Consequently,theparam eter ��p m ustbecalculated sim ultaneously with qp and m p,and

hence it becom es relevantfor determ ination ofthe rem aining physicalquantities. In particular,

forH = 0,the Neeltem perature TN 0 = TN (J0;�;H = 0)can be com puted expanding the saddle
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point equations in powers ofm p. At the second order criticalline TN 0,we can m ake qp = 0,

therefore �� = �� p = 1=(�cJ0)and

m [1� �cJ0(

s�2

2
+
R
D ��2 cosh�c

q
2J�2

J0�c
+ �2

s�2

2
+
R
D � cosh�c

q
2J�2

J0�c
+ �2

)]= 0 ; (31)

where �c = 1=TN 0 and m = m p = � m p
0. For � = 0,the Neeltem perature is T N 0 = J0=[

s�2

2

exp( �J
2

TN 0J0
)+ 1],while forTN 0 close to zero,the criticalvalue ofthe transverse �eld isgiven by

analyticalsolution ofEq.(31):�N = J0 + 2J2=J0,forboth m odels.

In Fig. (1),itisshown the diagram T=J (T isthe tem perature)versus J0=J when � and H

arezero.Forthatparticularsituation,the resultsfor2S and 4S m odelsarequalitativeequivalent

to the K S m odelwith classicalIsing spins. Actually,for the 2S m odel,the Fischer relation [3]

is recovered �a;b � ��a;b=� = 1 � qa;b (��a;b is the linear susceptibility for J0 equalto zero).

Therefore,the 2S m odelreproduces exactly the K S results [8]. For high tem perature and high

degree offrustration � � [J0=J]
�1
,a param agnetic phase (PM ) is found. The AF solution for

both m odelscan befound in the region wherethe degreeoffrustration � issm allenough.In this

case,m a = � m b [8]. Forincreasing � and decreasing tem perature,the Alm eida-Thoulessline in

Fig.(1)showstheonset(atfreezingtem peratureTf)ofthecom plexergodicitybreakingregion(the

SG region).Thereisalso an interm ediatem ixed phaseregion (SG + AF),whereinsidetheSG ,the

m agnetization ofthesublatticesrem ains�nitewith oppositesign.Itshould berem arked thatthe

transition tem peraturesaredi�erentin both m odels.Particularly,forthesam e�,(T f)2S > (Tf)4S,

(TN )2S > (TN )4S and (dTN =d�)2S < (dTN =d�)4S (TN is the Neeltem perature). These distinct

behaviorsshow thedi�erentsensitivity to them agneticcoupling between thetwo m odels.Forthe

sakeofcom pleteness,in Fig.(1),itisalso studied the region forJ0=J < 0 wherea ferrom agnetic

(FE) region is found with m a = m b. Thus,one recovers essentially the one lattice spin glass-

ferrom agnetism com petition [8,17]. These resultsshow that,in absence ofm agnetic �elds,there

isa sym m etry between the two sublattices.

If� is turned on (with H = 0),two distict situations can be identi�ed. For the degree of

frustration � > 1=
p
2 (0 � J0=J <

p
2),the m agnetization ofboth sublatticesiszero.Therefore,

the problem isreduced to the one lattice problem in the presence ofa transverse �eld � studied

in reference [5](see Fig. (2-a)). For sm all�,the freezing tem perature T f is di�erent for each

m odel. However,when the tem perature is decreased and the spin ipping increases due to �,

the criticalbehaviorofboth m odelstendsto becom e identical. The critical�eld � c,atthe Q CP

for2S and 4S m odels,isthe sam e.The Fig.(2-b)showsa phase diagram fora sm allerdegree of

frustration � = 0:59(J0=J = 1:7).Forthissetofparam eters,thePM solution isstillfound athigh

tem perature forany value of�. Forsm allvaluesof�,when the tem perature isdecreased,there

isa transition to the AF phase at(TN )2S;4S,but(TN )2S > (TN )4S. Foreven lowertem perature,

thereisothertransition to them ixed phase(SG + AF)at(Tf)2S;4S (again (Tf)2S > (Tf)4S),and

�nally to the SG phase.These transitionsarem ainly therm ally driven.O n the otherhand,when

� is increased,the Neeltem perature T N forboth m odels decreasestowardsa Q CP at�N . The

tem peratures(Tf)2S;4S,given by theAT line,decreasewhen �increasesliketheNeeltem perature.

W ecan observethatboth m odelsconvergeto thesam ecriticalbehaviorwhen �isincreased.The

reasons for that behavior at � = 0:59 are the sam e for large degree offrustration (� > 1=
p
2).

W hen we see Eq. (24),atvery low tem perature,forthe 4S m odel,the term which isintegrated

over�p isdom inantand thedistinction between thetwom odelscan beneglected.Itoccursbecause

the contribution ofm agnetic statesdom inate the free energy [5].Therefore,there isa distinction

between the m odelsin the region wherethe transitionsarem ostly therm ally driven.

Fig. (3)showsthe phase diagram sT=J versus H =J when � = 0. These phase diagram sare

studied with four di�erent values ofdegree offrustration �. The �eld H breaks the sym m etry

between thesublatticesand producesan e�ectsim ilarto theK S m odel[8,18].Ittendsto destroy

theAF phase.Forinstance,theNeeltem peratures(TN )2S;4S decreasefastwhen H isenhanced in

the region 0 < H < H c (H c isthe m agnetic �eld when (Tf)s = (TN )s (s= 2S,4S)).However,as

one can see quite clearly in Figs.(3-b)-(3-d),there isa rangeofm agnetic �eld closeto H c where
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Figure 2: Phase diagram sT=J versus �=J for H = 0,(a) 0 � J 0=J <
p
2 (� > 1=

p
2) and (b)

J0=J = 1:7 (� = 0:59).The lineconventionsarethe sam easin Fig.(1).

thefreezingtem peratures,associated with theAT instability,increaseshowingthatthefrustration

is favored in this two-sublattice problem [8,18]. This behavior is di�erent from the one lattice

problem where the Tf decreasesm onotonically [9]forany value ofH . Nevertheless,forH > H c,

thebehavioroftheAT linefor2S and 4S m odelsbecom essim ilarto theonelatticeproblem .The

favoring offrustration for both m odels as function ofH can be related to drastic decreasing of

Neeltem perature[18]nearH c.Despite this,thepresenceofthe m agnetic�eld producesdi�erent

e�ects for 2S and 4S m odels. The freezing tem perature,given by the AT instability,increases

fasterin the 2S m odelthan in the 4S forincreasing H . The AF solution isalso m ore robustfor

the 4S m odel,itisfound forgreatervaluesofH than the 2S m odel.

In Fig.(4),thephasediagram sT=J versusH =J isshown,butwith thetransverse�eld tunned

(�=J = 1:0). The set ofvalues of� is the sam e as Fig. (3). For that situation,there are very

im portant di�erences ifcom pared with the � = 0 situation. O ne e�ect ofthe applied � is to

depress(TN )2S;4S and (Tf)2S;4S forany value ofH . O therim portante�ectisthatthe AT lines

for both m odels have a quite di�erentbehaviorin the range 0 < H < H c. Forinstance,in Fig.

(4-a)where � = 0:67 (J0=J = 1:5),when H isenhanced untilH c,the Tf,associated with the AT

instability,decreasesfasterthan theequivalentphasediagram with �= 0(seeFig.(3-a)).W hen �

isincreased (seeFigs.(4-b)-(4-c)),theAT lineshowsthedelicatebalancebetween them echanism s

enforced by � and H .ForH � 0,where the presenceof� isdom inant,the spin ipping tendsto

destroy frustration (dTf=dH < 0).Aslong asH increases,thefrustration isfavored again.W hen

H � H c,it is quite clearthatdTf=dH > 0. Particularly,close to H c,there is a strong increase

in the Tf as � decreases. W hen the � �eld is enhanced as in Fig. (5) (where �=J = 1:7 and

�=J = 2:4 with the degree offrustration � = 0:59),the SG characterisentirely suppressed. The

Neeltem perature decreasestowardsH 1.The di�erencesbetween 2S and 4S m odelsstillexistfor

H � 0. However,the increase of� shiftsthe Neeltem perature ofboth m odelstowardszero. As

consequence,the di�erence (TN )2S � (TN )4S isincreasily sm all.

Finally, the study of the m agnetic susceptibility allows one to con�rm the position of the

Neeltem peraturesand to study in detailthe di�erencesbetween the 2S and 4S m odelsnearTN .

The m agnetic susceptibility � is obtained di�erentiating the saddle point equations (25,26,27)

with respectto H.In the lim itofzero �eld (H ! 0),the six-independentsaddle pointequations

system is reduced to a three-independent saddle point equations with the following relations:

m a(H = 0)= � m b(H = 0),qa(H = 0)= qb(H = 0)and �� � �� a(H = 0)= ��b(H = 0). In this

case,the resulting linearsystem for@m p=@H ,@qp=@H and @��p=@H (p = a orb)isalso sim pli�ed

giving � = @m a=@H = @m b=@H ,@qa=@H = � @qb=@H ,@��a=@H = � @��b=@H [8].Thus,

� =
�� + �

T + Jo(�� + �)
(32)
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where �� isgiven in Eq.(27)and � isde�ned in Eq.(34)ofthe Appendix.

Forhigh tem perature,in thePM phase,thesusceptibility hastheexpression � = ��=(T + J0��),

asexpected.Now,when thetem peratureisdecreased,� showsa brusquechangein itsinclination

atTN and acusp atTg (Tg isthetem peraturebelow Tf,wherem p = m p
0 = 0),butitdoesnotshow

any anom aly atTf,aswe can see in Fig. (6). Forinterm ediariesvaluesofJ0,the susceptibility

in theAF phasenearTN doesnotdecreasewith thedecreaseoftem perature(insetofFig.(6-a)).

However,it exhibits a slow increase untilreaching a m axim um value,then it decreases. Thatis

becauseofthelargenum beroffrustrated couplings.Nevertheless,strongantiferrom agneticaverage

coupling,forexam ple J0=J = 2:5,� hasa m axim um in TN forboth m odels(Fig. (6-c)). In Fig.

(6-b),forJ0=J = 2:1 and �= H = 0,� exhibitsa m axim um atT N only forthe 2S m odel,while

forthe 4S m odel,� stillincreasesclose to TN in the AF phase.Therefore,due to the presence of

non-m agneticstatesin the 4S m odel,itsfrustrated couplingsarelesssensitivethan the 2S m odel

onesfortheincreasing ofJ0.Anotherdi�erenceofthem odelsisin thevalueofthecriticalpoints

at high tem peratures as showed in Fig. (6). The Fig. (6-d) showsthe � for T = 0:3J; H = 0,

and � = :625 asa function of�.Again,the criticalpointsare m arked by discontinuitiesin the �

thatisobtained changingthetransverse�eld.Thesediscontinuitieshavethesam eshapedescribed

above.

4 C onclusion

In the present work,the com petition between antiferrom agnetism (AF) and spin glass (SG ) in

disordered ferm ionicIsing m odelshasbeen studied.TheJij coupling am ong thespinsisa random

gaussian variable with average and variance given by � 4J0=N and 32J2=N ,respectively. There
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isalso a m agnetic�eld applied with com ponentstransverse(�)and parallel(H )to the Ising spin

direction. The m odelis sim ilar to the K orenblit-Shender m odel(K S) [8]for classicalIsing spin

which consistsoftwo sublatticeswhere only the interlatticefrustration hasbeen considered.

Theproblem hasbeen form ulated in thepath integralform alism where thespin operatorsare

represented by bilinearcom binationsofG rassm ann �eldsfollowingcloselytheapproach introduced

in a previouswork [5],which hasstudied theSG criticalpropertiesin presenceofa transverse�eld

using the static approxim ation. The focus in this work has been to investigate the boundary

phase ofthe SG /AF com petition in this two-sublattice m odel[8]for Ising spins in its ferm ionic

representation. For that purpose,the static approxim ation has been adopted like the previous

work in Ref. [5]. Two form ulations for the ferm ionic representation for the operator Szi have

been assum ed: the �rst one is the unrestricted four-state 4S m odel(four eingenvalues,two of

them m agnetically insensitive);the second one is the restrict 2S m odelwhere the non-m agnetic

eigenvalues are forbidden by an im posed constraint. It should be rem arked that the transverse

com ponent � can tune spin ipping while H destroys the sym m etry between the sublattices.

Therefore,these com ponentshave opposite rolesasrelated to the em ergence offrustration in the

problem .

If� = 0,the Fischer[19]relation �� p = 1� qp (p = a,b)isrecovered in the 2S m odel,aswe

can seefrom theequations(25)-(27).Thus,theresultsoftheK S m odelarereplicated [8].Thatis

an im portantdi�erence with the 4S m odel,where the Fischerrelation isnotsatis�ed due to the

coupling between diagonaland o�-diagonalreplica m atrix elem ents. Therefore,the internal�eld

hp (seeEq.21)behavesin aquitedistinctway forboth m odels.Thesedi�erencescan beseen very

clearly in the phase diagram tem perature versus J0=J given in Fig. (1)with H = 0. The onset

ofAF (atTN )and the com plex ergodicity breaking given by the Alm eida-Thouless(AT)line (at

Tf)appear forlowertem peraturesin the 4S m odelcom pared with the 2S one. Thatis a direct

consequenceofthedistinctapplied internal�eldsforeach m odel.In thesusceptibility �,given in

Eq.(32),these di�erencescan be seen even in a m oredetailed way (see �gures(6-a)-(6-c)).

W hen thetransversecom ponent�isturned on (H iskeptequalto zero)(seeFig.(2)),thereis

an im portantchangein thecriticalbehaviorforboth m odels.In therangeofdegreeoffrustration

� � [J0=J]
�1

> 1=
p
2 (0 � J0=J <

p
2),theproblem isreduced to theonelatticeproblem studied

in Ref. [5]. For sm all�,there are two di�erent transition tem peratures from param agnetism

(PM )to SG foreach m odel.Thesetransition tem peraturesconvergeto sam evalueas�increases

given origin to the sam e Q CP at �c. For � < 1=
p
2, for sm all�, when the tem perature is

lowered,therearethefollowingsequencesoftransitions:(1)PM /AF atTN ((TN )2S 6= (TN )4S);(2)

AF/(AF+ SG ),given by the position ofthe Alm eida-Thouless(AT)line atTf ((Tf)2S 6= (Tf)4S),

where (AF + SG ) is a m ixed phase;(3) (AF+ SG )/SG at Tg ((Tg)2S 6= (Tg)4S),where at this

transition tem perature the sublattice m agnetizations becom e null. For increasing �,the T N for

each m odeldecreasesconverging to the sam e transition line. The sam e e�ectisfound forTf. A

Q CP forPM /AF transition isfound at�N =J = J0=J + 2J=J0.

O therim portantconsequenceappearswhen theparallel�eld H isturned on and,consequently,

the sym m etry between the sublattices is broken. That is source ofunusuale�ects because the

internal�eld applied in the sublattice p = a,b depends on the order param eters ofthe other

sublattice p0= b,a [8,18].Forthe 2S m odel,the resultsofthe K S m odelarereproduced [8](see

Fig.(3)).TheNeeltem peraturesforboth m odels(which aredi�erent)haveastrongdecreaseasH

increases.However,thefrustration isfavored fora particularrangeofH asshown in Fig.(3)from

the AT line behavior. Itoccursdue to the m agnetization ofa particularsublattice (forinstance

p where m p > m p
0)which contributesto decrease the absolute value ofthe averageinternal�eld

(�hp = H � J0m p
0)thatactson the otherone.Hence,in thisH rangewhere�hp decreaseswith H ,

Tf can be increased [8].Thate�ectisstrongerwhen � isdecreased (J0=J isenhanced),sincethe

contribution ofJ0m p
0 on �hp isincreased,asshown in Figs.(3-b)-(3-c).Becauseofthepresenceof

non-m agneticstate,the 4S m odelhaspotentially a weakerresponseto the m agnetic interactions.

The resultsshow thatthe AT line can also increase,butslowerthan the 2S m odelforthe sam e

rangeofH .Nevertheless,in the4S m odel,theAF phaseism orerobustthan the2S one,rem aining

as solution even for highervalues ofH . However,for very low tem perature,the contribution of
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the non-m agneticstatesin the 4S m odelbecom eslesssigni�cant.Therefore,both m odelsexhibit

quite sim ilarcriticallines.

W hen the transverse �eld � and H are sim ultaneously turned on,the e�ective internal�eld

applied in a particular sublattice p becom es � p =

q

h2p + �2. Therefore,its e�ects due to the

presence ofH and � startto com pete. The e�ectsfrom H in the h p are included explicitly,but

they arealso included im plicitly by theorderparam eters.Itshould benoticed thate�ectsof�in

the orderparam etersare presentaswell.Asconsequence,there iscom plex balance ofthe e�ects

discussed in the previous paragraph,dependent on the relation H =�. Particularly,for sm allH ,

the contribution from � isdom inantand the frustration isnotfavored. Aslong asH enhances,

thereisa region in thediagram tem peratureversusH wherethefrustration becom esfavored (see

Fig. (4)). Therefore,the transverse com ponentofthe m agnetic �eld producesthe sam e e�ectin

each sublattice.Itsuppressesthem agneticorderand thefrustration.W hile,in theregion wherea

two-sublatticestructureischaracterized,theparallelcom ponentactsin an asym m etricway in each

sublattice. In thissense,itisalwaysagainstthe AF order. Nevertheless,itcan favorfrustration

within a certain rangeofH .

To conclude,we studied the SG /AF com petition in a two sublattice m odel[8]wherethe Ising

spinshaveaferm ionicrepresentation.Thereisam agnetic�eld applied.This�eld hasatransverse

com ponent (�) which can ip the spins leading the transitions to a Q CP.It has also a parallel

com ponent(H )which breaksthe sym m etry between the sublattices. These com ponentsproduce

opposite e�ects on the frustration. O ur hope is to use this representation to study the several

strongly correlated problem swherethereisa SG /AF com petition which isassociated with a Q CP

as,for instance,in the Cerium alloy C e2Au1�x C oxSi3 [13]. O n the other hand,we have used

thestaticapproxim ation and replica sym m etry ansatz.Q uiterecently,a new schem eforbreaking

replicasym m etryhasbeen proposed[20]which isparticularlysuitableforthepresenttwo-sublattice

problem studied here.Thatcould be used to im proveconsiderably the description ofthe SG /AF

com petition ofourferm ionicm odel.Thatwould be an objectforfuture work.
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A A ppendix

In thisappendix,the function � (seeEq.(32))isfound explicitly:

�=
�2J2K 2(F2 � F3)

1+ �2J2K 1

�
�2J2F3

1+ �2J2F4

�

F3 �
K 2(1+ �2J2F6)

1+ �2J2K 1

�

; (33)

K 1 = F1 �
2F5(1+ �2J2K 2F6)

1+ �2J2F4
; (34)

K 2 = F2 �
2�2J2K 2F3F5

1+ �2J2F4
(35)
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where:

F1 =

Z 1

�1

D z
@2

@h2

"R1
�1

D �@cosh
p
�=@h

s+
R1
�1

D � cosh
p
�

#2

; (36)

F2 =

Z 1

�1

D z
@

@h

"R1
�1

D �@cosh
p
�=@h

s+
R1
�1

D � cosh
p
�

#2

; (37)

F3 =

Z 1

�1

D z
@

@h

"R1
�1

D �@2 cosh
p
�=@h 2

s+
R1
�1

D � cosh
p
�

#

; (38)

F4 =

Z 1

�1

D z

2

4

R1
�1

D �@4 cosh
p
�=@h 4

s+
R1
�1

D � cosh
p
�

�

 R1
�1

D �@2 cosh
p
�=@h 2

s+
R1
�1

D � cosh
p
�

! 2
3

5 ; (39)

F5 =

Z 1

�1

D z

"R1
�1

D �@cosh
p
�=@h

s+
R1
�1

D � cosh
p
�

@

@h

 R1
�1

D �@2 cosh
p
�=@h 2

s+
R1
�1

D � cosh
p
�

! #

; (40)

F6 =

Z 1

�1

D z
@2

@h2

"R1
�1

D �@2 cosh
p
�=@h 2

s+
R1
�1

D � cosh
p
�

#

; (41)

with �= h 2 + �2�2 and h � �ha = �hb (ha isde�ned in Eq.(21)).
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