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W e analyze the low-tem perature behavior ofm ean-�eld equations ofThouless,Anderson,and

Palm er (TAP).W e dem onstrate that degeneracy in free energy m akes the low-tem perature TAP

statesunstable.D i�erentsolutionsoftheTAP equations,independentin theTAP approach,becom e

coupled ifan in�nitesim alinteraction between them isintroduced.By m eansofrealspin replicaswe

deriveaself-averaging freeenergy freeofunstablestateswith localm agnetizationsand hom ogeneous

overlap susceptibilitiesbetween di�erentspin replicasasorderparam eters.W e thereby extend the

TAP approach to a consistent description of the spin-glass phase for all con�gurations of spin

exchange with (m arginally)stable and therm odynam ically hom ogeneousfree energy.

PACS num bers:64.60.Cn,75.50.Lk

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The Parisireplica-sym m etry breaking (RSB)schem e

[1]wasproved tobean exactsolution oftheSherrington-

K irkpatrick (SK )m odelofspin glasses[2].The analytic

form ofthem ean-�eld theoryofIsingspin glassesishence

known.W hathasnotyetbeen unam biguously identi�ed

is the physicalorigin ofthe order param eters from the

RSB solution ofthereplicatrick.Thereplicatrickisused

to allow averaging offreeenergy overrandom con�gura-

tions ofspin couplings. Therm aland disorder-induced

uctuations are sum m ed in the replica trick sim ultane-

ouslyviaasingleaveragingofan n-tim esreplicated parti-

tion function.O neishenceunableto determ inewhether

theform erorthelatteructuationsgiveriseto theorder

param eters from the Parisisolution. To �nd the phys-

icalorigin ofthe order param eters ofthe RSB solution

onem ustseparatethe therm aland thedisorder-induced

uctuations.

The direct therm odynam ic approach sum m ing sepa-

rately the therm aluctuations for �xed typicalcon�g-

urations ofspin couplings Jij in the SK m odelwas pi-

oneered by Thouless, Anderson, and Palm er [3]. The

standard TAP theory ofthe SK m odelcontainsonly lo-

calm agnetizationsm i asorderparam eters.Theaverag-

ing ofthe TAP free energy over random con�gurations

within linear-response theory and with the uctuation-

dissipation theorem leadsto the (replica-sym m etric)SK

solution unstablein thelow-tem peraturephase[4].That

is,no ParisiRSB param etersem ergedirectly in theTAP

theory.

The assum ptions m ade for the averaging over ran-

dom nessin the TAP theory areessentially equivalentto

uniquenessoftheequilibrium stateforeach relevantcon-

�guration of spin couplings. It appeared rather soon,

however,thatthe TAP equationsdisplay a m ultitude of

solutions in the spin-glass phase [5]resulting in a com -

plex free-energylandscapeofquasi-equilibrium states[6].

The existence of m ultiple solutions of the TAP equa-

tions would not pose a problem ifdi�erent states were

distinguishable by sym m etry-breaking �elds introduced

in free energy. The solutions ofthe TAP equations in

the spin-glassphasearehighly degeneratein freeenergy

and cannotbesingled outby external�elds.Even worse

is the fact that for a large num ber ofcon�gurations of

spin couplingsthereareno stablestates,localm inim a of

the TAP free energy [5,7]. O ne hence cannot de�ne a

unique m acroscopic therm odynam ically stable state for

these con�gurations. The existence ofan exponentially

largenum berofsolutionsofthem ean-�eld equationshas

becom e a hallm ark ofspin-glassm odels. A new branch

ofresearch on com plexity ofsolutionsin the m ean-�eld

theory ofspin glassesem erged [8,9,10,11].

Thenonexistenceoftherm odynam icallystablem acro-

scopic states for m ajority ofcon�gurationsofspin cou-

plingshindersthe existence ofthe therm odynam ic lim it

in the TAP approach. To circum vent this problem De

Dom inicis and Young suggested that the equilibrium

statein theTAP approach bede�ned asa weighted sum

over di�erent TAP solutions [12]That is,one assum es

thatthe partition function can be represented as

TrS exp[� �H fSg]=

NX

�

exp[� �FT A P fm
�
ig]; (1)

where N isthe num berofTAP solutionslabeled by su-

perscript�.Assum ption (1)m eansthatthephasespace

oftheSK m odelise�ectively disconnected.Itconsistsof

pocketsofspin con�gurationscorresponding to di�erent

TAP solutionsseparated by im penetrablein�niteenergy

barriers.

Albeit assum ption (1) de�nes a relation between in-

dividualTAP solutionsand the m acroscopic therm ody-

nam ic state, it does not introduce the RSB order pa-

ram eters. They em erge in the De Dom inicisand Young

com pletion ofthe TAP theory when the replica trick for

averaging over random con�gurations ofspin couplings

isused.W ithoutaveraging overrandom nessweareable

neitherto verify Eq.(1)norto tracedown thegenesisof

the RSB orderparam etersbeyond thereplica trick.
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Averaging over random ness should not generally be

theeventualtoolforintroducing theRSB orderparam e-

ters. G uerra and Toninellirecently proved thatthe free

energy oftheSK m odelisself-averaging[13].Should the

TAP approach beexact,onehad totracedown theParisi

orderparam eterswithin the TAP approach without re-

sorting to averaging overrandom ness. A question then

arises whether the TAP construction indeed provides a

com plete description ofthe therm odynam ics ofthe SK

m odel.

W eknow thattoderivetheTAP theorywehavetoas-

sum euniquenessofthetherm odynam icequilibrium state

described by a set oflocalm agnetizations. This,how-

ever,is the case only ifa convergence condition for the

linked-clusterexpansion

1 �
�2J2

N

X

i

(1� m
2

i)
2 (2)

holds [14]. Equality in the above condition determ ines

the de Alm eida-Thouless(AT)line separating the high-

tem perature from the spin-glass phase along which the

spin-glass susceptibility diverges [15]. Condition (2) is

broken below the AT line for a m acroscopic portion

of spin-coupling con�gurations and the TAP free en-

ergy does not have an adequate (rigorous) justi�cation

there.W em ustcontinueanalyticallytheTAP therm ody-

nam icpotentialsfrom thehigh-tem peraturephase,where

Eq.(2)isobeyed,to thelow-tem peratureone,wherethe

lattercondition m ay be broken.Such a procedureisnot

uniquely de�ned,unlesswehaveappropriatesym m etry-

breaking �eldsatourdisposal. Presently,itis assum ed

thatthereareonly localm agnetic�elds,Legendreconju-

gatesto thelocalm agnetizations,assym m etry-breaking

forces.TheTAP freeenergy in thespin-glassphasecon-

sequently hasthe sam e form asin the high-tem perature

phase,i.e.,itisdescribed by thesam eorderparam eters,

localm agnetizationsm i.

Recently Plefka suggested thattheTAP equationsin

situations with unstable states where Eq.(2) is broken

should bestabilized by introducing a new "orderparam -

eter",a correction to the localm agnetic susceptibility

beyond theuctuation-dissipation theorem [16].Plefka’s

extended solution,however,doesnotallow foradiagram -

m aticrepresentation,the orderparam eterforthe devia-

tion from the uctuation-dissipation theorem cannotbe

derived from free energy,and hence a physicalm eaning

cannotbe given to the calculationscontaining the TAP

solutionsbreaking condition (2). Although the unstable

statesseem to becom e m arginally stable in the therm o-

dynam iclim it[17],thenum berofstatesbreaking condi-

tion (2)linearly increaseswith thenum beroflatticesites

and divergesin thetherm odynam iclim it[5,7].Unstable

statesfrom largebut�nitevolum eshencerem ain statisti-

cally relevantalso in thetherm odynam iclim it,sincethe

negativevaluesofthe r.h.s.ofEq.(2)vanish with power

N � 2=3 [10,17]. W e hence cannotdisregard orinappro-

priately treat the �nite-volum e unstable states without

furtherconsiderations. W e can deduce thatthe num ber

ofTAP con�gurationswith unstablestatesism acroscop-

ically relevantin thetherm odynam iclim italsoindirectly

when averaging theTAP freeenergy overspin couplings

Jij.Usinglinearresponseand theuctuation-dissipation

theorem ,equivalentto self-averagingproperty offreeen-

ergy ofergodic system s, we failto produce a therm o-

dynam ically stable equilibrium state in the spin-glass

phase. Since we know thatthe exactfree energy ofthe

SK m odelisself-averaging,theTAP construction breaks

down in the spin-glassphase. To attain a self-averaging

con�gurationally-dependentfree energy we m ustextend

consistently the TAP free energy also to con�gurations

with unstablestates,i.e.,beyond thevalidity ofinequal-

ity (2).

Theaim ofthispaperistodem onstratethattheTAP

free energy becom es unstable whenever stability condi-

tion (2)isbroken and the TAP equationsdo nothavea

single solution independentofthe initialconditions. By

using spin replicas for portions ofthe phase space be-

longing to di�erent TAP solutions we show that linear

response theory isbroken when an in�nitesim alinterac-

tion between di�erentspin replicas(solutionsoftheTAP

equations)isintroduced.Thisbreakdown generatesaset

ofnew hom ogeneousorderparam eters,overlap suscepti-

bilitiesbetween di�erentreplicas.Theyliftdegeneracyin

theTAP freeenergy and break independenceofdi�erent

solutionsofthe TAP equations.W e derive a generaliza-

tion oftheTAP freeenergy foronecon�guration ofspin

couplingscontainingsite-dependentlocalm agnetizations

M i and hom ogeneouslocaloverlap susceptibilities�
ab as

orderparam eters. The latterare directly related to the

RSB orderparam etersoftheParisisolution.In thepara-

m agnetic phase �ab = 0 and we recover the TAP free

energy.In thelow-tem peraturephase,forcon�gurations

ofspin couplings for which condition (2) is broken,the

overlap susceptibilities becom e nonzero and we observe

m acroscopic deviations from the TAP free energy. Dif-

ferentsolutionsoftheTAP equationsarehencenotsepa-

rated by in�nite energy barriers.M utualtherm odynam -

ically induced interaction between solutionsofthe TAP

equationsm ediated by the overlap susceptibilitiesinter-

connectspartsofthe phase space separated in the TAP

theory. The phase space becom essim ply connected and

stable m acroscopic therm odynam ic statesexistforeach

con�guration ofspin couplingsindependently ofwhether

condition (2)isful�lled ornot.The interaction between

di�erentTAP statesalso leadsto the existence ofa sin-

gleequilibrium statewith a wellde�ned therm odynam ic

lim it generated from a self-averaging free energy func-

tional.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec.IIwe re-

callthebasicingredientsoftheTAP theory with restric-

tions on its applicability. W e use realreplicas and the

dem and oftherm odynam ichom ogeneity to extend (ana-

lytically continue)the TAP approach to situationswith

unstable TAP states in Sec.III. In Sec.IV we reduce

the generaltheory to one hierarchicalleveland present

them odi�ed TAP equations,study theirstability and �-
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nally dem onstrate explicitly nearthe criticalpointthat

the TAP construction indeed becom es unstable in the

spin-glass phase. In the last section we sum m arize our

�ndingsand discusstheirconsequences.

II. TA P M EA N -FIELD T H EO R Y A N D

STA B ILIT Y O F IT S EQ U ILIB R IU M STA T ES

W e �rst recallthe basic concepts of the TAP the-

ory for the SK m odel so that we understand the re-

strictionsunderwhich the TAP theory isapplicable. In

the diagram m atic representation the TAP free energy

was derived as a sum of tree and single-loop (cavity-

�eld) contributions with speci�c restrictions ofthe SK

m odelon spin couplingsJij,nam ely
P

j
J
2n+ 1
ij = 0 and

P

j
J2ij = J2 [18].Dueto theuctuation-dissipation the-

orem the localsusceptibility containing the loop contri-

butionsisa function ofthe localm agnetization and the

TAP freeenergy fortheSK m odelisa functionalofonly

localm agnetizationsm i.Itisconvenienttorepresentthe

TAP freeenergy in the following form

FT A P =
X

i

�

m i�
0

i �
1

�
ln2cosh[�(h + �

0

i)]

�

�
1

2

X

ij

�

Jijm im j +
1

2
�J

2

ij(1� m
2

i)(1� m
2

j)

�

(3)

whereweintroduced apartfrom localm agnetizationsm i

also internalinhom ogeneousm agnetic �eld �0i.The sets

ofparam etersm iand�
0
i areLegendreconjugatevariables

and aretreated variationally in free energy (3).Thatis,

they have to determ ine an extrem alvalue ofthis free-

energyfunctional.Thecorrespondingstationarity(TAP)

equationsforthese param etersread

m i = tanh[�(h + �
0

i)]; (4a)

�
0

i =
X

j

Jijm j � m i

X

j

�J
2

ij(1� m
2

j): (4b)

These equations can now be solved num erically for �-

nite num bersoflattice sitesand given con�gurationsof

spin couplings.Butnotallsolutionsofequations(4)are

physicalones.O nly locally stablesolutionsforwhich the

nonlocalsusceptibility does not contain negative eigen-

valuesare m eaningful. The inverse ofthe susceptibility

isde�ned asa second derivativeoffree energy (3)

�
�
� 1
�

ij
=
@2�FT A P

@m i@m j

+
X

l

�
@2�FT A P

@m i@�
0
l

@�0
l

@m j

+
@2�FT A P

@m j@�
0
l

@�0
l

@m i

�

+
X

kl

@2�FT A P

@�0
k
@�0

l

@�0
k

@m i

@�0
l

@m j

= � �Jij + �ij

 

1

1� m 2
i

+
X

l

�
2
J
2

il(1� m
2

l)

!

: (5)

Thatis,onlylocalm inim aoftheTAP freeenergy(3)asa

functionaloflocalm agnetizationsm i,when theinternal

m agnetic �eldsareresolved,arephysically acceptable.

Non-negativity ofthe eigenvalues ofthe linear sus-

ceptibility isnotthe only stability criterion. There isa

strongercondition on consistency ofthe TAP theory. It

isconnected with theexistenceofa non-degenerateequi-

librium state,an assum ption used in the derivation of

theTAP freeenergy.Thiscondition isexpressed aspos-

itivity ofthe spin-glasssusceptibility �SG . Itiseasy to

�nd by sum m ing the leading-order(N � 1)diagram m atic

contributions[5]thatthe spin-glasssusceptibility hasin

the SK m odelthe following representation

�SG �
1

N

X

ij

�
2

ij =
1

N

X

i

�2ii

1�
P

j
�2J2

ij
�2
jj

: (6a)

This representation ofthe spin-glass susceptibility was

derived diagram m atically but it is valid quite generally

aslong asther.h.sofEq.(6a)rem ainsnonnegative,that

isif

1�
X

j

�
2
J
2

ij�
2

jj : (6b)

W eshow in Appendix A thatrepresentation (6a)can be

derived also non-perturbatively using a theorem ofPas-

turand continuity oftheresolventfortheinversenonlo-

calsusceptibility.

Realizingthatthelocalsusceptibility in theTAP the-

ory reads

�ii = 1� m
2

i (6c)

we �nd thatthe stability condition from Eq.(2)equals

the condition on positivity ofthe spin-glasssusceptibil-

ity,Eq.(6b).Positivity ofthespin-glasssusceptibility is

a feature thateach consistentsolution m ustpossess. If

it is broken,then the phase space ofthe order param -

eters is incom plete and som e relevant uctuations have

notbeen taken into accountappropriately.Note thatin

generalpositivity ofthespin-glasssusceptibility doesnot

coincidewith positivity oftheeigenvaluesofthenonlocal

susceptibility.O nly squaresoftheeigenvaluesofthelat-

tercontributetotheform er.Thespin-glasssusceptibility

m ay becom e negative even ifthe linearsusceptibility is

positive, that is for a localm inim um ofthe TAP free

energy.

The TAP theory was derived assum ing that the re-

sulting free energy leads to a single (non-degenerate)

stable therm odynam ic state. That is, the TAP equa-

tions (4) lead to a single physicalsolution that can be

separated from nonphysicalones by �nite energy gaps.

W e know,however,thatthisisnotthe casein the spin-

glass phase. Hence the TAP free energy is internally

consistentonly in the high-tem perature phase,where it

leadsto a singlestable equilibrium state.O ne hasto be

m ore carefulwhen extending the TAP approach to the

low-tem perature phase. There we cannot separate the
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physicalsolutions ofthe TAP equations from the non-

physicalonesbreaking stability condition (2). W e have

to m odify the TAP approach to situations with m any

quasi-equilibrium and unstable statesdegenerate in free

energy.

III. T H ER M O D Y N A M IC H O M O G EN EIT Y A N D

M U LT IP LE TA P STA T ES

The existence of m any solutions of the TAP equa-

tionsdegeneratein freeenergy hinderstheexistenceofa

stable m acroscopicequilibrium state and doesnotallow

to perform the therm odynam ic lim it. In a degenerate

case we cannot �x a single solution when enlarging the

volum e ofthe system and large uctuation do not ex-

tinguish in the therm odynam ic lim it.Di�erentunstable

solutions of the TAP equations degenerate in free en-

ergy can be distinguished only by initialconditions,be-

ing theonly inputto Eqs.(4).Thism eansthattheTAP

freeenergy ise�ectively nottherm odynam ically hom oge-

neous,since itdoesnotdepend only on spatialdensities

ofextensive variables. O ne way to handle a m ultitude

ofquasi-equilibrium statesin theTAP approach isto as-

sum e in�nite barriersbetween di�erentTAP states (in-

dependence ofdi�erentsolutionsofthe TAP equations)

and useEq.(1).W e can,however,avoid assum ption (1)

in thatwedonotaprioriexcludeinteraction between dif-

ferentTAP states. Since di�erentsolutionsofthe TAP

equationsbelong in the beginning to independentsepa-

rate partsofthe phase space,we can introduce foreach

TAP solution its own replica ofthe spin variables and

sum up therm aluctuationsforeach solution separately.

Thisisactually theconceptofrealreplicasthathasbeen

used by the authorto derive the RSB solution from the

dem and oftherm odynam ichom ogeneity ofthe averaged

free energy [19]. In the TAP approach without averag-

ing overrandom nesswe can give a transparentphysical

interpretation to realspin replicas.

Let us assum e that we have � di�erent TAP solu-

tions(distinguished by theirhistory).Sincedi�erentso-

lutions are initially therm odynam ically independent we

introduce independent spin replica for each TAP solu-

tion and replicate�-tim esthe originalphase space.The

partition function on this replicated phase space can

be represented as
�
Tre� �H

��
= Tr� exp

�

�
�P

a= 1

H �

�

=

Tr� exp

�

�
�P

a= 1

�P

i;j
JijS

a
iS

a
j +

P

i
Sai

��

, where each

replicated spin variableSai istreated independently,i.e.,

thetraceoperatorTr� operateson the�-tim esreplicated

phasespace.Thefreeenergyofan �-tim esreplicated sys-

tem isjust�-tim esthe free energy ofthe non-replicated

one,ifit is therm odynam ically hom ogeneous. W e now

break independenceofindividualspin replicasand add a

sm all(in�nitesim al)hom ogeneousperturbation breaking

the replica independence �H (�) =
P

i

P

a< b
�abSaiS

b
i.

W ecould also break thereplica independenceinhom oge-

neouslybyasite-dependentsym m etry-breaking�eld �abii.

Sincethestability condition fortheTAP theory,Eq.(2),

isglobal,we are e�ectively able to break the replica de-

pendence only globally as we dem onstrate in the next

section.

Itisnotthe�eld �ab connectingdi�erentreplicasthat

is ofphysicalinterest. W e are interested in the linear

responseofthe system to thisperturbation.W e derived

[18]thatafterswitchingo�the�eld �ab the�-tim esrepli-

cated TAP free energy reads

F� =
1

�

�X

a= 1

8
<

:

X

i

M
a
i

"

�
a
i + �J

2

a� 1X

b= 1

�
ab
M

b
i

#

�
1

4

X

i;j

�J
2

ij

�
1� (M a

i)
2
� �
1� (M a

j)
2
�
�
1

2

X

i;j

JijM
a
iM

a
j

+
�J2N

2

a� 1X

b= 1

(�ab)2

)

�
1

��

X

i

lnTrexp

(

�
2
J
2

�X

a< b

�
ab
S
a
iS

b
i + �

�X

a= 1

(h + �
a
i)S

a
i

)

: (7)

In this expression local m agnetizations M a
i and lo-

calinternalm agnetic �elds �ai are con�gurationally de-

pendentLegendre conjugate variationalvariablesdeter-

m ined from stationarity equations analogously to the

TAP equations (4). Apart from these param eters we

introduced �ab;a 6= b, averaged overlap local suscep-

tibilities representing a linear response to the replica-

m ixing �eld �ab. They are global(translationally in-

variant) variational variables, Legendre conjugates to

the sym m etry breaking �elds �ab. It is straightfor-

ward to verify that at the saddle point we have �ab =

N � 1
P

i

�
hSaiS

b
iiT � hSaiiT hS

b
iiT

�
, where h:::iT stands

fortherm alaveraging.

Free energy F� from Eq.(7)becom esindependentof

the replication index � and reducesto the TAP free en-

ergy if �ab = 0. This is just the case when the con-

vergence criterion for the TAP theory, Eq.(2), holds.

A di�erence between the originalTAP free energy and

thatfrom Eq.(7)em ergesonly in regionswith unstable

statesin the TAP equations. Free energy (7)can hence
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be viewed upon as a generalform ofthe TAP-like free

energy forone con�guration ofspin couplings.Di�erent

replica indicescorrespond to di�erentsolutionsofm ean-

�eld equations. Unlike the TAP approach the di�erent

states in free energy (7) are allowed to interact via the

overlap susceptibility �ab.

Iffree energy F� istherm odynam ically hom ogeneous

itshould notdependenton the replication param eter�.

W ealready know thatthisisnotthecase,atleastforthe

averaged TAP free energy,when stability condition (2)

isbroken [19].Iftherm odynam ic hom ogeneity isbroken

wehaveto usethenew orderparam etersso asto restore

thisfundam entalproperty.O nly therm ally hom ogeneous

system spossessnon-degeneratestableequilibrium states

extrem izingafree-energyfunctionaland can beextended

uniquely to in�nite volum es. In our construction,it is

the m atrix ofoverlap susceptibilitiesthatshould restore

therm odynam ichom ogeneity in the TAP approach.

W e now im pose the condition oftherm odynam ic ho-

m ogeneity on free energy (7)in thatwe dem and the ex-

istence ofa unique therm odynam ic state. That is,all

spin replicas m ust be equivalent and m ust lead to the

sam eorderparam eters.Thisproperty can be quanti�ed

asfollows

M
a
i � hS

a
iiT = M i ; (8a)

�
ab = �

ba
; (8b)

f�
a1
;:::;�

a�
g = f�

b1
;:::;�

b�
g : (8c)

Equation (8a)saysthatatthe leveloflocalm agnetiza-

tions di�erent spin replicas are indistinguishable. That

is, the internal local m agnetic �elds are replica inde-

pendent, �ai = �i. Conditions (8b) and (8c) restrict

the m atrix of overlap susceptibilities to be sym m etric

with rows (colum ns) being only perm utations of each

other. W e rem ind that �aa = 0. The m atrix �ab con-

tains then only � � 1 independent param eters. that

can be cast into groups of identicalvalues. If we set

�K > �K � 1 > :::�! > 1 we m ay choose �1 � 1-tim es a

value�1,(�2 � �1)-tim esan overlap �2,and so on up to.

(�K � �K � 1)-tim esan overlap �K .

Asthelaststep wehaveto determ inethestructureof

the m atrix �ab with the above restrictions that would

lead to an analytic free-energy functional of variables

�1;:::;�K and �1;:::;�K . The easiest way to deter-

m inethem ostgeneralavailablestructureof�ab isto use

a hierarchicalconstruction. It starts with K = 1 and

increases the num ber ofdi�erent values ofthe overlap

susceptibilitiesonly ifthe solution with K di�erentval-

uesbecom esunstable. In the case K = 1 the m atrix of

the overlap susceptibilities is uniquely determ ined by a

m ultiplicity �1 ofthe only value �1. W e exam ine this

particularcasein detailin thenextsection.Ifthetheory

with K = 1 isunstable,webuild up atheory with K = 2

values ofthe overlap susceptibility,�1 and �2. W e as-

sum ethatnotonly theindividualreplicasareequivalent

but also blocks ofreplicas describing the solution with

K = 1 are equivalent. Thatis,the diagonalelem entsin

thesolution with K = 1 arereplaced by m atrices�1 � �1

with zero on thediagonaland �1 on theo�-diagonalpo-

sitions. The rem aining o�-diagonalelem ents in the so-

lution with K = 2 are �lled with the value �2. In this

way we go on to higher hierarchies. W e end up with

an ultram etric structure ofthe ParisiRSB solution. It

isofessentialim portance thatthe ultram etric structure

allows for an analytic representation ofthe hierarchical

free energy with K di�erent values ofthe overlap sus-

ceptibility. In fact,the ultram etric arrangem ent ofthe

overlap susceptibilities�ab seem sto bethe m ostgeneral

structurein which thefreeenergy isan analyticfunction

ofparam eters�l;�l forl= 1;:::;K .

Insertingtheultram etricstructurewith K hierarchies

of�ab in Eq.(7)and afterK -tim esapplied theHubbard-

Stratonovich transform ation linearizing the spin vari-

ablesin theexponentofexpf�2J2
P

a< b
�abSaiS

b
igweob-

tain an analyticrepresentation oftheK -levelhierarchical

generalization ofthe TAP freeenergy

FK (�1;�1;:::;�K ;�K )= �
1

4

X

i;j

�J
2

ij(1� M
2

i)(1� M
2

j)�
1

2

X

i;j

JijM iM j

+
X

i

M i

"

�i+
1

2
�J

2
M i

KX

l= 1

(�l� �l� 1)�l

#

+
�J2N

4

KX

l= 1

(�l� �l� 1)�
2

l +
�J2N

2
�1

�
1

��K

X

i

ln

2

4

Z
1

� 1

D �K

(

� � �

Z
1

� 1

D �1

(

2cosh

"

�

 

h + �i+

KX

l= 1

�l
p
�l� �l+ 1

! #) �1

:::

) �K =�K � 1

3

5 : (9)

W e abbreviated D �l � d�l e
� �

2

l
=2=

p
2� and used �0 =

1;�K + 1 = 0. Notice that in our derivation �1 < �2 <

::: < �K = � and �1 > �2 > ::: > �K � 0. Free

energy (9) should be an extrem um with respectto m a-

trix �ab so thata therm odynam ically hom ogeneousfree

energy is produced. Therm odynam ic hom ogeneity is
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achieved in free energy (9)ifitdoesnotdepend on �K .

This is equivalent to vanishing of�K . Since the trivial

solution �l= 0alwayssatis�esthestationarityequations

forany l= 1;:::;K ,free energy (9)with K hierarchies

istherm odynam ically hom ogeneousif�K = 0 istheonly

physicalsolution ofthe respective stationarity equation.

Nonexistence ofa nontrivialsolution for�K determ ines

thenum berofhierarchicallevelsneeded toachieveaglob-

ally stablesolution.

Both sets ofparam eters �l and �l m ust be treated

variationally and their physical values m ust be de-

term ined from respective stationarity equations. The

equilibrium m ultiplicity factors �
eq

l
, determ ined from

@FK =@�l = 0,no longer need be integers,form an in-

creasing sequence, and they even can be sm aller than

one. As discussed in Ref.19 the stationarity equations

for�lhavetwosolutions,�
eq

l
� 1and �

eq

l
� 1.Thelatter

caseisactually thephysicalone,sinceitm inim izesther-

m odynam ic inhom ogeneity,ifoccurs. The value �l < 1

determ ines then a portion ofthe phase space (relative

num ber oflattice sites) ofone TAP solution inuenced

by theexistenceofotherTAP solutions.W ith ahom oge-

neous,site-independentoverlap susceptibility allspinsin

each solution are equivalent. The exponent�l then says

that �N spins on average are inuenced by other TAP

solutions[19].

Free energy (9) is the m ost generalanalytic contin-

uation ofthe TAP free energy to the low-tem perature

phase.Ifcondition (2)isobeyed for�l= 0;l= 1;:::;K

and FK (�1;�1;:::;�K ;�K ) = FT A P . Free energy FK
isself-averaging and itisnum erically identicalwith the

RSB freeenergy with K hierarchicallevelsasderived in

Ref.[19]. In the extension ofthe TAP theory,Eq.(9),

the RSB orderparam etersare induced by therm aluc-

tuations and serve as m ediators ofinteraction between

di�erentTAP solutions.

IV . O N E-LEV EL H IER A R C H IC A L TA P

T H EO R Y

Representation (9) ofa con�gurationally dependent

free energy is rather com plicated. It is a futile activity

to try to solve the corresponding stationarity equations

for a chosen con�guration ofspin couplings in fullgen-

erality before exploring suitable sim pli�cations. M ore-

over,itisnotnecessary to reconstructthecom pletespa-

tialdistributionsofsite-dependentlocalm agnetizations

when weareinterested in therm odynam icquantitiesde-

term ined by only lattice sum s. Since free energy (9)

is self-averaging,in m ost situations we can replace the

sum s over the lattice sites by averages over the distri-

bution ofrandom spin couplings. Thereby we perform

thisaveragingwithin linearresponsetheory and with the

uctuation-dissipation theorem .Thatis,weusethesam e

averaging rules to Eq.(9) as used on FT A P in deriving

theSK solution.ThisdirectwayofaveragingofFK leads

to the Parisisolution with K hierarchicallevels[18,19].

To dem onstrate explicitly that free energy (9) is a

nontrivialextension ofthe TAP free energy in the low-

tem perature phase also for �xed con�gurations ofspin

couplingsweresortouranalysisofthisfreeenergy to the

solution with K = 1,thatis,to theone-levelhierarchical

solution.

A . Stationarity equations

Itisstraightforward to reduce the generalexpression forthe hierarchicalfree energy FK to the case K = 1 with

�1 = � and �1 = �.W e obtain

F1(�;�)= �
1

4

X

i;j

�J
2

ij(1� M
2

i)(1� M
2

j)�
1

2

X

i;j

JijM iM j +
�J2N

4
�[(� � 1)� + 2]

+
X

i

M i

�

�i+
1

2
�J

2(� � 1)�M i

�

�
1

��

X

i

ln

Z

D �i
�
2cosh[�(h + �iJ

p
� + �i)]

��
: (10)

Freeenergy F1(�;�)isrepresented in closed form and is

analytic in allitsvariablesM i,�i,�,and �. Itreduces

to the TAP expression if� = 0,which isthe case when

Eq (2)isful�lled by the localm agnetizationsM i.

Thestationarity equation forthesite-dependentlocal

m agnetization followsfrom @F1=@�i = 0 from which we

obtain

M i =

D

�
(�)(h + �i;�;�)tanh[�(h + �i+ �J

p
�)]

E

�

� h�
(�)

i tii� ; (11a)
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where

�
�
i � �

(�)(h + �i;�;�)

=
cosh

�
[�(h + �i+ �J

p
�)]



cosh

�
[�(h + �i+ �J

p
�)]

�

�

(11b)

isa density m atrix.W e denoted hX (�)i� =
R
D �X (�).

Theinternallocalm agnetic�eld �iisdeterm ined from

@F1=@M i= 0 which resultsin

�i =
X

j

JijM j � M i

2

4�J2(� � 1)� +
X

j

�J
2

ij(1� M
2

j)

3

5 :

(11c)

In addition tothesite-dependentorderparam eterswe

haveto determ inethephysical(stationary)valuesofthe

hom ogeneous param eters � and �. From the equation

@F1=@� = 0 weobtain

� =
1

N

X

i

�D

�
(�)

i t
2

i

E

�
�

D

�
(�)

i ti

E2

�

�

: (12a)

The m ultiplicity param eter � is derived from

@F1(�;�)=@� = 0 leading to an explicitequation

� =
4

�2J2

N � 1
P

i

h

lncosh[�(h + �i+ �J

p
�)]

�

�
� ln



cosh

�
[�(h + �i+ �J

p
�)]

�1=�
�

i

�(2Q + �)
; (12b)

wherewedenoted Q � N � 1
P

i
M 2

i.

G lobal equations (12) com plete local stationarity

equations(11).Freeenergy,Eq.(10),togetherwith sta-

tionarity equations(11)and (12)de�ne an analyticthe-

ory in the entire space ofthe input param eters. They

reduceto theTAP theory in thehigh-tem peraturephase

butgenerally di�erfrom itin the spin-glassphase. The

spin-glass phase is characterized apart from localm ag-

netizationsalso by two globalparam eters� and �. The

principaldi�erence between free energy F1 and FT A P is

in the � integral. This integration stands for therm al

equilibration ofthe replicated spins,thatis,forsum m a-

tionsofspin con�gurationsin thephasespacedeterm in-

ing other TAP solutions. Alternatively we can under-

stand the �-integration asa therm ally weighted averag-

ing ofthe initialconditionsforthe TAP equations.Due

tothedependenceofTAP stateson theinitialconditions

an additive hom ogeneous internalm agnetic �eld �J
p
�

em erges. Ifthe interaction between di�erentTAP solu-

tions(initialand �nalcon�gurationsoflom agnetizations)

vanishes,� = 0,freeenergy F1 reducesto FT A P .

There are also othersituations,when F1 = FT A P . If

� = 1,functionalF1 isindependentof� and we recover

the TAP free energy. The TAP free energy isrecovered

also in the lim its � ! 1 and � ! 0. In the form er

casethe�-integration reducesto a saddlepointatwhich

�� = �2 < 1 .W e explicitly obtain the lim iting � ! 1

value offree energy

�F1(�;��i)= �
1

4

X

i;j

�J
2

ij(1� M
2

i)(1� M
2

j)

�
1

2

X

i;j

JijM iM j +
X

i

M i

�

�i+
1

2
�J

2�2M i

�

+
1

�

X

i

�
��2i

2
� ln

�
2cosh[�(h + �i+ J� ��i)]

�
�

(13)

being now a functionalofM i;
��i and �. At the saddle

point��i = �J�M i and we�nd that@ �F1=@�� 0,thatis,

free energy F1 in the lim it� = 1 doesnotdepend on �

and werecoverthe TAP freeenergy.

In the lim it � ! 0 the annealed random ness in the

uctuating �eld � reduces to a quenched one and the

one-levelhierarchicalfree energy reducesto

F1(�;0)=
�J2N

4
�(2� �)�

1

4

X

i;j

�J
2

ij(1� M
2

i)(1� M
2

j)

�
1

2

X

i;j

JijM iM j +
X

i

M i

�

�i�
1

2
�J

2
�M i

�

�
1

�

X

i

Z

D �iln
�
2cosh[�(h + �i+ �iJ

p
�)]

�
: (14)

In thisrepresentation wecan absorb theuctuating �eld

�i into the internalm agnetic �eld �i and add the G aus-

sian �-integration tothesum m ation overthelatticesites.

Afterthesubstitution �i = �i+ �iJ
p
� we�nd � = 1� Q ,

where again we denoted Q = N � 1
P

i
M 2

i,and recover

the TAP freeenergy.
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Itisclearfrom theaboveanalysisthatEq.(12b)has

alwaystwo solutions,one for � < 1 and the second for

� > 1. In the form er case it is a m axim um offree en-

ergy and in the latterone itisa m inim um . W e show in

the nextsubsection thatthe solution for� > 1 isan un-

stable extrem um offree energy (10)and hence the only

physically acceptable,stabilizing extension ofthe TAP

free energy is that with � < 1. Free energy (10) o�ers

a physicalinterpretation ofthe orderparam eters� and

�.The lastterm on the l.h.s.ofEq.(10)isthe genuine

interactingpartofthefreenergy.Itisa localfreeenergy

dueto Ising spinsin a random m agnetic�eld �iJ
p
� due

to spin con�gurationsofthereplicated spins(otherTAP

solutions). The �-integralstands for therm alaveraging

ofthe replicated spinsand the exponent� < 1 expresses

a weightwith which the replicated spinsa�ectthe local

partition function.Thatis,e�ectively just�N spinsare

inuenced by con�gurationsofthe replicated spins

B . Stability conditions

Saddle-point equations (11) and (12) should lead to

an extrem um offreeenergy F1(�;�).Thefreeenergy for

�xed hom ogeneous param eters � and � as a functional

ofonly localm agnetizationsM i,when Eq.(11c)forthe

localm agnetic�eld isused,should bea m inim um .O nly

then the nonlocalsusceptibility is positive sem ide�nite.

The nonlocalsusceptibility in the one-levelhierarchical

TAP theory is de�ned analogously as in the standard

TAP theory and reads

�
�
� 1
�

ij
= � �Jij

+ �ij

�

�
2
J
2 (1� Q � (1� �)�)+

1

�ii

�

: (15)

Thelocalinhom ogeneoussusceptibility in tiscaseis

�ii = 1� M
2

i � (1� �)

�D

�
(�)

i
t
2

i

E

�
�

D

�
(�)

i
ti

E2

�

�

(16)

The fundam entalconsistency condition (positivity of

the spin-glass susceptibility) is Eq.(6b) with the local

susceptibility �ii from Eq.(16)reads

1�
�2J2

N

X

i

�

1� (1� �)

D

�
(�)

i t
2

i

E

�
� �

D

�
(�)

i ti

E2

�

�2

:

(17)

If this condition is ful�lled free energy F1(�;�) from

Eq.(10) is a physically acceptable and consistent solu-

tion for localm agnetizations M i,hom ogeneous overlap

susceptibility � and m ultiplicity factors�. Itisevident

from Eq.(17)thatifaTAP solution breakscondition (2),

that is Eq.(17)for � = 1,and we increase � to higher

valuesweworsen theinstability oftheTAP solution.To

im prove upon the incurred instability ofthe TAP solu-

tion we m ust evidently decrease the m ultiplicity factor

� to values lower than one. That is,we have to m ax-

im ize free energy with respect to the m atrix ofoverlap

susceptibilities.

IfEq.(17)doesnothold weareunableto�nd astable

equilibrium state thatwould notdepend on initialcon-

ditions and would be separable from other m acroscopic

statesby a �nite gap in free energy. The degeneracy of

theTAP freeenergy hencehasnotbeen lifted in freeen-

ergy (10)com pletely.Toim proveupon thisde�ciency we

have to go to a theory with a higher num ber ofhierar-

chiesK > 1.Itisevidentthatthe two-levelfree energy

F2(�1;�1;�2;�2)reducesto F1(�;�)ifeither�2 = 0 or

�1 = �2.Itisstraightforwardtodem onstratethatbreak-

down ofcondition (17)leadsto an instability ofequality

�2 = 0 and thesecond overlap susceptibility �2 startsto

peelo� from itszero value.

In the generalized TAP theory with localm agnetiza-

tions M i,internalm agnetic �elds �i and hom ogeneous

overlap susceptibilities �1;�1;:::;�K ;�K as order pa-

ram eters, m inim ization of the TAP free energy w.r.t.

localparam eters does no longer play an essentialrole

forstability ofm acroscopic states. Thiscondition isre-

placed in the hierarchicalextension ofthe TAP theory

by a m ore im portantcondition,an extrem um w.r.t.the

hom ogeneous order param eters,overlap susceptibilities

�l with their m ultiplicities �l for l = 1;2;:::;K . Ex-

trem um ofthe hierarchicalfree energy w.r.t. hom oge-

neous param eters leads to an extrem um in therm ody-

nam ic inhom ogeneity offree energy. Since only �l < 1

lead to m inim ization oftherm odynam ic inhom ogeneity,

wehavetom axim izefreeenergytoachievetheleastinho-

m ogeneousstate.Freeenergy F1 m ay hencealso becom e

unstable when the one-levelsolution doesnotm axim ize

free energy and solutions with a higher num ber ofhi-

erarchicallevels(di�erentvaluesforthe overlap suscep-

tibilities) produce a higher free energy.This happens if

equation �2 = �1 becom esunstable and a new value of

�2 < �1 em erges.Thishappensifthe following stability

condition isbroken [19]

1 �
�2J2

N

X

i

D

�
(�)

i (1� t
2

i)
2

E

�
: (18)

Unlike Eq.(17) condition (18) gets stabilized with in-

creasing �. In the TAP theory with � = 0 both condi-

tionscoincide.

It is necessary that both conditions, Eq. (17) and

Eq.(18),are satis�ed for the equilibrium values ofall

order param eters so that free energy (10) leads to sta-

ble therm odynam ic states for alm ost allcon�gurations

ofspin couplings.Itdependson theequilibrium valueof

the param eter� which ofthese two conditionsis(m ore)

broken and henceresponsiblefortheeventualinstability

ofthe one-levelTAP free energy F1. ItisEq.(18)that

m akesthe solution for� ! 0 unstable,TAP free energy

from Eq.(14). ItisEq.(17)thatleadsto instability of

solutionswith � ! 1,TAP freeenergy (3).Notethatin

the averaged theory the relevantinstability condition of
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theextended TAP theory correspondsto thestability of

the one-step RSB schem e.

C . A sym ptotic solution near the criticalpoint

Stationarity equations (11) and (12) in fullgeneral-

ity are di�cultto solve fora �xed con�guration ofspin

couplings.O necan,however,investigatethebehaviorof

the order param eters close to the spin-glass transition.

In particular,one can explicitly con�rm that the TAP

solutions becom e unstable below the spin-glass transi-

tion whenevercondition (2)isbroken. W e prove in this

subsection that ifEq.(2) is broken the overlap suscep-

tibility � becom es positive and the m ultiplicity factor

� 2 (0;1) deviates from its equilibrium value from the

high-tem peraturephase.

Thesm allparam eterin thelow-tem peraturephaseis

theoverlap susceptibility.W ehenceexpand allnecessary

quantities from stationarity equations (11) into powers

of�. W e willneed the two leading nontrivialorders.

The asym ptotic form ofthe localm agnetization at the

AT linereads

M i

:
= �i� �

2
J
2(1� �)�i(1� �

2

i)�

+ �
4
J
4(1� �)�i(1� �

2

i)
�
2� � � (3� 2�)�2i

�
�
2 (19)

wherewedenoted �i = tanh[�(h+ �i)].In expansion (19)

we assum ed thatthe internalm agnetic �eld is�xed,al-

though itsstationary value also dependson �. Thisde-

pendencewillbeevaluated attheend ofourcalculations.

The di�erence on the r.h.s.ofEq.(12a)m ustbe ex-

panded into �rst two orders in �. W e obtain with the

abovenotation

D

�
�)

i t
2

i

E

�
�

D

�
(�)

i ti

E2

�

:
= �

2
J
2(1� �

2

i)
2
�

� �
4
J
4(1� �

2

i)
2[2� � � (8� 5�)�2i]�

2
: (20)

W e will need to expand the global param eter Q =

N � 1
P

i
M 2

i in Eq.(12b). Also this param eterm ustbe

expanded to �rst two powers of�. W e obtain directly

from Eq.(19)

Q
:
=


�
2

i

�

av
� 2�2J2(1� �)



�
2

i(1� �
2

i)
�

av
�

+ �
4
J
4(1� �)



�
2

i(1� �
2

i)
�
5� 3� � (7� 5�)�2i

��

av
�
2

(21)

where we abbreviated hX iiav = N � 1
P

i
X i. Thisnota-

tion,originating in self-averaging property oflocalvari-

ables,wealso use in the following form ulas.

Nextwedenote

’ =
4

�2N

X

i

�
hlncosh[�(h + �i+ �J

p
�)]i

�

� lnhcosh
�
[�(h + �i+ �J

p
�)]i

1=�

�

i

:

W e expand this function to O (�3) and use it together

with Eq.(21)fortheevaluation oftheexpansion ofboth

sidesofEq.(12b).Using theprogram M ATHEM ATICA

we end up with

� = ��(2Q + �)� ’
:
= ��

2
�
1� �

2
J
2


(1� �

2

i)
2
�

av

+
2

3
�
4
J
4
�


(1� �

2

i)
2
�
3� 2� � (11� 8�)�2i

��

av

�

:

(22)

Beforeweproceed with solving theasym ptoticform s

ofequations (12a) and (12b) we have to determ ine the

�-dependence of the equilibrium value of the internal

m agnetic �eld �i. It is su�cient for our purposes to

expand this �eld only to linear power and we replace

�i ! �0i + � _�i.The localm agnetization changesaccord-

ingly

�i
:
= m i+ (1� m

2

i)�� _�i (23)

where we denoted m i = tanh[�(h + �0i)]the TAP lo-

calm agnetization with theuctuating internalm agnetic

�eld �0i determ ined by theTAP equation (4b).W ederive

an equation for� _�i from Eq.(11c).W e have

� _�i = �
2
J
2

h

(1� �)+ _Q

i

M i

+
X

j

�
�Jij � �ij�

2
J
2(1� Q )

�
_M j : (24a)

Further on,we obtain from Eq.(19) for _M i = dM i=d�

an asym ptoticrelation

_M i

:
= (1� m

2

i)[� _�i� �
2
J
2(1� �)m i]: (24b)

Theequation for _Q followsdirectly from expansion (21).

Com bingtheaboveequationsand usingthede�nition

forthe TAP susceptibility wecom eto a solution

� _�i
:
= �

2
J
2(1� �)

�

m i

� 2�2J2
hm 2

i(1� m 2
i)iav

(1� m 2
i)

X

j

�
T A P
ij m j

�

: (24c)

To reach a representation in closed form we have to

evaluate sum s with the linear susceptibility of type

N � 1
P

ij
�T A Pij f(m i)g(m j). W e derive an explicit for-

m ula forsuch sum sin Appendix B.

W ith explicitexpressionsforthe sum swith the non-

localsusceptibility wehaveathand allnecessary ingredi-

entsto resolvetheasym ptoticform sofequationsforthe

globalorderparam etersnearthe criticalpoint.W e �rst

use Eq.(B11)to evaluate



(1� �

2

i)
2
�

av
:
=


(1� m

2

i)
2
�

av
� 4



(1� m

2

i)
2
m i� _�i

�

av
�

=


(1� m

2

i)
2
�

av
+ 4�2J2(1� �)



m

4

i(1� m
2

i)
�

av
�

� 8�4J4


m

2

i(1� m
2

i)
�

av



m

2

i(1� m
2

i)
2
�

av
� (25)
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W ith thisresulttheasym ptoticform oftheequation for the overlap susceptibility reads

�
2
J
2


(1� m

2

i)
2
�

av
� 1

:
= �

4
J
4
�
� 


(1� m
2

i)
�
2� � � 2(5� 3�)m2i + (4� �)m 4

i

�
]
�

av

+ 8�2J2(1� �)


m

2

i(1� m
2

i)
�

av



m

2

i(1� m
2

i)
2
�

av

	
(26)

whilethe equation forthe m ultiplicity factor� can be rewritten to

�
2
J
2


(1� m

2

i)
2
�

av
� 1

:
=
2

3
�
4
J
4
�
� 


(1� m
2

i)
�
3� 2� � 2(7� 5�)m2i + (5� 2�)m 4

i

�
]
�

av

+ 12�2J2(1� �)


m

2

i(1� m
2

i)
�

av



m

2

i(1� m
2

i)
2
�

av

	
: (27)

Both equations(26)and (27)arein factde�ningequa-

tions for the overlap susceptibility �. Left-hand sides

ofboth equations are identicaland becom e positive in

thelow-tem peraturephasewhen condition (2)isbroken.

Sincethesolutionsfrom both equationsm ustlead to the

sam euniquevalueof� wehaveto equalright-hand sides

oftheseequations.Asa resultweobtain an equation for

thevalueoftheparam eter� along theAT lineofcritical

points.Itssolution reads

�
:
=
2hm 2

i(1� m 2
i)
2iav

h(1� m 2
i)
3iav

: (28)

Param eter� obtained from Eq.(28)isthelim iting value

of the low-tem perature solution at the AT line. It is

positive at �nite m agnetic �eld. This causes no prob-

lem ,since we know that the high-tem perature solution

obeying theconsistency condition (2)isindependentof�

(therm odynam ically hom ogeneous). To determ ine the

deviation of� from itsvalue atthe AT line in the spin-

glassphasewehad togotohigherordersoftheexpansion

in �.

W ith the above solution for the m ultiplicity factor

we can use eitherEq.(26)orEq.(27)to determ ine the

overlap susceptibility �.Thesolution forthisparam eter

is physicalonly if the r.h.s. of Eqs.(26) and (27) is

positive. W e can conclude already from Eq.(28) that

thiscannotbe the case down to zero tem perature along

theAT line.Thegeom etricparam eter� m ustbesm aller

than one. W e have a criticalvalue �c ofthisparam eter

atwhich the r.h.s.ofEqs.(26)and (27)vanish,nam ely

�c = 2
h(1� m 2

i)(1� 3m 2
i)iavh(1� m 2

i)(1� 3m 2
i + 2m 4

i)iav

h(1� m 2
i)(1� 4m 2

i)i
2
av � hm 2

i(1� m 2
i)ih(1� m 2

i)(1� 2m 2
i)iav + hm 4

i(1� m 2
i)ih(1� m 2

i)(1� 9m 2
i)iav

: (29)

Using the solution for � from Eq.(28) on the l.h.s. of

Eq.(29)weobtain an equation fora criticalvalueofthe

m agnetic �eld (tem perature) above (below) which the

above asym ptotic solution breaksdown and we have to

go to higher-orderterm sin the expansion in the overlap

susceptibility.W ehenceexperienceacrossoverin thebe-

haviorofthehom ogeneousorderparam etersalongthein-

stability (AT)lineifwegotohigh m agnetic�elds.W hile

in low m agnetic�eldstheoverlap susceptibility isdeter-

m ined from a linearequation (26),we have a quadratic

equation determ ining the leading asym ptotic term near

theAT linein high m agnetic�elds.Theinstability ofthe

TAP equation in high m agnetic�eldsisarathercom plex

task and willbe presented in a separatepublication.

V . SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

W eanalyzed thelow-tem peraturetherm odynam icsof

m ean-�eld m odelsofspin glasses.In particular,we con-

centrated on the behavior oftherm odynam ic potentials

for individualcon�gurationsofspin couplings. For this

purposeThouless,Anderson,and Palm erproposedacon-

struction ofa con�gurationally-dependentfreeenergy of

theSherrington-K irkpatrickm odel.Thederivationofthe

TAP free energy is,however,valid only ifa convergence

or stability condition (2) is obeyed. Typicalcon�gura-

tionsofspin couplingsin the spin glassphase eitherdo

not allow for solutions ofthe TAP equations satisfying

this condition or produce a m ultitude ofsolutions de-

generate in free energy m acroscopically m any ofwhich

break Eq.(2).Thissituation naturally evokesa num ber
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ofquestions aboutthe TAP construction: 1)Is it com -

plete? 2)Doesitproduce stable equilibrium states? 3)

Does the therm odynam ic lim it exist? Finally,we know

thattheexactsolution oftheSK m odelistheParisiRSB

schem e.Theorderparam etersintroduced by thereplica

trick arenotm anifested in theTAP therm odynam icpo-

tentials. Hence,we should answeranotherquestion: 4)

Atwhatstagedo the RSB orderparam etersem erge?

Presently,itispredom inantly assum ed thattheTAP

theoryiscom pleteasitisand containsallnecessaryorder

param etersfrom which we can constructthe exactsolu-

tion.Itdoesnotproduce a single equilibrium state,but

rather exponentially m any locally stable and unstable

statesseparated by in�nite energy barriersand (alm ost)

degenerate in free energy. Hence a weighted sum (1)of

localfree-energy m inim a is to be taken into accountto

constructa globalequilibrium state with which we can

construct the therm odynam ic lim it. The only inform a-

tion m issingin theTAP therm odynam icpotentialsisthe

com plexity,i.e.,thenum berofavailableTAP states,lo-

calm inim aoftheTAP freeenergy.Thereis,however,no

traceoftheRSB orderparam etersin theTAP construc-

tion and they areintroduced only in courseofaveraging

overthe quenched random nessin spin couplings.

In thispaperwe proposed alternative answersto the

aboveurgentquestionsabouttheTAP construction and

itsrelation to the RSB orderparam eters. W e explicitly

dem onstrated that the TAP free energy for situations

with broken stability condition (2)isunstableThe TAP

approach becom es incom plete and m ust be enriched by

new order param eters. The necessity for the enhance-

m entofthe TAP construction em ergesdue to the need

to lift degeneracy in the TAP free energy that cannot

separate stable from unstable states. Unlike the exist-

ing approacheswe do notneed to assum e im penetrable

energy barriers between di�erent TAP states. W e al-

low for energy ows between these states ifit is ther-

m odynam ically convenientand ifitleadsto stabilization

ofequilibrium states. The energy ow between them is

m ediated and controlled by new hom ogeneousorderpa-

ram eters,overlap susceptibilities.Theseadditionalorder

param etersaredeterm ined therm odynam ically from sta-

tionarity equations so that to achieve a therm odynam -

ically hom ogeneous free energy with (m arginally) sta-

ble equilibrium states. The overlap susceptibilities in-

troduced in theproposed extension oftheTAP construc-

tion ofa con�gurationally-dependentfree energy are di-

rectly related to theParisiRSB orderparam eters.They

coincide after averaging over spin couplings. Since the

con�gurationally-dependentfreeenergywith overlap sus-

ceptibilitiesisself-averaging,averaging overrandom ness

isperform ed within linearresponsetheory and with the

uctuation-dissipation theorem asin the case ofthe SK

solution.

W e dem onstrated in this paper that the TAP con-

struction is incom plete in the low-tem perature phase,

the TAP states are unstable and decay into a com pos-

ite state described by inhom ogeneous localm agnetiza-

tionsand hom ogeneousoverlap susceptibilities. The ex-

tended freeenergy from which thephysicalvaluesofthe

orderparam etersaredeterm ined isself-averaging with a

wellde�ned equilibrium stateand therm odynam iclim it.

The RSB orderparam eters,the overlap susceptibilities,

em erge due to therm aluctuations as m ediators ofin-

teraction between di�erentTAP states. Averaging over

random ness is harm less and does not change the struc-

ture ofthe phase spaceofthe orderparam eters.

W hen com pared with the existing treatm ents ofthe

therm odynam ic behavior of spin-glass m odels we can

conclude that the hierarchicalTAP free energy (9) re-

ducesto theTAP oneforequilibrium statesdescribed by

localm agnetizations satisfying condition (2). The pro-

posed extension oftheTAP construction m ay then seem

redundant,sinceonly TAP solutionsbeing localm inim a

satisfying Eq.(2)arephysically relevant.Itis,however,

not the case. The proper analytic continuation ofthe

TAP approach to unstable states guarantees a consis-

tentdescription ofallstateswithoutatediousway ofthe

separation oflocally stableand unstablesolutionsofthe

TAP equations. M oreover,the interaction between the

TAP solutionsintroduced by the overlap susceptibilities

changesthe structureoftheunderlying phasespaceand

the value offree energy. The hierarchicalTAP theory

doesnotrequire solving num erically the TAP equations

fortypicalcon�gurationsofspin couplingsin �nite vol-

um esorto calculate the com plexity ofthe TAP theory.

Todeterm inetherm odynam icpropertiesoftheSK m odel

we can directly average the con�gurationally-dependent

free energy in the therm odynam ic lim it,which is a sig-

ni�cantsim pli�cation.
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A P P EN D IX A :SP IN G LA SS SU SC EP T IB ILIT Y

A N D T H E R ESO LV EN T

Theaveraged localsusceptibility � and thespin-glass

susceptibility �SG can bederived from theresolventcon-

structed from theinversenonlocalsusceptibility.Thein-

verseofthenonlocalsusceptibility isa second derivative

offreeenergy and can generally be represented as

�
�
� 1
�

ij
= � �Jij + �ij

0

@
1

�ii
+
X

j

�
2
J
2

ij�jj

1

A : (A1)
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Theresolventfora com plex energy z (scaled by � in the

sam eway asthe inversesusceptibility)isde�ned

G (z)=
1

N
Tr

h

zb1� b�� 1
i� 1

: (A2)

The averaged localsusceptibility and the spin-glasssus-

ceptibility can be derived from the resolventas

� =
1

N

X

i

�ii = � G (0) (A3a)

�SG =
1

N

X

ij

�
2

ij = �
dG (z)

dz

�
�
�
�
z= 0

(A3b)

In the Sherrington-K irkpatrick m odel we haveP

j
�2J2ij�jj = �2J2� = � �2J2G (0). W e now use

a theorem of Pastur [20]for the resolvent of m atrices

with o�-diagonal elem ents being G aussian random

variables with variance J2=N . W hen applied to the

inversesusceptibility weobtain for�G (z)= G (z)� G (0)

�G (z)= �
1

N

X

i

�2ii(z� �2J2�G (z))

1� �ii(z� �2J2�G (z))
: (A4)

Using the de�nition of the spin-glass susceptibility,

Eq.(A3b)weobtain

�SG =

1

N

X

i

�2ii

(1+ �2J2�G (0)� ii)
2

1�
�2J2

N

X

i

�2ii

(1+ �2J2�G (0)� ii)
2

(A5)

Assum ing continuity ofthe resolventatorigin z = 0 we

have�G (0)= 0 and weend up with representation (6a).

Note thatthe resolventrepresentation (A4)doesnot

excludea nontrivialsolution for�G (0).Setting z = 0 in

Eq.(A4)weobtain an equation

�G (0)= �
2
J
2�G (0)

1

N

X

i

�2ii

1+ �2J2�G (0)� ii

(A6)

allowing for a nontrivialsolution ifthe stability condi-

tion (2)isbroken. Thisnontrivialsolution wasused by

Plefka in Refs.[16,17]in hisextension ofthe TAP the-

ory. Ifwe choose the nontrivialsolution for�G (0)dic-

tated byanalyticityoftheresolventin thecom plexplane,

the spin-glass susceptibility is no longer represented by

Eq.(6a) but rather by Eq.(A5) and rem ains positive

in the spin-glassphase. The new param eter�G (0)> 0

cannot,however,bederived from a freeenergy and does

not possess a diagram m atic representation. It is not a

proper sym m etry-breaking order param eter ofa m icro-

scopic origin. M oreover,with this param eter we break

continuity ofthe resolventand

lim
z! 0

G (z)6= G (0)= �
1

N

X

i

�ii : (A7)

The last equality is the de�nition of the averaged lo-

calsusceptibility,Eq.(A3a). The discontinuity m akesa

physicalinterpretation and explanation ofthe orderpa-

ram eter�G (0)di�cult.W e can only observethatposi-

tivity of�G (0)form ally expressesa deviation from the

uctuation-dissipation theorem .Thereisno evidence or

indication thattheTAP solutionsreally lead toa discon-

tinuousresolventand �G (0)> 0 in thespin-glassphase.

An alternativeway how to reach therm odynam icconsis-

tencyand positivityofthespin-glasssusceptibilitywithin

a m icroscopic construction provided by the hierarchical

freeenergy with a uctuation-dissipation theorem in the

extended phasespacewith realspin replicasiso�ered in

thispaper.

A P P EN D IX B :SU M S W IT H T H E N O N LO C A L

M EA N -FIELD SU SC EP T IB ILIT Y

The m ean-�eld approxim ation is a single-site theory

in thatite�ectively decouplesdistinctlattice sites.The

decoupling ofdistinct lattice sites leads to a sim pli�ca-

tion ofsum swith nonlocalfunctions.Thesesum scan be

converted in the m ean-�eld theory to uncorrelated lat-

tice sum swith site-localfunctions. Correlation between

di�erentsitesentersm ean-�eld expressionsonly via ho-

m ogeneous globalparam eters being again uncorrelated

sum soverlatticesites.

In the spin-glassm ean-�eld theory we are interested

in sum swith the nonlocalsusceptibility ofform

C [f;g]=
1

N

X

ij

�ijf(m i)g(m j) (B1)

The only nonlocalterm in the susceptibility is the spin

exchange �Jij. Itisthe o�-diagonalpartofthe suscep-

tibility thatm akestheevaluation ofsum sfrom Eq.(B1)

di�cult. W e hence use the following representation for

the nonlocalsusceptibility

�ij = �ii

"

�ij +
X

k

0
�Jik�kj

#

= �ii+ �ii

"

�Jij +
X

k

�Jik�kk�Jkj

+
X

k6= j

X

l6= i

�Jik�kk�Jkl�ll�Jlj + :::

3

5 �jj (B2)

wheretheprim ed sum doesnotallow forrepetition ofsite

indices. It m eans that only self-avoiding random walks

contributeto theinversem atrix in theform alsolution to

Eq.(B2).

Representation (B2) can easily be proved by a dia-

gram m aticexpansionwhen thede�nition oftheTAP sus-

ceptibility (5)isused.W esuccessively excluderepeating

siteindicesin them ultiplesum softheexpansion forthe
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inverse ofthe r.h.s. ofexpression (5). The diagonalele-

m entofthe susceptibility �ii wasdeterm ined along this

linee.g.in Ref.[5].

Since the site indices in Eq.(B2) are decoupled we

can use the following functionalrepresentation for the

spin exchangeofthe SK m odel

�Jij =
�2J2

N
[r im j + m ir j]: (B3)

W e denoted r i � �ii@=@m i. Representation (B3) is a

consequenceofthefactthatjustsquaresofthespin cou-

pling Jij contribute to the sum C [f;g].The paired spin

exchange to the given one Jij connecting lattice sites i

and jcan beextracted from theend-pointfunctionsoflo-

calm agnetizationsm i and/orm j.A m oredetailed proof

ofEq.(B3)can be found in Ref.[18].

Using Eq.(B3)wecan representtheo�-diagonalsus-

ceptibility e�ij = �ij � �ii�ij as

e�ij =
�2J2

N
fr i�iim j�jj + m i�iir i�jj

+ r iX j + m i�iiYjg (B4)

where we denoted globalparam eters X j =
P

k
m ke�kj

and Yj =
P

k
r ke�kj.Note thatthe di�erentialoperator

r i acts to the right on functions of the localm agne-

tization m i only. The lattice sum s in the de�nition of

the globalparam etersX j and Yj should avoid the �xed

index j. In the m ean-�eld approxim ation we can ne-

glectthisrestriction,sincethe di�erenceisonly oforder

O (N � 1).

Itisstraightforwardto�nd from Eq.(B4)an equation

for

X i = �
2
J
2
�
hr km k�kkiavm i�ii+ hm

2

k�kkiavr i�ii

+ hr km k�kkiavX i+ hm
2

k�kkiavYi
	

(B5)

where we denoted as in the m ain text hX kiav �

N � 1
P

k
X k.Analogously we�nd

Yi = �
2
J
2
fhr kr k�kkiavm i�ii+ hr km k�kkiavr i�ii

+ hr kr k�kkiavX i+ hr km k�kkiavYig : (B6)

To represent the solution for these param eters con-

cisely we denote l = �2J2h(1 � m 2
i)
2iav and r =

�2J2hm 2
i(1� m 2

i)iav.Then

X i =
(1� l)(l� 2r)m i�ii+ rr i�ii

(1� l)2 + 2r(2� l)
(B7)

and

Yi = (2l� r)
� 2m i�ii+ (1� l)r i�ii

(1� l)2 + 2r(2� l)
: (B8)

Inserting Eqs,(B7)and (B8)in Eq.(B4)we obtain

�ij = �ii�ij +
�2J2

N [(1� l)2 + 2r(2� l)]

� f(1+ 2r� l)[r i�iim j�jj + m i�iir j�jj]

� 2(l� 2r)m i�iim j�jj + rr i�iir j�jjg : (B9)

Equation (B9)hold onlyin theleadingN � 1 order.Hence

the second term on the r.h.s. contributes only to the

o�-diagonalpart and to lattice sum s with the nonlocal

susceptibility.

This representation is stilla rather com plicated ex-

pression.Fortunately,weneed to know forourpurposes

the nonlocal susceptibility only along the AT line for

which l= 1. In this case the nonlocalsusceptibility re-

ducesto

�ij = �ii�ij

+
�2J2

2N
[2r i�iim j�jj + 2m i�iir j�jj + r i�iir j�jj]

�
h(1� m 2

k
(1� 3m 2

k
)iav

hm 2
k
(1� m 2

k
)iavh(1� m 2

k
)2iav

m i�iim j�jj : (B10)

Using thisresultforfunctionsf(m i)= m i(1� m 2
i)and

g(m j)= m j in Eq.(B1)we�nd an explicitrepresentation

fora sum with thenonlocalsusceptibility attheAT line

needed in Eq.(25)

1

N

X

ij

�ijm i(1� m
2

i)m j =
�2J2

2



(1� m

2

k)
2
�

av



(1� m

2

k)(1� 3m 2

k)
�

av
: (B11)

Notice that the nonlocalsusceptibility (B9) divergesat

thecriticalpointofthe SK m odelonly atzero m agnetic

�eld wherer= 0.
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