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W e analyze the low —tem perature behavior of m ean— eld equations of Thouless, A nderson, and
Palmer (TAP).W e dem onstrate that degeneracy in free energy m akes the low -tem perature TAP
statesunstable. D 1 erent solutions ofthe TAP equations, independent iIn the TAP approach, becom e
coupled ifan in nitesin al interaction between them is introduced. By m eansofreal spin replicaswe
derive a selfaveraging free energy free ofunstable statesw ith localm agnetizations and hom ogeneous
overlap susceptibilities between di erent spoin replicas as order param eters. W e thereby extend the
TAP approach to a consistent description of the spin-glass phase for all con gurations of spin
exchange w ith (m argihally) stable and them odynam ically hom ogeneous free energy.

PACS num bers: 64.60Ln,75.50 Lk

I. INTRODUCTION

T he P arisi replica-sym m etry breaking RSB) scheme
'E:] wasproved to be an exact solution ofthe Sherrington-—
K irkpatrick (SK ) m odel of spin glasses ig]. T he analytic
form ofthem ean- eld theory of Ising spin glassesishence
known.W hat hasnot yet been unam biguously identi ed
is the physical origin of the order param eters from the
R SB solution ofthe replica trick . T he replica trick isused
to allow averaging of free energy over random con gura—
tions of spin couplings. Them al and disorder-induced
uctuations are summ ed In the replica trick sin ultane-
ously via a single averaging ofan n-tin es replicated parti-
tion function. O ne is hence unable to determ ine w hether
the form er or the latter uctuations give rise to the order
param eters from the Parisi solution. To nd the phys—
ical origin of the order param eters of the RSB solution
one m ust separate the them aland the disorder-induced
uctuations.

T he direct them odynam ic approach summ ing sepa—
rately the them al uctuations for xed typical con g—
urations of spin couplings J;5 in the SK model was pi-
oneered by Thouless, Anderson, and Palm er E_B:]. The
standard TAP theory ofthe SK m odel contains only lo—
calm agnetizationsm ; as order param eters. T he averag—
ing of the TAP free energy over random ocon gurations
w ithin lnearresoonse theory and with the uctuation-
dissipation theorem leads to the (replica-sym m etric) SK
solution unstable in the low -tem perature phase Eﬂ]. That
is, no ParisiR SB param eters em erge directly In the TAP
theory.

The assum ptions m ade for the averaging over ran—
dom ness in the TAP theory are essentially equivalent to
unigqueness ofthe equilbrium state for each relevant con—

guration of spin couplings. It appeared rather soon,
how ever, that the TAP equations display a m ultitude of
solutions in the spin-glass phase -ﬁ] resulting In a com —
plx freeenergy landscape of quasiequilbriuim states f_d].
The existence of multiple solutions of the TAP equa-
tions would not pose a problem if di erent states were

distinguishable by sym m etry-breaking elds introduced
In free energy. The solutions of the TAP equations in
the spin—glass phase are highly degenerate In free energy
and cannot be singled out by extemal elds. Even worse
is the fact that for a lJarge num ber of con gurations of
soin couplings there are no stable states, Jocalm Inin a of
the TAP free energy [5, -rj]. O ne hence cannot de ne a
unique m acroscopic them odynam ically stable state for
these con gurations. The existence of an exponentially
large num ber of solutions ofthe m ean— eld equations has
becom e a hallm ark of spinglassm odels. A new branch
of research on com plexity of solutions in the m ean—- eld
theory of spin glasses em erged 'B,:_Q,:_l-g', :_1-1;]

T henonexistence oftherm odynam ically stablem acro—
scopic states for m a prity of con gurations of spin cou—
plings hinders the existence of the them odynam ic lim it
In the TAP approach. To circum vent this problem De
Dom Inicis and Young suggested that the equilbbrium
state n the TAP approach be de ned as a weighted sum
over di erent TAP solutions [:_L-Z_:] T hat is, one assum es
that the partition function can be represented as

A
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where N is the number of TAP solutions labeled by su-—
perscript . A ssum ption @') m eans that the phase space
ofthe SK m odelise ectively disconnected. Tt consists of
podkets of spin con gurations corresponding to di erent
TAP solutions separated by in penetrable in nite energy
barriers.

A beit assum ption {1:) de nes a relation between in—
dividual TAP solutions and the m acroscopic them ody—
nam ic state, i does not introduce the RSB order pa—
ram eters. They em erge in the D e D om nicis and Young
com pletion ofthe TAP theory when the replica trick for
averaging over random ocon gurations of spin couplings
isused. W ithout averaging over random nesswe are able
neither to verify Eq. @') nor to trace down the genesis of
the RSB order param eters beyond the replica trick.
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A veraging over random ness should not generally be
the eventual tool for introducing the R SB order param e-
ters. G uerra and Toninelli recently proved that the free
energy ofthe SK m odel is selfaveraging f_l-i_’;] Should the
TAP approach be exact, one had to trace down the Parisi
order param eters w ithin the TAP approach w thout re-
sorting to averaging over random ness. A question then
arises whether the TAP construction indeed provides a
com plete description of the thermm odynam ics of the SK
m odel.

W eknow thatto derivethe TAP theory wehaveto as—
sum e uniqueness ofthe them odynam ic equilbrium state
described by a set of local m agnetizations. T his, how —
ever, is the case only if a convergence condition for the
Iinked-clister expansion
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holds l_l-l_l'] Equality in the above condition determ ines
the de A Im eida-Thouless AT) line separating the high—
tem perature from the soin—glass phase along which the

soin-glass susoeptbility diverges [15] C ondition (ﬁ
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 ust continue analytically the TAP them ody—
nam icpotentials from the high-tem perature phase, whhere
Eqg. (;_2) is obeyed, to the low -tem perature one, w here the
latter condition m ay be broken. Such a procedure is not
uniquely de ned, unless we have appropriate sym m etry—
breaking elds at our disposal. P resently, it is assum ed
that there are only localm agnetic elds, Legendre con ju—
gates to the localm agnetizations, as sym m etry-breaking
forces. The TAP free energy in the spin-glass phase con—
sequently has the sam e form as in the high-tem perature
phase, i. e, it isdescribed by the sam e order param eters,
localm agnetizationsm ;.

R ecently P lefka suggested that the TAP equations in
situations w ith unstable states where Eq. ('_2) is broken
should be stabilized by introducing a new "order param —

eter", a correction to the local m agnetic susoethbJJJty
beyond the uctuation-dissipation theorem ﬂ16 P kfka’s
extended solution, how ever, doesnot allow fora diagram —
m atic representation, the order param eter for the devia-
tion from the uctuation-dissipation theorem cannot be
derived from free energy, and hence a physicalm eaning
cannot be given to the calculations containing the TAP
solutions breaking condition (:2:) . A lthough the unstablk
states seem to becom e m argihally stable in the them o-
dynam ic lim it fl7:], the num ber of states breaking condi-
tion (2 ) linearly increasesw ith the num ber of lattice sites
and dJyerges In the them odynam ic lim i [5 -72] Unstable
states from largebut nite volum eshence rem ain statisti-
cally relevant also in the them odynam ic lim it, since the
negative values of the rh s. ofEq. ér_j)vanjsh w ith power
N 27 fid,17]. W e hence cannot disregard or inappro-
prately treat the nitewvolum e unstable states w ithout
further considerations. W e can deduce that the num ber

of TAP con gurationsw ith unstable states ism acroscop—
ically relevant in the them odynam ic 1im it also indirectly
when averaging the TAP free energy over spin couplings
Ji5 - U sing linear response and the uctuation-dissipation
theorem , equivalent to selfaveraging property of free en—
ergy of ergodic system s, we fail to produce a them o—
dynam ically stabl equilbriim state in the soin-glass
phase. Sinhce we know that the exact free energy of the
SK m odel is selfaveraging, the TAP construction breaks
down In the spin—glass phase. To attain a selfaveraging
con gurationally-dependent free energy we m ust extend
consistently the TAP free energy also to con gurations
w ith unstable states, i. e., beyond the validiy of nequal-
ity @).

Theamm ofthispaper is to dem onstrate that the TAP
free energy becom es unstable whenever stability condi-
tion (:_2) is broken and the TAP equations do not have a
sihgle solution independent of the iniial conditions. By
using spin replicas for portions of the phase space be-
Ionging to di erent TAP solutions we show that linear
response theory is broken when an in nitesim al interac—
tion between di erent spin replicas (solutionsofthe TAP
equations) is introduced. T hisbreakdow n generatesa set
of new hom ogeneous order param eters, overlap suscepti-
bilitiesbetw een di erent replicas. T hey lift degeneracy in
the TAP free energy and break independence ofdi erent
solutions of the TAP equations. W e derive a generaliza—
tion ofthe TAP free energy for one con guration of spin
couplings containing site-dependent localm agnetizations
M ; and hom ogeneous localoverlap susceptibilities 2P as
order param eters. T he latter are directly related to the
R SB orderparam etersofthe P arisisolition. In the para—
m agnetic phase 2° = 0 and we recover the TAP free
energy. In the low -tem perature phase, for con gurations
of spin couplings or which condition (:2:) is broken, the
overlap susceptibilities becom e nonzero and we observe
m acroscopic deviations from the TAP free energy. D if-
ferent solutions ofthe TAP equations are hence not sepa-—
rated by In nie energy barriers. M utual them odynam —
ically nduced interaction between solutions of the TAP
equations m ediated by the overlap susceptibilities inter—
connects parts of the phase space separated in the TAP
theory. T he phase space becom es sin ply connected and
stable m acroscopic therm odynam ic states exist for each
con guration of spin couplings independently ofw hether
condition (:g) is ful lled or not. T he interaction betw een
di erent TAP states also leads to the existence of a sin—
gk equilbrium state w th a wellde ned them odynam ic
lim i generated from a selfaveraging free energy func-
tional.

T he paper is organized as follows. In Sec. :13[ we re—
call the basic Ingredients ofthe TAP theory w ith restric-
tions on is applicability. W e use real replicas and the
dem and of them odynam ic hom ogeneity to extend (ana—
Iytically continue) the TAP approach to s:t:uat:ons w ith
unstable TAP states in Sec. ']It In Sec. -1V. we reduce
the general theory to one hierarchical level and present
them odi ed TAP equations, study their stability and -



nally dem onstrate explicitly near the critical point that

the TAP construction indeed becom es unstable in the

soin-glass phase. In the last section we summ arize our
ndings and discuss their consequences.

II. TAP MEAN-FIELD THEORY AND
STABILITY OF ITS EQUILIBRIUM STATES

W e rst recall the basic concepts of the TAP the-
ory for the SK model so that we understand the re-
strictions under which the TAP theory is applicable. In
the diagram m atic representation the TAP free energy
was derived as a sum of tree and singledoop (cavity—

eld) contrbutions wih speci ¢ restgictions of the SK
m odel on spin couplings Jij, nam ely 3 ij“ 1= 0and

;9% = 32 [[8]. Dueto the uctuation-disspation the-
orem the local susceptibility containing the loop contri-
butions is a function of the localm agnetization and the
TAP free energy for the SK m odelis a functionalofonly
localm agnetizationsm ;. It is convenient to represent the
TAP free energy in the follow Ing fom
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w here we Introduced apart from localm agnetizationsm ;
also Intemal Inhom ogeneous m agnetic eld f . The sets
ofparam etersm ; and f are Legendre con jigate variables
and are treated variationally in free energy d:q’) . That is,
they have to determm ine an extrem al value of this free—
energy functional. T he corresponding stationariy (TAP)
equations for these param eters read
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These equations can now be solved num erically for -
nite num bers of lattice sites and given con gurations of
spin couplings. But not all solutions of equations (:ff) are
physicalones. O nly Jocally stable solutions for which the
nonlocal susceptibility does not contain negative eigen—
values are m eaningfiil. The inverse of the susceptibility
is de ned as a second derivative of free energy (:_3)
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That is, only Jocalm inin a ofthe TAP free energy @) asa
functional of localm agnetizationsm ;, when the Intermal
m agnetic elds are resolved, are physically acceptable.

N on-negativity of the eigenvalues of the linear sus—
ceptibility is not the only stability criterion. There is a
stronger condition on consistency of the TAP theory. Tt
is connected w ith the existence ofa non-degenerate equi-
Ibrium state, an assum ption used in the derivation of
the TAP free energy. T his condition is expressed aspos—
tivity of the spin—glass susoeptbility s¢ . It iseasy to

nd by summ ing the leading-order N ') diagramm atic
contrbutions E] that the spin—glass susceptibility has in
the SK m odel the follow Ing representation
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T his representation of the spin-glass susceptbility was

derived diagramm atically but it is valid quite generally

as ong astherhsofEq. d_6§) rem ains nonnegative, that

is if
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W e show in Appendix 5: that representation d_éé) can be
derived also non-perturbatively using a theorem ofPas—
tur and continuity of the resolvent for the inverse nonlo—
cal susoceptibility.

R ealizing that the localsusceptbility in the TAP the—
ory reads

4=1 m? (60)
we nd that the stability condition from Eg. @.) equals
the condition on positivity of the soin-glass susoceptibil-
iy, Eq. (fb). Positivity of the spin-glass susceptibility is
a feature that each consistent solution m ust possess. If
i is broken, then the phase space of the order param —
eters is ncom plete and som e relevant uctuations have
not been taken into acoount appropriately. N ote that in
generalpositivity ofthe spin-glass susceptibility doesnot
coincide w ith positivity ofthe eigenvalues ofthe nonlocal
susceptibility. O nly squares of the eigenvalues of the lat-
ter contribute to the form er. T he spin-glass susceptibility
m ay becom e negative even if the linear susceptibility is
posiive, that is or a localm nimum of the TAP free
energy.

The TAP theory was derived assum ing that the re—
sulting free energy lads to a single {mon-degenerate)
stable them odynam ic state. That is, the TAP equa-
tions ) Jead to a sigk physical solution that can be
separated from nonphysical ones by nite energy gaps.
W e know , how ever, that this is not the case In the soin—
glass phase. Hence the TAP free energy is Intemally
consistent only in the high-tem perature phase, where it
Jeads to a singke stable equilbriim state. O ne has to be
m ore careful when extending the TAP approach to the
Jow -tem perature phase. There we cannot separate the



physical solutions of the TAP equations from the non-
physical ones breaking stability condition ('_2) . W e have
to m odify the TAP approach to situations wih m any
quasiequilbrium and unstable states degenerate in free
energy.

III. THERM ODYNAM IC HOMOGENEITY AND

M ULTIPLE TAP STATES

The existence of m any solutions of the TAP equa—
tions degenerate in free energy hinders the existence ofa
stable m acroscopic equilbrium state and does not allow
to perform the themm odynam ic 1m . In a degenerate
case we cannot x a single solution when enlarging the
volum e of the system and large uctuation do not ex-—
tinguish in the them odynam ic lim it. D i erent unstable
solutions of the TAP equations degenerate in free en—
ergy can be distinguished only by initial conditions, be-
ing the only input to Egs. @) . Thism eans that the TAP
free energy ise ectively not therm odynam ically hom oge—
neous, since i does not depend only on spatial densities
of extensive variables. O ne way to handl a muliude
of quasiequilbrium states in the TAP approach isto as—
sum e in nite barriers between di erent TAP states (in—
dependence of di erent solutions of the TAP equations)
anduse Eq. @) . W e can, however, avoid assum ption @:)
in that we do not a prioriexclide interaction betw een dif-
ferent TAP states. Since di erent solutions of the TAP
equations belong in the beginning to lndependent sepa-—
rate parts of the phase space, we can introduce for each
TAP solution its own replica of the soin variables and
sum up them al uctuations foreach solution separately.
T his is actually the concept of realreplicas that hasbeen
used by the author to derive the RSB solution from the
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In this expression local m agnetizations M { and lo-
cal ntemalm agnetic elds { are con gurationally de-
pendent Legendre conjugate variational variables deter—
m Ined from stationarity equations analogously to the
TAP equations é'ff). Apart from these param eters we
introduced 2°;a 6 b, averaged overlap local suscep—
tibilities representing a linear response to the replica-—
mixing eld ®P. They are global (translationally in—
variant) variational variables, Legendre conjigates to
the symmetry breaking elds 2°. It is straightfor—

dem and of therm odynam ic hom ogeneity of the averaged
free energy [_l-g] In the TAP approach without averag—
Ing over random ness we can give a transparent physical
Interpretation to real spin replicas.

Let us assum e that we have di erent TAP solu—
tions (distinguished by their history). Since di erent so—
utions are initially therm odynam ically independent we
Introduce independent spin replica for each TAP solu—
tion and replicate -tim es the originalphase space. The
partition function on this replicated phase space can
Tr exp F H =

a=1

be represented as Tre ® =

P

P
Tr exp i79138§85+  ;S§ , where each

a=1

replicated spin variable S{ is treated independently, i e.,
the trace operator Tr operateson the -tim es replicated
phase space. The freeenergy ofan -tim es replicated sys—
tem is just -tim es the free energy of the non-replicated
one, if it is them odynam ically hom ogeneous. W e now
break independence of ndividual spin replicas and add a
an all (n niesim al) hom ogeneous pexglﬁi,atjon breaking
the replica independence H ( ) = i a<p PS2s).
W e could also break the replica Independence inhom oge—
neously by a site-dependent sym m etry-oreaking eld .?ib .
Since the stability condition forthe TAP theory, Eq. @),
is global, we are e ectively able to break the replica de-
pendence only globally as we dem onstrate in the next
section .

tisnotthe eld 2° connectingdi erent replicasthat
is of physical interest. W e are Interested in the linear
response of the system to this perturbation. W e derived
fl8]thataffer sw irchingo the eld 2°the -timesrepli
cated TAP free energy reads

h+ H)s: @

wardgto verify that at the saddle point we have *° =
N 1F hS8sPi;  hS2ip hSPir , where h:::ip stands
for therm al averaging.

Free energy F from Eq. (::/:) becom es Independent of
the replication index  and reduces to the TAP free en-—
ergy if 2 = 0. This is Jist the case when the con-
vergence criterion for the TAP theory, Eq. (;_2), holds.
A di erence between the origihal TAP free energy and
that from Eq. (-rj) an erges only in regions w ith unstable
states In the TAP equations. Free energy @) can hence



be viewed upon as a general orm of the TAP -lke free
energy for one con guration of soin couplings. D i erent
replica indices correspond to di erent solutions ofm ean-—
eld equations. Unlike the TAP approach the di erent

states in free energy (:j) are allowed to interact via the
overlap susceptibility 2P.

If free energy F is therm odynam ically hom ogeneous
it should not dependent on the replication param eter
W e already know that this isnot the case, at least forthe
averaged TAP free energy, when stability condition (';i)
is broken f_l-S_i] If therm odynam ic hom ogeneity is broken
we have to use the new order param eters so as to restore
this indam entalproperty. O nly them ally hom ogeneous
systam s possess non-degenerate stable equilbriim states
extram izing a free-energy functionaland can be extended
unigquely to In nite volum es. In our construction, it is
the m atrix of overlap susceptibilities that should restore
therm odynam ic hom ogeneity in the TAP approach.

W e now im pose the condition of therm odynam ic ho—
m ogeneity on free energy U) In that we dem and the ex—
istence of a unigue them odynam ic state. That is, all
soin replicas must be equivalent and must lead to the
sam e order param eters. T his property can be quanti ed
as follow s

M IS{ipr =M;; (8a)
ab _ ba; (8b)
£ iy fg=f i Pgn 8c)

E quation ('_8-@') says that at the level of localm agnetiza—
tions di erent spin replicas are indistinguishable. That
is, the Intemal local m agnetic elds are replica inde—
pendent, § = ;. Conditons dg-k_;) and @c-_;) restrict
the m atrix of overlap susceptibilities to be symm etric
wih rows (columns) being only perm utations of each
other. W e rem ind that 2* = 0. Thematrix 2 con-
tains then only 1 independent param eters. that
can be cast into groups of dentical values. If we set
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W e abbreviated D d;e 17= 2 andusad ( =
1l; x+1 = 0. Notice that In our derdvation ; < , <
i< g = and 1 > o, > ::::> g 0. Free

value 1, (2 1)-tin es an overlap

1)-tines an overlbp x .

2,and so on up to.

(x K

A sthe last step we have to determm ine the structure of
the matrix 2° with the above restrictions that would
lad to an analytic freeenergy functional of variables

;iii; g and ;:::; x . The easiest way to deter—
m fne them ost generalavailable structure of 2 isto use
a hierarchical construction. It startswih K = 1 and
Increases the num ber of di erent values of the overlap
susceptibilities only if the solution with K di erent val-
ues becom es unstable. In the case K = 1 the m atrix of
the overlap susceptibilities is uniquely determ ined by a
multiplicty ;1 of the only value ;. W e exam ine this
particular case in detail in the next section. If the theory
wih K = 1 isunstable, webuild up atheory with K = 2
valies of the overlap susceptbility, 1 and . We as-
sum e that not only the Individual replicas are equivalent
but also blocks of replicas describing the solution w ith
K = 1 are equivalent. That is, the diagonal elem ents in
the solution wih K = 1 are replaced by m atrices 1
w ith zero on the diagonaland ; on the o -diagonalpo—
sitions. The rem aining o -diagonal elem ents in the so-
ution with K = 2 are llked with the value ,. In this
way we go on to higher hierarchies. W e end up w ith
an ulram etric structure of the Parisi RSB solution. It
is of essential in portance that the ultram etric structure
allow s for an analytic representation of the hierarchical
free energy wih K di erent values of the overlap sus—
ceptibility. In fact, the ultram etric arrangem ent of the
overlap susceptibilities 2P seem s to be the m ost general
structure in which the free energy is an analytic function
ofparameters ;; 1 orl= 1;:::;K .

Inserting the ultram etric structure w ith K hierarchies
of * inEq. (/) and afterK ~tin es applied the H ubbard-
Stratonovich transformm ation linegrizing the spin vari-
ables in the exponent ofexpf 2J? __, 2°sfsPgweob-
tain an analytic representation ofthe K —levelhierarchical
generalization of the TAP free energy
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energy () should be an extremum w ih respect to m a-
trix 2 so that a them odynam ically hom ogeneous free
energy is produced. Them odynam ic hom ogeneiy is



achieved in free energy é'_é) if it does not depend on g .
This is equivalent to vanishing of x . Since the trivial
solution ;= 0alwayssatis esthe stationarity equations
forany 1= 1;:::;K , free energy (_S%) wih K hierarchies
is thermm odynam ically hom ogeneousif g = 0 istheonly
physical solution of the respective stationarity equation.
N onexistence of a nontrivial solution for i determ ines
the num berofhierarchicallevelsneeded to achieve a glob—
ally stable solution.

Both sets of parameters ; and ; must be treated
variationally and their physical values must be de-
termm ned from respective stationarity equations. The
equilbriim multplicity factors (¥, determ ined from
@Fg =@ ; = 0, no longer need be integers, form an in-
creasing sequence, and they even can be sm aller than
one. A s discussed in Ref. :_Lg' the stationarity equations
for ;havetwosoltions, ;¥ 1land ;¥ 1.Thelhtter
case is actually the physicalone, since £ m inin izes ther—
m odynam ic inhom ogeneity, if occurs. The valuie ;< 1
determ ines then a portion of the phase space (relative
num ber of lattice sites) of one TAP solution in uenced
by the existence ofother TAP solutions. W ith a hom oge—
neous, site-independent overlap susceptbility all soins In
each solution are equivalent. T he exponent ; then says
that N spins on average are in uenced by other TAP
solutions h9:]

Free energy (d) is the m ost general analytic contin—
uation of the TAP free energy to the ]ow—txanperature
phase. If condition (uZ) isobeyed or ;= 0;1= 1;:::;K
and Fx ( 17 17:::; k7 g ) = FTAP-FIeeeneIgyFK
is selfaveraging and it is num erically identical w ith the
RSB free energy w ith K hierarchical levels as derived in
Ref. f_l-g%'] In the extension of the TAP theory, Eqg. (-'_9),

the RSB order param eters are induced by them al uc-
tuations and serve as m ediators of interaction between
di erent TAP solutions.

Iv. ONE-LEVEL HIERARCHICAL TAP
THEORY

R epresentation @) of a con gurationally dependent
free energy is rather com plicated. It is a futile activiy
to try to solve the corresponding stationarity equations
for a chosen con guration of soin couplings in fi1ll gen—
erality before exploring suitable sin pli cations. M ore—
over, it isnot necessary to reconstruct the com plete spa—
tial distribbutions of site-dependent localm agnetizations
when we are Interested in therm odynam ic quantities de—
tem Ined by only lattice sum s. Since free energy (55)
is selfaveraging, In m ost situations we can replace the
sum s over the lattice sites by averages over the distri-
bution of random spin couplings. Thereby we perfom
this averaging w ithin linear response theory and w ith the

uctuation-dissipation theorem . T hat is,weusethe sam e
averaging rules to Eq. 2_55) asused on Frap In deriving
the SK solution. Thisdirect way ofaveraging ofFx leads
to the Parisi solition w ith K hierarchical kevels [18 -19]

To dem onstrate explicitly that free energy 69) is a
nontrivial extension of the TAP free energy in the Iow -
tem perature phase also for xed con gurations of spin
couplings w e resort our analysis of this free energy to the
solution with K = 1, that is, to the oneJevelhierarchical
solution.

A . Stationarity equations

Tt is straightforw ard to reduce the general expression for the hierarchical free energy Fx to the case K =

1= and ;= .Weobtain
1X 2 2 2 X
Fi(i )= 7 350 MHa M IuM M

Free energy F1 ( ; ) is represented in closed form and is
analytic in all its vardablesM i, i, ,and . It reduces
to the TAP expression if = 0, which is the case when
Eg (r_i) is ful lled by the localm agnetizationsM ;.

T he stationarity equation for the site-dependent local
m agnetization ollow s from @F.;=0@ ; = 0 from which we

1 wih
+ N 1) +2]
J 4
Z
1 X j
— In D ;2cosh[ h+ iJ + 91 : @0)
obtain
D P E
Mi= @+ i ;)tanh[ B+ i+ T )]
hi'ui; (11a)



w here In addition to the site-dependent orderparam eterswe
have to determ ine the physical (stationary) values ofthe
5 O w+ 55 ;) hom ogeneous param eters and . From the equation
cosh [ b+ 5+ Jp—)] @F,=@ = 0 we obtain
= = (11b)
cosh [ b+ ;+ J )]
. . . . _R D E D E
isa density m atrix. W edenoted iX ( )i = D X (). 1 X O () 2 1
The intemallocalm agnetic eld ; isdetem ined from -y g i b (12a)
@F]_:@M i= 0 which results in t
2 3
X X
;= JisM 5 M4 J7(C 1) + J50 M35
3 3 The multiplicity param eter is derived from
(11lc) @F1( ; )=@ = 0 lading to an explicit equation
|
h o o . i
4 N ', hoosh[ b+ 3+ J )]  h cosh [ b+ s+ T )]
=5 ; (12b)
J @+ )
[
wherewedenotedQ N ' | M?Z value of free energy
1X 2 2 2
Fi(; 1)= Z Jij(l M@ Mj)
i3
G Iobal equations _%‘) com plete local stationarity 1X X 1 ., .,
equations (L1). Free energy, Eg. {10), together w ith sta— 2 JiM M 5+ Mi ot 2 JT M
tionarity equations C_l]_]) and (}é) de ne an analytic the— 2| a
ory in the entire space of the input param eters. They 1X f
reduce to the TAP theory in the high-tem perature phase - 2 I 2oosh[ B+ i+ J )] a3)
but generally di er from i in the spin-glass phase. The *
iﬁzgﬁoffziie bJs Svlimbbaleirziaiterf;om aiogal mTag; being now a functionalofM ;; ; and . At the saddle
Y g p . point ;= J M ;andwe ndthatQF;=@ 0, that is,

principaldi erence between free energy F; and Frap is
In the integral. This integration stands for them al
equilbration of the replicated spins, that is, for summ a-
tions of spin con gurations in the phase space determ in—
ing other TAP solutions. A kfematively we can under-
stand the -integration as a them ally weighted averag—
ing of the initial conditions for the TAP equations. D ue
to the dependence of TAP stateson the initial conditions
an addiive hom ogeneous intemalm agnetic eld J°
an erges. If the Interaction between di erent TAP solu—
tions (niialand nalcon gurationsoflom agnetizations)

vanishes, = 0, free energy F; reducesto Frap -

T here are also other situations, when F{ = Frap . If

= 1, functional ¥, is independent of and we recover
the TAP free energy. The TAP free energy is recovered

also n the lim its ' 1 and ! 0. In the fomer
case the -integration reducesto a saddle point at which
= 2< 1 .Weexplictly cbtain the Im itihg ! 1

free energy F1 mthelmit = 1 doesnot depend on
and we recover the TAP free energy.
In the Ilim it ! 0 the annealed random ness in the
uctuating eld reduces to a quenched one and the
one—level hierarchical free energy reduces to

J°N 1% 2 2 2
Fi1(;0)= 4 @ ) Z Jj_j(l Mi)(l Mj)
i3
1X X 1 5
EIIJijMiMj+ ‘Mi i EJ M i
i3 i
A
1X P_
= D ;In 2cosh[ b+ 1+ T )] (14)

i

In this representation we can absorb the uctuating eld

; Into the intemalm agnetic eld ; and add the G aus—
sian -Integration to the sum m ation overthe lattice sites.
A fter the substitution ;= ;+ inP_we nd =1 Q,
where again we denoted Q = N ' M 2, and recover
the TAP free energy.



It is clear from the above analysis that Eq. {12b) has

always two solutions, one for < 1 and the second for

> 1. In the former case it is a maximum of free en—
ergy and In the latterone £ isam ininum . W e show In
the next subsection that the solution for > 1 isan un-
stable extrem um of free energy Cld) and hence the only
physically acoeptable, stabilizing extension of the TAP
free energy is that with < 1. Free energy (l(D
a physical interpretation of the order param eters and

. The lJast temm on the lhs. ofEq. 2_1_(3) is the genuine
Interacting part of the free nergy. It is a local free energy
due to Ising spins n @ random m agnetic eld ;J° = due
to spin con gurations of the replicated soins (other TAP
solutions). The -integral stands for them al averaging
ofthe replicated soins and the exponent < 1 expresses
a weight w ith which the replicated spins a ect the local
partition function. That is, e ectively just N spins are
In uenced by con gurations of the replicated spins

B . Stability conditions

Sadde-point equations {11) and {i4) should kad to
an extremum offreeenergy F1 ( ; ). T he free energy or
xed hom ogeneous param eters  and as a ﬁmctJonal
ofonly localm agnetizationsM ;, when Eqg. Qlc ) or the
localm agnetic el isused, should beam inimum . O nly
then the nonlocal susceptbility is positive sem ide nite.
T he nonlocal susogptibility in the onelevel hierarchical
TAP theory is de ned analogously as in the standard
TAP theory and reads

i Ji3
2.2 1
+ 5 JgJa o da ) )+ — 5)
i
T he local inhom ogeneous susceptibility in tis case is
D E D E,
w=1 M7 @ ) ['g R 16)

T he fundam ental consistency condition (positivity of
the spin-glass susoeptjbﬂJty) isEqg. l6b) w ith the local
susceptibility 3 from Eq. Cl6 reads

212X D E D E, 2
J ) )
1 — 1 a ) g Dt
a7
If this condiion is 1l lled free energy F1( ; ) from

Eqg. d_l-(_]') is a physically acosptable and consistent soli—
tion for local m agnetizations M ;, hom ogeneous overlap
susoethbJJJty and m ultiplicity factors . It is evident
from Eqg. 617) that ifa TAP solution breaks oondJrJon (:_2),
that is Eq. Cl7|) r = 1, and we ncrease  to higher
values we worsen the Instability ofthe TAP solution. To
Inm prove upon the incurred instability of the TAP solu-
tion we must evidently decrease the m ultiplicity factor

to values Iower than one. That is, we have to m ax—
In ize free energy with respect to the m atrix of overlap
susceptbilities.

IfEq. @-Z‘l) doesnothold weareunablto nda stable
equilbriim state that would not depend on initial con—
ditions and would be separable from other m acroscopic
states by a nie gap in free energy. T he degeneracy of
the TAP free energy hence has not been lifted in free en—

llO ) com pletely. To in prove upon thisde ciency we
have to go to a theory with a higher num ber of hierar-
chiesK > 1. It is evident that the two-level free energy
Fo(1; 17 25 2) reducesto F1( ; ) ifeither , = 0 or
1= 2. Itisstraightforw ard to dem onstrate that break—
down of condition {I7) leads to an instability of equality
2 = 0 and the second overlap susogptibility , startsto
peelo from its zero value.

In the generalized TAP theory with localm agnetiza—
tions M ;, intemalm agnetjc elds ; and hom ogeneous
overlap susceptibilities ;i1 x ;7 g as oxder pa—
ram eters, m Inin ization of the TAP free energy w rt.
local param eters does no longer play an essential role
for stability of m acroscopic states. T his condition is re—
placed in the hierarchical extension of the TAP theory
by a m ore In portant condition, an extrem um w rkt. the
hom ogeneous order param eters, overlap susceptibilities

1 wih their multiplicities ; or 1= 1;2;:::;K . Ex—
tremum of the hierarchical free energy w rt. hom oge—
neous param eters leads to an extremum in them ody-—
nam ic inhom ogeneity of free energy. Sihce only ;< 1
lead to m Inin ization of them odynam ic inhom ogeneiy,
wehavetom axin ize free energy to achieve the least inho—
m ogeneous state. Free energy F; m ay hence also becom e
unstable when the one-level solution does not m axin ize
free energy and solutions with a higher number of hi-
erarchical levels (di erent values for the overlap suscep—
tbilities) produce a higher free energy.T his happens if
equation , = 1 becomesunstable and a new valie of

2 < 1 energes. This happens if the follow ing stability
condition isbroken 9]

252X D ) 2E
(Vg ¢
S a8

i

18)

Unlke Eqg. d_l-j) condition z_l-g) gets stabilized wih in—
creasing . In the TAP theory wih = 0 both condi-
tions coincide.

It is necessary that both conditions, Eqg. {11 and
Eqg. {}8 are satis ed for the equilbrium values of all
order param eters so that free energy {_iQ') Jeads to sta-
ble them odynam ic states for alm ost all con gurations
of spin couplings. It depends on the equilbrium valie of
the param eter which ofthese two conditions is (m ore)
broken and hence responsible for the eventual instability
of the onelevel TAP free energy F;. It isEq. {_ig') that
m akes the solution for ! 0 unstable, TAP free energy
from Eq. {I4). T isEq. {{7) that Jads to instability of
solutionswih ! 1, TAP fiee energy (3) N ote that in
the averaged theory the relevant instability condition of



the extended TAP theory corresponds to the stability of
the onestep RSB schem e.

C . A sym ptotic solution near the critical point

Stationarity equations C_l-Z_L:) and C_i;i) in full general
ity are di cul to solve fora xed con guration of spin
couplings. O ne can, how ever, Investigate the behavior of
the order param eters close to the spin-glass transition.
In particular, one can explicitly con m that the TAP
solutions becom e unstable below the spin-glass transi-
tion whenever condition (:_2) is broken. W e prove in this
subsection that if Eqg. @) is broken the overlap suscep—
tbility  becom es positive and the multiplicity factor

2 (0;1) deviates from is equilbriim valie from the
high-tem perature phase.

T he sn allparam eter in the low -tem perature phase is
the overlap susceptibility. W e hence expand allnecessary
quantities from stationarity equations C_ll:) into powers
of . We will need the two lading nontrivial orders.
The asym ptotic form of the localm agnetization at the
AT line reads

2J2@ )y ia 3

1

) i@ %) 2 G

M=
+ ‘J'a 2)% % 9
wherewedenoted ;= tanh[ G+ ;)]. Th expansion {_ig)
we assum ed that the Intemalm agnetic eld is xed, al-
though its stationary value also dependson . Thisde-
pendence w illbe evaluated at the end ofour calculations.
The di erence on the rhs. ofEg. {12d8) m ust be ex—
panded into rst two orders n . W e obtain wih the

above notation
D E D E,
ta e @ 5)%1%: o)

xlgﬂl need to expand the global parameter Q =

N ! M7 inEq. (125). Alo this param eter m ust be
expanded t':o rst two powers of . W e obtain directly
from Eq. {L9)
o< . 27%fa ) ia D,
4.4 2 2 2 2
+ 4% ) e Hs 3 @ s)E
@1)

P
where we abbreviated IX i,y = N ' X ;. This nota-
tion, originating in selfaveraging property of local vari-
ables, we also use in the follow ing form ulas.
N ext we denote
g4 X

r = P hnhcosh[ b+ ;+ J )i

Inhcosh [ h+ s+ T I

W e expand this function to O ( °) and use it together
wih Eqg. {_21:)_@1: the evaluation of the expansion ofboth

sides of Eq. {12b). U sing the program M ATHEM AT ICA
we end up wih

= o+ ) < 21 32 3y

@2)

Before we proceed w ith solving the asym ptotic form s

of equations ("12:&::) and {_1-2-13') we have to determm ine the

-dependence of the equilbrium value of the intemal
magnetic eld ;. It is su clent for our purposes to
expand this eld only to linear power and we replace

i ! f + _i. The localm agnetization changes accord—
ingly

i=mit @ mi) L @3)

where we denoted m; = tanh[ h+ ?)] the TAP l-

calm agnetization w ith the uctuating Jntemalm agnetic
eld { determ ined by the TAP_equation {4b). W e derive
an equatJon for _; from Eqg. {_11(3 W e have
h i
)+ Q- M

+ Jij
Bl

13 I Q1 Q) M @ (24a)

Further on, we cbtain from Eq. C_ig'i) forMy = dM ;=d
an asym ptotic relation

MiZ @ mDl s 23P@ mil: (24b)

T he equation for @- ollow s directly from expansion C_Z-]_J')

C om bing the above equations and using the de nition

for the TAP susceptibility we com e to a solution

2 2y X

Lmz')l‘w 'JiTjAP mj : (24c)
€ m7)
To reach a representation In closed form we have to
te sum s wih the linear susceptibility of type

Nt }j”fml)gm W e derive an explicit for-
mula for such sum s in A ppendix B

W ith explicit expressions for the sum s w ith the non—
Jocal susceptibility we have at hand allnecessary ingredi-
ents to resolve the asym ptotic form s of equations for the
global order param eters near the criticalpoint. W e rst
use Eqg. @_1}:) to evaluate

2 a4 m?)? 40 m¥m: .

av

_ 2,2 242 4 2
= @1 mj3) av+4 J° @ )y m; (@ ml)av
4.4 2 2 2 2,2
8 "J" mi@l mj7) . mi@l m7) . 25)



W ith this result the asym ptotic form ofthe equation for
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the overlap susceptibility reads

202 4 mi? 1< 40t a4 m?) 2 260 3 mi+ @ mil,,
+8 2320 ym?@ m?) . m2@ m?)? - (26)
while the equation for the multiplickty factor can be rew ritten to
0t md, 142000 @ mh3 o2 20 smive 2 mil,
+12 2320 ) m2( m?l)av m2@ m?)? " @7)

B oth equations (Z-Q‘) and C_Z-]') are in fact de ning equa-
tions for the overlap susceptibility Left-hand sides
of both equations are identical and becom e positive in
the low -tem perature phase when condition 6'_2) isbroken.
Since the solutions from both equationsm ust lead to the
sam e unigque value of we have to equalright-hand sides
ofthese equations. A s a result we obtain an equation for
the value of the param eter along the AT line of critical
points. Its solution reads

2?2 @ m?)%iL,
G2mil miihy ©8)
h(l m$)3iay

Param eter obtained from Eq. l_ig) is the 1im iting value
of the low-tem perature solution at the AT lne. It is
positive at nite magnetic eld. This causes no prob—

hl m?)@

3m ?)iz,h@

Jem , since we know that the high-tem perature solution
obeying the consistency condition 6'_2) is lndependent of
(therm odynam ically hom ogeneous). To detem ine the
deviation of from its valie at the AT line in the spin-
glassphasewehad to go to higher orders ofthe expansion
n

W ih the above solution for the mu]i:phc:lty factor
we can use either Eq. C26) orEqg. (27-) to determ ine the
overlap susoeptibility . The solution for this param eter
is physical only if the rhs. of Egs. {26) and @7 ) is
positive. W e can conclude already from Eg. @@) that
this cannot be the case down to zero tem perature along
the AT line. The geom etric param eter mustbe an aller
than one. W e have a critical value . of this param eter
at which the rhs. ofEgs. {_2-§) and C_Z-:/l) vanish, nam ely

m?)l 3m?+ 2m )iy,

@9)

m?@ m?)iha

U sing the solution for from Eqg. I_i_é) on the lhs. of
Eqg. C_Z-F_i) we obtain an equation for a critical value of the
m agnetic eld (tem perature) above (pelow) which the
above asym ptotic solution breaks down and we have to
go to higher-order term s in the expansion In the overlap
susogptibility. W e hence experience a crossover in the be—
haviorofthe hom ogeneousorderparam etersalong the in—
stability AT ) line ifwe go to high m agnetic elds. W hilke
in low m agnetic elds the over]ap susceptibility is deter—
m ined from a lnear equation {26), we have a quadratic
equation determ Ining the leading asym ptotic term near
the AT line In high m agnetic elds. T he instability ofthe
TAP equation In high m agnetic elds is a rather com plex
task and w illbe presented in a sgparate publication.

m?) @

2m?)i+ Mm@ m?)ih@ m?)@ 9m§)iav:

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION S

W e analyzed the low -tem perature themm odynam ics of
m ean— eld m odels of spin glasses. In particular, we con—
centrated on the behavior of them odynam ic potentials
for individual con gurations of soin couplings. For this
purpose T houless, A nderson, and P aln erproposed a con—
struction ofa con gurationally-dependent free energy of
the Sherrington-K irkpatrick m odel. T he derivation ofthe
TAP free energy is, however, valid only if a convergence
or stability condition (2!1) is obeyed. Typical con gura—
tions of spin couplings in the soin glass phase either do
not allow for solutions of the TAP equations satisfying
this condiion or produce a muliude of solutions de—
generate In free energy m acroscopically m any of which
break Eq. (:_2) . This situation naturally evokes a num ber



of questions about the TAP construction: 1) Is i com —
plkte? 2) Does it produce stable equilbrium states? 3)
D oes the them odynam ic lin it exist? Finally, we know

that the exact solution ofthe SK m odelisthe P arisiR SB

schem e. T he order param eters introduced by the replica
trick are not m anifested in the TAP them odynam ic po—
tentials. Hence, we should answer another question: 4)
At what stage do the RSB order param eters em erge?

P resently, it is predom inantly assum ed that the TAP
theory is com plete as it isand containsallnecessary order
param eters from which we can construct the exact solu—
tion. It does not produce a singlke equilbrium state, but
rather exponentially m any locally stable and unstable
states separated by in nite energy barriers and (@Im ost)
degenerate in free energy. Hence a weighted sum @') of
local freeenergy m inim a is to be taken into account to
construct a global equilbrium state wih which we can
construct the them odynam ic lim it. The only inform a-
tion m issing in the TAP them odynam ic potentials is the
com plexiy, i. e., the num ber of available TAP states, lo—
calm inin a ofthe TAP free energy. T here is, however, no
trace ofthe R SB order param eters in the TAP construc—
tion and they are Introduced only in course of averaging
over the quenched random ness in spin couplings.

In this paper we proposed altemative answers to the
above urgent questions about the TAP construction and
its relation to the RSB order param eters. W e explicitly
dem onstrated that the TAP free energy fOor situations
w ith broken stability condition 6'_2) isunstable The TAP
approach becom es incom plete and m ust be enriched by
new order param eters. The necessity for the enhance-
m ent of the TAP construction em erges due to the need
to lift degeneracy in the TAP free energy that cannot
separate stable from unstable states. Unlke the exist—
Ing approaches we do not need to assum e In penetrable
energy barriers between di erent TAP states. W e al-
low for energy ows between these states if it is ther-
m odynam ically convenient and if it leads to stabilization
of equilbbrium states. The energy ow between them is
m ediated and controlled by new hom ogeneous order pa-—
ram eters, overlap susceptbilities. T hese additional order
param eters are determ ined therm odynam ically from sta—
tionarity equations so that to achieve a them odynam —
ically hom ogeneous free energy with m arginally) sta-
ble equilbriim states. The overlap susceptbilities n—
troduced In the proposed extension ofthe TAP construc—
tion of a con gurationally-dependent free energy are di-
rectly related to the ParisiR SB order param eters. T hey
coincide after averaging over soin couplings. Since the
con gurationally-dependent free energy w ith overlap sus—
ceptibilities is selfaveraging, averaging over random ness
is perform ed w ithin linear response theory and w ith the

uctuation-dissipation theorem as in the case of the 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 local m agnetiza-—
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tions and hom ogeneous overbhp susceptibilities. T he ex—
tended free energy from which the physical values of the
order param eters are determ ined is selfaveraging w ith a
wellde ned equilbrium state and them odynam ic lim i.
The RSB order param eters, the overlap susceptibilities,
em erge due to them al uctuations as m ediators of n—
teraction between di erent TAP states. Averaging over
random ness is ham less and does not change the struc—
ture of the phase space of the order param eters.

W hen com pared w ih the existing treatm ents of the
therm odynam ic behavior of spin-glass m odels we can
conclude that the hierarchical TAP free energy {4) re-
duces to the TAP one forequilbriim states described by
local m agnetizations satisfying condition (;_2:) . The pro—
posed extension ofthe TAP construction m ay then seem
redundant, since only TAP solutionsbeing localm Inim a
satisfying Eqg. (:_2) are physically relevant. It is, how ever,
not the case. The proper analytic continuation of the
TAP approach to unstable states guarantees a consis—
tent description ofall states w thout a tediousway ofthe
separation of locally stable and unstable solutions of the
TAP equations. M oreover, the interaction between the
TAP solutions introduced by the overlap susceptibilities
changes the structure of the underlying phase space and
the value of free energy. The hierarchical TAP theory
does not require solving num erically the TAP equations
for typical con gurations of spin couplings in nie vol-
um es or to calculate the com plexiy of the TAP theory.
T o determ ine therm odynam ic properties ofthe SK m odel
we can directly average the con gurationally-dependent
free energy in the them odynam ic lin i, which is a sig—
ni cant sin pli cation.
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APPENDIX A:SPIN GLASS SUSCEPTIBILITY
AND THE RESOLVENT

T he averaged local susceptibility and the spin-glass
susceptbility s¢ can be derived from the resolvent con—
structed from the inverse nonlocal susoceptibility. T he in—
verse of the nonlocal susceptibility is a second derivative
of free energy and can generally be represented as

0 1

1 1 X 2 -2
= Jij+ ij@_+ Ji jjA @Al

ij i“ 1]



T he resolvent fora com plex energy z (scaled by in the

sam e way as the Inverse susogptibility) is de ned
1 b i,

G @)= Tr 2 bl @®2)

T he averaged local susceptibility and the soin—glass sus—

ceptibility can be derived from the resolvent as

1 X
= - i = G (O) (A3a)

N i

11X, dG (z)
= = 5= 3b
se =y B @ @ 3b)
ij

sl the Sherrington-K irkpatrick model we have
3 ZJiZj 33 2y = 23%G (0). We now use

a theoram of Pastur I_Z-(_j] for the resolvent of m atrices
wih o -diagonal elem ents being Gaussian random
variables with variance J?=N . W hen applied to the

Inverse susoeptibility we obtain for G (z) = G (z) G (0)
G @)= 1 X Lz 237 G (@) a4
TN 1 L@ 232Ga)

i

Using the de nition of the spin-glass susceptibility,

Eqg. (A 3k) we obtain

1 X 2
_ 11
N o @+ 23260 u)?
sG = ) 272 X Z @A>3)
N N @+ 232 GO )

A ssum Ing continuity of the resolvent at origin z = 0 we
have G (0) = 0 and we end up w ith representation (G_a_)I ;

N ote that the resolvent representation {_A_Z{) does not
exclude a nontrivial solution for G (0). Setting z= 0 in
Eq. 8 4) we obtain an equation

1 X 2
2J2 G(O)— ii
N

G )=
© 1+ 232 G (0) i

& 6)

allow Ing for a nontrivial solution if the stability condi-
tion (:_2) isbroken. T his nontrivial solution was used by
P lefka in Refs. [16, 14] in his extension of the TAP the-
ory. If we choose the nontrivial solution for G (0) dic-
tated by analyticity ofthe resolvent in the com plex plane,
the spin-glass susceptbility is no longer represented by
Eqg. ('_6-5_9:) but rather by Eq. {E\_E{) and rem ains positive
in the spinglass phase. The new parameter G (0) > 0O
cannot, how ever, be derived from a free energy and does
not possess a diagram m atic representation. It is not a
proper symm etry-breaking order param eter of a m icro—
scopic origin. M oreover, w ith this param eter we break
continuity of the resolvent and
1 X
Z]Jl'mOG(z)éG(O)= N il @A)

i
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The last equality is the de nition of the averaged lo—
cal susceptbility, Eq. (;3;:325{) . The discontinuity m akes a
physical interpretation and explanation of the order pa—
rameter G (0) di cult. W e can only cbserve that posi-
tivity of G (0) fom ally expresses a deviation from the

uctuation-dissipation theorem . T here is no evidence or
Indication that the TAP solutions really lead to a discon—
tinuous resolvent and G (0) > 0 In the spin-glassphase.
An altemative way how to reach them odynam ic consis—
tency and positivity ofthe spin—glass susoeptbility w thin
a m icroscopic construction provided by the hierarchical
free energy with a uctuation-dissipation theorem in the
extended phase space w ith real spin replicas iso ered in
this paper.

APPENDIX B:SUM SW ITH THE NONLOCAL
M EAN-FIELD SUSCEPTIBILITY

The m ean—- eld approxin ation is a single-site theory
In that i e ectively decouples distinct lattice sites. The
decoupling of distinct lattice sites leads to a sinpli ca—
tion of sum sw ith nonlocal finctions. T hese sum s can be
converted in the m ean— eld theory to uncorrelated lat-
tice sum s w ith sitelocal functions. Correlation between
di erent sites enters m ean— eld expressions only via ho—
m ogeneous global param eters being again uncorrelated
sum s over lattice sites.
In the spin-glassm ean— eld theory we are interested
In sum s w ith the nonlocal susceptibility of form
1 X
C [£;q] N

yfmi)gm ;) B1)

ij

The only nonlocalterm iIn the susceptibility is the spin
exchange Jij. It is the o -diagonalpart of the suscep—
tbility that m akes the evaluation of sum s from Eqg. @_3:]:)
di culk. W e hence use the follow ing representation for
the nonlocal susceptibility

" #
X
= 4 o7t  Tic ks
"k
X
= 41t 4 Jigt Jik xk Jkj
‘ 3
X X
+ T xk T n Jyt i g5 B2)
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w here the prin ed sum doesnot allow for repetition ofsite
Indices. It m eans that only selfavoiding random walks
oon@ute to the inversem atrix In the form alsolution to
Eq. 82). .

Representation B7) can easily be proved by a dia—
gram m atic expansion when the de nition ofthe TAP sus—
ceptbility (E) isused. W e sucoessively exclude repeating
site Indices in the m ultiple sum s of the expansion for the



Inverse of the rh s. of expression (E) . The diagonalele—
m ent of the susoeptbility i3 was detem ined along this
linee.g. in Ref. E].

Since the site Indices In Eq. {_E-S_Z) are decoupled we
can use the Pllow ing functional representation for the
soin exchange ofthe SK m odel

2 g2
N

Jiy = rimy+ mir4] : B3)
W e denoted r ; ;i@=@m ;. Representation EB:Z%) is a
consequence of the fact that jist squares ofthe spin cou—
pling J;; contrbute to the sum C [f;g]. The paired spin
exchange to the given one Ji; connecting lattice sites i
and j can be extracted from the end-point fuinctions oflo—
calm agnetizationsm ; and/orm ;. A m ore detailed proof
of Eq. {B3) can be fund in Ref. [18].

Usihg Eq. @_3 we can represent the o -diagonalsus—

CEthbJJJty €iy = ij ii ij @S

2J2

€iy = fri #HM 5 jj+miﬁrijj

+triXy+m;i 3Y49 B 4)

where wegdenoted global param eters X j = Mk €y
and Yy = | rgex5. Note that the di erential operator
r ; acts to the right on functions of the local m agne-
tization m ; only. The lattice sum s in the de nition of
the global param eters X y and Y4 should avoid the xed
index j. In the mean- eld approxim ation we can ne—
glect this restriction, since the di erence is only of order
owN 1.

It is straightforward to nd from Eq. (1521:) an equation
for

2.2 . 2 .
Xi= “J° hrymy gxdavmi s+ My xxdavT i s

+hrem oy kkdeyX i+ ML geday Yy B5)

wherg we denoted as in the main text WX, isy

N ' |, Xy.Anabgouslywe nd
Yi= ?J°flryry xxlavMmi s+ hogMy gcdavTi i
thryry xkdavX i+ hrxmy xxdawYig @ B6)
X 2 12
i sms(l m2)m g = J
N 1] 1 i J 2

N otice that the nonlocal susceptibility @23{) diverges at
the critical point of the SK m odelonly at zero m agnetic
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To represent the solution for these param eters con-

cisely we denote 1 = ?J?h(l m?)%i,, and r =
273°m 2@ m%)iay. Then
%= @ DA 2rm; g+ rri oy ®7)
@ 12+2r@ 1
and
Zmi ji+ 1 ri ii
Yi= 21 1) ( D : B8)

@ D2+2r@2 1

d 88) Eq. B4) we dbtain

2 32

i = it

J 7N @ D2+ 2r@ D)
fA+2r Dy wmy 55+ myi 45¥ 5 §5]

21 2r)m; i m4 355+ rri 45r 4 459 @ B9)
Equation 89) hod only in the leadingN * order. Hence
the second tem on the rh.s. contrbutes only to the
o -diagonal part and to lattice sum s w ith the nonlocal
susceptibility.

T his representation is still a rather com plicated ex—
pression. Fortunately, we need to know for our purposes
the nonlocal susoeptibility only along the AT line for
which 1= 1. In this case the nonlocal susceptbility re—
duces to

ij = 4 i3

2J2
on Brawms gyt 2my sy g5t Taour; gl
hd m2@ 3m?2)iy
2 2k. = 212+ m ; J_'Lmj jj: (:Blo)
my 1 mp)igyh@ mp)iay
U sing this result for functions f ) = m;(1 m3) and

gms)=mynEqg. @]. we ndanexphc:trepresentat:on
ﬁ)ra sum WJth the nonlocal susoeptibility at the AT line
needed in Eq. £9)

m2)? @

av

B11)

ed wherer= 0.
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