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Abstract

Physical quantities in the mixed p-spin glasses are evaluated with Nishimori’s gauge the-
ory and several variance inequalities. The Z2-symmetry breaking and the replica-symmetry
breaking are studied in finite and infinite dimensions. Obtained bounds on the expectation
of the square of the magnetization and spontaneous magnetization enable us to clarify prop-
erties of paramagnetic and spin glass phases. It is proven that variances of ferromagnetic
and spin glass order parameters vanish on the Nishimori line in the infinite volume limit.
These results imply the self-averaging of these order parameters on the Nishimori line. The
self-averaging of the spin glass order parameter rigorously justifies already argued absence
of replica-symmetry breaking on the Nishimori line.

Keywords: Spin glass, Gauge invariance, Ferromagnetic long-range order, Spontaneous magne-
tization, Replica symmetry

1 Introduction

It is well-known that the Parisi formula [37, 38] indicates the replica-symmetry breaking (RSB)
in the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick (SK) model [39]. Rigorous studies on the SK model Guerra
started has had great influence on recent spin glass research in mathematical physics [24, 25].
Talagrand has developed Guerra’s square root interpolation method and has proven rigorously
that the Parisi formula is exact [40, 41]. The square root interpolation method developed
by Guerra and Talagrand is the standard tools for analyzing statistical mechanical models of
spin glasses and artificial intelligence [4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 24, 25, 40, 41]. To understand RSB
phenomenon, the self-averaging property and its violation of the spin overlap between different
replicas should be studied. The Aizenman-Contucci and Ghirlanda-Guerra (ACGG) identities
are useful to study RSB in classical spin systems [1, 16, 17, 18, 26, 41]. For example in mean field
models, these identities clarify the essential property of spin overlap between different replicas in
the Parisi formula in the SK model [37, 38, 41]. Toninelli has shown that the replica symmetric
(RS) solution obtained by Sherrington and Kirkpatrick becomes unstable [42] in the region
whose boundary is given by the Almeida-Thouless (AT) line [22]. Recently, Chen has proven an
important conjecture that the RS solution becomes exact out of the AT line [15]. Also for short-
range interacting models, Chatterjee has proven absence of RSB in the random field Ising model
using the ACGG identities [13]. Nishimori’s gauge theory is quite useful to understand properties
of disordered Ising spin systems on the Nishimori line which is a sub-manifold in the coupling
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constant space [33, 34]. The paramagnetic and ferromagnetic phases include the Nishimori line,
where Nishimori’s gauge theory provides important informations for several physical quantities,
such as the exact internal energy, bound on the specific heat and identities among correlation
functions. On the Nishimori line, a local concavity of the free energy is obtained by Morita,
Nishimori and Contucci [31]. Okuyama and Ohzeki obtained the Gibbs-Bogoliubov inequality
for the free energy in the SK model using its local concavity on the Nishimori line [36]. These
informations are quite helpful to clarify the phase structure of spin glasses in finite and infinite
dimensions. The fluctuation due to random interactions is suppressed on the Nishimori line.
The absence of RSB on the Nishimori line has been argued [35]. The Nishimori line gives an
important notion in statistical inference problems and machine learning [10, 11] in addition to
that in spin glasses.

In the present paper, several identities on the Nishimori line are derived in mixed p-spin glass
models, and utilized them to study spin glasses. These identities represent correlation functions
at an arbitrary temperature in terms of those at the corresponding point on the Nishimori line.
These representations enable us to study properties of the spontaneous Z2-symmetry breaking.
We show that the sample expectation of the square of the ferromagnetic magnetization and
spontaneous magnetization vanish. These identities and several known inequalities imply that
the variances of ferromagnetic and spin glass order parameters vanish on the Nishimori line in
the infinite volume limit. These results confirm rigorously an already obtained statement that
RSB does not occur on the Nishimori line [35].

2 Mixed p-spin glasses in finite dimensions

2.1 Definitions

For a positive integer L, let ΛL := [0, L−1]d ∩Zd be a d dimensional cubic lattice whose volume
is |ΛL| = Ld. A spin configuration on this lattice is a mapping σ : ΛL → {1,−1} defined by
i 7→ σi = ±1. Denote a product of spins

σX =
∏

i∈X

σi,

for a finite sub-lattice X ⊂ ΛL. Let p be a positive integer. To define a short-range p-spin
Hamiltonian, define a collection Ap of interaction ranges Ap ⊂ ΛL, such that (0, · · · , 0) ∈ Ap

and |Ap| = p. Define a collection Bp of interaction ranges by

Bp := {X ⊂ ΛL|X = i+Ap, i ∈ ΛL, Ap ∈ Ap}. (1)

Let Q be a finite set of positive integers. Q defines a Hamiltonian of short-ranged mixed p-spin
interactions by

H(σ,J) := −
∑

p∈Q

∑

X∈Bp

Jp
XσX , (2)

where, a sequence J := (Jp
X )X∈Bp,p∈Q consists of independent Gaussian random variables (r.v.s)

with its expectation value µp > 0 and its standard deviation ∆p > 0. The probability density
function of each Jp

X is given by

Pp(J
p
X ) :=

1
√

2π∆2
p

exp
[

− (Jp
X − µp)

2

2∆2
p

]

. (3)

E denotes the sample expectation over all Jp
X , such that

EJp
X = µp, E(Jp

X − µp)
2 = ∆2

p.
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Gaussian r.v.s Jp
X for X ∈ Bp, p ∈ Q are represented in terms of the independent and identically

distributed (i.i.d.) standard Gaussian r.v.s gpX

Jp
X = ∆pg

p
X + µp. (4)

Note the Z2 symmetry
H(−σ,J) = H(σ,J), (5)

if all p ∈ Q are even integers.

Examples of interaction ranges Here, we give several examples of p-spin interactions for
specific values p = 1, 2, 4. Define a distance |i − j| between two sites i := (i1, i2, · · · , id), j :=
(j1, j2, · · · , jd) ∈ ΛL by

|i− j| :=
d

∑

s=1

|is − js|. (6)

p = 1. In this case, the collection of all interaction ranges is given by

A1 = {0}, B1 = ΛL. (7)

This corresponds to a random field model.

p = 2. In this case, a typical model has exchange interactions of nearest neighbor bonds defined
by

A2 := {{0, i2}| |i2| = 1, i2 ∈ ΛL},
B2 = {{i1, i2}| |i1 − i2| = 1, is ∈ ΛL, s = 1, 2}. (8)

The model with nearest neighbor random exchange interactions is the Edwards-Anderson model.

p = 4. This case includes plaquette interactions defined by

A4 := {{0, i2, i3, i4}| 1 ≤ |is| ≤ 2, is ∈ ΛL, s = 2, 3, 4},
B4 := {{i1, i2, i3, i4}| 1 ≤ |is − it| ≤ 2, is ∈ ΛL, s, t = 1, 2, 3, 4}. (9)

Define Gibbs state for the Hamiltonian. For a positive β and real numbers Jp
X , the partition

function is defined by
ZL(β,J) := Tre−βH(σ,J), (10)

where the trace is taken over all spin configurations. Let f be an arbitrary function of spin
configuration. The expectation of f in the Gibbs state is given by

〈f(σ)〉 = 1

ZL(β,J)
Trf(σ)e−βH(σ,J). (11)

We define the following functions of (β,∆,µ) ∈ [0,∞)1+2|Q| and randomness J = (Jp
X)X∈Bp,p∈Q

ψL(β,J) :=
1

|ΛL|
logZL(β,J), (12)

−Ld

β ψL(β,J) is called free energy in statistical physics. Define a function pL : [0,∞)1+2|Q| → R

by

pL(β,∆,µ) := EψL(β,J). (13)
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Note that the function ψL(β,J) and pL(β,∆,µ) are convex functions of each variable.
To study ferromagnetic phase transition, define an extended p-th ferromagnetic order pa-

rameter.

mp :=
1

|Bp|
∑

X∈Bp

σX (14)

To study replica-symmetry and its breaking, define n replicated spin configurations (σa)a=1,··· ,n

and a replica symmetric Hamiltonian

H(σ1, · · · , σn,J) :=
n
∑

a=1

H(σa,J), (15)

which is invariant under an arbitrary permutation s ∈ Sn

H(σ1, · · · , σn,J) = H(σs(1), · · · , σs(n),J).

We assume replica symmetric boundary condition throughout the present paper. The covariance
of p-spin interaction in two replicated Hamiltonians with indices a, b ≤ n is defined by the
following expectation over the sequence Jp of Gaussian r.v.s

∑

X,Y ∈Bp

EJp
Xσ

a
XJ

p
Y σ

b
Y −

∑

X,Y ∈Bp

EJp
Xσ

a
XEJp

Y σ
b
Y = |Bp|∆2

pR
p
a,b, (16)

where the p-th overlap Rp
a,b is defined by

Rp
a,b :=

1

|Bp|
∑

X∈Bp

σaXσ
b
X .

For example, p = 1 spin interaction with B1 = ΛL is the random field Zeeman energy, and the
corresponding overlap becomes the site overlap

R1
a,b =

1

|ΛL|
∑

i∈ΛL

σai σ
b
i .

The p = 2 spin interaction with a set B2 := {{i, j}|i, j ∈ ΛL, |i − j| = 1} of nearest neighbor
bonds is the bond exchange interactions, it becomes the bond overlap

R2
a,b =

1

|B2|
∑

X∈B2

σaXσ
b
X =

1

Ldd

∑

|i−j|=1

σai σ
a
j σ

b
iσ

b
j .

In short-range spin glass models, for example the Edwards-Anderson model [23] the bond overlap
is independent of the site overlap unlike the SK model [39], where the bond overlap is identical
to the square of the site overlap.

Define the Nishimori manifold (NM) by

β∆2
p = µp, (17)

for all p ∈ Q in the coupling constant space of (β,∆,µ) ∈ [0,∞)1+2|Q|.
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2.2 Z2-symmetry breaking

Let us define a gauge transformation in Nishimori’s gauge theory for spin glass [19, 31, 34]. For
a spin configuration τ ∈ {1,−1}ΛL , define a gauge transformation by

Jp
X → Jp

XτX , σX → σXτX . (18)

The Hamiltonian is invariant under the gauge transformation.

H(στ,Jτ) = H(σ,J). (19)

The distribution function is transformed into

Pp(J
p
XτX) = P̃p(J

p
X)e

µp

∆2
p
Jp
X
τX
, (20)

where

P̃p(J
p
X ) :=

1
√

2π∆2
p

exp
[

− (Jp
X )2 + (µp)

2

2∆2
p

]

.

It is well-known that the expectation of the Hamiltonian on NM is given by

E〈H〉 = −
∑

p∈Q

|Bp|µp. (21)

The following properties of correlation functions on NM are shown in Ref.[7, 31, 34].

Lemma 2.1 Denote βN := µp/∆
2
p for all p ∈ Q, then β is identical to βN on the NM. Denote

the Gibbs expectation of an arbitrary function f : ΣL → R of spin configuration

〈f(σ)〉β

at an inverse temperature β, if it is necessary. On NM, one point function for X ∈ Bp satisfies

E〈σX〉β = E〈σX〉β〈σX〉βN
, (22)

and two point functions for X,Y ∈ Bp satisfy

E〈σX〉β〈σY 〉β = E〈σX〉β〈σY 〉β〈σXσY 〉βN
, E〈σXσY 〉β = E〈σXσY 〉β〈σXσY 〉βN

. (23)

An arbitrary multiple point function satisfies an extended formula.

Theorem 2.2 Consider the model with Q = {1, 2} for an arbitrary β > 0, and define βN :=
µ2

∆2
2

. The sample expectation of square of the ferromagnetic magnetization vanishes for any

(β, 0,∆2, 0, µ2),
lim
L→∞

E〈(m1)2〉β = 0, (24)

if the quenched expectation of square of magnetization vanishes lim
L→∞

E〈(m1)2〉βN
= 0, for (βN, 0,∆2, 0, µ2)

on NM.
There is no spontaneous magnetization for any (β,

√

µ1

βN
,∆2, µ1, µ2),

lim
µ1ց0

lim
L→∞

E〈m1〉β = lim
µ1ց0

lim
L→∞

[ 1

β

∂

∂µ1
pL(β,∆1,∆2, µ1, µ2)

]

∆1=
√

µ1
βN

= 0, (25)

if there is no spontaneous magnetization lim
µ1ց0

lim
L→∞

E〈m1〉βN
= 0 for (βN,

√

µ1

βN
,∆2, µ1, µ2).
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Proof. The first claim has been indicated by Nishimori [34]. Here, we prove this claim. The
identity (23) implies

E〈(m1)2〉β =
1

|ΛL|2
∑

i,j∈ΛL

E〈σiσj〉β =
1

|ΛL|2
∑

i,j∈ΛL

E〈σiσj〉β〈σiσj〉βN

≤ 1

|ΛL|2
∑

i,j∈ΛL

E|〈σiσj〉β||〈σiσj〉βN
| ≤ 1

|ΛL|2
∑

i,j∈ΛL

E|〈σiσj〉βN
|

≤ 1

|ΛL|2
∑

i,j∈ΛL

√

E〈σiσj〉βN
≤

√

1

|ΛL|2
∑

i,j∈ΛL

E〈σiσj〉βN

≤
√

E〈(m1)2〉βN
, (26)

Therefore, the assumption implies

lim
L→∞

E〈(m1)2〉β = 0, (27)

also for (β, 0,∆2, 0, µ2). The identity (22) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality give a bound on

the magnetization for (β,
√

µ1

βN
,∆2, µ1, µ2)

|E〈σi〉β | = |E〈σi〉β〈σi〉βN
| ≤ E|〈σi〉β ||〈σi〉βN

| ≤ E|〈σi〉βN
| ≤

√

E〈σi〉2βN
=

√

E〈σi〉βN
, (28)

for any i ∈ ΛL. This and Jensen’s inequality imply

|E〈m1〉β | ≤
1

|ΛL|
∑

i∈ΛL

|E〈σi〉β| ≤
1

|ΛL|
∑

i∈ΛL

√

E〈σi〉βN
≤

√

1

|ΛL|
∑

i∈ΛL

E〈σi〉βN
=

√

E〈m1〉βN
.

(29)
Therefore, the assumption on the spontaneous magnetization on NM implies that there is no
spontaneous magnetization for an arbitrary β > 0

lim
µ1ց0

lim
L→∞

E〈m1〉β ≤ lim
µ1ց0

lim
L→∞

E〈m1〉βN
= 0. (30)

This completes the proof. �

Note 2.3 Theorem 2.2 is valid also in the model with Q ) {1, 2}, if the sample expectation of
the square of magnetization and spontaneous magnetization vanish on the NM in this model.
Theorem 2.2 is proven also in quantum spin glasses, for example in the Edwards-Anderson model
with quantum mechanical perturbations [30]. These results are well-known general properties of
spin glasses, which are consistent with rounding effects obtained in Ref. [2, 3, 27]. Nishimori’s
gauge theory is useful also for disordered quantum spin systems [32].

2.3 Self-averaging of order parameters on the NM

Lemma 2.4 For any p ∈ Q and for any ∆p > 0, the variance of the ferromagnetic order
parameter vanishes

lim
L→∞

E〈(mp − 〈mp〉)2〉 = 0. (31)

On the NM, the variance of the overlap vanishes

lim
L→∞

E〈(Rp
1,2 − 〈Rp

1,2〉)2〉 = 0. (32)
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in the infinite volume limit.
Proof. For any positive integer k, any p ∈ Q and any X ∈ Bp, the summation over truncated
correlation functions has an upper bound [12, 28]

∑

Y1,··· ,Yk∈Bp

(E〈σX ;σY1
; · · · ;σYk

〉)2 ≤ k!(β∆p)
−2k. (33)

The inequality (33) for k = 1 implies

∑

Y ∈Bp

[E(〈σXσY 〉 − 〈σX〉〈σY 〉)]2 ≤ (β∆p)
−2. (34)

This and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality imply

∑

Y ∈Bp

|E(〈σXσY 〉 − 〈σX〉〈σY 〉)| ≤
√

∑

Y ∈Bp

[E(〈σXσY 〉 − 〈σX〉〈σY 〉)]2
∑

Y ∈Bp

12 ≤
√

|Bp|
β∆p

. (35)

From the above inequality, the variance of the ferromagnetic order parameter is obtained

lim
L→∞

E〈(mp−〈mp〉)2〉 = lim
L→∞

1

|Bp|2
∑

X,Y ∈Bp

E(〈σXσY 〉−〈σX〉〈σY 〉) ≤ lim
L→∞

1

β∆p

√

|Bp|
= 0, (36)

since |Bp| is proportional to |ΛL|. This gives the first identity (31). The inequality (33) for k = 3
for the summation over Y1 = X and Y2 = Y3 = Y implies

∑

Y ∈Bp

[E(〈σXσY 〉2 − 4〈σX 〉〈σY 〉〈σXσY 〉+ 3〈σX〉2〈σY 〉2)]2 ≤
3

2
(β∆p)

−6. (37)

Therefore,

∑

Y ∈Bp

|E(〈σXσY 〉2 − 4〈σX〉〈σY 〉〈σXσY 〉+ 3〈σX〉2〈σY 〉2)| ≤
1

β3∆3
p

√

3|Bp|
2

. (38)

On the NM, this inequality is represented as

∑

Y ∈Bp

|E(〈σXσY 〉 − 4〈σX 〉〈σY 〉+ 3〈σX 〉2〈σY 〉2)| ≤
1

β3N∆
3
p

√

3|Bp|
2

. (39)

This and the inequality (35) imply

∑

Y ∈Bp

|E(〈σX〉2〈σY 〉2 − 〈σX〉〈σY 〉)|

=
1

3

∑

Y ∈Bp

|E(−〈σXσY 〉+ 〈σX〉〈σY 〉+ 〈σXσY 〉 − 4〈σX〉〈σY 〉+ 3〈σX〉2〈σY 〉2)|

≤ 1

3

∑

Y ∈Bp

|E(〈σXσY 〉 − 〈σX〉〈σY 〉)|+
1

3

∑

Y ∈Bp

|E(〈σXσY 〉 − 4〈σX〉〈σY 〉+ 3〈σX〉2〈σY 〉2)|

≤
(1

3
+

1√
6β2N∆

2
p

)

√

|Bp|
βN∆p

, (40)
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and

∑

Y ∈Bp

E(〈σXσY 〉2 − 〈σX〉2〈σY 〉2)

=
∑

Y ∈Bp

E(〈σXσY 〉 − 〈σX〉〈σY 〉+ 〈σX〉〈σY 〉 − 〈σX〉2〈σY 〉2)

≤
∑

Y ∈Bp

|E(〈σXσY 〉 − 〈σX〉〈σY 〉)| +
∑

Y ∈Bp

|E(〈σX〉〈σY 〉 − 〈σX〉2〈σY 〉2)|

≤
(4

3
+

1√
6β2N∆

2
p

)

√

|Bp|
βN∆p

. (41)

The following variance of overlap is bounded by

E〈(Rp
1,2 − 〈Rp

1,2〉)2〉 =
1

|Bp|2
∑

X,Y ∈Bp

E(〈σXσY 〉2 − 〈σX〉2〈σY 〉2) (42)

≤
(4

3
+

1√
6β2N∆

2
p

) 1

βN∆p

√

|Bp|
. (43)

Since |Bp| is proportional to Ld for any p ∈ Q, the variance of the overlap vanishes on the NM
in the infinite-volume limit

lim
L→∞

E〈(Rp
1,2 − 〈Rp

1,2〉)2〉 = 0. (44)

This completes the proof. �

The following lemma has been given by Aizenman-Contucci and Ghirlanda-Guerra indepen-
dently [1, 26].

Lemma 2.5 (Aizenman-Contucci-Ghirlanda-Guerra identities) Let f : Σn
L → R be a bounded

function, where ΣL := {−1, 1}ΛL is a set of all spin configurations. The Aizenman-Contucci-
Ghirlanda-Guerra (ACGG) identities give

lim
L→∞

(E〈fRp
1,n+1〉 −

1

n
E〈f〉E〈Rp

1,2〉 −
1

n

n
∑

a=2

E〈fRp
1,a〉) = 0, (45)

for any bounded f , for any p ∈ Q and for almost all ∆p > 0.
Proof. The proof is given in several literatures [1, 12, 13, 16, 17, 18, 19, 26, 28, 29, 41]. The
ACGG identities are proven on the basis of the self-averaging property of ψL(β,J) and the
convexity of

p(β,∆,µ) := lim
L→∞

pL(β,∆,µ),

with respect to ∆p. �

Theorem 2.6 For any p ∈ Q, for almost all µp > 0, the variance of the ferromagnetic order
parameter vanishes

lim
L→∞

E〈(mp − E〈mp〉)2〉 = 0, (46)

in the infinite volume limit. For any p ∈ Q, for almost all ∆p > 0 on the NM, the variance of
the overlap vanishes

lim
L→∞

E〈(Rp
1,2 − E〈Rp

1,2〉)2〉 = 0, (47)

in the infinite volume limit.
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Proof. The self-averaging property of the magnetization 〈mp〉 for almost all µp > 0 is proven
as in the same method to prove the ACGG identities. The proof is given on the basis of the
self-averaging property of ψL(β,J) and convexity of p(β,∆,µ) with respect to µp [19, 28].
Here, we prove the self-averaging property of the overlap on NM.
For n = 2, f = Rp

1,2, ACGG identities (45) give

lim
L→∞

[E〈Rp
1,2R

p
1,3〉 −

1

2
(E〈Rp

1,2〉)2 −
1

2
E〈(Rp

1,2)
2〉] = 0. (48)

For n = 3, f = R2,3,

lim
L→∞

[E〈Rp
2,3R

p
1,4〉 −

1

3
E〈Rp

2,3〉E〈R
p
1,2〉 −

1

3
E〈Rp

2,3R
p
1,2〉 −

1

3
E〈Rp

2,3R
p
1,3〉] = 0. (49)

The replica symmetry implies 〈Rp
2,3〉 = 〈Rp

1,2〉,

〈Rp
2,3R

p
1,2〉 = 〈Rp

2,3R
p
1,3〉 = 〈Rp

1,3R
p
1,2〉,

and 〈Rp
2,3R

p
1,4〉 = 〈Rp

1,2〉2, then we have

lim
L→∞

[E〈Rp
1,2〉2 −

1

3
(E〈Rp

1,2〉)2 −
2

3
E〈Rp

1,3R
p
1,2〉] = 0. (50)

Substitute the identity (48) into (50), then we have

lim
L→∞

[E〈Rp
1,2〉2 −

2

3
(E〈Rp

1,2〉)2 −
1

3
E〈(Rp

1,2)
2〉] = 0.

For two deviations Rp
1,2 − E〈Rp

1,2〉 and R
p
1,2 − 〈Rp

1,2〉, there are relations between two variances

2 lim
L→∞

E〈(Rp
1,2 − E〈Rp

1,2〉)2〉 = 3 lim
L→∞

E〈(Rp
1,2 − 〈Rp

1,2〉)2〉, (51)

This and the identity (32) imply

lim
L→∞

E〈(Rp
1,2 − E〈Rp

1,2〉)2〉 = 0, (52)

for any p ∈ Q and for almost all ∆p > 0 on the NM. This has proven Theorem 2.6. �

Example: Consider a model defined by Q := {1, 2}, B1 := ΛL and nearest neighbor bonds
B2 := {{i, j}|i, j ∈ ΛL, |i − j| = 1, }. This model is the random field Edwards-Anderson model.
Theorem 2.6 is still valid in a Z2-symmetric limit ∆1 → 0 on the NM defined by βN = µ1/∆

2
1 =

µ2/∆
2
2, even though spontaneous Z2 symmetry breaking appears.

3 Mean field mixed p-spin glasses

3.1 Definitions

Let L be a positive integer and define ΛL := [1, L] ∩ Z. A collection

Bp := {X ⊂ ΛL||X| = p},

consists of all subsets of ΛL with cardinality p. Mean field mixed p-spin glass model is defined
by

H(σ,J) := −
∑

p∈Q

∑

X∈Bp

Jp
XσX (53)
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The probability density function of p-spin interaction is defined by

Pp(J
p
X) :=

√

Lp−1

2π∆2
p

exp
[

− Lp−1

2∆2
p

(Jp
X − L1−pµp)

2
]

. (54)

If ∆p = 0 = µp for all odd p ∈ Q, the model has Z2-symmetry, as in the short-range model. The
coupling constant Jp

X is represented in terms of standard Gaussian random variables (gpX)X∈Bp

Jp
X = L(1−p)/2∆pg

p
X + L1−pµp. (55)

Also in the mean field models, NM is defined by βN = µp/∆
2
p for all p ∈ Q as in short-range mod-

els. Lemma 2.1, 2.4, 2.5, Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 2.6 are all valid also in the mean field mixed
p-spin glass model. The mean field model with Q = {2} and coupling constants (β, 0,∆2, 0, µ2)
is the SK model and that with Q = {1, 2} and coupling constants (β,∆1,∆2, µ1, µ2) is the SK
model with a Gaussian random field. In the SK model, the assumptions are satisfied in Theorem
2.2, since the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick (SK) solution is valid on the NM and the spontaneous
magnetization vanishes on the NM [14, 15].

4 Conclusions and discussions

In the present paper, we provide two main theorems for mixed p-spin glass models both in finite
and infinite dimensions.

Theorem 2.2 characterizes the nature of phase diagram in the Edwards-Anderson model.
First, we remark the definitions of the paramagnetic, spin glass and ferromagnetic phases in
terms of two order parameters

m+ := lim
µ1ց0

lim
L→∞

E〈m1〉β, q+ := lim
µ1ց0

lim
L→∞

E〈R1,2〉β . (56)

The paramagnetic, spin glass and ferromagnetic phases are defined by m+ = 0, q+ = 0, m+ =
0, q+ > 0 and m+ > 0, q+ > 0, respectively. The first claim in Theorem 2.2 concludes that the
sample expectation of the square of the ferromagnetic magnetization vanishes

lim
L→∞

E〈(m1)2〉β = 0, (57)

both in paramagnetic and spin glass phases in the Edwards-Anderson model for (β,∆1,∆2, µ1, µ2) =
(β, 0,∆2, 0, µ2). The first claim can be shown by the correlation identity (23) already obtained
by Nishimori in the original paper [33, 34]. The second claim in Theorem 2.2 concludes also
that spontaneous magnetization vanishes

m+ = lim
µ1ց0

lim
L→∞

E〈m1〉β = 0, (58)

for any (β,∆2, µ2), if m+ = 0 for the zero field limit with ∆1 =
√

µ1/βN on the NM for
(βN,∆2, µ2) defined by βN := µ2/∆

2
2. To show the second claim for no spontaneous magne-

tization, the identity (22) in the mixed p-spin model with p = 1 and p = 2 is utilized. It is
stressed that these useful identities given by Nishimori’s gauge theory are valid in the mixed
p-spin glass models even under Z2-symmetry breaking field. This result constrains the phase
diagram of the Edwards-Anderson model. The ferromagnetic phase defined by m+ > 0, q+ > 0
does not exist for any (β,∆2, µ2), if the point (βN,∆2, µ2) is in the paramagnetic phase defined
by m+ = 0 = q+. This is consistent with the conjecture [33] that the phase boundary between
spin glass and ferromagnetic phases depends only on µ2 as depicted in Fig. 1.
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O

β−1

µ2

FM

PM

SG

Figure 1: Phase diagram in the Edwards-Anderson model for p = 2. The ordinate is the
temperature β−1, and the abscissa is the ferromagnetic exchange interaction µ2 between two
spins. The solid lines denote the phase boundaries among the ferromagnetic (FM), paramagnetic
(PM) and spin glass (SG) phases. The broken line denotes the Nishimori line. Theorem 2.2
implies that sample expectation of the spontaneous magnetization does not exist. This fact
guarantees that the phase boundary between spin glass and ferromagnetic phases is conjectured
to be vertical [33]. Reproduced with permission from [33].

Theorem 2.6 concludes the absence of RSB on the Nishimori line in a rigorous manner.
Identities given by Nishimori’s gauge theory combined with the ACGG identities [1, 12, 13,
16, 17, 18, 19, 26, 28, 29, 41] enable us to prove that variances of the magnetization and the
spin overlap vanish on the Nishimori line. Nishimori and Sherrington obtained the same result
[35] by showing that the distribution function of the spin overlap is identical to that of the
magnetization on the Nishimori line. Their result for the overlap depends on the assumption
that the distribution of the magnetization is concentrated at a single value on the Nishimori
line. We have proven this concentration property of the magnetization and the spin overlap in
the same way to obtain the ACGG identities.
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information for symmetric rank-one matrix estimation: A proof of the replica formula.
Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems 29, 424-432 (2016)

[11] Barbier, J., Dia, M., Macris, N., Krzakala, F. and Zdeborová, L. : Rank-one matrix es-
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