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The properties of the nonergodic state of a frustrated Ising antiferromagnet (antiferromagnetic
spin glass) and the peculiarities of the reentrant transition to this state are investigated. Phase
diagrams in a magnetic field are plotted for various degrees of disorder. Distinctive properties
of the phase diagram are the rise of the reentrant transition temperature T, with increase of
the magnetic field, and the feasibility of a field or temperature phase transition when long
order sets in or vanishes in the nonergodic state. The temperature dependences of the magnetic
susceptibility and of the sublattice magnetization are investigated in an approximation linear in

= (T, — T)/T,.

One of the most interesting results of the infinite-radius
theory for strongly disordered magnets is the predicted exis-
tence of nonergodic systems with long-range magnetic order
(called the mixed phase). In this state, the spin-glass order
parameter [the Parisi function ¢(x) ] and the usual ferro- or
antiferromagnetic order parameter are simultaneously non-
ero.

A temperature transition from an ergodic ferromagne-
tic state into a nonergodic one was observed and investigated
many times (see the reviews by Fischer' and Huang?). In
recent studies®'* a similar transition was observed both in
Heisenberg and in Ising antiferromagnets. It is shown in Ref.
6 that in the frustrated Ising antiferromagnet Fe Mg, _, Cl,
the mixed state actually exists: the long-range magnetic-or-
der parameter differs from zero in the nonergodic phase. The
question of the existence of a mixed state in frustrated ferro-
magnets has not yet been answered, possibly because their
investigation is made complicated in this case by domain
effects.!*!3

The standard Sherrington-Kirkpatrick model'® de-
scribes transitions into a mixed state only from a ferromag-
netic phase (these are customarily called reentrant transi-
tions). In our preceding studies'”'® we propose a
two-sublattice variant of the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick mod-
el, which describes transitions not only from the ferromag-
netic but also from the antiferromagnetic phase into a mixed
state. We shall hereafter call this state antiferromagnetic
spin glass (AFSG).

The distinctive nature of frustrated antiferromagnet is
manifeted in their behavior in an external field. In a transi-
tion from the ferromagnetic phase into ferromagnetic spin
glass (FSG), a magnetic field increases the magnetization
and suppresses thereby the glass so that the reentrant transi-
tion decreases monotonically with increasing field. In
AFSG, on the contrary, a magnetic field suppresses both the
antiferromagnetic and the spin-glass order parameters. The
phase separation boundary has thus a nontrivial dependence
on the field. Thus, it was shown in Ref. 17 that for strongly
and weakly frustrated antiferromagnets there exists a range
of fields in which the temperature T, (H) of the transition
into the nonergodic state increases with the field.

We show in the present paper that the magnetic feld can
raise the transition temperature T, (H) at any degree of frus-
tration of an antiferromagnet.

In Refs. 17 and 18 were investigated the properties of
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only the ergodic state. We pay here principal attention to the
magnetic properties and to the phase diagram in the noner-
godic state. Equations of state are derived for the Parisi func-
tions g, , (x), the sublattice magnetization m, ,, and the
magnetic-field distribution functions. These equations were
solved near the T, (H) line, making it possible to plot the
phase diagram in a nonergodic phase near the multicritical
point of intersection of the T, (H) line and the line Ty (H)
of transition to the magnetically ordered state, and find the
temperature dependences of the long-range magnetic order
and of the susceptibility below T, (H).

It was found that in the nonergodic state a temperature
or magnetic-field transition is possible from the antiferro-
magnetic phases into a phase without long-range order. At
the point of phase transition from the ergodic into the noner-
godic state, m(T) is a continuous function (m(T) is the
magnetization of the ferromagnet or the moment of the anti-
ferromagnet sublattices): the derivative dm/dT is contin-
uous at the point T'=T,.

It is known'® thae equilibrium susceptibility (i.e., the
susseptibility average over all the states of the nonergodic
ensemble) of a “pure”" spin glass is independent of tempera-
ture down to 7 = 0. This is one of the few Parisi-theory re-
sults that can be directly compared with experiment. Nu-
merous experiments show indeed that the equilibrium is
independent or almost independent of temperature below
T,. The question of the temperature in the mixed phase,
FSG or AFSG, remains open. We show in the present paper
that in the mixed phase the susceptibility depends on tem-
perature, but weakly. In AFSG the susceptibility decreases
with decreasing temperature. In the transition through 7,
from AFSG to AF derivative d1ny/dInT increases jump-
wise, although the susceptibility depends weakly on the tem-
perature near T, even above the transition. With further
temperature rise, the susceptibility in the AF phase begins to
increase rapidly and can have in a strongly frustrated anti-
ferromagnet a maximum below the Néel temperature. The
susceptibility in the FSG phase increases weakly with de-
crease of temperature.

1. EQUATIONS OF STATE OF ANTIFERROMAGNETIC SPIN
GLASS

In the simplest mode that describes AFSG, the Hamil-
tonian is of the form ‘
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where S,; are the spins of subsystems 1 and 2, J;; are the
energies of the exchange interaction of spins of different sub-
systems; these, as always in the Sherrington-Kirpatrick
model,'® are independent of the distance 7; and have a nor-
mal distribution with variance N ~'/2 and mean value J,/N,
where N is the total number of spins in each subsystem. The
exchange interaction within a subsystem is neglected.
Using the Parisi parameterization®?' for the matrices
¢°? that determine the spin-glass order parameter, we obtain
in the Appendix expressions for the free energy F and for the

equation of state of antiferromagnetic spin glass:
1 Jo

mym,

1
1
—ﬁ[jdlm(z)fh(x)—q1(1)—qz(1)]—fl—fz. (2)
Here g, , are Parisi functions, and f| and f;, are equal to

fre=" de(Pi,z(Oyy)Px,z(O,y)y (3)

where @ (x,p) and P(x,y) satisfy the equations

G2y 0y T

G2 =— ’_‘2—([)1,2 - ‘2—T(Iz,1 ((Pi.z) % (4)
Pi,z='qL2"Ptl,lz_‘ fh; ((P:.zpi,z), (5)

with boundary conditions

‘P:,z(ia y)=Tln20h(y/T), (6)
(y—(H~Im, 1))?
P; 2 O, = - -
#(0.9) (2gas(0)" [ 2¢,,1(0) ] ™
and
mus=§ Poa(@, 1) 912 1) dy, (8)
q:.z(x)=jP1,z(x,y) (‘Ptl,z(xyy))zdy- 9

A dot denotes differentiation with respect to x, and a prime
with respect to y. P, , (x,y) are distribution functions of the
molecular fields y for valleys whose overlap is less than
q(x).2

We shall use frequently in lieu of @ ; , (x,y) the function
my, (x,y) = @ 1, (x,p), given by the equation

, j2, 2
v (2, y) = — qz’ (m.fi (@ )+ —;*m{,z(z, y)m(z,y) )
(10)
with the boundary condition
mi2(1, y)=th(y/T). (11)

Differentiating (9) with respect and using (8) and (10), we
obtain a system of equations for ¢, and ¢,:

di=d | dy Pu(z, y) (md’ (2, 1)),

di=du | dy Pa(z, y) (ms’ (2, y))".
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It is seen from this that in the interval x, < x <x,, where ¢,
and ¢, differ from zero, the following relation should hold:

1= [ dyPu(a,y) (mi (2, 1)) | dy’ Pa(z,y’) (ma’ (2,y"))",
(12)

meaning marginal stability of the Parisi parameteriation at
all temperatures.

From this relation, just as in the case of pure spin
glass,?? it follows that at low temperature the AFSG en-
tropy, and with it the heat capacity, is proportional to 7>,

Since the functions m(x,y) and P(x,y) are independent
of x at T'= T, relation (12) goes over, if (7) and (11) are
taken into account, into the equation for the de Alameida-
Thouless line

’

r=[aypopa L farpo et a3

and from (6)—-(9) follow at T = T, the equations of state of
a frustrated antiferromagnet, which agree with those ob-
tained in our earlier paper'’ in the replica-symmetric ap-
proximation:

M= <th—;> g lT> (14)

where the angle brackets denote averaging over y with the
distribution function P, , (0,y) from (7).

2. LONG-RANGE MAGNETIC-ORDER PARAMETER NEAR T,

We check in this section whether the long-range order
parameter has a kink at the transition into the nonergodic
state.

Near the transition point, at small 7= (T, —T)/
T, <1, the function g,, depends on x only in the narrow
interal x, < x < x,;, whose width will be shown to be propor-
tional to 7. This allows us to expand the thermodynamic
quantities in powers of 7. At small 7 the function ¢, , (x) can
be regarded as linear in the interval x, <x <X, so that

q(O)y <<z,
g@)=1q0)+tat(z—x,), z<z<a (15)
Lg(0)Fat(zi—x), wm<z<1

We confine ourselves here to the case H = 0, so that
ql(x) y)=qz(1, !/)EQ(x, y)1
mi(xy y) =—m2(xv !l) =m (I, !/) .

Representing m(x,p) in similar form, we obtain from
(10)

y th(y/T)
th—+At——— <z<
T Uy O<z<z
y A th(y/T)
,y)= {th— —Z4), <z,
m(z,y) T po—— T b (y/7) (z—z1), z<z<z
th%— <z<i
(16)

where
tA=a(1—x,) (21:—x,) T2
Substituting (15) and (16) inrelation (12) atx = x,and the
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self-consistency conditions (8) and (9) formandgatx = 0,
and expanding in terms of 7 and 7A,

18,=(q(0)—q(0) |r=1;), On=(m=m|s=z,),

we obtain a set of equations for the quantities A,5,,and §,, at
T<T,:
Jo
Om (1=~ (1=9) | + Kio (T 8 +A)
8

Jo 2
T, Ty

qK, ,, 17)

J
—8n— Kip +(1-¢=T) (T8, +4)
8

J
=]—?K,,z+3q—2qT;2(1—q>, (18)
8
Jo 5
On—— K, +0,\ —= Ky o—4 | + A (3K, —2T )
7, T¢ '
, 2] 5
== Tg —_ T: mK‘,‘—zq( ‘T—EZ-KO,G—4) . (19)

Here
K, ,=<th'(y/Tg)ch="(y/T,)>.

The first and second equations are obtained from the self-
consistency of (8) and (9), and the third from (12).

The last equation does not apply at 7>T,, and A =0.
Since A and §, enter the first two equations only in the form
of the combination T, ~28¢ + A, it follows that §,, is deter-
mined both above and below the transition point by one and
the same expression. The long-range order parameter has
therefore no kink at any J; at the transition to the mixed
phase.

We show in the next section that the susceptibility does
have a kink at the transition point. It can apparently be con-
cluded from these two facts that the inverse phase transition,
Jjust as the transition from the parmagnetic phase into spin
glass,? is of third order.

3. MAGNETIC PERMEABILITY

A direct consequence of the marginal-stability condi-
tion is that the equilibrium magnetic susceptibility of pure
spin glass is independent of temperature.'® The temperature
dependence of the susceptibility in the mixed phase has not
been studied for either the heretofore uninvestigated antifer-
romagnetic spin glasses or the ferromagnetic spin glasses.

In the calculation of the susceptibility it is convenient to
use Egs. (8) and (9) taken at the point x = 0. Representing
(8) and (9) in the form

dz )
my.= We—zfll m;,z(O, H——]omz,,-f-qzh'i (O)Z),
s (20)
) 2 K]
¢1,(0) = .f (2n) s e~ my,z (0, H—Jomz.1+92/,1 (0)z),

differentiating with respect to H, and recognizing that

m0y)=—my(O0y)=m,q,(x) =q,(x)=q, dm,/

dH =dm,/dH and dq,/dH = — dgq,/dH as H 0, we get
x=P/(1+J7,II), (21)
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<m(0,y)m’(0,y)> <m” (0,y)>
1+ <m2(0,y)> + <m0, y) m” (0,y)> °

(22)

P=<m"(0,y)> —

Equations (21) and (22) are valid in both the ergodic and
nonergodic states. We find first the temperature dependence
of the susceptibility in an ergodic antiferromagnet, substitut-
ing in (22) the solution of replica-symmetric equations
(14).

Figure 1 shows a plot of y(T) for J,=1.2 and 1.5. It
was shown in Ref. 18 that the susceptibility increases with
decrease of temperature at T < Ty, if J, < 2'/2. It is seen from
Fig. 1 that in this case the susceptibility has a gently sloping
maximum in the ergodic state and decreases with tempera-
ture as T, is approached.

Note that frustrations of the intrasublattice interaction
suppress the increase of the susceptibility in a transition to
the AF phase. If the intrasublattice interaction is large
enough and is strongly frustrated, the susceptibility has at all
J, a maximum at the Néel temperature. We have calculated
the susceptibility in the nonergodic state (T'< T, ) in an ap-
proximation linear in 7. It suffices for this purpose to substi-
tute in the expressions for the mean values in (22) the solu-
tions of the system (17)-(19). The derivative dy/dT is
expressed in terms of various combinations of the quantities
6..,8,,and A. Since the last two quantities are discontinous
at the point T = T, the derivative dy/dT also has a discon-
tinuity at this point.

Figure 2 shows a plot of dIny/d InT vs. J, above and
below T, . It can be seen that in the mixed state the suscepti-
bility depends on the temperature, in contrast to pure spin
glass. But this dependence is weak. On going from the noner-
godic to the ergodic state, the derivative dlny/dInT in-
creases abruptly, but remains much less than unity.

A similar calculation for FSG shows that in this case the
susceptibility in the nonergodic state depends on tempera-
ture. The susceptibility has a kink at T, but, in contrast to
AFSG, in the nonergodic state it increases weakly with de-
crease of temperature.
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FIG. 1. Magnetic susceptibility vs. temperature at J, = 1.5 (upper curve)
and J, = 1.2 (lower curve).
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FIG. 2. Dependence of (dIny/dIn T),_, on J, in the ergodic
(T-T, + 0, curve 1) and nonergodic (77— 7, — 0O, curve 2) phases.

4. PHASE DIAGRAM IN A MAGNETIC FIELD

As noted in the earlier paper,'” frustration prevents the
existence of the AF phase at sufficiently low temperatures,
so that the T, (H) and Ty (H) curves cross on the (T,H)
phase plane. The temperature of the transition from the AF
phase into the AFSG state has a nontrivial dependence on
the magnetic field, since the field suppresses these two
phases unequally. It has shown T, has a nonmonotonic de-
pendence on H at J,> 1 and J, <€ 1, and that the temperature
T, increases with the field at the point of intersection of
T, (H) and Ty (H). This analysis of the phase diagram,
however, is of course incomplete. First, comparison with ex-
periment requires an analysis at J, — 1= 1, where T (0)
and T, (0) are not too strongly different. At such J, the
phase diagram differs substantially from that given in Ref.
17. Second, no study was made in Ref. 17 of the possibility of
transitions between different phases of the nonergodic state.
In particular, we do not know how the T, (H) line is contin-
ued into the nonergodic phase, and whether an AFSG-SG
transition is produced accompanied by vanishing of the anti-
ferromagnetic order parameter.

Phase diagrams for different values of J, are shown in
Fig. 3. The principal features of the interface between the
ergodic and inergodic states are the following:

1) There is always a field region in which T, increases

a b
T ) T
0.7
1.9
{HU:E]) U.Z
0.3 ;
10| 1
AF 1.8 20 H
2.1
0= (HDVTb)
/
AFSG | foow
) 7 2 Jd #H

FIG. 3. Phase diagram in the (7, H) plane at J, = 1.7 (Fig. 3a) and
J, = 3.0 (Fig. 3b). The inset of Fig. 3a shows in enlarged scale a section of
the phase diagram near the triple point. The dashed line shows the slope of
the Ty (H) curve in the nonergodic phase.
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with H. The increase of T, is stronger the larger J,. At
Jo=3(Ty(0)/T,(0)=500) we have a ratio T, (H,)/
T,(0)=30 (H, is the field in which the lines T, (H) and
Ty (H) cross). But also at J,=1.7, when T, (0)/
T,(0) = 9.4, the temperature T, (H) is twice as high as
T, (0). If, however, J, — 1<1, then T, (H,) < T, (0).

2) AtJ, — 1<1 and J,> 1 the temperature T, (H) is a
nonomotonic function of H if H < H,: initially T, (H) de-
creases with increases of the field, and then increases. For
intermediate values of J, corresponding to the interval
Tx(0)/T,(0)=1.5-30, the temperature T, (H) increases
monotonically with A all the way to H = H,,.

3) T,(H) decreases monotonically with the field at
H> H, The T, (H) curve has a kink at the point H = H,,.

The maximum field at which an antiferromagnetic
phase can exist is somewhat higher than H,,

The ratio H,/Ty (0) has a nonmonotonic dependence
on the parameter J,, At J—1«£1 the field
Hy=Txn (0)(J,— 1)>*< Ty (0) (Ref. 17). If, however,
Jo> 1 we can obtain for the field H the estimate

H, 1 ( 2J02)""
In .

=14

T'x(0) o

7

We consider the nonergodic state. To find the transition
line from the AFSG phase, in which the antiferromagnetic
order parameter / differs from zero, to the SG phase, where
[ = 0, we must find in the SG phase the generalized suscepti-
bility relative to a field that is directed upwards for spins of
one subsystem and downward for the other. This susceptibil-
ity has a pole when J, P = 1, where P is determined by the
same expression (22) as for the usual susceptibility, but the
mean values are calculated in an external field.

The calculations can be carried out to conclusion only
near (H, T,). Confining ourselves, as before, to the linear
terms in the dependence of ¢ ,, on x in the interval
xo,(H) <x <x,(H) and expanding all the quantities in pow-
ersof rand (H — H,)/H,, we obtain the slope of the T, (H)
curve in the nonergodic phase at the point (H,,7,).

The calculation results are shown in Figs. 3. It can be
seen that in the nonergodic state there exist regions with
antiferromagnetic order as well as with pure spin glass.
There is an interval of fields weaker than H in which the P-
AF-AFSG-SS phase transitions take place in succession as
the temperature is lowered.

CONCLUSION

We have shown that a temperature of field transition, in
which long-range order vanishes (appears), is possible in the
nonergodic state. Since it was found that the susceptibility in
the mixed state depends little on the temperature, it is quite
difficult to detect this transition by finding a kink an the
x(T) curve.

A more suitable method in this case is apparently neu-
tron diffraction, which would permit detection of the van-
ishing of antiferromagnetic reflection. As to transitions from
the antiferromagnetic phase into antiferromagnetic spin
glass, they can be investigated by the usual macroscopic
methods. Such investigations were carried out in Refs. 3—-6
for the layered Ising metamagnet Fe, _ Mg, Cl,. The mea-
surements were made at a magnesium concentration x near
the percolation threshold in a plane, so that the interaction
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of the spins in the plane was greatly suppressed. In this sense,
the situation accords with the model considered by us, in
which no account was taken of interactions within the sub-
lattices. A strong increase of 7, with increase of the magnet-
icfield, by almost a factor of two, was observed in Ref. 14 at a
ratio Ty /T, (0) = 3; this is in qualitative agreement with the
result of the theory above.

The increase of T, with increase of H was attributed in
Ref. 4 to the influence of random magnetic fields on the
antiferromagnetic phase. Such fields appear in a disordered
antiferromagnet in an external magnetic field.?* But these
fields must suppress also the spin-glass state, so that the in-
fluence of the random field on T, is not clear beforehand.
Since there are no random fields in our model with random
bonds and with only intersublattice interactions,?® and the
transition temperature can increase with the field, it is clear
that the T, (H) growth observed in Ref. 4 can be explained
also without assuming an influence of the random field. Ran-
dom-field effects can be easily taken into account by includ-
ing intrasublattice interaction in the model.

Note that an increase of T, with H was observed also in
Heisenberg antiferromagnetic glass,'> where the growth was
stronger the larger T (0)/T, (0).

It was mentioned above that the temperature depen-
dence of the sublattice magnetization in Fe, Mg, _, Cl,. was
measured in Ref. 6. The magnetization varies smoothly with
temperature, and in accordance with the results of Sec. 2 the
m, , (T) curve has no kink at T, . It would be of interest to
identify the singularity of m, , at T, . If the reentrant transi-
tion is, just as the transition into “pure” spin glass, of third
order, a kink can appear already on d °m, , /dT >

APPENDIX

The replica method was used in Ref. 17 to obtain the
following expression for the free energy

1 T 1
= —— — —— im — a, af
F 4T 5 Ll_lﬁ n O (z,°y,*"),

(A.1)
where p = 1 or 2, n is the number of replicas,

1
O (g = = D (@) +(20)* + (24)7)

SS V[ [FN p R

..‘

(,P)

+L(J°> ZS x;,“-i-( ) ZS “xp*
ZSPGSP Py B+_‘Z S “Sp"yp““],

(a f)p (a B)o

(A.2)

and xJ , x5, y5#, y$” the solutions of the saddle-point equa-

tions
J 'fa J \ia J
et (5 < (2) ol )
y,,““=—1q,,“°=i-1—<S *S:*, s GB='—."Q3uﬁ (A.3)
T T P Py T ]

i i
Tt = 7(1'1'14'12“) , yaaﬁ —_ _2_ (y‘aﬂ_i_yzaﬁ) .

The angle brackets denote averaging with the exponential
under the trace sign in (A.2).
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In the nonergodic phase, the replica symmetry of the
matrices g is violated. The quantities m* do not depend on
the replica indices and determine, as we shall show present-
ly, the moments of the sublattices. We express next the trace
in (A.2) as a product L,L,, where

L,=Spexp [ ZS *H, +—-ZS *Sp?(2¢:*—q5 "f‘)]
(a,pb)

H,—HwJD(Zma-i-m,,), p=1,2.
(A.4)

We use the Parisi parametrization for the matrices g2°.
Then, using the identity

1 0*
L=er g g at-o Ll eannotims,

(A.S5)

weobtain, following the Duplantier method,?® an expression
for the free energy

F=_4TL""3T (j dxqf(x)—2qs(1))
= Y(J ar @ -200) )] - 1,

%(mﬁ-ﬁ-mz —4mg?).

(A.6)

Heregq , (x) is the Parisi function for the parameter, while f,
and f, are equal to

1
he= 2(2mq,,1(0))"
. —(H=Jym,,))?
x [ dy 9,50, p)exp [— W Wlomed) | a7y
2(12,1 (O)
while the functions @ (x, y ) satisfy the equation
. 2113-(}1,2 17 2
¢1_:=——'q—“q’12——(2q:4 qs, 2)1(({31 2) (A.8)
with boundary conditions
) Y
¢i.(1,y)=TIn 2ch—7. (A.9)

A dot denotes differentiation with respect to x, a prime dif-
ferentiation with respect to y, and x varies in the interval
[1,2].

An equation for g , (x) can be obtained from (A.2) by
varying and again using the Duplantier method. It is more
convenient, however, to use the variational procedure pro-
posed in Ref. 22. To this end we write down the variational
functional F in the form
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1 Jo
F= —ﬁ+—(m,2+mz '—4777,32)
. {j ‘Ip:(x)dx“‘29'p(1)}
g7 <~ L

s2Jaray

p =

_2_1T[j 0 (@) dz—20,(1) |~ et +

[%(l y)—T1n2ch—] —~Zf dxs dy P»(z,y)
Gs—(»

| bt )+ 2

9" (2,9)

x
= (2d) (g5 (@ 9)? . (A.10)
The last two terms are zero by virtue of (A.8) and (A.9),
and do not alter F. P , are indeterminate Lagrange multipli-
ers.
Variation of the functional (A.10) with respect to the
functions g , (x) and m,, leads to the equations

@)= | dy Pra(2, 1) (1.)°

2T
] eugiay -3 g
12(P12 Yy or 5;@4,7; Y,
(A.11)
gs(z)="/2(g:(2) + ¢.(x)), (A.12)
my,2 = Wj yq)tz(o y)
_ (y"(H"Jomz,i))z
x exo] 24:.(0) I
(A.13)
ms=/,(m,+m,). (A.14)

Varying with respect to @(x,y) and @(0,y) and using
(A.12), we obtain equations for P, , (x,y)

p,z—q“P.z ‘*’“(cp.zPu)

(A.15)

with boundary conditions

[ ==t

P:,z(()y y)= 2q (O)

1
—ex

(231592,1 (0)) " P
(A.16)

Using (A.15) we can, following Ref. 22, simplify expres-

sions (A.11) for g ,, (x). To this end, differentiating both

halves of (A.8) with respect to y, we obtain equations for

my, (x.p) = @, (x,p):

Qz, amy, 2z, y)=0, (A.17)
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where we have introduced the operator

- a+q2,,(az 2 a)

oz 2 .

N (A19

It follows from (A.15) that any function satisfies the rela-
tion

d R
2 Jaypoa@ v s =] aypoa i), A1)

Using (A.19), we see that the last two terms in (A.11) can-
cel out, so that

¢r:2(x)= 5 dy P, . (z, y)mx,z(x, y).
It follows from (A.17) that
j‘dy Pn,:(x» y)mi.z(x,y)=,j. Pi.z(O, y)ml,z(O, y)dy=m, .

We have thus derived Egs. (3)-(11) of the main text.

A spin glass is called “pure” if it has no long-range order, and only its
spin-glass order parameter g (x) differs from zero.
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