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Abstract

Nishimori’s gauge theory is extended to the quantum XYZ p-spin glass model in finite
dimensions. This enables us to obtain useful correlation equalities, which show also that
Duhamel correlation functions at an arbitrary temperature are bounded by those in the cor-
responding classical model on the Nishimori line. These bounds give that the spontaneous
magnetization vanishes in any low temperature even if the model enters the Z2-symmetry bro-
ken spin glass phase. This theory explains well-known fact from experiments and numerical
calculations that the magnetic susceptibility does not diverge in the spin glass transition. The
new gauge theory together with the known phase diagram of the Edwards-Anderson model
can specify the spin glass region in the coupling constant space of the quantum Heisenberg
XYZ spin glass model.

Keywords: Gauge theory, Phase diagram, Paramagnetic and Spin glass phases, Spin glass tran-
sition, Spontaneous symmetry breaking, Spontaneous magnetization, Magnetic susceptibility,

1 Introduction

Phase transitions in spin glasses have been studied extensively. In particular, the response of
spin glasses to magnetic field has been investigated mathematically [1, 2, 3], numerically [4]
and experimentally [5, 6]. It is well-known that the static magnetic susceptibility does not
diverge in the spin glass transition [4, 5]. This fact is consistent with rounding effects explained
mathematically [1, 2, 3].

In the present paper, a new extension of Nishimori’s gauge theory to the quantum XYZ
p-spin glass model is provided. This theory enables us to discuss the finiteness of the magnetic
susceptibility in the spin glass transition of mathematically. Nishimori’s gauge theory is well-
known as a useful theory to study macroscopic behaviors of mainly Ising spin glass systems
[7, 8]. The gauge invariance of Hamiltonian and gauge covariance of distribution functions of
random coupling constants provide several useful exact relations on the Nishimori line lying in
paramagnetic and ferromagnetic phases in the coupling constant space of the Edwards-Anderson
(EA) model [9]. These are helpful to draw the phase diagram of the EA model. It is well-
known that fluctuation of order parameters is suppressed on the Nishimori line. Nishimori and
Sherrington have argued the absence of replica symmetry breaking on the Nishimori line in the
EA model [10]. Recently, this fact is confirmed in Nishimori’s gauge theory [11] combined with
Aizenman-Contucci-Ghirlanda-Guerra identities [12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17]. Okuyama and Ohzeki
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obtain the Gibbs-Bogoliubov inequality for the free energy in the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick (SK)
model [18] using its local concavity on the Nishimori line [19]. Quite recently, they have proven
also that the free energy of Ising spin glass models with the Kac potential in the non-additive
limit is exactly the same as that of the SK model on the Nishimori line in the thermodynamic
limit [20].

On the other hand, studies on quantum spin glass systems [2, 3, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28,
29] are much fewer than those on classical Ising spin glass systems, since the non-commutativity
of operators yields considerable complication for evaluations. Morita, Ozeki and Nishimori have
shown that Nishimori’s gauge theory is useful also for quantum spin glasses [22]. Correlation
functions in the transverse field EA model and the XY gauge glass at an arbitrary temperature
are bounded by those in the corresponding classical Ising spin glass model on the Nishimori line
[22]. These bounds yield that the absence of ferromagnetic long-range order on the Nishimori
line in the classical Ising spin glass model implies the absence of ferromagnetic long-range order
in the corresponding quantum systems. Although the Nishimori line lies out of the spin glass
phase, the gauge theory provides bounds on physical quantities in spin glass phase in classical and
quantum spin glass models. Recently, absence of spontaneous magnetization and boundedness
of the magnetic susceptibility in the spin glass phase have been shown in the transverse field EA
model [29].

In the present paper, several useful equalities among the correlation functions in quantum
XYZ p-spin glass are obtained by extended Nishimori’s gauge theory. The sample expectation
of a correlation function in the quantum spin glass model at arbitrary temperatures is equal to
the correlation function times another correlation function in the corresponding classical Ising
spin glass model on the Nishimori line. These correlation equalities enable us to prove well-
known properties of the spontaneous Z2-symmetry breaking in quantum spin glass systems.
It is proven that there is no spontaneous magnetization in a certain subspace of the coupling
constant space as in the classical spin glass models. The spontaneous magnetization in the
quantum spin glass model for any temperature is bounded by those on the Nishimori line in the
corresponding classical model. In addition, two acceptable assumptions and Nishimori’s gauge
theory enable us to discuss the finiteness of ferromagnetic susceptibility in spin glass phase
transition. A bound on the ferromagnetic susceptibility is given by a correlation function in the
corresponding classical model on the Nishimori line. Under these assumptions, it is proven that
the ferromagnetic susceptibility under zero external field does not diverge in the paramagnetic
and spin glass phases, where the spontaneous magnetization is proven to be zero by the obtained
gauge theory. These results are well-known general properties of spin glasses, which are valid
also in the classical Ising spin glasses. Finally, we study the quantum Heisenberg XYZ spin glass
model in the new gauge theory in combination with the known phase diagram of the EA model.
This allows us to specify a region in the coupling constant space of the XYZ model, where the
gauge theory proves that there is no spontaneous magnetization at any temperature. The spin
glass state should appear in this region at sufficiently low temperature.

2 Definitions of the quantum XYZ spin glass model

For a positive integer L, let ΛL := [0, L − 1]d ∩ Z
d be a d dimensional cubic lattice whose

volume is |ΛL| = Ld. A sequence of spin operators σ := (σwi )w=x,y,z,i∈ΛL
on a Hilbert space

H :=
⊗

i∈ΛL
Hi is defined by a tensor product of the Pauli matrix σw acting on Hi ≃ C

2 and
unities. These operators are self-adjoint and satisfy the commutation relations

[σyk , σ
z
j ] = 2iδk,jσ

x
j , [σzk, σ

x
j ] = 2iδk,jσ

y
j , [σxk , σ

y
j ] = 2iδk,jσ

z
j ,

and each spin operator satisfies
(σwj )

2 = 1.
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Denote a product of spins

σwX =
∏

i∈X

σwi ,

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

H(σ,J) := −
∑

p∈P

∑

X∈Bp

∑

w=x,y,z

Jw
X,pσ

w
X , (2)

where, a sequence J := (Jw
X,p)p∈P,X∈Bp,w=x,y,z consists of independent Gaussian random vari-

ables (r.v.s) with its expectation value µwp > 0 and its standard deviation ∆w
p > 0. The

probability density function of each Jw
X,p is given by

Pw
p (Jw

X,p) :=
1√

2π∆w
p

exp
[

−
(Jw

X,p − µwp )
2

2∆w
p
2

]

. (3)

E denotes the sample expectation over all Jw
X,p, such that

EJw
X,p = µwp , E(Jw

X,p − µwp )
2 = ∆w

p
2.

UwH(σ,J)U †
w = H(σ,J), (4)

for Uw := σwΛL
for each w (= x, y, z), if ∆u

p = µup = 0 for all odd p ∈ P for u 6= w.
Define Gibbs state for the Hamiltonian. For a positive β and real numbers Jw

X,p, the partition
function is defined by

ZL(β,J) := Tre−βH(σ,J), (5)

where the trace is taken over all basis in the Hilbert space.
For a certain fixed w (= x, y, z), regard Jw as a set of classical couplings and symbolically

Qw := (Ju,Jv) for other components satisfying v 6= u 6= w 6= v denotes a set of quantum
perturbations. Represent couplings by (Ju,Jv ,Jw) = (Qw,Jw). Let f be an arbitrary function
of spin operators, and the expectation of f(σ) in the Gibbs state is given by

〈f(σ)〉(Q
w ,Jw)

β :=
1

ZL(β,J)
Trf(σ)e−βH(σ,J). (6)

Note that the index J = (Qw,Jw) of the Gibbs expectation includes the quantum perturbation
in the Hamiltonian. Note that the Gibbs expectation of operators σw := (σwi )i∈ΛL

at Qw = 0

is identical to the Gibbs expectation in the classical model with random exchanges Jw

〈f(σw)〉(0,J
w)

β = 〈f(τ)〉β ,

where the classical spin configuration τ : ΛL → {1,−1} is a function from lattice to a set of
eigenvalues of (σwi )i∈ΛL

. Duhamel function of two functions f(σ), g(σ) of spin operators is
defined by

(f(σ), g(σ))Jβ :=

ˆ 1

0
dt〈etβH(σ,J)f(σ)e−tβH(σ,J)g(σ)〉Jβ (7)

Note that
(f(σw), g(σw))

(0,Jw)
β = 〈f(τ)g(τ)〉β ,
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We define the following functions of (β,∆,µ) ∈ [0,∞)1+6|P| and randomness J = (Jw
X,p)p∈P,X∈Bp,w=x,y,z

ψL(β,J) :=
1

|ΛL|
logZL(β,J), (8)

−Ld

β ψL(β,J) is called free energy in statistical physics. Define a function pL : [0,∞)1+6|P| → R

by

pL(β,∆,µ) := EψL(β,J). (9)

The following infinite volume limit

p(β,∆,µ) := lim
L→∞

pL(β,∆,µ), (10)

exists for each (β,∆,µ) [25]. Note that the function ψL(β,J), pL(β,∆,µ) and p(β,∆,µ) are
convex functions of each variable.

To study Z2-symmetrry and its breaking, define order operators in terms of w component of
the Pauli operators

ow :=
1

|ΛL|
∑

i∈ΛL

σwi . (11)

For arbitrary functions f(σ), g(σ) of spin operators, denote their truncated Duhamel correlation
function by

(f(σ); g(σ))Jβ := (f(σ), g(σ))Jβ − 〈f(σ)〉Jβ 〈g(σ)〉Jβ .
Note that the derivative of the expectation value is represented in terms of the truncated
Duhamel function

∂

∂µw1
〈f(σ)〉Jβ = β|ΛL|(f(σ); ow)Jβ .

3 Nishimori’s gauge theory

Nishimori’s gauge theory can be extended to disordered quantum XYZ mixed p-spin glass
models [29]. Let us define a gauge transformation in Nishimori’s gauge theory for quan-
tum spin glass models [7, 30, 31]. For a certain fixed u(= x, y, z), define a unitary operator
Uu(τ) :=

∏

j∈ΛL
(σuj )

(1−τj)/2 for a spin configuration τ : ΛL → {1,−1}. Define a gauge transfor-
mation with Uu(τ) of spin operators and couplings for w 6= u by

σwi → τiσ
w
i = Uu(τ)σ

w
i Uu(τ)

†, Jw
X,p → Jw

X,pτX . (12)

The Hamiltonian is invariant under the gauge transformation with any Uw(τ). For example, for
u = x and w = y, z, the Hamiltonian is invariant in the following

H(σx, τσy , τσz ,Jx,Jyτ,Jzτ) = H(σx,σy ,σz ,Jx,Jy ,Jz). (13)

The distribution function is transformed in the following covariant form

Pw
p (Jw

X,pτX) = Pw
p (Jw

X,p)e

µwp

∆w
p

2
Jw
X,p(τX−1)

, (14)

Let u be one of x, y, z and v,w be other two of them. Define Nishimori’s inverse temperature
βup with respect to the gauge transformation Uu(τ) by

βup :=

√

µvp
2

∆v
p
2 +

µwp
2

∆w
p
2 . (15)
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Define i.i.d. Gaussian r.v.s (Ku
X,p)X∈Bp and (Gu

X,p)X∈Bp by

Ku
X,p :=

1

βup

( µvp

∆v
p
2J

v
X,p +

µwp

∆w
p
2J

w
X,p

)

, Gu
X,p :=

µwp J
v
X,p − µvpJ

w
X,p

βup∆
v
p∆

w
p

, (16)

which satisfy

EKu
X,p = βup , E(Ku

X,p − βup )
2 = 1, EGu

X,p = 0, EGu
X,p

2 = 1, EKu
X,pG

u
X,p = 0.

Note the following relation of random variables

(Ku
X,p − βup )

2 +Gu
X,p

2 =
1

∆v
p
2 (J

v
X,p − µvp)

2 +
1

∆w
p
2 (J

w
X,p − µwp )

2.

Therefore, the distribution function of Jv
X,p, J

w
X,p is represented in terms of Ku

X,p, G
u
X,p

P v
p (J

v
X,p)P

w
p (Jw

X,p)dJ
v
X,pdJ

w
X,p =

1

2π
exp

[

− 1

2
(Ku

X,p − βup )
2 − 1

2
Gu

X,p
2
]

dKu
X,pdG

u
X,p.

A sequence of Nishimori’s inverse temperatures for all p ∈ P is denoted by

βu
N := (βup )p∈P . (17)

Define the following classical Hamiltonian for a spin configuration τ : ΛL → {1,−1}

Hcl(τ,K
u) := −

∑

p∈P

∑

X∈Bp

Ku
X,pτX . (18)

Several equalities among correlation functions [22] are extended in the following.

Lemma 3.1 Let u be one of x, y, z and w(6= u) be another one. The one point function for any
X ⊂ ΛL satisfies

E〈σwX〉Jβ = E〈σwX〉Jβ 〈τX〉(0,K
u)

βu
N

, (19)

and two point functions for any X,Y ⊂ ΛL satisfy

E〈σwX〉Jβ 〈σwY 〉Jβ = E〈σwX〉Jβ 〈σwY 〉Jβ 〈τXτY 〉
(0,Ku)
βu
N

, E〈σwXσwY 〉Jβ = E〈σwXσwY 〉Jβ 〈τXτY 〉
(0,Ku)
βu
N

. (20)

Also Duhamel function and truncated Duhamel function satisfy

E(σwX , σ
w
Y )

J
β = E(σwX , σ

w
Y )

J
β 〈τXτY 〉

(0,Ku)
βu
N

, E(σwX ;σwY )
J
β = E(σwX ;σwY )

J
β 〈τXτY 〉

(0,Ku)
βu
N

. (21)

Multiple point functions satisfy corresponding extended formulae.

Proof. Here, we prove these relations for a specific case u = x and w = z or w = y for
simplicity. Extensions to other components are straightforward. For X ⊂ ΛL the one point
function E〈σzX〉Jβ written in the integration over J can be represented in terms of gauge trans-
formed form using the gauge invariance (13) of the Hamiltonian and the gauge covariance (14)
of the distribution.

E〈σzX〉Jβ =

ˆ

〈σzX〉Jβ
∏

p∈P

∏

Y ∈Bp

∏

w=x,y,z

Pw
p (Jw

Y,p)dJ
w
Y,p

=

ˆ

〈σzX〉Jβ τX
∏

p∈P

∏

Y ∈Bp

P x
p (J

x
Y,p)dJ

x
Y,p

∏

w=y,z

Pw
p (Jw

Y,pτY )dJ
w
Y,p

=

ˆ

〈σzX〉Jβ τX
∏

p∈P

∏

Y ∈Bp

e
(

µ
y
p

∆
y
p
2
Jy
Y,p

+
µzp

∆z
p
2
Jz
Y,p

)(τY −1) ∏

w=x,y,z

Pw
p (Jw

Y,p)dJ
w
Y .
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Then, rewrite the one point function in terms of Kx
p and βx

N defined by (16), (17)

E〈σzX〉Jβ
= 2−|ΛL|

∑

τ∈{1,−1}ΛL

ˆ

〈σzX〉Jβ τXe
∑

p∈P

∑
Y ∈Bp

βx
pK

x
Y,p

(τY −1)
∏

p∈P

∏

Y ∈Bp

∏

w=x,y,z

Pw
p (Jw

Y,p)dJ
w
Y,p

= 2−|ΛL|

ˆ

〈σzX〉Jβ 〈τX〉(0,K
x)

βx
N

∑

ξ∈{1,−1}ΛL

e
∑

p∈P

∑
Y ∈Bp

βx
pK

x
Y,p

(ξY −1)
∏

p,Y,w

Pw(J
w
Y,p)dJ

w
Y,p

= 2−|ΛL|
∑

ξ∈{1,−1}ΛL

ˆ

〈σzX〉Jβ 〈τX〉(0,K
x)

βx
N

∏

p∈P

∏

Y ∈Bp

P x
p (J

x
Y,p)dJ

x
Y,p

∏

w=y,z

Pw
p (Jw

Y,pξY )dJ
w
Y,p

= 2−|ΛL|
∑

ξ∈{1,−1}ΛL

ˆ

〈σzX〉Jβ 〈τX〉(0,K
x)

βx
N

∏

p∈P

∏

Y ∈Bp

∏

w=x,y,z

Pw
p (Jw

Y,p)dJ
w
Y,p

= E〈σzX〉Jβ 〈τX〉(0,K
x)

βx
N

, (22)

where {1,−1}ΛL denotes a set of all spin configurations τ : ΛL → {1,−1}, and we have used the

gauge invariance of 〈σzX〉Jβ 〈τX〉(0,K
x)

βx
N

under another gauge transformation σwX → ξXσ
w
X , τX →

ξXτX , J
w
X,p → Jw

X,pξX for w = y, z to obtain the last line. The equality for u = y

E〈σyX〉Jβ = E〈σyX〉Jβ 〈τX〉(0,K
x)

βx
N

,

is obtained in the same procedure. Other identities of multiple point functions are obtained in
the same way. �

4 Z2-symmetry breaking in the spin glass transition

Here, we study spin glass phase transition in the quantum XYZ mixed even p-spin glass model
with coupling constants (β,∆,µ). For a certain fixed u(= x, y, z), the Hamiltonian (2) is
invariant under the unitary transformation Uu := σuΛL

, if ∆w
p = µwp = 0 for all odd p ∈ P and

for all w(6= u). Consider the Hamiltonian which is invariant under all Ux, Uy, Uz , and apply a
symmetry breaking field Jw

1 for a certain fixed w (6= u) with coupling constants (∆w
1 , µ

w
1 ) to this

invariant Hamiltonian. Let P2 be a set of positive even integers, and define a set P by

P := {1} ∪ P2, (23)

to define the Hamiltonian (2). Note the identity B1 = ΛL. Define a function of µ1 and L as a
finite size ferromagnetic order parameter

mw
L(µ1) :=

1

β

∂

∂µw1
pL(β,∆,µ) = E〈ow〉Jβ =

1

|ΛL|
∑

i∈ΛL

E〈σwi 〉Jβ . (24)

Let ew be a unit vector in the w direction, and consider the Z2-symmetry breaking field with
(∆1,µ1) = (∆w

1 e
w, µw1 e

w). The following Z2-symmetric limit

mw := lim
(∆w

1
,µw

1
)→(0,0)

lim
L→∞

mw
L(µ1),

defines the spontaneous magnetization, which measures the spontaneous Z2-symmetry breaking.
To define three magnetic phases, define spin glass order parameter by

qw := lim
(∆w

1
,µw

1
)→(0,0)

lim
L→∞

1

|ΛL|
∑

i∈ΛL

E(〈σwi 〉Jβ )2.
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Note that (mw)2 ≤ qw for any w. Since the Z2-symmetry defined by Uu = σuΛL
(u 6= w) implies

〈σwi 〉Jβ = 0, also the order parameter qw measures the spontaneous Z2-symmetry breaking. Define
vector order parameters by m := (mx,my,mz), q := (qx, qy, qz). The paramagnetic phase is
defined by q = 0 = m. The spin glass phase is defined by m = 0, q 6= 0. The ferromagnetic
phase is defined by m 6= 0, q 6= 0. All three Z2-symmetries are preserved in the paramagnetic
phase. At least one of them is broken in the spin glass and the ferromagnetic phases.

Assumptions Consider the disordered quantum XYZ mixed even p-spin model with three Z2-
symmetries defined by the unitary operators Uu := σuΛL

(u = x, y, z), in a Z2-symmetry breaking
field Jw

1 with coupling constants (∆w
1 , µ

w
1 ) for w (= x, y, z). Assume the following A1 on the cor-

responding classical model and A2 on the quantum XYZ mixed p-spin glass model with ∆w
1 = 0.

A1. In the paramagnetic phase of the classical model defined by (18), the following function
is bounded

1

|ΛL|
∑

i,j∈ΛL

√

E〈τiτj〉(0,K
u)

βu
N

≤ C, (25)

by a positive number C depending on coupling constants and independent of L.

A2. For ∆1 = 0, the finite size ferromagnetic susceptibility is bounded by

∣

∣

∣

∂mw
L

∂µv1
(µ1)

∣

∣

∣
≤

∣

∣

∣

∂mw
L

∂µv1
(0)

∣

∣

∣
(26)

for any v,w(= x, y, z) for sufficiently small |µ1| for sufficiently large L.

A1 is valid, if the function E〈τiτj〉(0,K
u)

βu
N

decays exponentially for |i − j| ≫ 1 in the param-

agnetic phase of the classical model for Q = 0,J1 = 0.
A2 implies that the singular behavior of the susceptibility for µ1 6= 0 becomes weaker than that
for µ1 = 0. This is equivalent to the fact that the finite size nonlinear susceptibility is non-

positive
∂3mw

L

∂µv
1
3 (0) ≤ 0, at ∆1 = µ1 = 0, since

∂2mw
L

∂µv
1
2 (0) = 0 by the Z2-symmetry. In the nearest

neighbor ferromagnetic Ising model with Q = 0,J1 = 0, this non-positivity is guaranteed by
the Lebowitz inequality [32]. In this model, the inequality (26) is always valid for any µv1 > 0
by the Griffiths-Hurst-Sharman inequality [33].

4.1 Absence of spontaneous magnetization

First, absence of spontaneous ferromagnetic magnetization is proven.

Theorem 4.1 Consider the quantum XYZ mixed even p-spin glass model defined by the Hamil-
tonian (2) with a symmetry breaking field J1 with (∆1,µ1). The spontaneous ferromagnetic
magnetization vanishes

m = 0, (27)

for any β in the model with J , if the corresponding classical model with random exchanges Ku

defined by (16) is in the paramagnetic phase.

Proof. This is proven using Lemma 3.1. Consider a magnetization process in the quantum
model for β > 0 and βu

N defined by (17). The identity (19) gives a bound on the magnetization.

|E〈σwi 〉Jβ | = |E〈σwi 〉Jβ 〈τi〉
(0,Ku)
βu
N

| ≤ E|〈σwi 〉Jβ ||〈τi〉
(0,Ku)
βu
N

| ≤ E|〈τi〉(0,K
u)

βu
N

|

≤
√

E(〈τi〉(0,K
u)

βu
N

)2 =

√

E〈τi〉(0,K
u)

βu
N

,

7



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

E〈ow〉Jβ =
1

|ΛL|
∑

i∈ΛL

E〈σwi 〉Jβ ≤ 1

|ΛL|
∑

i∈ΛL

√

E〈τi〉(0,K
u)

βu
N

≤
√

1

|ΛL|
∑

i∈ΛL

E〈τi〉(0,K
u)

βu
N

. (28)

If the classical model with (0,Ku) and βu
N has no spontaneous magnetization for two of u =

x, y, z, the right hand side of (28) vanishes in the limit βu1 → 0. Therefore, the magnetization
vanishes in this limit

mw = lim
(∆w

1
,µw

1
)→(0,0)

lim
L→∞

E〈ow〉Jβ = 0, (29)

also in the quantum XYZ p-spin glass model with the random exchanges J for any β > 0 for
any w(= x, y, z). This completes the proof. �

4.2 Bound on the susceptibility

Finally, let us explain that the ferromagnetic susceptibility has a finite upper bound under the
acceptable assumptions A1, A2 in the Z2-symmetry breaking phase transition of the quantum
XYZ mixed even p-spin glass model. For ∆1 = 0, regard the sample expectation of the mag-
netization as a function of the deterministic field µ1 and the system size L. Define a magnetic
susceptibility in the infinite-volume limit by

χv,w(µ1) :=
∂

∂µv1
lim
L→∞

mw
L(µ1). (30)

The following theorem states a boundedness of the susceptibility for µ1 = 0.

Theorem 4.2 Consider the quantum XYZ mixed even p-spin glass model under a symmetry
breaking field J1 with ∆1 = 0 satisfying assumptions A1 and A2. If the corresponding classical
model with Ku defined by (16) at βu

N defined by (17) is in paramagnetic phase, then the magni-
tude of magnetic susceptibility in the quantum XYZ spin glass model at µ1 = 0 is bounded from
the above

|χv,w(0)| ≤ 2βC. (31)

for any temperature for any v,w = x, y, z.

Proof. Since the function p(β,∆,µ) exists as a convex function of µw1 for any w, p(β,∆,µ) is
continuously differentiable at almost all µw1 , where the infinite volume limit of the ferromagnetic
magnetization

lim
L→∞

mw
L(µ1) =

1

β

∂

∂µw1
p(β,∆,µ), (32)

is represented in terms of the partial derivative of p(β,∆,µ) with respect to µw1 [25]. Consider
a single argument function mw

L(te
v) of t ∈ (0, 1), where ev is a unit vector in the v direction.

The mean value theorem implies that there exists a positive number θ < 1 for t, such that

1

t
[mw

L(te
v)−mw

L(0)] =
d

dt
mw

L(θte
v) =

∂mw
L

∂µv1
(θtev). (33)

Note that the Z2-symmetry guarantees mw
L(0) = 0 for any L. The assumption A2 implies that

the right hand side in the above identity is bounded by

∣

∣

∣

∂mw
L

∂µv1
(θtev)

∣

∣

∣
≤

∣

∣

∣

∂mw
L

∂µv1
(0)

∣

∣

∣
, (34)
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for a sufficiently small t > 0 and for sufficiently large L. For µ1 = 0, the following bound on
the susceptibility is obtained using the identity (21), Jensen’s inequality and identity (20) for
βu
N for any v 6= u 6= u

∣

∣

∣

∂mw
L

∂µv1
(0)

∣

∣

∣
=

β

|ΛL|
∣

∣

∣

∑

i,j∈ΛL

E(σwi ;σ
v
j )

J
β

∣

∣

∣
=

β

|ΛL|
∣

∣

∣

∑

i,j∈ΛL

E(σwi ;σ
v
j )

J
β 〈τiτj〉

(0,Ku)
βu
N

∣

∣

∣

≤ β

|ΛL|
∑

i,j∈ΛL

E|(σwi ;σvj )Jβ ||〈τiτj〉
(0,Ku)
βu
N

| ≤ 2β

|ΛL|
∑

i,j∈ΛL

E|〈τiτj〉(0,K
u)

βu
N

|

≤ 2β

|ΛL|
∑

i,j∈ΛL

√

E(〈τiτj〉(0,K
u)

βu
N

)2 =
2β

|ΛL|
∑

i,j∈ΛL

√

E〈τiτj〉(0,K
u)

βu
N

. (35)

The assumption A1 on the correlation function at βu
N,µ1 = 0 implies

∣

∣

∣

∂mw
L

∂µv1
(0)

∣

∣

∣
≤ 2β

|ΛL|
∑

i,j∈ΛL

√

E〈τiτj〉(0,K
u)

βu
N

≤ 2βC, (36)

where C does not depend on L. Therefore,

lim
L→∞

1

t
|mw

L(te
v)−mw

L(0)| ≤ lim sup
L→∞

2β

|ΛL|
∑

i,j∈ΛL

√

E〈τiτj〉(0,K
u)

βu
N

≤ 2βC, (37)

for sufficiently small t > 0. The magnitude of susceptibility at any β > 0 is bounded from the
above

∣

∣

∣

∂

∂µv1
lim
L→∞

mw
L(µ1)

∣

∣

∣

µ1=0

= lim
t→0

lim
L→∞

1

t
|mw

L(te
v)−mw

L(0)| ≤ 2βC. (38)

This completes the proof. �

5 Summary and discussions

In the present paper, Nishimori’s gauge theory is extended to the quantum XYZ mixed p-
spin glass model. The gauge transformation for spin operators is generated by the unitary
operator Uu :=

∏

i∈ΛL
(σui )

(1−τi)/2 for u = x, y, z and Jw
X,p → Jw

X,pτX with a classical Ising spin
configuration τ : ΛL → {1,−1}. The covariance of spin operators and functions of couplings J ,
and invariance of the Hamiltonian provide Lemma 3.1, which claims that the sample expectation
of any correlation function in the quantum XYZ spin glass model is identical to the expectation
of the original correlation function times the correlation function in the corresponding classical
model on the Nishimori line. We have discussed spontaneous Z2-symmetry breaking phenomena
in the quantum XYZ mixed even p-spin glass model. The identity for the one point function
in Lemma 3.1 enables us to prove Theorem 4.1. This gives a sufficient condition for that all
components of the spontaneous magnetization vanish

mw = lim
(∆w

1
,µw

1
)→(0,0)

lim
L→∞

1

|ΛL|
∑

i∈ΛL

E〈σwi 〉Jβ = 0,

in the quantum XYZ mixed even p-spin glass model. If the corresponding classical models at βu
N

for each u 6= w is in the paramagnetic phase, then the quantum XYZ mixed even p-spin glass
model at any temperature is in the paramagnetic or spin glass phase, where all components of
the spontaneous magnetization vanish mx = my = mz = 0. The spin glass transition occurs
from the paramagnetic phase to the spin glass phase by lowering temperature. The identity for
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the truncated Duhamel two point function in Lemma 3.1 and assumptions A1, A2 enable us to
prove Theorem 4.2 for the quantum XYZ mixed even p-spin glass model. Theorem 4.2 claims
the well-known fact that the magnetic susceptibility does not diverge in the spin glass transition
between the paramagnetic and spin glass phases in a certain region of coupling constants, where
the corresponding classical mixed p-spin glass model is in the paramagnetic phase.

Here, we discuss properties of spin glass transitions for a specific case of p = 2 with nearest
neighbor exchange interactions, which is the quantum Heisenberg XYZ spin glass model. In this
model, the collection of nearest neighbor bonds is defined by

B2 := {{i, j}|i, j ∈ ΛL, |i− j| = 1}.

Its corresponding classical model is the well-known Edwards-Anderson (EA) model, whose phase
diagram is considered to be established. The EA model has the unique triple point (βt, µt),
where the paramagnetic, spin glass and ferromagnetic phases coexist. Define a subspace Su

(u = x, y, z) of the coupling constant space by

Su := {(∆x
2 ,∆

y
2,∆

z
2, µ

x
2 , µ

y
2, µ

z
2)|βv2 , βw2 < βt, w 6= u 6= v 6= w}, (39)

where the definition (15) for p = 2 gives the following explicit form of the condition

µw2
2

∆w
2
2 +

µu2
2

∆u
2
2 =: βv2

2 < β2t ,
µu2

2

∆u
2
2 +

µv2
2

∆v
2
2 =: βw2

2 < β2t , (40)

for w 6= u 6= v 6= w. Theorem 4.1 leads that if βw2 , β
v
2 < βt are satisfied for any two v,w of x, y, z,

then all components of spontaneous magnetization vanish

mx = my = mz = 0, (41)

at any temperature. This fact implies that the union of the paramagnetic region SPM and the
spin glass region SSG in the coupling constant space of the quantum Heisenberg XYZ spin glass
model at an arbitrary fixed temperature includes

SPM ∪ SSG ⊃ Sx ∪ Sy ∪ Sz, (42)

where the right hand side is depicted in Figure 1.

μx

2

2
/Δ

x

2

2

μy

2

2
/Δ

y

2

2

μz

2

2
/Δ

z

2

2

β2

t

β2

t

β2

t

Figure 1: The gray region depicts Sx∪Sy∪Sz, which is predicted to be the spin glass region of the
quantum Heisenberg XYZ spin glass model in sufficiently low temperature. All Su (u = x, y, z)
are congruent square-based pyramids in this coordinate system of the coupling constant space,
then the boundary of Sx ∪ Sy ∪ Sz consists of triangles and squares. Solid and dashed straight
lines represent convex and concave edges, respectively.
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For βu2 > βt, the spontaneous magnetization can be finite mw 6= 0 for w 6= u. Although
βu2 < βt and β

v
2 < βt (u 6= v) are sufficient condition for no spontaneous magnetization m = 0,

there is the following natural conjecture

SSG ⊂ Sx ∪ Sy ∪ Sz. (43)

Namely, the region where the gauge theory proves that there is no spontaneous magnetization
m = 0 is expected to contain the spin glass region. As far as the EA model is concerned,
this conjecture is believed to lead to its established phase diagram. Since paramagnetic region
disappears in sufficiently low temperature, this conjecture leads to SSG = Sx ∪ Sy ∪ Sz. This
conjecture (43) and Theorem 4.2 imply that the magnetic susceptibility is always finite in the
spin glass transition of the quantum Heisenberg XYZ spin glass model. In other words, this
conjecture is sufficient to explain well-known experimental and numerical evidences showing the
finiteness of the magnetic susceptibility in spin glass transitions. On the other hand, what the
violation of the conjecture (43) yields is interesting to study, since

SSG ∩ (Sx ∪ Sy ∪ Sz)c 6= φ,

cannot be excluded rigorously. For example, possibility of divergent susceptibility in spin glass
transition of quantum systems should be searched. If there exists a region without spontaneous
magnetization that cannot be proven by the gauge theory, the finiteness of the magnetic suscep-
tibility cannot be proven either. The validity of the conjecture (43) would be difficult to judge
at this stage, but this might provide interesting problems for further studies.
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