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CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREMS FOR THE ENERGY DENSITY IN THE
SHERRINGTON-KIRKPATRICK MODEL

SOURAV CHATTERJEE AND NICHOLAS CRAWFORD

Department of Statistics, University of California at Berkeley

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider central limit theorems for various macroscopic ob-
servables in the high temperature region of the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick spin glass model.
With a particular focus on obtaining a quenched central limit theorem for the energy den-
sity of the system with non-zero external field, we show how to combine the mean field
cavity method with Stein’s method in the quenched regime. The result for the energy
density extends the corresponding result of Comets and Neveu in the case of zero exter-
nal field.

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of mean field disordered systems has lately seen much interest from the
theoretical probability and (mathematical) statistical physics communities. In this paper
we reinvestigate the general problem of proving central limit theorems for macroscopic
observables in such systems. For a reasonable family of models, the book [19] shows
how to obtain such theorems in a direct way, by computing all limiting moments of the
random variables in question (in particular we refer to Sections 2.5, 2.6, 2.7, 3.5, 3.6 and
5.10). Vaguely, the method rests on having a priori control of some fundamental order
parameter (in the high temperature regime).

For the specific model we consider here, the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick model [15], among
the notable rigorous contributions we mention [2, 3, 6, 11, 12, 9, 10, 18], culminating in
the verification of the Parisi formula [20]. The SK model is defined via the Gibbs mea-
sure on spin configurations ¢ € Ly := {—1,1} with mean field interaction given by
the Hamiltonian N

HN(O') = Z Lgi’]'(TiU'j—I—hZO’i.
1<i<j<n VN i=1
The couplings g;; are assumed to be independent Gaussian variables with mean 0 and
variance 1; i € R denotes the strength of the external field. In other words, each spin
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configuration ¢ € X is chosen with probability
P(0) o ePHN(),

The parameter B denotes the inverse temperature and note that we have omitted the
minus sign from the exponent for convenience.

In the case of the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick model, the role of the order parameter men-
tioned in the first paragraph is played by the overlap R;,: Let ¢!, € {—1,1}" denote
a pair of spin configurations. The overlap between ¢!, 0 is given by

1 N
R(c',0%) = Ryp = N Y ot
i=1

Control of R, is obtained by relating the full system of N spins to a system in which
one of the particles has been decoupled from the other N — 1 in a ‘smart” way via the
cavity method. Among other consequences, the cavity method allows the explicit com-
putation of all moments for R;, when properly centered and scaled, and thus proves
quenched and ”"quenched average” CLTs for R;» via the method of moments (for a def-
inition of quenched and quenched average, see Section 1.1).

Our goal in the present work is two fold: First, from a specific viewpoint, we explore
the limiting behavior of

1 N
Hy = Hn(0) = ——gii0i0i +h) o
1§i<ZjSN \/N L,jvivy = 1
under the quenched and “quenched averaged” Gibbs distributions. In the i = 0 case,
this problem was studied previously by Comets and Neveu in the beautiful work [6] and
later was re-derived using Stein’s method in [5]. Let us recall for the reader the relevant
result:

Proposition 1.1 (Proposition 5.2 of [6]) Let h = 0and p < 1. Then as N — oo, the law of

Hy = (N —1)"2[Hy(0) — (N —1)/2] (1.1)
under the quenched Gibbs probability distribution weakly converges in probability to the law of
a centered Gaussian with variance %2 More precisely, we have

Jlim (explpHn]) = exp(p*p?/4) (12)

for every real u, where the convergence occurs in probability with respect to the i.i.d. Gaussian
couplings.

In a broader context, the present work may be seen as a test case for a general ap-
proach which strengthens, unifies and extends the CLTs from [19]. In this respect, we
address two issues: first, the ‘'method of moments” only provides distributional conver-
gence in the weak sense (and no rate of convergence in any associated metric). Second,
an inherent feature of this approach is that a CLT for any other macroscopic observable
requires the computation of joint moments with overlaps, creating extra work each time
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we consider some new observable. In particular, we point out that the condition for hav-
ing central limit theorems for a variety of observables rests on the invertibility of a single
matrix. It seems reasonable to believe our method extends to other systems, however
below we limit considerations to the SK model.

It is worthwhile to compare Proposition 1.1 to our main result, Theorem 1.5 below.
First, our convergence result for the quenched average law of Hy is in the stronger Wasser-
stein distance as opposed to weak convergence (which is implicit in the above result).
Also, as one can glean by a simple comparison of the general formulas for the quenched
average and quenched variances ¢35 and O'é respectively, the 1 # 0 case involves con-
siderably more intricate computations. Note further that in general 04 # 0, which
is however the case if 1 = 0. Finally Proposition 1.1 implies that if # = 0, then up to

terms of the form o(N : ), Hn is centered under the quenched Gibbs state. The analogous
statement for i # 0 is not true.

As a general rule, when /1 # 0 producing results for the SK model is harder than when
h = 0 (attention was brought to this fact by Talagrand in [18]). From a structural point of
view, the difficulties associated with the case i # 0 may be summarized by the fact that
under the quenched Gibbs state, the pair of overlaps R;,, Ry3 are uncorrelated when
h = 0 whereas this is not the case for i # 0 (even after subtracting off their common
mean).

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In the next subsection we intro-
duce much of the notation and mention the interpolation we shall use explicitly. In addi-
tion, we give a brief summary of Stein’s Method, which is the main tool we use besides
the cavity method. The reader wishing a more detailed introduction should consult [4].
Section 1.3 gives a rundown of the explicit results appearing in the paper. In Section 2
we review some technical facts from [19] and extend them to give our main estimate,
Corollary 2.3. In Section 3 we give a self contained proof of a quenched average CLT for
the internal energy (i.e. the quadratic portion of Hy). Sections 4 and 5 provide the proof
of our main result. Finally, Section 6 contains a number of the calculations used in the
rest of the paper.

1.1 Notations.

The consideration of quenched Gibbs states below provides a number of complications.
First, measuring the size of a quenched average is most conveniently addressed through
the concept of replicas: Let us fix a realization of {g;;}. For each o € X,

n
H(0) =Y Hn(0"), witho" e ZyV1<r<n
r=1
The quenched Gibbs state corresponding H}, is denoted by (-). We denote the n-replica

quenched average Gibbs state by v (-) = E [(+)]. There should be no confusion here since
both (-) and v define consistent families as n varies.
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Let go denote the solution to the equation

g2 =E [tanh2 (By/ 92z + h)}

where z is a standard Gaussian random variable. A result due to Guerra [10] and Latata
[13] shows that there is a unique solution for g, whenever i > 0. We shall use the
notation

9 = E [tank? (By/7az + )] (13)
A fundamental result, due to Frohlich and Zegarlinski [8] without rates of conver-
gence and Talagrand [18] with rates, is that for each /# € R and at high enough tempera-

ture,
B [0 - 7)) < §

for some constant C > 0 as N, the number of spins in the system, tends to co. In fact, we
shall assume that (B, h) satisfies

E[((Ria—0))] < (14

We remark that according to [19] Section 2.5, there exists a By > 0 independent of N, h
so that (1.4) holds for all 0 < B < By (actually much more was proved: If B < By, the

random variable N (Ry, — q2)2 has finite exponential moments in a neighborhood of 0).
Our study is facilitated by viewing Hy as composed of two terms

Hy = Exy + NhiMy
where

1
Ex(o)= ), ﬁgi,jo'iaj

1<i<j<N
1 N
]:

denote the internal energy and magnetization of the system respectively. Since we are
interested in the fluctuations of these variables, it is convenient to define the normalized
quantities

= b - PN o),
My = VN [My —q1],
Rip = VN Rz —q2],
Hy = En + My,
Next let us review the cavity interpolation. Given the n-replica quenched average
Gibbs measure v, we define the measure v; as follows. Let {z,}” ; denote a sequence of
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standard Gaussian variables independent of the coupling constants {g; ; }1<i<j<n. Isolat-
ing the last spin of each replica with the notation ¢, let (-); denote the quenched Gibbs
state with Hamiltonian defined by

Hy=vi T Y oo VI e

1<r<n 1<i<j<N-1

Then we let
vi(f) == E[{f)]- (15)
In particular vy decouples the replica spins corresponding to the last site from the re-
mainder of the spin system. We use the notation R, to denote Ryp — ek /N and
extend this notation in an analogus manner to macroscopic variables such as My, My,
E N/ H N etc.
An object of importance below are the local fields: for an index r € [n], define

= \ﬁ Y gino.

i<N
As will become clear below, for the purposes of a quenched CLT, we will need to
give an extension on the usual bounds for the Stein characterizing equation of a random
vector. Let || ¥||2 denote the Euclidean length of ¥ € R?" and let G(¥) be a polynomial
in the components of ¥ with total degree d. Obviously, there exists a constant Cg > 0 so
that

p) P) P
<
3 3x G| < Co (14 lxl)

Im

for each m-tuple (iy,...,im), € N™, the bound holding uniformly in m. Let C;(]Rd) de-
note the set of functions f : R? — R which are bounded and have one continuous
derivative. Let F = {f € C/(R) : f' is globally Lipschitz} and define a norm on F by

1117 = [l flleo + [If"llec + Lip(f'). More generally, let
Fon = {F € C}(R*") : VF is globally Lipschitz} ) (1.6)

Our case study will revolve around the vector
AL = (E,...E8, MY, ..., M%) (1.7)

where the superscript refers to the replica under consideration.

Let F € F, and let G : R¥" — R a multivariable polynomial. To keep track of the
error dependence in our calculations, let us introduce the notation Er(F, G) to mean any
term involving F and G which can be bounded above by

|Er(F,G)| < {1+ [[Fllo + [F'llee + Lip(VF) } x

fivcor(a+ rwﬂuz)z‘f)%} v

Here and below, the constant C > 0 will stand for a generic constant which may depend
on the number of replicas 7, the inverse temperature § and the external field i, but will
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not depend on F, G or N. The value of this constant may (and will) change from line to
line.

For the convenience of the reader, let us sketch Stein’s method (the reader may find a
systematic introduction to the method in [4]). The method exploits two basic ideas. The
first is that one can define distances between the distributions of random variables by
optimizing over classes of test functions. In this paper for example, we use the Wasser-
stein and Lévy metrics.

The other idea is that distributions satisfy ‘functional identities” which can be used
to characterize them. Let z, denote a Gaussian with mean 0 and variance #%. The well
known integration-by-parts identity for Gaussian variables says

E [z,F(zy)] = #°E [F'(z,)] . (1.8)
Now, given a test function u, suppose we solve the ordinary differential equation
xF(x) —n*F'(x) = u(x) — E [u(z,)],
then we obtain
|E [u(X)] — E [u(z,)]| = |E [XF(X) — 7°F'(X)]].

Hence, if we can show that X approximately satisfies (1.8), this leads to bounds on the
distance of the distribution of X to a Gaussian distribution in the appropriate sense.

Before stating our main results, let us recall the definitions of the aforementioned

metrics: Suppose X, Y are random variables on R with associated distributions px, py
and cumulative distribution functions Fx, Fy, we define the Wasserstein distance by

WI(X,Y) = sup  [E[u(X)] - E[u(Y)]].

u:R—R s.t.
Lip(u)<1

Further, recall that weak-* convergence on the space of measures on IR, when restricted
to probability measures, is metrizable by the Lévy metric p:

p(X,Y)=inf{e > 0: Fx(x —€) —e < Fy(x) < Fx(x+¢€)+eforallx € R}. (1.9)

1.2 Results.

Let us begin by stating a CLT for Ex under the quenched average measure v. The proof
of this result provides a template we shall use in the more complicated setting below.
Recall the definition of g, and v from Section 1.1. We use the notation

a=(1-q)

b =202+ 45 — 344

c=1—6q; — q5 + 6q4.
Let us define the standard deviation o4 by

o _ 1 P (a— P02 +ac))
T2 I ) B

(1.10)
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Theorem 1.2 Suppose that (B, h) satisfies the high temperature condition (1.4). Then for any
function f € F, under the quenched average measure v

v (Enf (En)) = ogv (f' (En)) + IIfI FCN1/2.

An easy consequence of this result in combination with Stein’s method is a bound on
the Wasserstein distance from the law of £y under v to a Gaussian random variable.

Let us recall the basic result from the body of work known as Stein’s Method which
allows us to convert Theorem 1.2 into a CLT with quantitative bounds.

Lemma 1.3 (See [4]) Let g : R — IR be a Lipschitz continuous function with Lipschitz
constant L. Suppose that f : R — R solves the ordinary differential equation

f(x) = xf(x) = g(x) — E[g(zo=1)]- (1.11)
Then

2
fle L 17 <420 17 <2L 112

The last inequality is understood to mean that f’ is Lipschitz continuous with constant bounded
by 2L.

Corollary 1.4 Suppose that (B, h) satisfies the high temperature condition (1.4). Consider the
random variable £y under the quenched average measure v. Let z,, denote a normal random
variable with mean 0 and variance 0%. Then we have

Wy (5]\], ZUA) < CNﬁl/Z.

Remark 1. Below (Theorem 1.5) we go further and derive a quenched average CLT for
Hy, and use this information to obtain the behavior of the distribution for (Hy), for
which, interestingly, a Stein characterizing equation does not seem easily accessible.

Our strategy for the derivation of Theorem 1.2 runs roughly as follows: Through a
combination of the cavity method and Gaussian integration by parts we reduce the
identification of a functional identity between v (Exf (€n)) with some scalar multiple
of v(f' (En)) to a characterization of the interaction between the overlap R;, and the
variable £y through the quantity

Baav (Riaf (EN))-

Using the cavity method, we derive a pair of (approximate) linear equations involving
this quantity and the pair

Brv (Raaf (En)) and v (f'(En))-
Solving these equations in terms of v (f'(€y)) identifies the Stein characterizing equa-
tion.
Let us next formulate a summary of our main findings. Recall that weak convergence
for the space of probability measures on R is metrizable via the Lévy metric p (1.9).
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Theorem 1.5 (The Full Picture) Suppose that (B, h) satisfies the conditions of Theorem 1.6.
Then:

(1) Consider the random variable Hy under v. There exists a variance 0% depending only
on (B, h) so that

Wi (HN/Z(TA) < CN~ 12,

(2) Let Ly denote the random variable Hy — (Hn) under the quenched Gibbs distribution.
With U'é as below in Corollary 1.8, for all € > 0
lim P (o (LN, 2e,) > €) = 0.

N—oco

(3) Finally consider the law of (Hy) under the Gaussian probability measure. We have
Hm p(p 3y, 2 ;) =0.

2
N—oo U400

We next provide a brief sketch of what is to come, in particular regarding (2) of the
previous theorem.

Sketch of Quenched Central Limit Theorem:

Recall the definition of XY} (1.7). To prove the quenched CLT, we proceed as follows. The
main computational ingredient, stated below as Theorem 1.6 is to derive multivariable
quenched average functional identities for the vector AYj. This derivation is an elabora-
tion of Theorem 1.2. Stein’s Method bounds then give Corollary 1.7, which in particular
implies an quenched average CLT for Hy.

Next, we use replicas to turn this set of quenched average functional identities into a
quenched functional identity by replicating the spin system. By this we mean elaborate
use of the following basic observation: Given a function f : R — R, suppose we are in-
terested in size of the quenched variance, ((f(Hy) — (f(Hn)))?). This is itself a random
variable, but we may estimate it by taking expectations:

E [((f(Hn) = (f(Hn))?)?] -

Then we may always represent this expression in terms of a family of 6 replicas:

E [((f(Hn) = (f(HN)))?)?]
= v ((F(Hh) = FOHRD (F(HA) — FORD)(F(HA) = FOHRD) (F(HR) = F(HR))) -
This allows to employ the previously derived quenched average functional identities for
AL
The application of this idea to get L? bounds on the quenched Stein equation is stated

as Corollary 1.8. Part of the subtlety here is that under the quenched Gibbs state, Hy is
not centered. Moreover, it seems unclear how to derive functional identities directly for
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the centered variable Hy — (Hy) since (Hy) depends on the {g;;} and ¢ in a compli-
cated way. Thus our quenched identity is stated in terms of a functional equation for a
Gaussian variable shifted by the quenched mean (Hy).

This approach also leads to slight complications since the solution f to the Stein equa-

tion

xf(x) = o f'(x) = pf(x) = g(x) — E [g(0z + p)] (1.13)
depends nonlinearly on yu,0 (for us ¢ is fixed, however). This problem is dealt with
through Lemma 5.1, which may be of some independent interest.

Finally, using the quenched average CLT for Hy and the quenched CLT for Hy (or
equivalently Hyx — (Hn)) and a characteristic function argument, we derive a CLT for
the variable (Hy), which provides a fairly comprehensive picture of the fluctuations of
the energy density at high temperatures (see Theorem 1.5). This completes our sketch.

Let us next formalize what is proved in the ensuing sections. To be precise, we require

a bit of notation. Let /
WL = vo (e —q) (e —g2)).

Recall that under v replicas associated to the final site decouple from the previous N —1
and so these entries can be expressed explicitly in terms of {1, 42,44}, depending only
on the number of indices in common.

Let 2 denote the ("3?) x ("3?) matrix indexed by the ordered pairs 1 < r < 7/ <
n+2,1<k<k <n+?2with entries

(Nl;,’f,, <k <norr <k =n+1,
—nﬁll::f,/ K<nr=n+1,
(”erl)ﬁf:f,/ K<nr=n+1,
A = AT — (n+ 1A K=n+1r=n+1,
—(n+ )AL+ (") (s — B) K=n+lLr=n+117=n+2,
1— g3 —2(n+2)(q2— ¢3) + ("3°)(qa — 43) both pairs are {n + 1,1 +2},
0 otherwise (i.e. 7 < n, 7' = n+2).

(1.14)
Parenthetically, we remark that this matrix is closely related to the coefficients appearing
in Lemma 2.2. Recall the definition of F,, (1.6). For any F € 7, and any multivariable
polynomial G : R — R, let GF(X%) = G(X[)F(X%)
To put into context the following result, recall that if G is a Gaussian vector on R? with
covariance matrix C, then for any sufficiently regular F : R? — R,

E[GF(G)] = C-E[VF(G)] (1.15)

Theorem 1.6  Suppose that (B, h) satisfies the high temperature condition (1.4). Let p be small
enough so that 1d — B> is invertible. Then there exists a positive semi-definite covariance matrix
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¢ : R?" — R?" so that
v (gfcp (X]f,)) = ¢ v (VGF (X)), + Er(F,G), (1.16)

e +Er(E,G). (1.17)

v (MIGF (X)) = €-v (VGF (X))

Remark 2. Implicit in the above theorem is the fact that ¢ arises as the limiting covariance
matrix of the vector &Y. This follows by specializing G to be one of the coordinate
functions and F to be the constant function 1, however this is not how we identify €.
Also, it is worth noting that by exchangeability of replicas under v, the entries of ¢ take
only 6 distinct values.

Remark 3. Our condition on the invertibility of Id — ?2 is a bit unsatisfying, but cer-
tainly holds for B small enough (independent of ). We have not attempted to character-
ize precisely invertibility. Qualitatively, the result is important, since one can envision
applying similar approaches for proving CLTs in other (mean field) spin glass models.

Specializing Theorem 1.6 to linear functionals of A7}, we may apply the Stein’s method
machinery.

Corollary 1.7 (quenched average Multivariate CLT) Let w € R>" be fixed and suppose
f € F. Let Xy = w - XYj. Then we have

V(Xof (Xo)) =w-Cwv (f (X)) + HfoCN*U?
Consequently,
Wl(Xw,ZU'w) < CN1/2
where
ow = w - Cw.

The proof of this corollary is analogous to that of Corollary 1.4 and is omitted from
the paper.

Next we reformulate Theorem 1.6 so as to obtain a quenched CLT for the energy den-
sity of the SK model. By Theorem 1.6,

0 = lim v ((Hn = (Hn))?) (1.18)
exists. Moreover, it may be given explicitly by
0b =1 - g3 +202(45 — q1) — 20z ([1 - pe) %)
~ 2821~ 42) + B (03 — mg2) — 2q2) (11— B2l 1 -9") - (119)

where Vip = kK (1,—1,0,0) and z_)’l’c’fk/ — oK . (0,0,1, —1) and the (g) vectors @K are
given explicitly: For1 <k <k’ <4and1 <r <4,let A(k,k',r), B(k,k',r) be defined by

Ak, K, r) = ((eksk, — qz) er)
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and

: /
Ba ifk=rork =r

otherwise. For each pair {k, k'}, we denote by @y € R2" the vector
Wi g 1= (B(k, K, 1), B(k, K, 2), Ak, K, 1), A(k, K, 2), ) .

Corollary 1.8 Suppose that (B, h) satisfies the conditions of Theorem 1.6. Then there exists a
deterministic variance (7(22 so that

E | ({0t — (r))") — o3) | < o1
Moreover, for any function f so that f, f' € F, we have
E ((Hnf (Hn) = 0df (Hn) = (M) f(HN))?) < (Ifll=+ 1 fll2)° CN 72

2. PRELIMINARIES

We begin with two basic facts which will be used often below. The key lemma, proved
in [19], is as follows.

Lemma 2.1 (Proposition 2.5.3 from [19]) Suppose Bo satisfies the high temperature condition
(1.4). Let B < Bo. Then for any n € IN, there is a K(n) > 0 such that for all f : ¥¥, — R,

K(n) oy}
v(f) —v < v : 2.1
K(n 1
V() —w(h) (] < X0y ()2, 22
Here v, denotes the derivative of v; with repsect to t evaluated at t = 0. Introducing
the notation [m] = {1,---,m} C N, a direct calculation produces an expression for

vy (f) (see p. 77 from [19]):
w) =8 L (e (Rp ) f)
BT (e (R —a2) f)

1</<n

+ 52”(”24‘1)1/0 (gn+1gn+2 <Rr7+1,n+2 - qz) f) . .3)

This expression motivates the following general estimate obtained from the cavity
method.

Lemma 2.2 Let S be a fixed finite subset of IN and p be a fixed integer. Let 17 : [p] — N be an
injective function. Suppose that n is large enough so that ny ([p]) C [n]. Then if f~ : X% _, —
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R, we have
((fre ) ) = s E_ v (om0
1<i<l<p
+B @y —ap2) Y. v (ff (Rr](@,f/ - QZ))
ee[n\n([p])
1<t<p
+B (Gpr2—ap2) Y, v(fT (Ree —q2))
(A0
{é‘,é’}Cﬁ]\v([p])
— (g —apt2) ¥ v (f (Rynis—a2))
1<¢<p
— Bn (qp+2 — qp42) Z v (f~ (Rops1 —42))
te[n]\n([p])

n(n —|— _ N 1
+ = (n+1) (G2 — qpq2) v (f~ (Rugins2 —42)) +v ((f)*)? O (N)
where O () denotes an expression bounded by CN~ 1.

We relegate a proof of this statement to Section 6. It is a direct consequence of (1.4),
(2.3) and Lemma 2.1.

The key points here are the expression of the righthand side in terms of v and not
vp and the fact that the error is of order 1/N, which is important when considering the
scaled overlaps R .

Let V" = (¢,...,0") and let

vr=y"—(0,...,7,...,0).
Further, for each F : RN" — R let F)(V) = F(V). In the next result we denote VF())

the gradient of F evaluated at V and let V2F denote its Hessian.
We let R denote the (";“2)—tuple overlaps

R=(Riz- , Riniz - Rupinia)
lexicographically ordered so that (i,j) < (k,¢)ifi < korifi = kandj < (. If
1=(1,...,1) e R(2) let & = (7 Vi<rer<n := (0707 )1<r<r<n — q21 denote the (lexico-
graphlcally ordered) replica vector of spins evaluated on the i"th vertex.
Recall the definition of the matrix A from (1.14). The following is a simple, but crucial
corollary of the previous lemma.

Corollary 2.3 Suppose that the high temperature condition (1.4) holds. Suppose that F €
C2(RN™). Then entry-wise, we have the following estimate:

v (F(V”) ([Id—ﬁZQl] 7@)) Z (VE(V!) - (V' — V") G;) +Rem (F)  (2.4)
=1
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1 N N2\ 2 1
(L 20 ) 0 <>
(v (1)) o G
with Vo; = AoV" + (1 — Ag) VI for some (random) Ag = Ag(V", V!") € [0,1].

Remark 4. There are two points worth making: First, most functions F we are interested
in depend very weakly on any given site i; one should think in the simplest case of
F(¢') = G (M},). The advantage of the above formulation, which we shall not pursue,
is that one may consider functions like F (¢) := f (if - ¢') for any & € S¥~! such that all
coordinates of i/ are ‘small” in an appropriate sense. Of course, Rem(F) will be seen to
be O(ﬁ) in situations considered below.

Second, notice that the first term on the right hand side of (2.4) the argument V}
does not depend on the i’th vertex, which means we may apply the first estimate from
Lemma 2.1 to obtain expressions in terms of v(VF(V}")). The calculations then ‘close’ by
applying Taylor’s theorem to express v(VF (V")) as v(VF(V")) plus some error. This
sets up the functional identities we are after.

3. THE QUENCHED AVERAGE CLT FOR THE INTERNAL ENERGY

Throughout this section we work under the hypotheses of Theorem 1.2. Assume for
now that f € F. Let us begin with an elementary calculation using Gaussian integration
by parts:

vEnf (6) = 3 (7 (60) = B (18— o8] (8) + 0 (%)

It is now natural to write R1» = R12 — g2 + 2. Expanding in the above expression we
have

v([R, — @3] f (En)) =

oy (Roaf (6n)) — BV N (Riz - 02 £ (2)

where R, denotes the centered, scaled overlap defined in Section 1.1. Because of the

CBIfll
2VN

BVN
2

high temperature assumption (1.4), we may bound the final summand by . Hence
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the goal of our analysis will be to identify a formula (up to order N~1/2) for
Bazv (Riof (EN))-

Though we do not appeal explicitly to Corollary 2.3, the next two lemmas essentially
re-derive that result in explicit form. Recall the constants 4, b, c defined above Theorem
1.2. We state our first lemma.

Lemma 3.1 We have the identity

v (1= FPa)Riaf(En)) = —Bbv (Rasf(En)) + Baav (f'(En)) +O (Hj”@ .

Proof. Using symmetry, we have

v(Riaf(En) =v (VN ('~ 02) £ (En)) - (3.1)
We decouple the argument of f from the last spin variable by writing
el gl
VN’

An easy calculation shows that v ((¢})?) < C for some constant C > 0 independent
of N thus we may use the Taylor expansion to linearize f around &£y. We obtain the
expression

Ny ([ —g2) £ (En)) = v (VN (€~ 2) £ (7))
+v ((5152 _ qz) N (513)) +0 (“j”g) . (32)

Note that £y does not involve replicas of spins associated to the N/ site, nor does it
involve the disorder associated to the N*" site so that the interpolation employed in the
cavity method does not affect this quantity. First we have, by Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2,

v (VN (22 - ) £ (E0)) = B (L= ) v (Raaf (1)
— B2 (q2— 33) v (Raaf (€
- B2 (5 ad)v (Rz,af €

)

En=Ey+—F——=

= B (- gy (Raf (8)) — 0 (Raaf (65)) +0 (112

In the last step we used replica symmetry along with the fact that £, only depends on
the first replica to combine summands. Since v (R%) < Candv () < C, we apply
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the Taylor expansion and Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 again to obtain
v <\/N (slsz — qz) f (5&)) =

B2 (1 - 42)2v (Ruaf (En)) — Fbv (Rasf (E)) +O (”j”g) . (33

For the remaining term from (3.2) we have (using Gaussian integration by parts)

v <(€1£2 — q2> el f (51\’])) = I’i}év ((slez — q2) elof (I:Z;l ska]’-(> f (EN)>

- ZZI\ST].:%ZV ((8182 — qz) loiea f' (5&)) .

We apply Lemma 2.1, the Taylor expansion, and symmetry to obtain

Vv <(5132 _ q2) glﬁ}\]f/ (51\—])) _ ﬁ (1 . Q2)2V (Rl,?_f, (EN)) + Hf”]-'\/cﬁ
= pa2 (1 - @2)v (f' (En)) + ufuffﬁ

The last line here follows from the assumption that we are in the high temperature re-
gion.
Combining the various terms, we have shown that

C

v ((1—p%a) Ripf(En)) = —B*bv (Roaf(En)) + Baaav (f'(EN)) + ||f‘|]-'ﬁ-

O

A nearly identical argument allows us to treat the term involving R 3:

Lemma 3.2 We have the estimate

vV (Rasf(EN)) = BPbv (Ruaof (En)) + BPev (Roaf (EN))
C

+ Baabv (f' (En)) + Hf\!fﬁ-

The above pair of lemmata give us a nontrivial system of equations allowing the so-
lution of v (R12f(En)) in terms of v (f'(En)):

Corollary 3.3 We have
((1—B2)(1 = ) + B*02) v (Raaf (EN)) =

B (a — (12 + a0)) v (' (En)) + | fll 7 —

Vs
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Proof. This is a straightforward manipulation using Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2. O

Proof of Corollary 1.4. To translate Lemma 1.3 to a Gaussian with variance 02, let g(x) =
0g*(%) and f(x) = f*(cx), where f* solves the ordinary differential equation (1.11) for
g*. Then

o f'(x) — xf'(x) = g(x) — E [g(0z)] (3.4)
where z is a standard Gaussian variable. Hence the bounds of Lemma 1.3 become
2
flleo <Ll e < ([ 2oL, [If" e < 20°L (35)

where L = Lip(g) = Lip(g*).
Now let us fix ¢ : R — R so that Lip(g) < 1 and consider

v(g(€n)) — E[g(0z)]] (3.6)
If f solves (3.4), then

v(g(En)) — Elg(e2)]] = [v(Enf(En)) — v (f'(En))I- (3.7)

By Theorem 1.2, the right hand side is bounded by C|| f|| #N ~2. This estimate in turn is

bounded by CN ~2 from the considerations of the previous paragraph. Optimizing over
g gives the result. U

4. THE QUENCHED CLT FOR THE ENERGY DENSITY

In this section we shall outline the more complex Theorem 1.6 and Corollary 1.8 which
rely on elaborations of the ideas from the previous section. We will postpone the proofs
of some of the technical statements to Section 6, in favor of giving a detailed sketch. Most
of the lemmata left unproven in this section are computationally intensive and obscure
the main idea.

Our first goal is to derive approximate identities for the expressions on the left hand
side of (1.16) with errors given in terms of the moments of || X" |4 under v and L* norms
of F and its derivatives. The first idea is to reduce their calculation to the calculation of
the collection {v (R, GF (X"))}, v<ni2- Let T € R*" be defined by

7y = % (1,q§,...,q%,0,...,0)(nzeros)
Uy :=Pq2(0,...,0,—q1(1 — 92),q1 + 9192 — 293, . . . , 41 + G192 — 243) ( 11 zer0s)

1
7= 5 (1,43,...,43,0,...,0) (1 zeros).

Next let 7 denote the cyclic permutation (1 2...7n) and let 77 & 7w denote the product of
cycles (12...n)(n+1...2n). We let r and 71 & 7t act naturally on the above vectors by
permuting coordinates, defining

&= (ron) 5
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2
n;)

Further, let 7%, 1 € R(
lifk=1,k <n
frpi=9-—nifk=1kK=n+1
0 otherwise

and
11(1—qo)ifk=1,kK <n

—ng1(1—qo)ifk=1, kK =n+1
PB3—qqpifl <k<n k' <n
—n(gs—quqp) ifl <k <mn, kK =n+1
(n%Ll)(% —1710]2) ifk=n+1,kK=n+2
0 otherwise.

Finally, we let R denote the ("]?)-
(Rig, - Rant2, s Rutansa) -

Lemma 4.1 Suppose that the high temperature condition (1.4) holds. Then we have the follow-

ing identities:

V(ELGE(X™)) = v (21 v (GP)) + Baav (F : ﬁGF) +Er(F,G) 4.1)

tuple of lexicographically ordered overlaps

" v (MlcF(X")) = (nil v (GP)) + B (W : ﬁcp) +Er(E, G) 4.2)

The proof of Lemma 4.1 is left to Section 6.

This lemma suggests that we should study the interaction between the overlaps and
the function GF(X"). This is accomplished in the next lemma, which can be seen as the
main point of the paper. Namely, the behavior of the fluctuations of macroscopic quan-
tities in the SK model are controlled by their interactions with the overlaps. Moreover,
these interactions are computable through the derivation of an implicit set of equations.
This should not be too surprising, however we believe that this technique provides a
useful general tool for proving CLTs for the high temperature phase of mean field disor-
dered systems and thus deserves special attention.

For1 <k <k' <n+2,6let A(k,k',r), B(k,k',r) be defined by

Ak, K, r) = ((sksk, — qz) e’)

: /
Bl 1) e {ﬁqzb if kK # 7

and

Ba ifk=rork =r
otherwise. For each pair {k, k'}, we denote by @y € R?" the vector
Wi = (B(k,K',1),...,B(k,K,n), Ak, k', 1),..., Ak, k', n),).

Let D denote the vector of first order differential operators D := (Wi - V)1<k<k/<n+2-
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Recall the definition of the matrix 21 from Section 1.2.

Lemma4.2 Suppose that the high temperature condition (1.4) holds. Then entry-wise, we have
the following identity:
v (GF(X”) (Id — B2) - 72) = v(D(GF)(&X")) + Er(F, G). (4.3)
The proof of Lemma 4.2 is left to Section 6.
The question immediately arises as to when the matrix Id — 8?2 is invertible. The con-

dition of invertibility, combined with Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2 allows us to obtain Theorem
1.6:

Proof of Theorem 1.6 From Lemma 4.2, we have
v(RGF(X™) = (Id — B220) " - v(D(GF)(X™)) + Er(E, G).
Plugging this identity into the righthand side of equations (4.1) and (4.2) we obtain the
existence of a pair of vectors ¢, m € R*" so that
v(E'GF(X™)) = ¢-v(V (GF)) + Er(F,G)
and
v(MIGF(X")) = m-v(V (GF)) + Er(F,G).
Now from the symmetry of replicas under v, we have
v(E'GE(X™)) = ¢ -v(V (GF)) + Er(F,G)
and ‘ _
v (MIGF(x")) = m-v (V (GF)) + Er(F,G).
where
¢ i= e
m' = 71 tm,

The covariance operator claimed in the theorem is then given by

elifi <n
@1’]‘2: I .
’ m:ifi >n 4+ 1.

]
By choosing G to be one of the coordinate functions and F to be the constant function

1, the above equations allow us to identify ¢ with the limiting covariance of A7 under
V. U

Proof of Corollary 1.8. Let
o =v ((rtn = (Ha))?) = v ((Hh - 1) (k= 743,) ).

Now from Theorem 1.6, 012\] converges to a limit, which we denote by Ué, with a rate
bounded by CN~1/2.
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We claim that

E [(<<HN— (Hn))?) —aé)z] < \fﬁ (44)

Indeed, using replicas

E [(<(HN - <HN>)2> - ‘7]2\1)2}
=v|((Hh—H&) (Hh —H3) = &) (M —H) (Hh—H&) —e})]. @5

Now, under the quenched average measure v the collection {H;}% /—; are exchangeable
and therefore Theorem 1.6 allows us to approximate the expression by the correspond-
ing moment of a collection {h,}$_, of exchangeable Gaussians, up to an error of order

v((HL)®)N ~2 where {h,}%_, all have mean 0, variance v((H})?) and the covariance
between pairs is identically v(HL HZ,). Also, a straightforward calculation with Gauss-
ian integration by parts shows that under (1.4), v((H})®) < C so that in fact this error
is bounded by CN -1/2, Finally, note that (4.5) vanishes if we insert {/,}5 71 in place of

{H{}5_, because of the exchangeability, which proves the claim. Since we observed in

the previous paragraph that |03 — 0'Q| < \% the first assertion of the corollary follows.

We next show

E [(Hnf (Hn) — 0 (M) — () ()] = £l v (i)t O(N172).

Using replicas once again, we have
E [(Hnf (Hn) — 0bf (Hn) — (HN) f(HN))?] =
N —Hu N) — 00 N N~ N N)— 00 N .
v ({(Hh = 1R F(HY) — B (M) F{ 8 = H F (3 — B () })
Via symmetry,
v({ o =130 f (1) —obr () {08 - 1A FOHR) - o-Qf (H0)}) =
v (A = HR)f(HA) (M = HR)F(HR) ) + o (F/ (M )
— 203 ((HA = H3) f(HA) £ (M >)

Let us apply Theorem 1.6 to the first term on the right hand side. Letting G(x) = x an
F(x,y) = f(x)f(y), we have |0’N ‘TQ’ < CN~Y2and

v (M = M) FOHR) (MR, — HA)F (1)) =
o (M = H3) FHA)f (M) ) + Er(x, F).

HY)
N)
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This leaves us with
E [(Hnf(Hn) = odf (Hn) = (Hn)f(Hn)?] =
od {ad (f () —v (M = H)F A () |
+ Er(x, F)
Iterating the previous argument yields
E [(Hnf (HN) — 03f (Hn) — (HN)f(Hn))?] = Er(x, F) + Er(1, VF).

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.5
Proof of Theorem 1.5 (1). We apply Theorem 1.6 in the case n = 1 and for functions
F(En, MN) := f(EN + MN).
With w = (1,1) this gives
v(Hnf(Hn)) = (w,€w)v (f'(Hy)) + ClIf | N1

where € is the limiting quenched average covariance matrix for My, £n. We are thus in
a position to directly apply Stein’s Method. U

Proof of Theorem 1.5 (2). This statement is a consequence of a more general principle,
which may be of independent interest.

Let us consider the following abstract setup: we are given a sequence of random vari-
ables (X, #n, 0N )N>1 On a probability space (P, (), F) and let (Fx)n>1 be a sequence of
sub-sigma fields of F such that for each N, yy and oy are measurable with respect to Fy
(in particular, we do not assume pup, o are deterministic. Let EN denote the conditional
expectation given F N,

For any f € CK(R), let

£l = flloo + 1F D lloo + -+ + 1 © oo,
where (") denotes the mth derivative of f.

Lemma 5.1 Suppose that for some fixed integer k and positive real numbers « and L, we
have that for each N and each f € C¥(R),

E(EN (0% f'(Xn) — (Xn — pn) f(Xn)))* < LIF[RN~%

Suppose that for each 6 > 0, E (e IZV) is uniformly bounded over N. Let vy be the condi-
tional law of Xy given Fy, and yn be the Gaussian measure with mean i and variance
0%. Then the random signed measure vy — N converges to the zero measure in prob-
ability as a random sequence on the space of finite signed measures with the metric of
weak* convergence.
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Nothing like the full power of Lemma 5.1 is required here. In fact, we know by (4.4)
that we may take

ok = of = lim B [((Hx = (Hi))?)] -
Thus the second statement of Theorem 1.5 follows immediately Lemma 5.1 combined

with Corollary 1.8 and the fact that the weak* topology, when restricted to probability
measures, is metrizable by p.

Proof. Taking f(x) = e** = costx + isintx, where i = \/—1, we can apply the above
inequality separately to the real and imaginary parts to get

E (EN (0%ite!™ ™ — (Xy — pn)e™™))? < 2(k + 1)L max{1, [¢[*}N "%
Define the random function
PN (t) := EN (X)),
Since yy and 0% are measurable with respect to Fy and |ie!*¥| = 1, we have
}]EN(ajz\,ite”XN — (XN — ],tN)eitXN)‘
— !IEN((le\,teit(XN_VN) +i(Xn — ‘MN)eit(XN_VN))‘
= |oXton(t) + P (1)
Let pn(t) := e %"/, Then ¢n(0) = pn(0) = 1, and Py () = —cZtn(t). Thus, for all
t > 0, we have

o () = (] < [ 19h(6) — i (9)lds

t t
< [ GRslon(s) = pu(o)lds + [ |oksgn(s) + 9hv(s)lds
Now fix t > 0, and let

t
A:=0kt, B:= / |oRspn(s) + i (s)|ds.
0
Also, let v(s) := |pn(s) — ¥n(s)|. Then we see from the last inequality that for all s €
[0,¢],
S
v(s) < A/ v(u)du + B.
0
By the standard method of using the bound recursively, we get that for all s € [0, ¢],
v(s) < Be.
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Combining the steps and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get
t
Elpn(t) ~ p(0)] < E (e [ ospn(s) + gilo)lds)

< [ (BE@3) 2 (B(oRspn(s) +gh(s)) s
< C(t)N—:x/Z,

where C(t) is a constant depending only on f. This shows that E|¢n(t) — ()| — O
as N — oo for every t+ > 0. The same result holds for t < 0 as well. Since ¢n(t) —
PN () is the characteristic function of the signed measure vy — vy, the proof can now be
completed using standard ‘subsequence-of-subsequence’ arguments. U

Proof of Theorem 1.5 (3). To prove this statement, we compute ¢n(f) := E [e“<HN >} . By
Theorem 1.5 (1) and standard results on characteristic functions
lim v <e”HN) — ¢ 0at/2
N—oo
On the other hand, the proof of Lemma 5.1 gives
lim E H (et (M —(H)) _ o=03E/2) H =0

N—oo

Since
v (ethN> —E [(elt(HN*<HN>)>elt<HN>}
we obtain

lim (PN(t) _ e—(af‘—aé)tz/Z.

N;»oo

6. PROOFS OF LEMMATA

Proof of Lemma 2.2 Note that under the hypothesis of the lemma,

(i)
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Using (2.2), substituting from (2.3) and using the decoupling property of vy,
p
(i -0)r) =Pwaam g ol (e )
r=1 {rr'}Clp]
HB ) T w0 (f (R, - a))
r'e[n]\n([p])

1<r<p
+ ﬁz (QPJrZ - qPq2> el %([ D=z Vo (f_ (R;;(r),n+1 o qz))
— B (gp—ap12) X w0 (f (Rypyuss — )
— B (gp2—ap2) Y v (f_ (Rr_,n+1 - ‘72))

1<r<p
reln\n([p])

N

B0 (n; Y (g2~ gy o (£ (Resapz—12) ) +w0 ((F)?) % %

Recalling that R, = Rip — k— we may replace each instance of R, by Ry at the

cost of an error of the form vy ((f~)?) 1CNL Applying (2.1), using the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and the high temperature condition (1.4) to bound the error gives the result.
O

Proof of Corollary 2.3. We shall present the calculation only in the case of v (R;4+1+2F).
The identities for the remaining coordinates are straight forward adaptations. By defini-
tion

v (RusinsaF) = sz«”“”H 2) EV").

Let us restrict attention to a single summand as each of the summands may be treated
similarly. Using the mean value theorem to expand F around V}' up to its second order
derivatives, we have

v (oot =) FOM) = v (o702 — g2) FOUP))
Y (( n+1 n+2 t]z) VE(V!) - (V" — Vln))

- ;v (o112 = g2) (V" = V1) - V2F(AGV" + (1 = ) V) (V" = V)

where the constant Ay may be taken to depend measurably on V", V}".
Obviously, the interpolation scheme applies equally to any vertex i, so Lemma 2.2
implies that

v( (oo t? — %% g Crpv (Ryp F(V!)) +v (F2(V! TO(NY).
((ortor2—g2) FOVM)) = VR L Gt (Reg POV v (FRV) 0N
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where

(s — g5 ifr,r <n
92— 45 ifr <nr' e{n+1,n+2}

. 1—q3 ifr=n+11r=n+2

Cr,r’: > X ,
—n(qs — q5) fr<n,=n+3
—n(q2 — q5) ifre{n+1Ln+2},r=n+3
M<Q4_q%) ifr=n+31r=n+4

Because F depends only on the first n replicas, we may use the exchangeability of
replicas to rewrite this equation in terms of the overlaps from the first n + 2 replicas. We
have (with the notation (1.14))

n+l_n+2 n _
v (ot —a) FO)
‘32 n+1,n+2 " 2 v % )
= D) S v(R, F(V! +v (F3(V! O(N ‘
VN 1§r<;:§n+2 " (Rrr E(VI)) ( Vi )) ( )

Expressing v (R, F(V!')) = v(R,»F(V")) +v (R, F(V!')) — v (R;»F(V")) and col-
lecting terms finishes the proof. U

By Corollary 2.3, to prove Lemma 4.2 we have two tasks: compute derivatives and
bound errors. We begin by isolating a series of preparatory calculations. Let us denote
the local field for the N’th site and 7’th replica by /}; and let

P =Py = (ellk,, el, .. e, e
We first note that ||§||3 has finite moments of all orders.

Lemma 6.1 Let k € IN be fixed. Then there exists a C(k) depending only on k so that
v ((h)*) < (k)

Proof. The proof is by Gaussian integration by parts and induction on k. The reader may
consult [5] for more details. O

Let us introduce 1
XM= X — ——.
Vil
Lemma 6.2 Suppose that the high temperature condition (1.4) holds. Let 1 € [2n] be fixed.
Then we have

v ((skek’ — )€y, (GF)(X”")) = A(k,K,7)v(3x,(GF)(X™) + Er(F,G).  (6.1)

Proof. This follows from a straightforward sequence of applications of (2.1) and Taylor’s
Theorem. U
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Lemma 6.3 Suppose that the high temperature condition (1.4) holds. Let | € [2n] be fixed and
suppose that r < n. Then we have

v ((skek’ — 2)€" 0y, (GF)(X™)) = B(k, k/,r)v(axj(GP)(X”)) + Er(F,G).  (6.2)

Proof. We consider only the generic case 1 < k < k' < n, k,k' # r. The remaining
cases are easy adaptations of the main argument. The first step is to apply Gaussian
integration by parts. Noting that X”*~ does not involve the disorder appearing in the
local field under consideration,

v (& = g)e' 5, (GF) (X)) =

N-1 ’B , .
Z Z NV ((sksk —qg)srajrsr (fjr axl(GF)(X"'_))

1<r'<n j=1
N-1 ﬁ ,
—n) N ((sksk — qz)erajrs”“a}““axl(GF)(X”’_)) :
j=1
Rewriting in the language of overlaps we have
v (¢ —g)e )0y, (GF) (277)) =
Y By (¢ — q2)e’e R, 95 (GF) (X))

1<r'<n
—npv (¢ = q2)e"e" Ry, 494 (GF)(X™7)).
Successive applications of (2.1) and Taylor’s theorem (cf. Section 3) give
v (¢ — q2)¢' td, (GF) (X"7)) = Baal292 + 43 — 3q4]v (3, (GF) (X"))
+ Er(F,G).

The extra factor of g, in front comes from the replacement of the variables Ry using
assumption (1.4) O

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Applying Corollary 2.3 to the function K(V) defined implicitly by
K(V) := GF(X"),

we must compute an expression for the first term on the righthand side. Note that

d 1 /.9 , d .
30K = U (ziaxrcp(xi )+ 53 GF(X, )) .

Thus, we may compute v (((7[ o' —q) VK(VI) - (V" — VZ-”)) by directly applying Lem-
mas 6.2 and 6.3.
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To bound the error given by Corollary 2.3, we use Taylor’s Theorem and Holder’s
inequality along with (1.4) to obtain
|Rem(K)| < Er(F, G).
O

Proof of Lemma 4.1. The first equation, (4.1), follows from a calculation using integra-
tion by parts. Indeed, we have

(Z =80’ 0/G(X")F(X ) sz ) v(aaaaraxr(GF)>

1<j i<j1<r<n
r
N3/2 Yo ) v (Ulcr]alcr GF)
i<j1<r<n

ZV ((7 o] 0_n+1 "HGP)

i<j

N3/2

Using the language of overlaps, this simplifies to

v (Z ﬁ,gi,jaing(Xn)F(Xn)> = % Z v (R%,Vaer—l (GF))

i<j 1<r<n
+ la\zm Y v(R},GF) - n'B\;NV (R}, 1GF) + Er(F,G)
1<r<n

where R;; = 1. Let us expand each of the overlaps (excluding R; 1) using
Riy = Riy— g2+ 9.
By (1.4) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have

i<j
vy (6PN + ENIZ), 6r) 1+ B T 4, (GF)

2<r<n

2
+Bq2 Y v(R1,GF) —npgav (R1,,11GF) + Er(F,G),
2<r<n

which proves the first statement.
Let us consider next the term involving the scaled magnetization. By symmetry,

v (MlG(X”)F(X”)> —v (\/N(el - ql)c(x")F(X")) .



We have
v (VN(e' = g0)G(A"EX™) = v (VN (¢! = 1) (GF) ("))
+ ¥ v((¢' - @) € tds (GRY (™))

1<r<n

+ ) v ((81 — ql) eraxn+r(GF)(X”")) + Er(F,G).

1<r<n

Applying Lemma 2.1 and noting that the zeroth order term for the decoupled measure
vanishes,

v (\/ﬁ(sl — qQG(X”")F(X”r‘)) =
vy (VN(€' — q1)G(X")F(X™™)) + Er(F,G).

Using symmetry, Lemma 2.2 gives

v} (81 — qﬁG(X”")F(X”")) =
Ba(l—q) Y. v(GX™ )F(X" )R,)

2<r<n

+B (3 —mg2) Y. v(GX")F(X")R,.)
{r"}yCn\{1}

— 1B (1 = 2)v(G(X" ) F(X™ ) Rni1)
—np(gs — q42) Y, v(G(X"T)F(X" ) Ryui1)

2<r<n
+1 B -
71(71,2)‘32(% — q1q2)v(G(X™" ™ )F(X" " )Ruy1,u12) + Er(F,G).

An application of Taylor’s theorem and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies

vo(e! = q)G(X"T)F(X"7)) = (1 —q2) ) v(G(X")E(X")R1,)

2<r<n

+B (s —ma2) ), v(GAME(X")R,,)
PAISTINEY

—nB2q1(1 — g2)v(G(X")F(X")Rans1)
—np*(gs — q192) Y. v(G(X")F(X")Ryps1)

2<r<n
nn+1)
2

+

+ B (a3 — q192)v(G(X" ) F(X") Ry 1,n42)

+ Er(F,G).
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Next let us consider the terms given by the derivatives of GF. Arguments analogous
to Lemmas 6.2 and 6.3 show that we have (using Lemma 2.1 and Taylor’s Theorem)

v (e = q1)e'95,., (GF)(X™7)) = (1= @) (3, (GF)(X™)) + Er(F, G)
and
v (€' = q)e'x,., (GF)(X™7)) = (g2 = g)V (3., (GF) (X")) + Er(F, G)

forr > 2.

The terms involving the local fields £}, . . ., £#, may be computed using integration by
parts. For each k € {1,...,n}, we have (noting that X"~ does not involve the disorder
appearing in the local fields under consideration)

v (1€~ gy, (GF) (¥77)) =

v ((81 — ql)sk(T]ksrU]-raxk(GF)(X””))

N B 1 k ko1 _nt1
—n g NV ((e —q)eoie ot axk(GF)(X”")) :

Rewriting in the language of overlaps we have
v ((e' = m)éthidy, (GF) (277)) =
Y B ((e' = q)e'e Ry, 95, (GF) (X))

1<r<n

_ n,Bv (<€1 o ql)skanrlR—

k,n+1axk (GF) (Xnﬁ)) .

The usual applications of Lemma 2.1 and Taylor’s theorem give

v((e' =g o, (GF) (X)) = Y Bn(1 - g2)v (R0, (GF)(X"))

2<r<n
— 11 (1 = g2)v (Ryn10x, (GF) (X)) + Er(F, G)
= —Bnga(1— g2)v (9, (GF)(X")) + E(F, G).



CLTS FOR THE SK MODEL 29

and
v (' = g1)e 4oy, (GF) (X"7)) = Bqu(1 = g2)v (Ruxd (GF)(X™)) +
Y. B(gs — 201V (Res95, (GF) (X))

2<r<n

r#k
—nB(q3 — 9291)V (Rin119x,(GF)(X")) + Er(F,G)
= B7192(1 — q2)v (35, (GF)(X™))
—2Bq2(q3 — q2q1)v (9, (GF)(X™)) + Er(F, G)

for each 2 < k < n. The second equality in each expression follows by replacing each
overlap by ¢, at the cost of a term of type Er(F, G) via (1.4). Collecting terms gives the
final expression. O
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