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Abstract

In this paper we look at a class of random optimization pnoisiéhat arise in the forms typically known
as Hopfield models. We view two scenarios which we term as disétipe Hopfield form and the negative
Hopfield form. For both of these scenarios we define the bigtymization problems that essentially
emulate what would typically be known as the ground stateggnef these models. We then present a
simple mechanism that can be used to create a set of thebnetjorous bounds for these energies. In
addition to purely theoretical bounds, we also present plecaf fast optimization algorithms that can also
be used to provide solid (albeit a bit weaker) algorithmiarms for the ground state energies.

Index Terms: Hopfield models; ground-state energy

1 Introduction

We start by looking at what is typically known in mathemattighysics as the Hopfield model. The model
was popularized in |8] (or if viewed in a different contexteooould say in[[if, 11]). It essentially looks at
what is called Hamiltonian of the following type

HH,x) =Y Aijxix;, (1)

i#]

where .
A(H) =Y HyHy;, (2)

=1

are the so-called quenched interactions Anid anm x n matrix that can be also viewed as the matrix of the
so-called stored patterns (we will typically consider stsemwherem andn are large and: = o wherea

is a constant independentf however, many of our results will hold even for fixedandn). Each pattern

is essentially a row of matri¥l while vectorx is a vector fromR™ that emulates neuron states. Typically,
one assumes that the patterns are binary and that each rsurdrave two states (spins) and hence the
elements of matri¥{ as well as elements of vectgrare typically assumed to be from s{et%, %}. In
physics literature one usually follows convention andadtrces a minus sign in front of the Hamiltonian
given in [1). Since our main concern is not really the phylsitrpretation of the given Hamiltonian but
rather mathematical properties of such forms we will avhi inus sign and keep the form aslih (1).
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To characterize the behavior of physical interpretatidrag tan be described through the above Hamil-
tonian one then looks at the patrtition function

Z8,H) = Y M, (3)

XE{—ﬁ7%}n

wheres > 0is what is typically called the inverse temperature. Dependf what is the interest of studying
one can then also look at a more appropriate sdaledersion ofZ (3, H) (typically called the free energy)

log (2(8.1)) _ 18 et g )

folns B, H) = === = o . (4)
Studying behavior of the partition function or the free gyeof the Hopfield model of course has a long
history. Since we will not focus on the entire function instipiaper we just briefly mention that a long line
of results can be found in e.g. excellent referencés|[1,/2.3216]. In this paper though we will focus
on studying optimization/algorithmic aspectsliéﬁw. More specifically, we will look at a particular
regimegs,n — oo (which is typically called a zero-temperature thermodyitalimit regime or as we will
occasionally call it the ground state regime). In such amnegdne has

2
log (Z(8. H max, . 1 1y, H(H, %) max, 1 1y |[Hx|[[3
tm fo(n, 5, H) = tim CEZGH) g, e i xR

B,n—o0 B,n—00 571 n—00 n n—00 n

)

()

which essentially renders the following form (often caltbd ground state energy)

MaXy e 1L 1y | Hx||3
lim fy(n, B, H) = lim Vnlyn , (6)

B,n—o00 n—oo n

which will be one of the main subjects that we will study irstpaper. We will refer to the optimization part
of (6) as the positive Hopfield form.

In addition to this form we will also study its a negative cterpart. Namely, instead of the partition
function given in [(8) one can look at a corresponding partitiunction of a negative Hamiltonian from
(@) (alternatively, one can say that instead of looking atghrtition function defined for positive temper-
atures/inverse temperatures one can also look at the pornéisig partition function defined for negative
temperatures/inverse temperatures). In that ¢ase (3jrimsco

ZB,H) = Y e P, (7)
xE{—ﬁ,%}”

and if one then looks at its an analoguelfb (5) one then obtains

: 2
loo (Z(8. H max, . 1 1y, —H(H,X) min . 11y [Hx[3
Mfmﬁm:mnﬁuﬂﬁ:ml (vl — lim kv .
B,n—o0 B,n—o0 Bn n—r00 n n—00 n
(8)

This then ultimately renders the following form which is imvay a negative counterpart {d (6)

minxe{—ﬁvﬁ}” [pze3F

Jim fu(n. 8. 1) = lim ©)



We will then correspondingly refer to the optimization pafr{d) as the negative Hopfield form.

In the following sections we will present a collection ofulis that relate to behavior of the forms given
in (6 and [9) when they are viewed in a statistical scendrie results that we will present will essentially
correspond to what is called the ground state energies sétlmdels. As it will turn out, in the statistical
scenario that we will considef,](6) arid (9) will be almost pbetely characterized by their corresponding
average values

6%@00 Efy(n, B, H) = lim p (10)
and
Eming 1 1y, |[Hx|]3
lim Ef,(n,3, H) = lim Vil Vn . (11)

B,n—00 n—00 n

Before proceeding further with our presentation we will Hitke bit more specific about the organiza-
tion of the paper. In Sectidd 2 we will present a few resulét telate to behavior of the positive Hopfield
form in a statistical scenario. We will then in Sectldn 3 pristhe corresponding results for the negative
Hopfield form. In sectiofl4 we will present several algoritbrresults that will in a way complement our
findings from Sections|2 amd 3. Finally, in Sectidn 5 we willega few concluding remarks.

2 Positive Hopfield form

In this section we will look at the following optimization @olem (which clearly is the key component in
estimating the ground state energy in the thermodynamit) lim

max | Hx||3. (12)
el o

For a deterministic (given fixedl{ this problem is of course known to be NP-hard (it essentitlis
under the class of binary quadratic optimization problenhs$tead of looking at the problem in{12) in a
deterministic way i.e. in a way that assumes that mdifils deterministic, we will look at it in a statistical
scenario (this is of course a typical scenario in statispbgsics). Within a framework of statistical physics
and neural networks the problem [n{12) is studied assuntiagthe stored patterns (essentially rows of
matrix H) are comprised of Bernoull{—1,1} i.i.d. random variables see, e.q. [12|[13, 16]. While our
results will turn out to hold in such a scenario as well we wiksent them in a different scenario: namely,
we will assume that the elements of matfixare i.i.d. standard normals. We will then call forim1(12) with
Gaussiand, the Gaussian positive Hopfield form. On the other hand, vilecali form (I2) with Bernoulli

H, the Bernoulli positive Hopfield form. In the remainder oistlsection we will look at possible ways to
estimate the optimal value of the optimization problen(i#)(1In the first part below we will introduce a
strategy that can be used to obtain an upper bound on theapiftue and in the second part we will then
create a corresponding lower-bounding strategy.

2.1 Upper-bounding ground state energy of the positive Hopéid form

As we just mentioned above, in this section we will look athpeon from [12). In fact, to be a bit more
precise, in order to make the exposition as simple as pessild will look at its a slightly changed version
given below
&= max |Hx|. (13)
x€{—%,%}"



As mentioned above, we will assume that the elementd afre i.i.d. standard normal random variables.
Before proceeding further with the analysis [0f](13) we wéltall on several well known results that relate
to Gaussian random variables and the processes they create.

We start by first recalling the following results frof [5] thalate to statistical properties of such Gaus-
sian processes.

Theorem 1. ([B]) Let X;; andY;;, 1 < i < n,1 < j < m, be two centered Gaussian processes which
satisfy the following inequalities for all choices of inec
2\ _ 2
1. B(XZ) = E(Y}?)
2. B(X;jXix) > E(Yi;Yar)
3. B(XijXi) < E(YiYi), 1 # L

Then
P(\Uxg = M) < POYU = M)
i

J
The following, more simpler, version of the above theoretates to the expected values.
Theorem 2. ([5]) Let X;; andY;;, 1 < i < n,1 < j < m, be two centered Gaussian processes which
satisfy the following inequalities for all choices of indfc
1. B(X}) = E(Y}3)
2. B(X;jXix) > E(YijYar)
3. BE(XijXi) < E(YijYi),1 # 1.

Then

E(minmax(X;;)) < E(minmax(Yj;)).
13 j v J

Whenm = 1 both of the above theorems simplify to what is called Slepilmmma (see, e.d. [15]). In
fact, to be completely chronologically exact, the two abtheorems actually extended the Slepian’s lemma
which, for the completeness, we include below in the formwaf theorems that are effective analogues to
Theorem§1l and 2.

Theorem 3. ( [Bl[15]) Let X; andY;, 1 < i < n, be two centered Gaussian processes which satisfy the
following inequalities for all choices of indices

1. BE(X?) = E(Y?)
2. B(X;X;) < E(Y;Y)),i # 1.

Then
P(()(X: = X)) < P(O(Yi 2 X)) & PG > M) < P > 0)).

The following, more simpler, version of the above theoretates to the expected values.

Theorem 4. ( [Bl[15]) Let X; andY;, 1 < i < n, be two centered Gaussian processes which satisfy the
following inequalities for all choices of indices

1. B(X?) = B(Y?)



2. B(X;X;) < E(Y;Y)),i # 1.

Then
E(min(X;)) < E(min(Y;)) < B(max(X;)) = E(max(Y).

Now, to create an upper-bounding strategy for the positieefleld form we will rely on Theoremis| 3
and Theorerhl4. We start by reformulating the problen_in (d3hé following way

&p = max

ax y! Hx. (14)
xe{—%,% 2

m
3 llylla=1
We will first focus on the expected value &f and then on its more general probabilistic properties. The
following is then a direct application of Theorém 4.

Lemma 1. Let H be anm x n matrix with i.i.d. standard normal components. lgeandh bem x 1
andn x 1 vectors, respectively, with i.i.d. standard normal comgrus. Also, leyy be a standard normal
random variable. Then

B(  max  (Hx+xbe) <BE( max  (Ixlbg”y+h"x).  (15)
xe{- 1, Ln llyl=1 N U

Proof. As mentioned above, the proof is a standard/direct appicatf Theoremi 4. We will sketch it for
completeness. Namely, one starts by defining processeadY; in the following way

Y = (yO)THXD + x99 X; = [|xD]2g”y® + hTxO. (16)

Then clearly '
EY? = EX? =2|xV|3 =2. (a7

One then further has

EYY; = (y)yO )= 4 xOallx Oy
EXiXi = (y) Ty x@l2x )2 + ) . (18)

And after a small algebraic transformation

EYY — EX;X; = [[x9fallxD]2(1 = (y) Ty V) = (x)"xO (1 = (y)Ty")
(2 x®l2 = (D)%) (1 = () Ty®)
> 0. (19)
Combining [1¥) and(19) and using results of Theokém 4 one ¢lasily obtaind (15). O

Using results of Lemmld 1 we then have

B max Hxl) =B max  (yTHxt [x]ag)
xe{-2=, 2} xe{——=,7=}"llyll2=1

" 2
< E( max (Ixll2g”y + h'x)) = E[x||2[lgl2 + EZ lhy| < vm + \/;\/ﬁ (20)
=1

XE{-%,%}”,HY“QZ:L



Connecting beginning and end pf {20) we finally have an uppand onE¢, from (13), i.e.

2 2
B = B max,[Hxlo) < Vi [ 2vi = Va(va + ), @1)
Xe{_ﬁ’ﬁ}n T T
or in a scaled (possibly) more convenient form
Be, _ Pmadeer o gy MHx]2) ey \/g 22
NG NG B ™

We now turn to deriving a more general probabilistic reseiiited tc,. Before doing so we do mention
that since the ground state energies will concentrate imtbéynamic limit (more on a much more general
approach in this direction can be found in e.g. [4]), thepanted values considered above are typically the
hardest thing to study. In that regard the probabilistiuiteghat we will present below may not be viewed
as important. However, although here for the easiness atpesition we often assume a largecenario
many of the concepts that we present work just fine even fdefiniOne should then keep in mind that the
strategy we present below has an importance attached &t fjties beyond a likelihood type generalization
of the above studied means.

Now, we will present this more general probabilistic estinaf the ground state energy through the
following lemma.

Lemma 2. Let H be anm x n matrix with i.i.d. standard normal components. lgeandh bem x 1
andn x 1 vectors, respectively, with i.i.d. standard normal comgrus. Also, leyy be a standard normal
random variable and lefy be a function ok. Then

P( max  (yTHx+xlg-G) >0 < P( max  (lxfag"y+h x—G) > 0).
xe{= 75 um i lyllz=1 xel=Tm vt ivliz=1
(23)

Proof. The proof is basically same as the proof of Lenitha 1. The offilgréince is that instead of Theorem
it relies on Theorernl 3. O

Let & = —e9 /x|y + &5 with €& > 0 being an arbitrarily small constant independent.ofive
will first look at the right-hand side of the inequality [n {23 he following is then the probability of interest

P( max  (Ixlbgly +hTx + e valx]2) > €Y). (24)
xe{—d=. =1 llyll=1

After solving the maximization ovex andy one obtains

P( max  ([x|eg”y +hx + e Valxll2) > €09) = P(lglla + > [hil /v/n + e i > €f).
xe{_ﬁ7ﬁ}n”}’”2:1 i=1

(25)

Sinceg is a vector ofm i.i.d. standard normal variables it is rather trivial th({]|g||> < (1 + e§m>)\/ﬁ) >

(m) (m)

1 — e "™ wheree; © > 0 is an arbitrarily small constant amg”) is a constant dependent eﬁ”) but
independent ofi. Along the same lines, sindeis a vector ofn i.i.d. standard normal variables it is rather

trivial that P(|h| < (1 + e)n) > 1 — emesn wheree{™ > 0 is an arbitrarily small constant ar§” is a



constant dependent @ﬁ?) but independent af. Then from [[25) one obtains

P( , ax (IIxll2g”y +hTx + €2 Vnlx|a) > )
xe{—t L} yl=1

< (—em ) 1—e ) P((1+e ™ Wi (14 ) Vi \f Tl 2 €)M g e
(26)
If
m n 2 u
1+ ™)/m+ 1+ € ))\/ﬁ\/;+e§,g)\/ﬁ< £
2 @ &
& (T+ea™va+ (1 +e?) —+6 < (27)
one then has froni_(26)
lim P( max (Ixll2g”y + hTx + €2 Vn|x2) > ) < 0. (28)

noeo xe{- gy le=1
We will now look at the left-hand side of the inequality in 23 he following is then the probability of
interest

P(  max (v" Hx + [|x|l2g + e v/nlx]l2 — &) > 0). (29)
xe{-J= Z= )" lyll2=1

SinceP(g > —eég)\/ﬁ) >1- e‘ﬁﬁ n (whereeé) is, as all othek’s in this paper are, independent of
from (29) we have

P , A (y" Hx + HXH29+6§,9)\/EHX|]2 — &y >0)
xe{ L, yfla=1

>(1— e—ﬁég)”)P( max (yI'Hx — 51(,“)) >0). (30)
xe{~ o= Z=1"lyll2=1

Whenn is large from[(30) we then have

lim P( | max (y THX—FHXHQQ—FE ) /x|~ ) >0) > lim P( | max (yTHx—gl(,“)) >0
n00 xef- L, Linyfa=1 n00 xef— L, Lin|yfa=1
= lim P( max (y"Hx) > M) = lim P( max | (|Hx]|2) > M. (31)
n00 xe{- L, Linyfa=1 ne xe{-—m e

Assuming that[(27) holds, then a combination[ofl (23)] (28y &1) gives

lim P( max  (|Hxll2) 2 &)< lim P( max  (||x]2gTy+hTx+e?valx]) > £0) <0,
"o xe{-J=d=)n no0 xe{—Z= = 1rllyll=1

(32)
We summarize our results from this subsection in the folhgaemma.

Lemma 3. Let H be anm x n matrix with i.i.d. standard normal components. Lebe large and let
m = an, wherea > 0 is a constant independent of Let¢, be as in[(IB). Let alt’s be arbitrarily small



constants independent ofand Ietgl(,“) be a scalar such that

(u)
(m) 12, @ _ S
1+ )Wa+ (1+¢ )\/;4—65 <\/ﬁ' (33)
Then
; (u)
nlggoP(xe{_rgi (IHx[l2) < &) =1
VRR
& lm P6 <€) =1
: 2 u)\2
& lim P& < (7)) > 1, (34)
e B( x]))
E¢, MAxXe (- o Jpyn 1 X12 \/5
= < —.
n NG < Vo + - (35)
Proof. The proof follows from the above discussion,](22), dnd (32). O

2.2 Lower-bounding ground state energy of the positive Hopéld form

In this subsection we will create the corresponding lowaurtd results. To create a lower-bounding strategy
for the positive Hopfield form we will again (as in previoushsection) rely on Theorenis$ 3 4. We start
by recalling that the problem of interest is the on€in (14) ee rewrite it in the following way

& = max max y’ Hx. (36)
xe{— = s lyl2=1

As in the previous subsection, we will first focus on the expeéwalue of¢, and then on its more general
probabilistic properties. The following is then a direcpigation of Theorem 4.

Lemma 4. Let H be anm x n matrix with i.i.d. standard normal components. &t and H® bem xm
andn x n matrices, respectively, with i.i.d. standard normal comgts. Then

1 1
E( max (y' Hx)) > E( max (—=yTHWy + —xTH®x)). (37)
xe{— b,y o =1 xe{- 2, Ln flyl=1" V2 V2

Proof. As was the case with the corresponding proof in the previabsection, the proof is a direct appli-
cation of Theorerhl4. Namely, one starts by defining proceisesdY; in the following way

. . 1 , , 1 , ,
Y, = (VT Hx® X, = — (v T HWy(0) 4 (x0T 7(2) (), 38
(y")" Hx \/i(y ) y ﬁ(x ) x (38)
Then clearly ‘
EY? = EX] = [x"|3 = 1. (39)

One then further has

EBYY, = (yO)Ty®"D)Tx®
1, 1 _
EXiX) = 5((y(z))Ty(l))2+§((X(l))TX(Z))2. (40)



And after a small algebraic transformation

EXX - BYYi = g (()Ty0) + S(x0)Tx)? — () Ty () Tx0
= S(E)TXO — (y0)Ty 0y
> 0. (41)
Combining [39) and(41) and using results of Theokém 4 one ¢lasily obtaind (37). O

Using results of Lemmla 4 we then have

B(_ max Hxl) = B(_ max o (yTHX)
xt=vm Rl xe{-Jm gt lyl=1
1 1
> E( max —yTHWy + —=xTH®x)
xe{- L, Ln |lyl=1 V2 V2
1 1
= F(max —y 'HVy)+E max —x"H®x), (42)
e V2 ) (xe{—ﬁ,ﬁ}n V2 )
and after scaling
T
Blmaxyer— g g IHxll2) — Blmaxee— 4o 4y yla=1 & HX))
Vn NG
T 17 (2)
E(maxyy),—1(y?HVy)) Elmae g 1y x H7x))
2 + (43)
V2n von

Now, clearly, maxy,—; (' Hy) is the maximum singular value of a Gaussianx m matrix 7).
From the theory of large Gaussian random matrices one deasly

E(maxy,—1(yTHWy))

lim =1. 44
i o (44)
Moreover, using incredible results 0f [6,10] 17] one has
E(max,er 1 1 yn xTH®x))
lim Vv = Egx ~ 0.763, (45)

n—oo ' 2n

whereés is the average ground state energy of the so-called Shemiri{jrkpatrick (SK) model in the
thermodynamic limit. More on the SK model can be found in droé references [6,10,14,17]. We do
mention that the work of |6, 10, 17] indeed settled the thetymamic behavior of the SK model. However,
the characterization @f x in [6/20[17] is not explicit and the value we giveIn|{45) istanerical estimate (it
is quite likely though, that the estimate we give is a bit @aative; the true value is probably more around
0.7632). Connecting[(43)[(44), anfd (45) one then has the folloviamger-bounding limiting counterpart to

22)

E(max,_ ., 1 1y, |[|[Hx|2)

E St =1}

lim £ — jim YA > Va+E&sk = Vo +0.763. (46)
n—o00 n n—o00 \/ﬁ

We now turn to deriving a more general probabilistic reselated tog,. We will do so through the



following lemma (essentially a lower-bounding countetpaiemmdl).

Lemma 5. Let H be anm x n matrix with i.i.d. standard normal components. It and H? bem xm
andn x n matrices, respectively, with i.i.d. standard normal comguts. Let be a scalar. Then

1 1
P( max (yl Ax—¢) > 0) > P( max (—=y " HYy+—x"H®x)—¢) > 0).
xe{— 7z 7= 1" lyll2=1 xe{-=, 2=} lyll=1 V2 V2

(47)

Proof. As in the previous subsection, the proof is basically theesamthe proof of Lemmd 4. The only
difference is that instead of Theoréin 4 it relies on Thedrem 3 O

Let( = g,(f). We will first look at the right-hand side of the inequality(@7). The following is then the
probability of interest

1
P max —yTHWy + —xTH® (>0 (48)
(xe{—ﬁ,ﬁ}nvnyuzzl(\/i \/5 - ;

From the theory of large Gaussian random matrices we thes hav

1
lim P( max (—vy T HWVy) > 1—e(ms) m) > 1. 49
Jm P(max (Z5y” HYy) 2 (1-a77)vm) 2 (49)

wheree(ms) is an arbitrarily small constant independent:ofThe powerful results of [6,10, 17] also give

1
lim P max x'H®x 1 — ¢l ¢sk) > 1, (50)
n—s00 (XG{—T ﬁ}" 1(\/—,” ) ( 1 ) )

whereegn“”“) is an arbitrarily small constant independentofif one then assumes that

el = (1= "™)ym + (1 " Hegr)vn, (51)
then a combination of (48), (49), arid {50) gives

1
lim P( ma (—=yTHWy + —xTH®@x) - ¢ >0)
T B s M V2
1 1
= lim P max —yTH(l)y—I——XTH(2)X —((1—elms) vm+ 1—¢(nsr) Esi/n) >0
nvoo (XG{—%,ﬁ}"Jb’Hz:l(ﬁ V2 AT /=0

THOy) = (1= ™)V = 0)

Tr(2)
x lim P(  max * o X
n—00 xe{_ﬁ7ﬁ}n \/5

> lim P( max (—
~ nooo (nyHg:l(\/iy

)~ (1—e{"*)esiv/n > 0) > 1. (52)

10



Assuming that[(51) holds then a further combinatiorof (4¥%) &2) gives

P( max |[Hx|s>¢&)) = P( max (y"Ax) > &)
xe{-—o= =1 xe{~ o= Z=1"lyl2=1
> lim P( max (inH(l)y + LXTH(2)X) - 51(71) >0)>1. (53)

V2

We summarize our results from this subsection in the folhgaemma.

nooe xef— b i lyle=1v/2

Lemma 6. Let H be anm x n matrix with i.i.d. standard normal components. Lebe large and let
m = an, wherea > 0 is a constant independent of Let¢, be as in[(IB). Lefsx be the average ground
state energy in the thermodynamic limit of the SK model asettfn [45). Further, let alk’s be arbitrarily

small constants independentrofind Ietgﬁl) be a scalar such that

(@)

ﬁ = (1— ™)) a+ (1 — e )egg (54)
Then
; )
NIL%P(XE{_gfﬁ}n(\\HXI!z) 2&) =1
& lim P& >¢))>1
& lim P> () > (55)
and
E(max, L Ly |Hx||2)
7}1—{%0 T 7}1—{%0 NG > Va+ sk = Va+0.763. (56)
Proof. The proof follows from the above discussion,](46), dnd (53). O

A combination of results obtained in Lemmas (3) dnd (6) theagy

E¢, E(max, L Ly |Hx||2)
Va+0.763 <~ a+lskx < hm —= = lim <+Va+ ~ v/ a+0.798.
\/ﬁ n—o00 \/ﬁ
(57)

Although we don’t go into further analytical considerasoas to what happens with the above bounds as
changes, we do mention that as— 0 the upper bound is expected to be close to the true value. ©n th
other hand, as: — oo the lower bound is expected to be close to the true value (toenm this direction
see, e.g.[[18]). A massive set of numerical experimentsvilegperformed (and that we will report on in a
forthcoming paper) seems to indicate that this indeed ieraltrin other words, as grows from zero tac

the true value ofim,,_, ET% seems to slowly transition from the most left to the mosttrigiantity given

in (52).

3 Negative Hopfield form

In this section we will look at the following optimizationgblem (which again clearly is the key component
in estimating the corresponding ground state energy of wieatall the negative Hopfield model in the

11



thermodynamic limit)

min | Hx||3. (58)

xE{—%,%}”

Similarly to what was the case when we studied the positikm fa the previous section, for a deterministic
(given fixed)H the above problem is of course known to be NP-hard. Of cothiiseis same as was the case
for (12) as it again essentially falls under the class of tyilmmadratic optimization problems. Consequently,
we will again adopt a strategy similar to the one that we a®rsid when studied the positive form in the
previous section. Namely, instead of looking at the probierE8) in a deterministic way i.e. in a way
that assumes that matri{ is deterministic, we will look at it in a statistical scermriAlso as in previous
section, we will assume that the elements of matiivare i.i.d. standard normals. We will then call the
form (12) with Gaussiari, the Gaussian negative Hopfield form. On the other hand, Weali the form
(58) with Bernoulli H, the Bernoulli negative Hopfield form. In the remainder a§tbection we will look
at possible ways to estimate the optimal value of the opétion problem in[(58). In fact we will introduce
a strategy similar the one presented in the previous setdioreate a lower-bound on the optimal value of

G8).

3.1 Lower-bounding ground state energy of the negative Hopdid form

In this section we will look at problem fronh_(58).In fact, te k bit more precise, as in the previous section,
in order to make the exposition as simple as possible, wdawK at its a slight variant given below
€n = min | Hx||o. (59)
xe{- "
As mentioned above, we will assume that the elementd efre i.i.d. standard normal random variables.
Now, to create a lower-bounding strategy for the negativeflétd form we will rely on Theoremisl1 and
Theoreni 2. We start by reformulating the problen{in (59) mfillowing way

&n = min max y! Hx. (60)
xe{~—= =1 lyl2=1

As in the previous section, we will first focus on the expectatlie of¢,, and then on its more general
probabilistic properties. The following is then a direcphgation of TheoremI2.

Lemma 7. Let H be anm x n matrix with i.i.d. standard normal components. lgeandh bem x 1
andn x 1 vectors, respectively, with i.i.d. standard normal comgras. Also, leyy be a standard normal
random variable. Then

E( min  max (yLHx + ||x/|29)) > E( min ~ max (|x]l2g”y + hTx)).  (61)
XE{—ﬁ,ﬁ}n lyll2=1 Xe{_ﬁvﬁ}n lyll2=1

Proof. As mentioned above, the proof is a standard/direct apicaif Theoremi 2. We will sketch it for
completeness. Namely, one starts by defining processasdY; in the following way
Yij = (y) HxO + [xV g X5 =[x 2g"y" + h %O, (62)

Then clearly ,
EY?=EX3 =2[xV|3 =2. (63)
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One then further has

EY; Yy = (xO)TxO(y")Tyl) 4 |xO )y x@,
EXyXp =[x falx?2(y®) "y + )%, (64)
and clearly
EX;j X, = EY;;Yi. (65)
Moreover,
EY; Vi = (y9)Ty® xD) %O 4 [[x@ o) xO 5
EXyXu = (yO)Ty®xfafx@ + (<)%, (66)

And after a small algebraic transformation
5 21V 21 = () "y ®) = (<)% (1 = )Ty ")

(I 2% D2 = xD) <) (1 = (y)Ty™)
0. (67)

EY;; Y, — EXi X

v

Combining [638),[(6b), and (67) and using results of Thedresnethen easily obtains (61). O

Using results of Lemm@ 7 we then have

E( min  ||Hx|s)=E( min max (y? Hx + ||x[|29))

el r ) et ) W=
, T T " 1 2
>E( min  max (|x]2g"y+h x)) = E|x|l2llgllz—E > [hi| > \/ﬁ(\/m——4 )=/ =n.
XG{_W’W}n llyllz=1 i1 all ™

(68)

Connecting beginning and end bf (68) we finally have a lowemdoonE¢,, from (59), i.e.

Bey =B min | Axla) 2 (V- o) - 2= v - D 69

Xe{—ﬁ7%}"

or in a scaled (possibly) more convenient form

B, POegpgp M) - 1 2 (70
N vn - 4y/mn T

Of course, the above result will be useful as long as the nigist quantity is positive.

Following what was done in the previous section we will nomtio deriving a more general probabilis-
tic result related t@,, (all the comments related to these type of results that we haade in the previous
section apply here as well). We will do so through the follogviemma.

Lemma 8. Let H be anm x n matrix with i.i.d. standard normal components. lgeandh bem x 1
andn x 1 vectors, respectively, with i.i.d. standard normal comgruts. Also, ley be a standard normal
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random variable and lefy be a function ok. Then

> 0) > P( min max (||x]|2g Ty+hTx— (x) > 0).

P( min - max (y' Ax+|x|l2g— () > 1
XE{_ﬁ,ﬁ}n llyll2=1 XE{_ﬁ,ﬁ}n lyll2=1

(71)

Proof. The proof is basically same as the proof of Lenitha 7. The offfgrénce is that instead of Theorem
it relies on Theorer] 1. O

Let ¢y = €9 /mxl2 + &2 with € > 0 being an arbitrarily small constant independent.ofve wil
first look at the right-hand side of the inequality [n}(71).€Tollowing is then the probability of interest

P( min x (Ixll2g"y + "% — o Vinlx]l2) = €1). (72)
N w1

After solving the minimization ovex and the maximization over one obtains

P( min - max ([xl2g"y +h"x — o Vilxl) = €0) = Plgla = Y il /v — e Vi = €0).

xe{~—= =1 lyll2= i=1
(73)
We recall that as earlier, singgis a vector ofm i.i.d. standard normal variables it is rather trivial that
Plgllz > (1 — &™)yym) > 1—¢ e wherec{™ > 0 is an arbitrarily small constant and™ is
a constant dependent @ﬁim) but independent of. Along the same lines, sinde is a vector ofn i.i.d.
standard normal variables it is rather trivial thHa¢y ;" | |h;| < (1 + eﬁ"))n\/g) >1- =" where

e§"> > 0 is an arbitrarily small constant araéf) is a constant dependent eﬁ) but independent af. Then
from (73) one obtains

P( min max (Hngg y+hTX—€5 Valxl2) > €9
xe{— k7 ylla=

(m) (n) (

> (1 - (1= M P(1 ) m - (14 f\f 9/ > D). (74)

(1 —e™)m —(1 +e§"’>ﬁ\ﬁ — V> gl

(m) (n)y . |2 én
& (1- —(1 - 75
( E1 )\/a ( + 61 )\/; 65 \/7_1’ ( )
one then has froni.(T4)
Jim P min - max (g + BT - e V) > €)1 (76)

XG{—%,%}”

We will now look at the left-hand side of the inequality in }7The following is then the probability of
interest
P( min - max (y"Hx+ x]2g — e Vilx]2 =€) = 0). (77)
xe{— =, =1y H =
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SinceP(g > egg)\/ﬁ) <en (whereeég) is, as all othek’s in this paper are, independentoffrom (74)
we have

P( min max (yTHx+ Ix|l2g — egg)\/ﬁHng — g)) >0)
xe(- L, Ly lylla=1
VR VR

(9)
< P( min max (y'Hx — W) > 0) + e~ . (78)
xe{—\%,ﬁ}” llyllz2=1

Whenn is large from[(78) we then have

lim P( min Hnﬁax (yTHx—i—HxHQg—eég)\/ﬁHng—gﬁf)) >0) < lim P(  min max (y? Hx—¢W) > 0)
y

n—00 xe{_%7%}n =1 n—r00 XG{—%,%}" lyll2=1
= nli_}n(;P( min - max (y'Hx) > ¢V) = lim P( min (|1Hx]2) > V). (79)
xe{—ﬁ,ﬁ}" HY||2=1 n—00 XG{—W,W n

Assuming that[(75) holds, then a combination[ofl (71)] (763 &9) gives

lim P( min (|Hx||2) > ﬁ,(f)) > lim P( min max (HnggTy—l-th—eég)\/ﬁ||x||2) > §g)) > 1.
n— 00 XE{_\%’\}E n n—00 xE{—\%K%}” [lyll2=1
(80)

We summarize our results from this subsection in the folhgaemma.

Lemma 9. Let H be anm x n matrix with i.i.d. standard normal components. Lebe large and let
m = an, wherea > 0 is a constant independent of Let¢,, be as in[(BD). Let alt’s be arbitrarily small

constants independent ofand Ietgﬁf) be a scalar such that

)
(m) )y, [2 _ o) &n
1— — (1 - — -—. 81
(e d 2> S @
Then
lim P( min  (|Hx|2) > €0) > 1
n—o00 xe{-L 1ln
Vv
& lim P& >¢0)>1
& lim P& > (D)%) > 1, (82)
and
Et, E(maxxe{_ﬁ7ﬁ}n | Hx||2) v 1 2 (@3)
N NG - 4\/mn T
Proof. The proof follows from the above discussion,](70), dnd (80). O

4  Algorithmic aspects of Hopfield forms
In this section we look at a couple of simple algorithms tlzat be used to approximately solve optimization

problems we studied in the previous sections. The algostara clearly not the best possible but are fairly
simple. Given their simple structure it will turn out to besgible to provide an analytical characterization
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of the optimal values that they achieve. In return theseesalvould automatically become bounds on the
true optimal values. These bounds won't be as good as thogeesented in the previous sections but will
in a way be their algorithmic complements. As earlier in tapgr, we will start with the positive Hopfield
form and then we will present the corresponding resultsifemtegative Hopfield form.

4.1 Simple approximate algorithms for the positive Hopfieldforms

We recall that our goal it this subsection will be to presdgbathms that provide an approximate solution
to (12) (or alternatively[(13)). Before, proceeding furthee recall that in the previous couple of sections it
was a bit easier to focus on (13) instead of focusing_oh (I2dhik section though, it will be the other way
around, i.e. we will focus on the original problem112) whigh restate below

&= max - |Hx|j (84)

Xe{—%,ﬁ
In this section we will present two simple approximate altpons that can be used to solve approximately
(B4). We will first present an iterative algorithm that fixesmponents ok one at the time and then an
algorithm based on the properties of eigenvalues and eggéms of Gaussian random matrices.

4.1.1 An iterative approximate algorithm for the positive Hopfield forms

In this section we present an iterative algorithm that agpipnately solves[(84). The algorithm is very
simple and probably well known. However, we are not awarengfamalytical results related to its quality
of performance when applied in a statistical scenario clamed in this paper. The analysis is actually fairly
simple and we think it would be useful to have such a resuttrdem. Also, since it will be a bit easier to
present and follow the exposition we will until the end oftBubsection assume that everything is rescaled
so thatx; € {—1,1}. Now, going back to the algorithm - as we just stated the &lyoris fairly simple:
it starts by settingg; = 1 and then fixingxs so that||H;,1;2x1;2||§ is maximized {. ;.o stands for the first
two columns ofH andx;y., stands for the first two componentsxf. After x; is fixed the algorithm then
proceeds by fixings so that||H;,1;3x1;3\|§ is maximized {. ;.3 stands for the first three columns Bfand
x1.3 Stands for the first three componentsxdfand so on until one fixes all componentsxof

To analyze the algorithm we will s&; = 1,7, = ||[H.1||3, and forany2 < k < n

. X1:k-1
Xp = argma>§k€{_1,1}||H;,1:k[ X1 ]H%
Xik—1] 2 TP
r = ma, H . = H X - . 85
k xke{—}f,l}|’ 11{ X ] 2= L1k 1k 12 (85)

Our goal will be to computér,,. We will do so in a recursive fashion. To that end we will staith £r-

f(l 2 1 2
Ery = max ||H. 1. = max H. .
2= max | H. 1:2 [XJ 12 X 1y | H.1:2 LQ] II5

2
= E||H.1|3+2E( max XQ(HgH;,l))—i—EHH:72H§ :Er1+2\/;E\/ﬁ+m. (86)

x2€e{-1,1}
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One can then apply a similar strategy to obtain for a gerkeralk < n

Xik—1| 12 Xik—1| 12
Er, = max H. . = max H 1.1 H.
k Xke{_l’l}H 1k[ X }Hz Xke{_l’l}H[ 1ik—1 k][ X ]Hz
N . 2
= E||H. 1.p1%1.6-1]3+2E( én{a}li1}Xk(HTkH:,lzk—lxlzk—l))+EHH:J€H% = Erk—l+2\/;E\/7‘k—1+m-
Xk — 4
(87)

To make the exposition easier we will assume that large and switch to the limiting behavior éfr’s.
Assuming concentration of,’s (for & proportional ton) around their mean values givési,, ., Evie

n

lim,, o0 ¥ ﬁ”. One then based on (85), (86), ahd|(87) can establish theioly recursion for findingzr,,

Gk = Prp—1 + 2\/%\/ Gr—1 +m, (88)

with ¢; = m andlim,, % = lim,, %". Computing the last limit can then be done to a fairly high
precision for any differentn. We do mention, for example that for = n (i.e. « = 1) one has
E n . n
lim 27— Jim 20~ 25950 (89)

n—oo n2 n—o0 n2

One can also compare this result to the results of the predeation to get

E E\/r, Von
lim 22 > pim EV i YO o /575950 ~ 1.5893. (90)

n—o00 \/ﬁ n—oo n n—soo n

This is a bit worse tham.763 bound one would get in Subsection]2.2 whee- 1 (i.e. m = n)). However,
the bound in[(90) is algorithmic, i.e. there is an algoritimféct a very simple one with a quadratic com-
plexity) that achieves it, whereas the bound from Subseig is purely theoretical and is given without
any polynomial algorithm that achieves it.

4.1.2 A dominating eigenvector algorithm for the positive Hpfield forms

In this section we present another simple algorithm that@pmately solves[(84). This algorithm is also
probably well known, but we think that it would a good idea tlect at one place the technical results
related to the objective value one can get through it. Inwret it will be easier to know how far away from
the optimal its performance is.

As the name suggests the algorithm operates on eigenvedtéfs The idea is to decompodé’ H
through the eigen-decomposition in the following way

HTH = QAQT, (91)

where obviouslyQ is ann x n matrix such that)” @ = I andA is a diagonal matrix of all eigenvalues of
matrix HT H. Now, without a loss of generality, we will assume that trenents of the diagonal matrix
(essentially the eigenvalues Bf' H) are sorted in the decreasing order, Neq >Ayo>---> Ay, The
algorithm then works in the following simple way: takeas the signs of components of vec@r;, i.e.

x(€19) — sign(Q. ,). (92)
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Let

r(€i9) = || x93 = (sign(Q.1)) T QAQ sign(Q; 1 ). (93)
One then further has
r(9) = (sign(Q.1))" QAQTsigN(Q..1) > A1 (D 1Qia])*. (94)
=1

Using the theory of random Gaussian matrices one then haaltiggantities of interest concentrate and

) EA1 1
lim ———

n—o0

= (Va+1)° (95)

Furthermore, one can think of all componentpf; as being standard normal scaled by the the norm-2 of
the vector they comprise. Since everything concentratenwlis large one then has

: Z?:l ‘Qi,l‘ 2 \/5 2 _ 2
Jm B(==) = () =4 (96)
A combination of[(94),[(95), and (96) then gives
(eig) n )2
im 277 > i Alvl(z@% @it]) = (Va+ 1)23. (97)
n—00 n n—o00 n s

One can also compare this result to the results of the prexdection. For example, let= 1 and

E E+/ r(eig)
lim 22 > him 2V S i /8 ~ VaEI65 ~ 15958, (98)
Vs

n—oo N n—00 n n—00

This is again somewhat worse tharr63 bound one would get in Subsection]2.2 wheg- 1 (i.e. m = n)
but a bit better than what one can get through the mechanishe girevious subsection and ultimatély](90).
However, the bound i (98) is again algorithmic. The coroesfing algorithm though is a bit more complex
than the one from the previous subsection since it invoheefopming the eigen-decomposition &7 H.
However, we should mention that the value giveriin (98) istattially lower than what the algorithm will
indeed give in practice. The reason is of course the crogsiation of components of different eigenvectors
and the fact that the cross products betwgff) and vectorg); ., 2 < ¢ < n, coupled with corresponding
eigenvalues will also contribute to the true value-6f9). To obtain the exact value &ifin,,_, E’;(;g) one
would have to account for this as well. This is not so easy aaddw not pursue it further. However,

practically speaking we do mention, that roughly one careexphatlim,, E’;i;i”) ~ 2.9 or stated

differently lim,, ., Y™ ~ 1.7. On the other hand, to be completely fair to the algorithnegiin

the previous subsection, we should mention that its varamlaptations are possible as well. For example,
among the simplest ones would be to also keep sorting thexwswfH and in each step instead of choosing
the first next column choose the column with the largest ndrnizvaluating the performance of such an
algorithm precisely is again not super easy. We do mentiom fpractical experience that it provides a
similar objective value as does the eigenvector mechanissepted in this subsection.

4.2 A simple approximate algorithm for the negative Hopfieldforms

We recall that our goal it this subsection will be to presdgbathms that provide an approximate solution
to (58) (or alternatively[(59)). Before proceeding furthez note that in Section 3.1 it was be a bit easier
to focus on[(EP) instead of focusing dn{58). In this sectlwwugh, it will be the other way around, i.e. we
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will focus on the original probleni_(58) which we restate elo

&= min |Hx]3. (99)
xe{-Tmvml

Below we will present a simple approximate algorithm that ba used to solve approximately [99). The
algorithm will be a counterpart for the negative form to ttezative algorithm given in Sectién 4.1.1 for the
positive Hopfield form.

4.2.1 An iterative approximate algorithm for the negative Hopfield forms

As mentioned above, in this section we present a counteigé#ne iterative algorithm given in Subsection
4.1.1. Clearly, the algorithm that we will present here agpnately solves[(99). In fact as when we
looked at the positive form we will again assume that evemgtlis scaled so that; € {—1,1}. In fact,
the algorithm is almost the same as the algorithm from Suiosdd.1.1: it starts by setting; = 1 and
then fixingx2 so that||H. 1.0x1.2||3 is now minimized(as in Subsectioh 4.1.1. 1., stands for the first
two columns ofH andx;y., stands for the first two componentsxf. After x; is fixed the algorithm then
proceeds by fixingcs so that||H;,1;3x1;3||§ is minimized(H. ;.3 stands for the first three columns Hf and
x1.3 Stands for the first three componentsxdfand so on until one fixes all componentsxof

Similarly to what we did when we analyzed the positive corpdé, to analyze the algorithm we will

setx; = 1, r%"eg) = ||H.1||3, and forany2 < k < n

. , X1:k—1
Xp = argmlrgcke{_171}HH;,1;k[ X1 }H%
T]ineg) _ min ||H " |:}A(1:k—1:| H% _ HH 1k>21k||% (100)
xpe{-11} "7 X o

Our goal will be to computéEr,(@”eg). We will do so in a recursive fashion. To that end we will staith
B

. b'e . 1
Ery = min [|Hoo |2 3= min [Hoaio| |3
x2€e{-1,1} X2 x2€{—-1,1} X2

/2
= E||H.1|5+ 2E( n{aiq 1}x2(H:7:2H;,1))+EHH:72||§ :Ergneg) _ 9 EE Tine!]) +m. (101)
x2€1—1,

One can then apply a similar strategy to obtain for a gereralk < n

Er,g"eg): min ||H. 1% [Xl:k_l} <
k

2 . X1:k—1] 2
= H .1 H.
ety X ll5 min || [ L1lik—1 k} [ } 13

. . X 2
= B||H. 15 1%1.51]5+2E( min 1}xk(kaH;,lzk_lxlzk_l))+EHH;7,€H%:Erl(!ielg)_g\/;E 0
Xk -4
(102)

As earlier, to make the exposition easier we will assumerthatarge and switch to the limiting behavior of
Er(ne9)’s Again, assuming concentration way) 's (for k proportional ton) around their mean values will

/T(neg) / T("eg) .
then givelim,, o E = limp oo P One then based oh (100), (101), and (102) can establish

n
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the following recursion for findingZr{"*?

Gk = Pp—1 — 2\/% Gr—1 +m, (103)

) (neg) . . . .
with ¢ = m andlim,,_, E”;Lg - lim,, o0 fL—’; Computing the last limit can then be done to a fairly high

precision for any differenin. Following the example we chose in the positive case, we thateform = n
(i.e.a = 1) one has

(neg)
Ery . Pn
lim 2~ i 22~ 3072, (104)
n—00 n n—0oo N

One can also compare this result to the results of the pregedtion to get

(neg)
E\/ry, NG
lim En > lim SV lim Von ~ v0.3072 ~ 0.55. (105)

n—oo \/ﬁ T n—oo n n—oo n

This is substantially away from the lower boud@021 one would get in Subsectién 8.1 whean= 1 (i.e.
m = n)). However, as was the case with the positive form in eadé@ations, the bound given above is
algorithmic.

5 Conclusion

In this paper we looked at classic Hopfield forms. We first \widwhe standard positive Hopfield form and
then defined its a negative counterpart. We were intereatdlteir behavior in the zero-temperature limit
which essentially amounts to the behavior of their grouatestnergies. We then sketched mechanisms that
can be used to provide upper and lower bounds for the groael ehergies of both models.

To be a bit more specific, we first provided purely theoretlwalinds on the expected values of the
ground state energy of the positive Hopfield model. Thesentt®appear to be fairly close to each other
(moreover, the upper bounds actually don't even requiregttbemodynamic regime). In addition to that
we also presented two very simple (certainly well known)athms that can be used to approximately
determine the ground state energy of the positive HopfieldehoFor both algorithms we then sketched
how one can determine their performance guarantees. Amigduout, these algorithms provide a fairly
good approximations (while the analytical results that wevigled demonstrated that they are in certain
scenarios about0% away from the optimal values, practically, in these samaades, their objective
values are not more thdi¥% away from the optimal value).

We then translated our results related to the positive Hiolfioem to the case of the negative Hopfield
form. We again targeted the ground state regime and proadéeéoretical lower bound for the expected
behavior of the ground state energy. We also, showed how ftie @lgorithms that we designed for the
positive form can easily be adapted to fit the negative forrhis Enabled us to get an algorithmic upper
bound for the ground state energy of the negative form. Wlile bounds we obtained for the negative
form are not as good as the ones we obtained for the positive, fthey are obtained in a very simple
manner and provide in a way a quick assessment how the gréatedemergies of these forms behave.

For several results that relate to the behavior of the erdegitound state energies, we also showed that
the corresponding (more general) probabilistic resultd hiothe thermodynamic limit.

Moreover, the purely theoretical results we presented @réhke so-called Gaussian Hopfield models.
Often though a binary Hopfield model may be a more preferrétgoop However, all results that we pre-
sented can easily be extended to the case of binary Hopfiedélséand for that matter to an array of other
statistical models as well). There are many ways how thisbeadone. Proving that is not that hard. In
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fact there are many ways how it can be done, but typically ddwll down to repetitive use of the central
limit theorem. For example, a particularly simple and eteggproach would be the one of Lindeberg [9].
Adapting our exposition to fit into the framework of the Litdeg principle is relatively easy and in fact
if one uses the elegant approachl(of [3] pretty much a routgiiece we did not create these techniques we
chose not to do these routine generalizations. However,akersure that the interested reader has a full
grasp of generality of the results presented here, we do asigghagain that pretty much any distribution
that can be pushed through the Lindeberg principle woulkwoplace of the Gaussian one that we used.

We should also mention that the algorithms we presentedimpmesand certainly not the best known.
One can design algorithms that can practically achieve abettgr performance for both Hopfield forms.
However, since their performance analysis is not easy we [deir detailed exposition for an algorithmic
presentation. We do mention though, that out idea here wiae imdtroduce the best possible algorithms but
rather to show how one can use the simple ones to get redalisd¢o the behavior of the optimal objective
value.

It is also important to emphasize that we in this paper ptesiea collection of very simple observations.
One can improve many of the results that we presented heat the expense of the introduction of a more
complicated theory. We will present results in many suckdions elsewhere. We do recall though, that
in this paper we were mostly concerned with the behavior efgitound state energies. A vast majority of
our results can be translated to characterize the behdiilbe free energy when viewed at any temperature.
However, as mentioned above, this requires a way more eeétaxposition and we will present it elsewhere.
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