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Abstract

In our recent work[[9] we looked at a class of random optiniizaproblems that arise in the forms
typically known as Hopfield models. We viewed two scenaridsctv we termed as the positive Hopfield
form and the negative Hopfield form. For both of these scesaxie defined the binary optimization prob-
lems whose optimal values essentially emulate what woudit#jly be known as the ground state energy
of these models. We then presented a simple mechanismsathdtecused to create a set of theoretical
rigorous bounds for these energies. In this paper we creats anore powerful set of mechanisms that can
substantially improve the simple bounds given(in [9]. Intfdhe mechanisms we create in this paper are
the first set of results that show that convexity type of baucah be substantially improved in this type of
combinatorial problems.

Index Terms: Hopfield models; ground-state energy

1 Introduction

We start by recalling on what the Hopfield models are. Thesdeisoare well known in mathematical
physics. However, we will be purely interested in their neatlatical properties and the definitions that
we will give below in this short introduction are almost cdetply mathematical without much of physics
type of insight. Given a relatively simple and above all welbwn structure of the Hopfield models we do
believe that it will be fairly easy for readers from both, m&mhatics and physics, communities to connect
to the parts they find important to them. Before proceedint) tie detailed introduction of the models we
will also mention that fairly often we will define mathemaiobjects of interest but will occasionally refer
to them using their names typically known in physics.

The model that we will study was popularized in [5] (or if viesvin a different context one could say
in [4,6]). It essentially looks at what is called Hamiltoniaf the following type

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

i#]

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

=1

is the so-called quenched interaction dfds anm x n matrix that can be also viewed as the matrix of the
so-called stored patterns (we will typically consider ssemwherem andn are large and> = o wherea
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lim f,(n,B,H)= lim
n—oo

is a constant independentof however, many of our results will hold even for fixedandn). Each pattern
is essentially a row of matri¥! while vectorx is a vector fromR"” that emulates spins (or in a different

context one may say neuron states). Typically, one assurattht patterns are binary and that each neuron

can have two states (spins) and hence the elements of miaxsxwell as elements of vectarare typically
assumed to be from sét—ﬁ, ﬁ}. In physics literature one usually follows convention anttdduces
a minus sign in front of the Hamiltonian given il (1). Since ooain concern is not really the physical
interpretation of the given Hamiltonian but rather mathtcad properties of such forms we will avoid the
minus sign and keep the form as(ii (1).

To characterize the behavior of physical interpretati¢rag tan be described through the above Hamil-
tonian one then looks at the partition function

Z8,H) = > M, 3

XE{—ﬁ7%}n

whereg > 0is what is typically called the inverse temperature. Depemndf 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,H)) _ 108 (Ce- 2, 1y )

ol 8, H) = =525 2 = 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 insthgaper we just briefly mention that a long
line of results can be found in e.g. excellent referencé®,[1,8/11]. In this paper we will focus on
studying optimization/algorithmic aspects W More specifically, we will look at a particular
regimes,n — oo (which is typically called a zero-temperature thermodyitalimit regime or as we will
occasionally call it the ground state regime). In such amegone has

log (Z(B, H)) maXye (1 1y H(H,X) maxye (1 1y [[Hx]3

B,n—00 bn n—00 n n—00 n
(5)

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

max . 1 1. |[[Hx[f3
lim f,(n,3,H) = lim Vn'yn , (6)

B,n—o00 n—o0 n

which will be one of the main subjects that we study in thisgrajpVe will refer to the optimization part of
(©) as the positive Hopfield form.

In addition to this form we will also study its a negative ctampart. Namely, instead of the partition
function given in [(B) 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 porréisig partition function defined for negative
temperatures/inverse temperatures). In that ¢ase (3jrimsco

ZB,H) = > e, (7)

Xe{_ﬁv n}n

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

: 2
loo (Z(8. H max, . 1 1y, —H(H,Xx) min . 11y [[Hx[3
lim f,(n,8,H) = lim log (2(5, H)) = lim ikl = lim kvl )

B,n—00 B,n—00 Bn n—00 n—00 n

3|9

(8)

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

it o I3
lim f,(n,B8,H) = lim s i

B,n—00 n—00 n

(9)

We will then correspondingly refer to the optimization pafr{d) as the negative Hopfield form.
In the following sections we will present a collection ofults that relate to behavior of the forms given

in (@) 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 séthmdels. As it will turn out, in the statistical

scenario that we will considef,](6) arld (9) will be almost gbetely characterized by their corresponding

average values

Brmaxye 1 1o [Hx3

/3,1n1§oo Efp(n, B, H) = lim - (10)
and
Eminxe{_L7L}n ||HXH§
lim Ef,(n,3, H) = lim N (11)

B,n—o0 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 powerful natsm that can be used create bounds on the
ground state energies of the positive Hopfield form in astiatil scenario. We will then in Sectibh 3 present
the corresponding results for the negative Hopfield fornSéatiorf b we will present a brief discussion and
several concluding remarks.

2 Positive Hopfield form

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

max | Hx||3. (12)
xe{_%’%}n

For a deterministic (given fixed} this problem is of course known to be NP-hard (it essentitalis
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 statipibgsics). Within a framework of statistical physics
and neural networks the problem [n{12) is studied assunfiagthe stored patterns (essentially rows of
matrix H) are comprised of Bernoulfi—1, 1} i.i.d. random variables see, e.gl[[¥, 8, 11]. While our ressul
will turn out to hold in such a scenario as well we will presémm in a different scenario: namely, we
will assume that the elements of matik are i.i.d. standard normals. We will then call the fofml(12)
with GaussianH, the Gaussian positive Hopfield form. On the other hand, wWecali the form [12) with
Bernoulli H, the Bernoulli positive Hopfield form. In the remainder oistsection we will look at possible
ways to estimate the optimal value of the optimization peabin [12). Below we will introduce a strategy
that can be used to obtain an upper bound on the optimal value.



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

In this section we will look at problem froni (I2). In fact, te la bit more precise, in order to make the
exposition as simple as possible, we will look at its a sligdriant given below

& = max | Hx||o. (13)
xe{-—= ="

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.

First we recall the following results from|[3] that relates dtatistical properties of certain Gaussian
processes.

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

L B(X?) = E(Y?)
2. BE(X; X)) < E(Y:Y)),i #1.
Let+ () be an increasing function on the real axis. Then

E(miinz/J(Xi)) < E(miinw(Yi)) & E(mlaxz/J(Xi)) > E(mlaxz/J(Y;))

In our recent work[[9] we rely on the above theorem to createigrer-bound on the ground state
energy of the positive Hopfield model. However, the strategyloyed in[[9] only a basic version of the
above theorem wherg(x) = =. Here we will substantially upgrade the strategy by lookahg very simple
(but way better) different version af().

We start by reformulating the problem [n_{13) in the follogiway

& = max max y! Hx. (14)
xe{~—=, 7= lyll2=1

We do mention without going into details that the groundestatergies will concentrate in the thermody-
namic limit and hence we will mostly focus on the expectedeaif,, (one can then easily adapt our results
to describe more general probabilistic concentrating gmigs of ground state energies). The following is
then a direct application of Theorédrh 1.

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 and let; be a positive constant. Then

T T T
E( max ey Hxta)y < | max ecs (8 VTR, (15)
xe{=Jm g )mlylz=1 xe{—Jr gmimlyllz=1

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

Y; = (y(i))THX(i) +g X;= gTy(i) + h’x®. (16)



Then clearly
EY? = EX? = |lyP|5+ [x?5 = 2. 17

One then further has

EYY; = (y)TyD )< +1
EX; X, = (yO)Ty® 4 (xO)Tx®, (18)

And after a small algebraic transformation

EYY - EX;X, = (1—- (") "y") - x")TxD 1 - (y@)Ty®)
= (- )T - ()T 0)

> 0. (19)
Combining [I¥) and(19) and using results of Theokém 1 one ¢lasily obtaind (15). O
One then easily has
E(eCS(maXXE{fﬁ’ﬁ}n |\Hx||2+g)) _ E(603(maxxe{7ﬁyﬁ}n max||y||,—1 yT Hx+g)

=F( max max (ec3(yTHx+g))). (20)
xe{—ﬁ,\%}” llyll2=1

Connecting[(Z20) and results of Lemina 1 we have

H
E(eCS(maxxg{fﬁyﬁ}n ll X||2+9)) _ By max max eCs(yTHx+g)))
xe{~ o=, 7=} lyll2=1
<E( max max (eCS(gTy"'th))) =F( max b Xy pax (echTy))
T xe{—-L, Lin|yll=1 xe{——L Lin llyllz=1
vn'vn Vvn’y/n
=B(  max (%" ¥)E( max (e¥8Y)), (21)
xe{——= =" lylla=1

where the last equality follows because of independengeanfdh. Connecting beginning and end bf [21)
one has

es(max o 1 1 yn [[Hx[2)
E(e)E(e T < max (M%) E( max (¢¥87Y)).  (22)
xe(- o) Ivl=

Applying log on both sides of (22) we further have

calmaxe 4 1y [Hx]2)

log(E(e“39))+log(E (e )) < log(E( o max }n(eCSth)))+log(E(||gﬁa}—(1(ecggTy)))’
xe{-—7= 7 2=
(23)

or in a slightly more convenient form

cg(maxxe{i%/_’%}n | Hx||2)
n n

log(E(e )) < —log(E(e®9))+log(E( . max }n(ecsth)))-|-log(E(”}1€rﬁa}_<l(603gTy))).
xe{- == 2=
(24)



It is also relatively easy to see that

es(max, 1 1 [Hxl2) es(max, . 1_ 1 |[Hx]2)
log(B(e  CTmITUN) > Blog(e . CUImIRTTU ) = Beg( Lmax, ()
XU Un
(25)
and P 2
~ log(BE(e9)) = ~log(e?) = —. (26)

Connecting[(2B)[(25), and (26) one finally can establishmeubound on the expected value of the ground
state energy of the positive Hopfiled model

1
E(  max ||Hx|}2) < ——+ log( ( max (e X))+ —log(E( max (8 Y))). (27)
xe{~L Ly 2 xe{- 7, =" 3 lyll2=1

Letcs = cgs)\/ﬁ wherecgs) is a constant independentof Then [2T) becomes

E(max, o 1 1y [[Hx[2) ) ) s o
%ﬁ < —37 + —y log(E( e?l?xl}n(e hTx))) 4 Wlog(E(Hgﬁ?}_(l(ecS VasTy)))
TlCS xe{—1, n03 X
(s)
C c(s) C(S) _
—= o+ oy log(B(es M) + —5 log(E( max (5 V78')))
C3 nes lyll2=1
(s) (s) (s)
C3 3’ 1 cy 1 o9 JgT
= - 4 + — log(erfc + log(E( max (es gy
2 2 z(%) slerte \/5)) ncgs) 4 (Hy||2=1( )
1 C§S) 1 C(S)\/ﬁgTy
Ol log(erfc(—ﬁ)) + ®) log(E( max (e ). 28)
C3 nes lyll2=1

One should now note that the above bound is effectively cofoe any positive constamés) The only thing
that is then left to be done so that the above bound becomestiopel is to estimat& (max |y ,— (e 5 vng” Y)) =

Eecs”Villelz | Pretty good estimates for this quantity can be obtaineufiym. However, to facilitate the
exposition we will focus only on the large scenario. In that case one can use the saddle point concept
applied in[10]. However, here we will try to avoid the entimesentation from there and instead present the
core neat idea that has much wider applications. Namelytavewith the following identity

2
g
Iglls = min( 212 1 o), (29)
Then
1 1 ) /i min (@ﬁ- N - ) s)\/—(HgH2+ )
— log(EeC3 \/_”gH2) = log(Ee™ 72002 T = ® min log(Fe )
nes ney ney’ 720
2
. o vm()
= rgg(f + log(Ee 7)), (30)

where= stands for equality when — oo. = is exactly what was shown in[10]. In fact, a bit more is shown
in [10] and a few corrective terms were estimated for finifgor our needs here though, even just replacing



= with < inequality suffices). Now if one sets= ~(*)/n then [3D0) gives

. o) g? (s)
1 1Og(E€C§, )\/ﬁl\gllz) — min (7 + 1 log(Ee™ (47(5)))) = min (v — —Z_log(1 — -3 ).
ncgs) 7(£)>0 cgs) 7()>0 2c§8) 27(5)
(31)
After solving the last minimization one obtains
(s) (s)y2
—  2cy’ +1\/4(c3)? + 16
e = =2 T : (32)
Connecting[(ZB)[(30)[(31), and (32) one finally has
E(maxy,er 1 1y [[HX]|2) 1 (s) — (s)
v < — log(erfc 8 + () — ilog 1- 3 ) (33)
vn ~ ) ere =7 24" ( gfy<s>)

where clearlyy/(s\) is as in [[32). As mentioned earlier the above inequality $édal anyc:(,f). Of course to
make it as tight as possible one then has

Emaxy oo 1 1y [[Hx]]2) 1 () (s)
Vi < min | — log(erfc(—cg—)) + (s) — e log(1 — CE\ . (34)
v >0 (c(s) V2 2% 2+(5)

We summarize our results from this subsection in the folhgaemma.

Lemma 2. 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/(*) be such that

—_ 2c + \/ 4(c 2 + 16

s)
7 8
and&'™ be a scalar such that
(s) (s)
1 —
¢ = min ﬁ1og(erfc(—c3—))+7<s> - %bg(l— S, (36)
cés)zo 638 \/5 2633 2,}/(5)
Then B
5P gl(u) 37
N & (37)
Moreover,

lim P max Hx < Wy >
tim P o, (1Fxl) < ) >

o dm P <)

: 2 u)\2
& lim P& < (§)) 2 1. (38)
In particular, whena = 1
E¢, (w)
—= <Y =1.7832. 39



Proof. The first part of the proof related to the expected valuesvdl from the above discussion. The
probability part follows by the concentration argumentattare easy to establish (see, e.g discussion in
[9D). O

One way to see how the above lemma works in practice is (a#figpeio the lemma) to choose = 1
to obtaingé“) = 1.7832. This value is substantially better tharr978 offered in [9].

3 Negative Hopfield form

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

min | Hx||3. (40)
XE{_%7%}”’

For a deterministic (given fixed) this problem is of course known to be NP-hard (ag (12), itresséy
falls under the class of binary quadratic optimization peois). Instead of looking at the problem in40)
in a deterministic way i.e. in a way that assumes that mdifris deterministic, we will adopt the strategy
of the previous section and look at it in a statistical scienailso as in previous section, we will assume
that the elements of matrii are i.i.d. standard normals. In the remainder of this seatie will look at
possible ways to estimate the optimal value of the optinamngproblem in[(40). In fact we will introduce
a strategy similar the one presented in the previous setdioreate a lower-bound on the optimal value of

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

In this section we will look at problem fronh_(#0).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]2. (41)
N

As mentioned above, we will assume that the elemenfs afe i.i.d. standard normal random variables.
First we recall (and slightly extend) the following resulbrin [3] that relates to statistical properties of
certain Gaussian processes. This result is essentiallgatine counterpart to the one given in Theoiém 1

Theorem 2. ([B]) Let X;; andY;;, 1 < i < n,1 < j < m, be two centered Gaussian processes which
satisfy the following inequalities for all choices of indc

2y _ 2
1. B(XZ) = E(Y}?)
2. B(X;jXi) > E(Yi5Yik)
3. BE(Xij X)) < E(YiYik), 1 # L

Let+ () be an increasing function on the real axis. Then

B(minmax (X)) < B(minmax(Y;)).
7 J ? J



Moreover, let)() be a decreasing function on the real axis. Then

E(maxmint(X;;)) > E(max min(Y;;)).
7 7 2 J

Proof. The proof of all statements but the last one is of course givgB]. Here we just briefly sketch how
to get the last statement as well. So,Jé) be a decreasing function on the real axis. Thef() is an
increasing function on the real axis and by first part of tlemtbm we have

E(minmax —(X;)) < E(minmax —(Y;)).
7 7 ? J

Changing the inequality sign we also have

—E(minmax —(X;;)) > —E(minmax —¢(Y;)),
7 7 ? J
and finally
E(maxmin (X;;)) > E(max min (Y;)).
7 7 1 J
]

In our recent work[[9] we rely on the above theorem to createnet-bound on the ground state energy
of the negative Hopfield model. However, as was the case Wwilpositive form, the strategy employed
in [9] relied only on a basic version of the above theorem whtr) = x. Similarly to what was done in
the previous subsection, we will here substantially upgrhe strategy from [9] by looking at a very simple
(but way better) different version af().

We start by reformulating the problem [n_{13) in the follogiiway

& = min max y! Hx. (42)
xe{——=, 7= lyll2=1

As was the case with the positive form, we do mention withaimg into details that the ground state ener-
gies will again concentrate in the thermodynamic limit ardde we will mostly focus on the expected value
of &, (one can then easily adapt our results to describe more @gmebabilistic concentrating properties
of ground state energies). The following is then a directiagfion of Theoreni 2.

Lemma 3. 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 lets be a positive constant. Then

E max min e_cf’(yTH’H'g)) < E( max min 6_03(gTY+hTX)). (43)

xe (L ylla=1 xe{~ L Ly ylla=1

Proof. As mentioned above, the proof is a standard/direct appicatf Theorem 2. We will sketch it for
completeness. Namely, one starts by defining processeadY; in the following way
Yiy = (v Hx®D 4+ g Xy =gTy?) +n"x0. (44)

Then clearly
EY; = EX}; =2. (45)



One then further has

EY;Yy = (y")TyY +1
EXiiXy = (y®)TyW+1, (46)
and clearly
EX;j X, = EYi;Yi. (47)
Moreover,
EYyYie = (yV)'y" ") x0 +1
EX;j Xy = (yONTy®) 4 (xTxO), (48)

And after a small algebraic transformation

EYiYi — EXy Xy = (1—(y9)Ty®W) — xD)TxO(1 - (y0)Ty®)
= (1= )Ty (1 - )Ty ™)
> 0. (49)
Combining [45),[(4]7), and (49) and using results of Thedresn€then easily obtains (43). O

Following what was done in Subsection]2.1 one then easily has

—ez(min, 1 1y, [Hx|2+9) —eca(ming 1 1y, max|y,=1 Y’ Hx+g)
E(e xef ﬂ'ﬁ} v ) _ E(e x€e{ \/ﬂ'\/ﬁ} v Iyll2
. _ T
= E( max min (e~ Ax+9))y  (50)
XE{_ﬁyﬁ}” llyllz2=1

Connecting[(50) and results of Lemina 3 we have

—c3(min_

H
Ele 6{7ﬁ,ﬁ}n | Hxl|[2+9) _ max min (e—cg(yTHx+g)))
xe{~—=, 7=} lyll2=1
<E( max min (e~@ YT X)) = B max e~hX) min (e7¢38Y))
xe{~—=, 7=} lyll2=1 xe{——= =1 Iy ll2=1
=F( max (e_CSth))E( min (e_CSgTy)), (51)
S v llyll2=1

where the last equality follows because of independengeanfdh. Connecting beginning and end bf [51)

one has
—cg(min__, 1 1 ., [|[Hx[2)
E(em®9)E(e v < max ("M X)) E( min (e7@8'Y)).  (52)
xe{—ﬁ,%}” llyllz2=1

Applying log on both sides of (82) we further have
_CS(mian{fﬁ,ﬁ}” [|Hx]||2)

) <log(B(  max  (e7"%)))+log(E( min (e"E'Y))),

log(E(e~*7))-+log(E(e ax
XG{—W,W}" ”)’”221

(53)

10



or in a slightly more convenient form

—CS(minxe{—%,%}” [|Hx]||2)
n’/n

log(E(e )) < —log(E(e™9))+log(B(  max  (e~™)))+log(E( min (e"“&'Y))),
xe{— o= =1 llyll2=1
(54)
It is also relatively easy to see that
—e3(ming 1 1 4n [[Hx]2) —es(ming 1 1, [[HX]2)
log(Ele U FE"TTEN > Blogle . U ) = “Eey( min . |[Hx|),
XG{—%,%}"
(55)
and as earlier , )
— log(B(e™9)) = —log(e ) = -2 (56)

2

Connecting[(54)[(35), anf (b6) one finally can establishwaetdound on the expected value of the ground
state energy of the negative Hopfiled model

E(_ min |Hx]s) > T - Llog(E( max_ (e"%))) = ~log(B( min (¢ ¥))).
xE{—ﬁ7ﬁ}” 03 XE{_ﬁ7ﬁ}n 03 HYI|2:1
(57)
Letcs = cgs)\/ﬁ wherecgs) is a constant independentof Then [5F) becomes
E(minx L 1an ”HXH2) (S) s s
VeVl > - log(E( max (e_cé )hTX))) — ——log(E( min (e_cf(3 )\/ﬁgTy)))
Vn 2 Y xe{-1,1}n ncl lyll2=1
Cgs) 1 ! )\h ‘ 1 . —C:(S)\/ﬁ T
= S log(B(e M) — — log(B( min (e7% V"))
2 03 n03 llyll2=1
(s) (s) (s)
= = - =2 _Jog(erfc(——==)) — log(E( min (e~ vn&'Y
y T g osterel=)) — g los(E( min )
= —ilog(erfc(—ﬁ)) — L log(B( min (e~ VAETYY)) (58)
cgs) V2 ncgs) lyll2=1 .

One should now note that the above bound is effectively cofoe any positive constam:és). The only thing
that is then left to be done so that the above bound becomestigpeal is to estimaté (min y,_; (e~ V7&¥)) =

Ee—<s"vnlel> pretty good estimates for this quantity can be obtainedrign. However, to facilitate the
exposition we will focus only on the large scenario. Again, in that case one can use the saddle point
concept applied in [10]. However, as earlier, here we wjllttr avoid the entire presentation from there and
instead present the core neat idea that has much wider ajiplis. Namely, we start with the following
identity

_ Igll3
—|lgll2 = I}}ZE’%((—W - ). (59)

11



Then

1 1 _u 1 O g3
—5 IOg( e C3 )\/_||g|\2) — ) 10g(E663 \/_max—y>o( gll3 )) - - m&(}){log(Ee ey V(= g 2+ ))
ncs ncs nes e

¥ 1 _C<S)\/g(ﬁ)
= — L+ log(Be~ Vi 60
max( \/ﬁ+c§f) og(Ee 7)), (60)

where as earlief= stands for equality when — oco. Also, as mentioned earliefs is exactly what was
shown in [10]. Now if one sets = +(*)\/n then [GD) gives

_el) (B a )
P 5 7)) = max (—y®)— log(1+—2=))
7(£)>0 20%8) Y
(s)

s a c
= max (y*) — O] log(1 — —3=)). (61)
2¢y

1
log(Ee_CS ‘fl|g”2) = max (—¥+—log(Fe
ncé ) 7()>0 cgs)

7(©)<0 2(s)

After solving the last maximization one obtains

— (s) ()2
5 2cy’ —1\/4(cy)? + 16
W = g . (62)

Connecting[(5B)[(60)[ (61), and (62) one finally has

VO Vn > — [ —log(erfe(— S )) + 4 — log(1— -2 | | (63)
NG A0 V2 2c§j) 9

where clearlyy/(s\) is as in [32). As mentioned earlier the above inequality $iédal anyc:(,f). Of course to
make it as tight as possible one then has

Vnlyn > — min log(erfc 8 + ’w(f) log C?’—A . (64)
vn T 0 \ Y e \/5)) (s) . 275

We summarize our results from this subsection in the folhgaemma.

Lemma 4. 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[(41). Le’o/ﬁf) be such that

o) 2c§8) — 4(65())8))2 + 16

¥ 3 (65)
andg,(f) be a scalar such that
(s) (s)
1 c = o c
¢® = — min log(erfc(—=2=)) +~v() — — < log(1 — == | . (66)
950 ) V2 2" 9(s)
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Then

> g(l)' (67)
Moreover,

lim P( min  (|[Hx]2) > &) > 1
n—oo Xe{_ﬁ’ﬁ n

& lim P& >¢0)>1

& lim P(& > (&(Ll))z) > 1 (68)
In particular, whena = 1
E¢
Zon o () . )
i &, = 0.32016 (69)

Proof. The first part of the proof related to the expected valuesvdl from the above discussion. The
probability part follows by the concentration argumentattare easy to establish (see, e.g discussion in
[9D). O

One way to see how the above lemma works in practice is (a#figpeio the lemma) to choose = 1
to obtaine™ = 0.32016. This value is substantially better thar2021 offered in [9].

4 Practical algorithmic observations of Hopfield forms

We just briefly comment on the quality of the results obtaiabdve when compared to their optimal coun-
terparts. Of course, we do not know what the optimal valuegfound state energies are. However, we
conducted a solid set of numerical experiments using vaiimplementations of bit flipping algorithms (we
of course restricted our attentiondo= 1 case). Our feeling is that both bounds provided in this paper
very close to the exact values. We believe that the exacevaluim,, . % is somewhere arount78.

On the other hand, we believe that the exact valuéifoy,_, - % is somewhere arour@328.

Another observation is actually probably more importam. tdrms of the size of the problems, the
limiting value seems to be approachable substantiallefdst the negative form. Even for a fairly small
sizen = 50 the optimal values are already approachingyt barrier on average. However, for the positive
form even dimensions of several hundreds are not even rgmeneugh to come close to the optimal
value (of course for larger dimensions we solved the problenty approximately, but the solutions were
sufficiently far away from the bound that it was hard for us étidve that even the exact solution in those
scenarios is anywhere close to it). Of course, positive frmaturally an easier problem but there is a
price to pay for being easier. One then may say that one wapdiieg price reveals itself is the slow

convergence of the limiting optimal values.

5 Conclusion

In this paper we looked at classic positive and negative letipfiorms and their behavior in the zero-
temperature limit which essentially amounts to the behanfdheir ground state energies. We introduced
fairly powerful mechanisms that can be used to provide bswfidhe ground state energies of both models.
To be a bit more specific, we first provided purely theoretigagber bounds on the expected values of
the ground state energy of the positive Hopfield model. Thesmds present a substantial improvement
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over the classical ones we presented_in [9]. Moreover, theyway also present the first set of rigorous
theoretical results that emphasizes the combinatoriatttre of the problem. Also, we do believe that in
the most widely known/studied square case (i.e= 1) the bounds are fairly close to the optimal values.

We then translated our results related to the positive Hidpfiiem to the case of the negative Hopfield
form. We again targeted the ground state regime and proadédoretical lower bound for the expected
behavior of the ground state energy. The bounds we obtaimethé negative form are an even more
substantial improvement over the classical correspondimgs we presented in|[9]. In fact, we believe that
the bounds for the negative form are very close to the optuslale.

As was the case in [9], the purely theoretical results wegmiesl are for the so-called Gaussian Hopfield
models, whereas in reality often a binary Hopfield model carpleferred. However, all results that we
presented can easily be extended to the case of binary Hbpifigdlels (and for that matter to an array of
other statistical models as well). There are many ways haswtn be done. Instead of recalling on them
here we refer to a brief discussion about it that we preseant{g].

We should add that ther results we presented lin [9] are diglthnected with the ones that can be
obtained through the very popular replica methods fromissiedl physics. In fact, what was shown in
[9] essentially provided a rigorous proof that the repliganmetry type of results are actually rigorous
upper/lower bounds on the ground state energies of thaymisitgative Hopfield forms. In that sense what
we presented here essentially confirms that a similar setwidis that can be obtained assuming a variant of
the first level of symmetry breaking are also rigorous uppeer bounds. Showing this is relatively simple
but does require a bit of a technical exposition and we finddterappropriate to present it in a separate
paper.

We also recall (as in [9]) that in this paper we were mostlyoesned with the behavior of the ground
state energies. A vast majority of our results can be tréetl® characterize the behavior of the free energy
when viewed at any temperature. While such a translatiors do¢ require any further insights it does
require paying attention to a whole lot of little details amel will present it elsewhere.
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