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ABSTRACT. This work proves an upper bound for the free energy of the Sherrington-
Kirkpatrick model and its generalizations in terms of the Thouless-Anderson-Palmer
(TAP) energy. The result applies to models with spherical or Ising spins and any
mixed p-spin Hamiltonian with external field or with a non-linear spike term. The
bound is expected to be tight to leading order at high temperature, and is non-trivial
in the presence of an external field. For the proof a geometric microcanonical method
is employed, in which one covers the spin space with sets, each of which is centered at
a magnetization vector m and whose contribution to the partition function is bounded
in terms of the TAP energy at m.

1. INTRODUCTION

This article proves an upper bound for the free energy of spherical or Ising mixed
p-spin spin glass models in terms of the maximum of their Thouless-Anderson-Palmer
(TAP) energy. This is a step towards the computation of the free energy of spin glass
models completely within a geometric, microcanonical TAP framework. Though its
goal is similar, as explained below this approach is fundamentally different from other
recent TAP approaches in the mathematical literature.

To formally state the results consider for N > 1 an inner product on RV given
by (a,b) = + > a;b;, so that the corresponding norm | - || = /(:,-) satisfies [Ja||* =
LS a2 Let By (r) = {cd € RN i |jo|| <r} and B (r) = {0 € RV : ||o| < r} de-
note the closed resp. open ball of radius  and let By = By (1) and By, = B%, (1). Due
to our convention {—1,1}" € By_;.

Let Hy (o) be any mixed p-spin Hamiltonian on By, that is a centered Gaussian
process indexed by the spin vectors o € By with covariance

(1.1) E[Hy (o) Hy (/)] = N¢ ((0,0")) for 0,0" € By,

for a power series § (v) = >_ - a,2” with @, > 0 and £ (1) < co. The inverse tempera-
ture is denoted by 8 > 0.

Let K € {1,...,N} and U be a linear subspace of R" of dimension K, and let PY
denote projection onto U. Let fy : By — R be a function representing a generalized
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external field such that fy (0) = fx (PUU) for all o € By, and write
(1.2) HY (0) = Hy (0) + fx (0) for o € By.

With fy (o) = h3.N, 0, (and K = 1) we obtain a standard linear external field and

with fy (z) = %(Zf\il 0;)* a quadratic spike as studied for instance in [Ben+18].

Let the Onsager term of the TAP energy be given by

(1.3) On(q) =¢(1) =1 —-q)&(q) = &(a) g€ [0,1].
The TAP energy of the mixed p-spin model with Ising spins is

. 2
(14 HERE (m) = BHY (m) + T (m) + 22-On ().

for the entropy term
(15) [Ising (m) = = Z J (ml) )
where J is the binary entropy function given by

1+m 1—m
=— log (1 +m) +

(1.6) J (m) log (1 —m).

Our main result for the Ising spin model is the following.

Theorem 1.1 (Ising TAP Upper Bound). For all §,L € (0,00) there is a constant
c1 = 1 (8, L) such that the following holds. Let N > 1 and E be the uniform distribution
on {—1,1}N. Assume that 0 < 3,4/€" (1) < L. Let U have dimension 1 < K <
c1N/log N and fy : By — R be Lipschitz on By with respect to || - || with Lipschitz
constant at most LN. Then

(L P (logE [exp (ﬁH}; (a))] < sup NHE&? (m) + 5N> >1—cteh,
me(—1,1)
For the spherical mixed p-spin model the TAP energy is given by
2

(1.9 HEh (m) = B, (m) + L (m) + -On (Ipm?)

for the entropy term

(1.9) Iopn (m) = glog (1= [ml*).,
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and our main result is the following. Let Sy_; (r) = {oc € RV : ||o|| = r} denote the
sphere of radius r, and write Sy_; = Sy_1 (1).

Theorem 1.2 (Spherical TAP Upper Bound). For allé, L € (0,00), there is a constant
¢y = o (0,L) such that the following holds. Let N > 1 and E be the the uniform
distribution on Sy_q1. Assume that 0 < B,1/&" (1) < L. Let U have dimension 1 <
K < ¢ N/log N and fy : By — R be Lipschitz on By with respect to ||-|| with Lipschitz
constant at most LN. Then

(1.10) P (1ogE [exp (ﬁH}Q (O’))} < sup HPL (m) + 5N) >1—cyte @V,

meBN

The bounds (1.7) and (1.10) for the free energy are expected to be tight to leading order
at high temperature. In the absence of an external field the bounds are no stronger than
the annealed upper bound and are thus trivial, but in the presence of an external field
obtaining such upper bounds is a difficult problem. In future work the author plans
to rigorously compute the maximal TAP energy for some of these models (building on
results such as [AB(Y‘IB; Fyol5; Subl7a; ZSA21; Bel 1 22]), which combined with the
this article will yield concrete upper bounds for the free energy.

An important question is whether a similar upper bound that is tight at all tempera-
tures can be proven, in addition to a matching lower bound. Such bounds must involve
conditions which rule out some m’s, including at least the Plefka condition [TAP77;
Ple82] of the physics literature. For the special case of the spherical 2-spin model with
linear external field (i.e. E is uniform on Sy_1, £ () = 22 and fx (o) = hz:iil 0;) the
work [BI19] shows that in fact for all 5,k > 0

log £ [exp (ﬁH}:, (a))] = sup HP (m) + o (N),

m:B(1=|lm||?)< 75

where the condition on m is precisely Plefka’s condition for this model. Thus it shows
that matching upper and lower bounds hold at any temperature once the Plefka condi-
tion is added to the sup. An extension of this result to the present setting would pave
the way for the computation of the free energy of a larger class of spin glass models,
including at low temperature, using a geometric TAP approach.

Theorems 1.1-1.2 follow from a more general bound for a general spin reference
measure F on the sphere Sy_;, which need not be a product measure. To state it
define the general entropy function

(1.11) Igs(m)= inf logE[{oc € Sn_1:{(N\,o—m)>—0}] € [—o0,0],
AERN [[A[=1

for any probability measure E on Sy_1, and a general TAP energy by

(1.12) HES (m) = BH () + g (m) + -0 (m?)

Our general bound is the following.
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Theorem 1.3 (General TAP Upper Bound). For any 6 € (0,1),6 > 0,1 < K <
N, L € (0,00) there is a constant k = k (0, 3, K, L) such that the following holds. Let
N > 1, and E be any probability measure on Sn_1. Assume /" (1) < L. Let U have

dimension K and fy : By — R be Lipschitz on By with respect to || - || with Lipschitz
constant at most LN. Then it holds that
1
(1.13) P (logE [exp (ﬁH}; (a))] < W sup HEL (m) + 5) > 1 — ke 2V,
meBN

More explicitly, the constant rk satisfies K < K* for kK = cmax (K, (ﬁL/é)g) and a
universal constant c.

Note that the only difference between (1.4), (1.8) and (1.12) is the corresponding
entropy term Iiging, Ispn, Ip,s. If £ is the uniform measure on {—1, 1}N, as in Theorem
1.1, it turns out that I s(m) is —oo if m is sufficiently far from (—1,1)", and otherwise
it can be bounded above in terms of [igng (m). Similarly if £ is the uniform measure on
the sphere Sy_1, as in Theorem 1.2, it turns out that I s (m) can be bounded above
in terms of I, (m). These bound will be proved and used to derive Theorems 1.2-1.3
from the general Theorem 1.3 in Sections 7-8.

The proof of Theorem 1.3 is based on covering the sphere with sets, each centered on
a “magnetization” vector m € R on which one can expand the Hamiltonian Hy (o)
around m, giving rise to a recentered “effective” Hamiltonian H} (6) (see (2.18) and
(3.1)-(3.2)) for which the external field effectively vanishes. The integral of the Gibbs
factor exp(BHY (o)) over the set of the cover centered at m can be bounded above
by exp(HES (m) + o(N)) using an annealed upper bound (Markov inequality). The
number of sets in the cover will be seen to grow slowly with N, and therefore a union
bound over all the sets will be enough to obtain the upper bound (1.13). The approach
can be seen as a TAP-informed sophisticated moment method. A more detailed sketch
is provided in Section 2.

1.1. Related work and historical remarks. Mean field-spin glasses were introduced
in [SK75] as toy models of the properties of exotic magnetic alloys, and they [IXTJ76;
(5925 Tal0o; CLO4; Talo6b| and related models have since become paradigmatic exam-
ples of complex systems [MPV&7h; KR8 DSS15; DS19; MMO9]. Their investigation
can alternatively be thought of as the study of the extrema of highly correlated high
dimensional random fields.

The partition function is the integral

Zy=F [exp (5HJ{, (O’))} ,

over the spins o against a reference measure E (the uniform distribution on {—1, 1}N
for the Ising spin model, and the uniform measure on the sphere Sxy_; for the spherical
model). The free energy is the exponent

1

FN: NlOgZN
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The spin vector o under the Gibbs measure G (A) = E[14 exp(8HL,(5))]/Zy models for
instance the aforementioned exotic materials. Computing the free energy for large N
is a first step towards determining the behavior of o under the Gibbs measure, which
is the ultimate goal of studying these models.

The TAP energy was introduced in [TAP77] for the purpose of solving the Sherrington-
Kirkpatrick model. Presumably the original motivation was to devise a framework to -
among other things - compute the free energy. In physics, the computation of the free
energy was however achieved by the replica symmetry breaking ansatz and the replica
method of Parisi [Par80; Par79], and in mathematics by the interpolation method
of Guerra [Gue03] together with the methods of Talagrand, Aizenman-Sim-Starr and
Panchenko [ASS03; TalO6c; Tal06a; Panld; Chel3; Panl3|, which are very different ap-
proaches. The study of the TAP energy has played a complementary role in the analysis
of the model in physics [MPV87a; BMS80; DY&3; GM84; KPVI3; CS95; Cav 03] and
mathematics [ChalO; AJ19b; AJ19a; CP18; CPS21; Talll, Section 1.7], rather than be-
ing fully developed as a stand-alone solution of it (see however recent work mentioned
below).

Initial steps towards the development of the TAP approach as a stand-alone solution
were taken in [[Kisl16; BK19]. As mentioned above, the article [BIK19] computed the
free energy of the 2-spin spherical model at all temperatures and linear external fields
in terms of the TAP energy. This article takes a further step, by giving an upper bound
for the free energy in terms of the TAP energy in a much more general setting.

An alternative approach to computing the free energy using the TAP energy was
initiated by Subag [Subl8; CPS21; CPS22; Sub21]. This involves properties of the
limiting Gibbs measure such as the concept of “multisamplable overlap” and is therefore
very different from the approach of the current article which is microcanonical and works
on the level of spin configurations for finite N. Indeed, note that Theorems 1.1-1.3 are
all quantitative finite /N statements.

An earlier stream of work also initiated by Subag computes the free energy of certain
spherical spin glasses at low enough temperature [Subl7h; BSZ20]. These, and also
[AJ21], use a moment method and are more similar in spirit to the present approach.
The eventual goal of the present research project is to compute the free energy for all
models and all temperatures using a TAP-informed moment method.

Another TAP approach involving an iterative solution of the TAP equations (critical
point equations of the TAP energy) was initiated by Bolthausen [Boll4; Boll9; BY21].
The iterative construction of a cover of the sphere in the present article bears some
similarity to this iterative solution of the TAP equations. Those works also use a
moment method. The way iteration and moment method are used is however quite
different; the aforementioned articles construct one sequence of iterates that converge
to the conjecturally unique TAP solution at high temperature, while we here construct
a hierarchy of iterates whose associated sets cover the whole sphere. Morally speaking,
one of the iterates in our hierarchy should be the iterate that Bolthausen’s algorithm
produces.

A further difference compared to the aforementioned works is that here bounding
the free energy in terms of the TAP energy is neatly decoupled from the study of the
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behavior of the TAP energy itself (indeed, the present work deals only with the former
and leaves the latter for later research).

1.2. Overview of article. In Section 2 we give a detailed sketch of the proofs of
Theorems 1.1-1.3, motivating the construction of the cover of Sy_;. In Section 3 we
formally introduce the recentered Hamiltonian and study its law. In Section 4 we give
the iterative construction of magnetizations, which we then use in Section 5 to construct
the cover of Sy_1. Then in Section 6 the construction is used to prove the general TAP
upper bound Theorem 1.3. In Section 7 the Ising upper bound Theorem 1.1 is derived
from the general result, and in Section 8 the spherical upper bound Theorem 1.2 is
similarly derived. The appendix contains some basic results about the Hamiltonian
that follow from the classical theory of Gaussian processes.

We use ¢ to denote unspecified positive constants, whose numerical value may be
different each time the notation c is used, even within the same formula. The standard
inner product is denoted by a-b and the standard norm by |-, so that a-b = SN | a;b; =

N {a,b) and |a| = \/3°N a2 = V/N||al| for a,b € RY.

Acknowledgement. The author is grateful to Erwin Bolthausen, Jiri Cerny, Francesco
Concetti, Giuseppe Genovese and Shuta Nakajima for their close reading of a draft of
this article and valuable comments for improvement.

2. SKETCH OF PROOF

As the construction of the magnetizations and cover in Sections 4-5 is quite involved,
this section gives a detailed sketch of the proofs which motivates it.

The goal is to use annealed upper bounds (i.e. the Markov inequality) to obtain
a bound for the free energy that is tight to leading order, even in the presence of an
external field.

2.1. Sphere with linear external field. First let us sketch a direct proof of the
bound with a linear external field, that is with

(2.1) Hl (0) = Hy (o) + Nh {0, us),

for a || - ||-unit vector uy, and for the spherical model where E denotes the uniform
measure on the sphere Sy_; (cf. Theorem 1.2).
The standard annealed upper bound for the free energy Fly is obtained from

(2.2) Iy <E [E [exp (5}1}3 (a))” o).

and is a simple consequence of the Markov inequality. If h = 0 the integral on the RHS
equals

(2.3) exp (%Var (ﬁH}Q (a))) — exp (N%zf (1)) .

If the covariance is §(z) = > ., ap2? with a9 = a; = 0 and h = 0 then (2.2)
gives a bound for the free energy that is tight to leading order at high temperature
(for small enough [ this can be verified by proving a matching lower bound using
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a simple second moment method). By contrast, if at least one of ag,as, h are non-
zero then the law of the Hamiltonian HY (o) is that of Ag+A;-o+Hy (0) where
Ay ~ N(0,Nag), Ay ~ N (huy,NayI) and Hy (o) are independent, and Hy (o) is
a Hamiltonian with covariance function & (z) = Zp>2 a,xP. A non-vanishing global
shift Ay or a non-vanishing (random) external field A, - o will both individually cause
the annealed upper bound (2.2) to overestimate the free energy to leading order.

In this sketch we are interested in rectifying this to obtain a bound that is tight - at
least for some ( - when £ only has terms of order 2 and higher, but A > 0. Roughly
speaking we do this by covering the sphere with a finite number of regions where the
effective external field vanishes.

Define the partition function restricted to a region A by

(2.4) Zn(A) = E[laexp (BHy (o) + NBh (o, uy))].

For the “equator”

(2.5) E={o:|{o,u)| <n},
we have the bound
(2.6) Zn(E) < Elexp (BHN (0))] eNBhn

Applying the annealed bound as in (2.2)-(2.3) to the integral on the RHS yields
(2.7)

Elexp (3Hx (0))] < exp (NGEW) +o(V)) = exp (N5 0n(0) +0(N))
= e (HR (0) +0 (V).
so we obtain from (2.6)
(2.8) Zn (€) < exp (H;Ij;lp (0) + NBhn + o (N)) .

This will give a bound for %log Zyn (€) that is at high temperature tight to leading
order in the limits N — oo and then 7 | 0, since the covariance £ of Hy (o) only has
terms of order 2 and higher.

Eq. (2.8) bounds the contribution of the equator £ to the partition function in terms
of the TAP energy at m = 0. To get a bound for the actual partition function Zy =
Zn (Sy—1) we need to also bound the contribution of £¢. It is natural to decompose £¢
according to the value of (o, u;) using the sets

(29) D))y ={0o € Sn_1:(0,u1) € (|as], |as]| + €] x sign (o)} for oy € (—1,1),

the somewhat unusual expression on the RHS is used because it’s convenient to have
p
|(o,u1)| > || for o € D(4,)). Defining the e-spaced grid

(2.10) L= (eZ)N(-1,1)\ [—g g] ,
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we have for e < /2

(2.11) Sva=EU| | D

a1 €ley

On each Dy,,) the external field term is essentially constant (for small ), so from (2.4)
we can bound

(2.12) ZN (D(Oﬂ)) < B [1D(a1) exp (BHn (‘7))} eV phoatNBhe,
One may approximate the set D(,,) by the set
(2.13) D ={o:(0,u1) = a1} C D(ay).

Let ED denote the uniform measure on D. Using that the Hamiltonian has Lipschitz
constant with respect to ||-|| of order N with high probability (see (A.23)) the right-hand
side of (2.12) can be shown to equal

(2.14) E [D(ay] EP [exp (BHy (0))] eNPhor+0EN),

It is natural to now apply the annealed upper bound as in (2.2)-(2.3) to E? [exp (3Hy (0))].
Unfortunately, this will not give a tight bound, essentially because of the presence of an
effective external field, as we describe below. To see this at the level of the covariance
of the Hamiltonian, let

(2.15) M(a;) = Q1U1,

be the “center” of the sets D, D,y and consider for o € D the change of variables
(2.16) 0 = Mqy) + 0 for 6 € span(ma,))" N Sy-1 ( 1-— a%) :

An easy computation shows that the process ¢ — Hy(mq,)+6) has covariance function
(2.17) s g(af+2) =€ (o) +€ (o) 24 58" (0]) 4.,

which is a power series that for a; # 0 has terms of order 0 and 1 in z. Therefore by
the discussion after (2.3) an annealed upper bound for E [exp (3Hy (0))] can not be
tight. The origin of these problematic terms of (2.17) can be understood by defining
for any m with ||m|| < 1 a recentered Hamiltonian H}} () by the expansion
(2.18) Hy(m+06)=Hy(m)+VHy(m) -6+ Hy (6).
It turns out that for fixed m

Hy (m),(VHy (m) - o)

A

are independent, and (HJ (5))

Hy (9))

has covariance function

G:6-m=0" ( G:6-m=0

(2.19) 2 o> G (=), where & (2) = £ (g + 2) — =€ () — £ (q).

(see Lemma 3.2). In the covariance function &, (z) the first and second order terms that
appear in (2.17) are removed by construction, so Hy “" (¢) is a Hamiltonian for which
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an annealed upper bound can be tight in the absence of an external field. However
Hy (o) on the set D consists as seen in (2.18) of not only the well-behaved Hy " (&),
but also of a random mean H y (m(al)) and a random external field V H ( ) With

het = VHN (m(al)) ’
we get from (2.18)
EP [exp (Hy (0))] = exp (BHy (miay))) E” |exp (BHY (6) + NB (e, 8)) |

The presence of an external field in the integral on the RHS again confirms that an
annealed upper bound can not be tight. But if we limit ourselves to the equator inside
D(4,), namely

(2.20) &' ={0 € Diayy : {6, hem)| <1},

we can similarly to in (2.6) eliminate the external field term via

. (2.20) - "
(2.21) EP [15, exp (BH CU () + NB (heg, &>)} < EP [exp (ﬁHN(““ (&))] N,
After this the annealed upper bound
EP [exp <5H;Vn(“1) (&))] < exp %2\/&1" <H:,L(al) (o )) + 0(N)>
2

= €xp N%gq(m) (1 - q(oa)) + O(N>> )
will be tight to leading order (for small 3), where the ¢ on the RHS of the first line is
an arbitrary ¢ € span (m(m))L N Sy_1(y/1 —a?) and
(2.23) Gon) = OF = [[Ma) 1.

(2.22)

For the continuation of the construction is however more convenient to define the
equator not with respect to heg as in (2.20) but with respect to a || - ||-unit vector w2
(different for each «y) that is perpendicular to u; such that

(2.24) span (ul, U(al),Q) = span (u1, her) = span (ulu VHy (m(al))) ’
ie.
(2.25) Ea) = {0 € D(ay) ‘<O’ U(ay) 2>} <n}.

For £(,,) one also has as in (2.21)
2.25) -

2:26) B” [1e,,, o0 (BHY ()4 N (e, )] < B [exp (SHY (0))] e

for a constant ¢ depending on 3, which with approximations like (2.13), (2.14) and
(2.22) with &,y in place of Di,,) and a set &) = {0 : (0, u1) = a1, (0, Ugay)2) =0}
in place of D will be seen to give

ZN (g(oq)) S €Xp (6HN (m(a1)) + Nﬁhal)

2.27 )
227 XE [Ean] exp (N%é“q(al) (1= gtan) +c(e+n) N)-
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By (2.15) and (2.1) the first term equals exp(ﬁH]{,(m(al))). Turning to the “entropy”
term E[&(,,)], note that £4,) is approximately a sphere of dimension N — 3 of radius

\/1—af (the aforementioned &, is exactly this). Essentially since the surface area
of spheres in dimension M scale like r™, where 7 is the radius, it turns out that

N, (2.23)

2y FlEe] = @=alT0 T e (Slog (1= iy ) +0(N)
=" exp (Lsph (M(ay)) +0(N)).

Note finally that by (1.3) and (2.19)

(2.29) On(q) =&, (1 —q) for all ¢ € [0,1],

so the last factor on the right-hand side of (2.27) equals exp(%zOn(Hm(al)Hz)). In this
fashion one can obtain from (2.27) that
(2.30)
ZN (g(al)) < €xXp (H]]\C/ (m(oa)) + ]Sph (m(al)) + N%OH (Hm(oa) H2)> ec(n-i—a)N—i—o(N)
(L8) s
=" exp (HTTP (M(ay)) +c(n+e) N) :

which is a bound on the contribution of the equator £, inside D,,) to the partition
function in terms of the TAP energy at m = my,,). Note that the entropy term

S log(1—|jml]?) of H:P, arose from the measure of the equator &(a,) under the reference
measure in (2.28), and the Onsager term %On (|lm]|?) from the annealed upper bound

for the partition function of the recentered Hamiltonian Hy “ on E(ay) as in (2.22).
Combining (2.8) and (2.30) one arrives at the bound
(2.31)

Zn | EU U E(an) < exp (H;IX‘P (0)>—|— Z exp (H%‘XIP (m(al))> ccnte)N.

a1€le y a1€le y

This is an improvement on (2.8), but to obtain the desired bound on Zy = Zy (Sy-1) we
still need to bound the contribution of the complement of the region EU({J,,, ¢ I Ea))-

Similarly to how we decomposed £° using sets D(q,) in (2.9)-(2.11), this complement
can be decomposed into sets

(232) D(ahaz) = {U S D(a1) : <07 u(a1),2> S (|a2| ) |042‘ + 8] X Sign (042)} ’
so that
(233) Sy_1=EU U g(al) U U D(QLQQ)
a1€le y ay,02€le y
Letting

(2.34) M(ay,a2) = 01U T Q2U(a1)2 = M(ay) T Q2U(ay),2,
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(cf. (2.15)) and using the change of variables o = Mm(q, a,) + & one can decompose the
Hamiltonian on Dy, a,) as

(2.35) Hy (0) = Hy (Mara0)) + VHN (Miar,0)) - 0 + Hy @ (6),

(cf. (2.16) and (2.18)). Here Hy "2 (), € span (w1, U(ay),2) N By, is a Hamilton-
ian with covariance function without terms of order 0 or 1 but the presence of the
effective external field VHy (m(al,az)) again means that an annealed upper bound on
ZN (D(ay,a5)) Will not be tight for all as. To improve the situation we may define
U(ay,a),3 @S @ unit vector perpendicular to uy, u(a,),2 such that

(2.36) span (U1, U(ay) 2, Uar az),3) = SPAN (U1, Ugay) 25 VHN (Miay,00)))
(cf. (2.24)) and define the equator
(2.37) Elaran) = {0 € Diaras) 1 [{0 = M(ay,00), Uiarsa0)3)| < 0}

inside D(q, a,), similarly to (2.25). On £, a,) one can bound the effective external field
term in (2.35) by Nen, and apply the same annealed bounds as above in (2.22) on each
region £, a,)- Since also &, a,) is essentially a lower dimensional sphere as in (2.28)

(2.38)
N
E [8(‘117‘12)} < exp (? lOg (1 - ||m(a17a2)||2)) eo(N) = exp (Isph (m(oq,az))) eO(N)_

In this way one can obtain
(2.39)

N (5((11,042)) < exp (H]Ji] (m(m,az)) + ]sph (m(ahaz)) + N%OH (||m(a1,a2)||2)) ec(n+€)N

(1.8) s
= ©exp (HTIXIP (m(al,az)) +c (77 =+ 5) N) )

(cf. (2.30)), and from this one can improve on the bound (2.31) to get
(2.40)

Zn | EU U 5(a1) U U 5(,11,0{2) < eclnte)N

011616,71 0617062616,71
sph sph sph
exp <HT13%P (O)) + Z exp <HTIZP ( C‘fl))) + Z exp <HT11)%P ( (cnm)))
011616,71 01,052616,71

We can naturally continue this construction for any number M of iterations, giving rise
foreach k =1,...,. M andaelfm to

e a direction uq k41, such that with the notation u.; = wa,,.. )y and me; =
M(ay,.....;) We have that

(2.41) Ma k1 = QUL + Q2Ua2 + .o+ Qp1Uaki1 = Mok + App1Uak+1,
(cf. (2.15) and (2.34)) and

(2.42) Ua 1, - - - Uakt11s an orthonormal basis of
’ span (uy, VHy (ma1) ..., VHN (M) ,
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(cf. (2.24) and (2.36)),
® a set

(2.43) D, ={0€ Sy_1:{(0,uay) € (|au|, || +€] xsign(),l=1,....k},

(cf. (2.9) and (2.32))
e and an equator (cf. (2.5) (2.25) and (2.37))

(2-44) o= {U €D, : |<U - maaua,k+l>| < 77},
such that similarly to (2.28) and (2.38)

N
(2.45) E &, <exp (5 log (1 — [|mal?) + o (N)) = exp (Ispn (Ma) +0(N)),
(for M growing slowly with N) and similarly to (2.30) and (2.39)
(2.46) Zy (£4) < exp (HRp (ma) + ¢ (M= + 1) N ),

(the formal definitions appear in Definitions 4.1, 4.4, 5.1). In (2.46) it is crucial that
while the error involving € compounds at most M times since it comes from “continuity”
errors as in (2.14) in k < M dimensions (see (2.43)), the error involving 7 comes only
from one dimension as in (2.26) (see (2.44)) and is therefore not multiplied by M (see
Lemma 6.6).

Furthermore using the notations m( = 0 and &£ = £ one has

(2.47) Svai= ULy UJ &|ul U Dal.

aclk aEIé%fl

£,m

(cf. (2.11), (2.33)) and as a simple consequence of (2.46) the bound

M
(2.48) Zn [ UL, U Ea | < ec(MaJr")NZ Z exp <H%’fp (ma)>,

aclk, k=0 aeIt

£,m

for the contribution of the first set on the RHS of (2.47) to the partition function. Seem-
ingly, the problem remains that we have no bound for the contribution Zx (U, M D,)

of the second set on the RHS of (2.47). But we now argue that for large enough M,
the sets D,,a € IM+1 are in fact empty. This is because if o € IM+1 then in the

constructlon we have the recurswely defined basis from (2.42) such that it o € D, then
|(0, uak)| > o > 7 for k = 1,..., M (recall (2.43) and (2.10)). This implies that

o]l > M%. Recall that D, C SN_l, so any o € D, satisfies ||| = 1. Thus if
M = cn~? for ¢ large enough so that M’il—z > 1 then we have D, = (), and in fact

(249) SN—I - UOSkSCﬂ U ga-

aclk

£,m
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It will then follow from (2.48) that

(2.50) Zy (Sy1) < el 5™ T o (H;I;P ma)>.

0<k<cn—2 aclk,

As the number of summands is bounded in N this will imply that

(2.51) Zn (Sn-1) < exp <sup P (m)+c(n?e+n) N+o (N)) :

Since first n and then € can be made arbitrarily small this is the desired bound, cf.
(1.10). This sketch can be formalized to yield a proof of Theorem 1.2 in the case of
linear external field.

2.2. General spike term. It is straight-forward to adapt the argument to a general
Lipschitz spike term fy (o) = fn (PUO’) for a linear subspace U of dimension K. One
starts the iteration with a set of || - ||-orthonormal initial directions wq, ..., ux whose
span is U, rather than just one initial direction u;, and in the first step decomposes
Sy_1 into sets

(2.52) D) = {0 € Sn-1: (o,wy) € (|ary|,|on| + €] xsign(ag),l=1,..., K},
for oy = (a1, ..., 00.5) € (—1,1)" instead of (2.9), and defines
M(q,) = Q1,1U1 +...+ a1 KUK,

instead of (2.15). Instead of (2.12) one now has
Zy (Da) < B [Lp,,,, exp (BHy (0))| e (e ) reske,

by the Lipschitz assumption on fy. The subsequent directions w(a,)2,U@,)3,- .. are
constructed one at a time just as in Section 2.1 except that they are chosen orthogonal
to all of uy, ..., ux and not just uy, and the equators &, are constructed by the same
formula (2.44) for £ > 1. In this way one obtains

Sn-1 = Ui<p<en—2 U Ea,

a€lX <181

rather than (2.49) and

(2.53) Zy (Sy-1) <IN N ST e (HRG ()

1<k<en=? aelX, x5,

rather than (2.50), which implies (2.51) also for a general spike term. This sketch can
be formalized to yield a proof of Theorem 1.2 for such a general spike.
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2.3. Ising (or general) reference measure E. In the sketch above the TAP energy
for the spherical model arose essentially because the entropy estimate (2.28) holds for
the spherical reference measure F. If F is e.g. the Ising reference measure (uniform

measure on {—1,1}") then to obtain an upper bound like (2.30) with HX"# instead of
H:P, one should instead have that E [€,] is at most

exp ([ising (M)) = exp ( ZJ m;) + o )) ,

where J is the binary entropy from (1.6). Such an upper bound however does not hold
for sets &, as defined in e.g. (2.25) of the sketch above: a simple demonstration of this
phenomenon is the fact that

E[{o:{c —m,m) = 0}] >>exp< ZJ ml>,

for £ the uniform measure on {—1, 1}N, except when m; = ... = my. However, it
can be shown (under appropriate technical conditions) that there exists a unit vector
A = A\, such that

(2.54) El{o: (o —m,2) ~ 0} <exp( > (m)+ o >),

(see Lemma 7.2). This suggests the way to extend the sketch in Sections 2.1-2.2 above
to Ising reference measures: in each step of the iteration one must decompose not
only as in (2.34) and (2.41) in one new direction %y g1 = Uak+1,1 Whose span with
the previous vectors includes VHy (m,); rather one must include a second direction
Uq k+1,2 Whose span with the others includes also A,,,. Thus we let each oy, k > 2, be
a pair of numbers in ]3,,7 that dictate an increment in span(uq g 1, Uak2) SO that

Meak+1 = Mak T Ok 1Uak+1,1 T Vg 2Ua,k+1,2,
and define the sets D, for v € I x (12,)*! with respect to both the directions as
Do = {0 € Diay) : (0,Uap;) € (Joul, laug| +e] x sign (au;) 1 =2,... k,j=1,2},
(for D(a,) as in (2.52)) and similarly for the the equators
Eo={0€ D, :|(c —ma,tuait1,)| < nfor j=1,2}

(cf. (2.44)). The equator &, is then contained in {0 : (0 — ma, A, ) = 0}, which means
that by (2.54)

E &, <exp< ZJ M), —l—o(N)):exp(llsing(ma)—i—o(]\f))
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instead of (2.45), and then
Zn(E) < exp (5H;; (M) + Tising (Ma) + 200 (||ma|?) + ¢ (Me + 1) N)
) exp (H%S}ﬁ)g (ma) + ¢ (Me + 1) N) ,

instead of (2.46). In this way the sketch in Sections 2.1-2.2 above can be modified to
yield a proof of the inequality

Zy (Syoa) e 7IN ST ST exp (Hy (ma)

1<]{:<C7] ZQEIK Xlg(: 1)

instead of (2.53). This then implies (2.51) with Hi"8 instead of Hi%p. This sketch can
be formalized into a direct proof of Theorem 1.1.

Alternatively - and this is the approach taken below - the sketch can be turned into
a formal proof of the TAP upper bound Theorem 1.3 for a general reference measure F
by defining as in (1.11) the entropy term Ig s (m) of the general TAP energy essentially
as the LHS of (2.54) minimized over A. From this general result the spherical and Ising
bounds can be derived by bounding I s above by I, and [igne respectively.

3. THE RECENTERED HAMILTONIAN AND ITS LAW

In this section we formally define the recentered Hamiltonian and study its law.

Recall that Hy (0),0 € By is a Gaussian process with covariance given by (1.1) for
a power series ¢ with non-negative coefficients and ¢ (1) < co. By Lemma A.10 in the
appendix the process Hy (0),0 € By, exists and is almost surely differentiable on BY;.

For any m € By and ¢ € RY with ||6]|2> < 1 — ||m||* we define the recentered
Hamiltonian by
(3.1) HY (6)=Hy(m+06)—VHy(m)-6—Hy(m),
so that
(3.2) Hy(m+06)=Hy(m)+VHy(m) -6+ Hy (5).
We furthermore define the effective external field
(3.3) hegt (m) = VHy (m).

Note that we then have
(34)  H{(m+6)=HY (m) + heg (m) -6 + HY (5) + (fy (m +6) — fn (m)),
and since fy (0) = fy (PY0) we have for 6 € U+

Hl (m+6) = H{ (m) + heg (m) -6 + HZ (5) .

Remark 3.1. If fy is differentiable its recentering f§' and the recentering (H ]]\C,)m of
H ]]\C, are well-defined. Then an elegant alternative way to write this decomposition is to

define
heg (m) = VHY (m) = VHy (m) 4+ Vfy (m),
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so that (3.4) can be replaced by
(3.5) HY (m+ ) = HY (m) + heg (m) -6 + (H]) " (3).

Ultimately in the proof we will apply (3.4) only when PY6 is small enough to make
fvn(m+6)— fxv(m), fi(6) and V fy (m) - ¢ all negligible. As the benefit of writing
(3.5) is purely aesthetic, and it has the drawback of requiring the assumption that fy

is differentiable rather than Lipschitz we use (3.4) instead. U
If > 0 and ¥ C By (r) we say that a centered Gaussian process (g (0)), .y, has

covariance function & : [—r2, 7% — [0, 00) if

(3.6) Elg(c)g(d)] = N¢((o,0")) for all o,0" € X.

If V.C RY is a linear space, > = V N By (r) and g is differentiable on V N By, (r) we
define the recentering of ¢ (generalizing (3.1)) by

(3.7) g"(6)=g(m+0d)—Vg(m)-6—g(m) for 6 € ¥ —m,

where the gradient Vg (m) is understood to be a vector in V. If € : [—r? r?] — [0, 00)

is a covariance function and ¢ € [0,7?] we define

(38) gq : [_ (7’2_(]),7"2_?] - [O’OO)a
§(2) =¢&(g+2) =& ()2 —&(q).
The next lemma shows that the components of the decomposition in (3.7) are inde-
pendent on the “slice” perpendicular to m, and gives the law of the recentered process

g™ on the slice. It follows by computing covariances of g and its partial derivatives,
and the definition (3.7). Let 0, denote the radial derivative.

Lemma 3.2. Let N > 1,r > 0,V C RY be a linear space and let (g(0)), o5 for
X =V N By(r) be a centered Gaussian field with covariance function &, differentiable
on VN B (r). For anym € X let

(3.9) f}:{662—m:&~m:0}:‘~/ﬂBN(\/r2—Hm||2>,

for the linear space V.=V N {5 : 6 -m = 0}. Then the three objects

(3.10) <g (m),0rg(m) ), perentm g (m), (g™ (0))ses are independent,

and (g™ (6))scs, s a centered Gaussian process with covariance function &y, .

Proof. The second equality in (3.9) is elementary. Since the covariance in (3.6) depends
only on the inner product we can by rotating RY assume w.l.o.g. that V is the span
of the first dim (V') basis vectors and m is a multiple of (1,...,0). We then use the
covariance formulas for the partial derivatives of ¢ from Lemma A.10. Since m; = 0
for i > 2 one obtains from (A.19) that 0;,¢,7 = 2,...,dim (V') are IID with variance
¢ (|lml]?), and that 9.9 (m) = 01g (m) is independent of 9;g,i = 2,...,dim (V). Also
for 6 with 6 - m = 0 we obtain from (A.20)

(3.11) E g (m+6)0ig(m)| = (Im|dq1 + 6;) & (||m]?) fori=1,...,dim (V).
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This implies that g (m) is independent of PSpan(m)lVg (m) by considering the case 6 = 0.
Thus we have shown that (g (m),d,g (m)) and P("" g (m) are independent. Also
any ¢ perpendicular to m

Elg™(6)g(m)] = E[(g(m+6)—Vg(m) 6 —g(m))g(m)

and similarly for i = 1,... dim (V)

E (g™ (6)d.g (m)] “"E Y (] 6.0+ 6:) € (Iml]?) = 65 (Ilm]®) — [ml 6a&’ (IIm]?) = 0.

Thus the three objects in (3.10) are indeed independent.
Lastly one gets exploiting the independencies that for all 7,6’ perpendicular to m,

m (45 m (3 (3‘7)7(3'10)
Elg™ (o) g™ ()] ~

= Elg(m+a)g™(¢')]
GOGDEI - yre (Iml* + (5,6")) — N&' ([[ml]?) (6,6") — N ([[m]]*)
) NEjmy2 ((6,07)) .

which shows that (¢™ (6)),cs is a centered Gaussian process with covariance function
§|jm2 as claimed. O

w
o0

Later we will use the following natural relations for recentered processes which follow
directly from the definition (3.7) and hold for any N > 1,7 > 0 and any process
g:V N By (r) — R, differentiable on V N By (r), and any a,b € VN B} (r),d €
VN By(r)such that a+be VNBY(r),a+b+d €V NBy(r):

(3.12) Vg* (b) = Vg(a+b) = Vg (a),
(where the gradient is understood to be a vector in V') and
(3.13) (9 =" g,
Similarly it follows from (3.8) that
(3.14) &)y = &g+ for all €, 4,4

q

4. ITERATIVE CONSTRUCTION OF MAGNETIZATIONS

In this section we iteratively construct magnetizations in BY; which will be used in

the next section be used to construct a cover of Sy_;.
Let

(4.1) I.=cZn(-1,1),
be a grid of evenly spaced points at distance e covering (—1,1). For ¢ > 0 we “round
down” numbers in R to numbers in £Z with the operation
theyeeZst. x € (y,y+e¢] ifx >0,
(4.2) lz]. =40 if © =0,
they €cZst. x €ly—e,y) ifz<O0.
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Note that then
(4.3) |z —|z]:| <e, x| > ||x]c| forall z € R and |z| > ||z].| for all z € R\ {0}.

Next we define the space of increments that will be used in the construction of the
cover. Recall that K is the dimension of the linear space U C RY.

Definition 4.1 (Space of increments). Define for each 1 <k < 5% + 1 ande >0
(4.4) Ay = {a e IX % (1) o] < 1} ,
(where |o]> = Zle loe|* = Zle Z;L O‘i,j for

Ay =K and Ay =2 for [ > 2),

with the convention that (I 52)0 = {()}, where () is the sequence of length 0. Also let

A= |J A

1<k<NE 4

O

In the decomposition of the sphere we will decompose in a direction that is roughly
speaking the normal of the hyperplane passing though m that has minimal measure
under E (cf. (1.11), Section 2.3).We now define this normal X’ for any m.

Definition 4.2 (Minimal entropy hyperplane around m). For any m € By, A € RY
and 0 > 0 let

rs (m,\) =log E [(\,0 —m) > —J],

and
(45) )\fne {)\ESN_lzr(;(m,)\)§~ iIlf~ rs (m,j\>+5},
XERN:||A|=1
be picked according to some arbitrary m-measurable rule. 0
Note that

(1.11)
(4.6) log E [(A),,0 —m) > —6] < ,\-|H\1||f—1 rs (M, A) +90 < Igs(m)—+0.

Remark 4.3. For natural measures E (like the uniform measure on {—1,1}" or Sy_1)
the infimum in infy 5,_, 75(m, A) is achieved, and we could simply define N as a
minimizer. Furthermore for F uniform on Sy_; and m # 0 the infimum is uniquely
attained and in this case the parameter ¢ is unnecessary and one could define

m
(4.7) No= Ay = —.

[[rm|

In general however the infimum may not be achieved, and hence we define \° in (4.5)
as a vector that almost achieves it. 0J
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The next definition gives an iterative construction of a magnetization vector m, from
a vector a € Ay of increment magnitudes lying in /.. It also constructs an associated
subspace V, of ¢ for which 6-m, = 0. The crucial aspect of the construction is that the
next set of increments for the magnetization covers the whole span of the gradient of
the Hamiltonian and the normal of the hyperplane of smallest entropy, both evaluated
at the current point of the iteration. Furthermore the increments are orthogonal to the
previous increments, and the subspace V, consists of vectors orthogonal to all previous
increments and to the gradient and minimal entropy hyperplane normal of m,.

Let

(4.8) uy,...,uxg € RY be an (-,-)-orthonormal basis of U,

(chosen according to some arbitrary rule).

Definition 4.4 (Magnetization m,, and basis u, ; associated to o € Ay).
Let £,06 > 0,1 <k < % + 1 and o € A, . We define (ma,),;c, and (uq,)

1<I<k+1
where U1 = (Ua 115+ s Ua1 i) a0d Ugy = (Ug 11, Uay2) for 1 > 2 and u,,; € RY, via a
recursion. It starts with
(4.9) Ugp; =u; for j=1,... K,
and
(4.10) Upy = ( ) and V,; = U
. a,1 = Span (Ua,1,15 - - -5 Ua,1,K) a1 a,l — Yl
and
K
(4.11) Mot = Y Q11
j=1

For the first step, consider the space
(4.12) span <VHN (M01) Afna,l) AV

Let Ua 21, Ua22 be an (-, -)-orthonormal basis of this space, or (if its dimension is less
than two) of an arbitrary two-dimensional subspace of V,,; containing it, and let

(413) Ua’g = Span (Ua,lu ua72,1, ua72,2) and Va,l = U(i_,l'
Then let
(4.14) M2 = M1 + Q2 1Uq 21 + Q22Ua22-
For 3 <[ < k consider the space
b
(4.15) span (VHN (Mai-1) )‘ma,H) N Va1

Let wq 1, Uas2 be an (-, -)-orthonormal basis of a two-dimensional subspace of V,, ;1
containing (4.15), and

(4.16) Uay = span (Uy 1, Uar1s Uar2 12 <7 <) and V,; = U;l.
Next, let

(4.17) Ma) = Mo -1 + 0 1Ua 11 T QL 2Ua 2,
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This recursively defines (mak); ;) and (Ua),<;cp.-

Define
(4.18) Mo = Mk,
and
(4.19) Uy =Uypand V,, =V, = U

Finally define g g41.1, U k+12 as an (-, -)-orthonormal basis of a two-dimensional sub-
space of V, containing

(4.20) span (VHy (m,) )xfna) N Va,

and let wq p+1 = (Uak+1,1, Uakt1,2) and

1

(421) an = Ugq,k+1 = Spall (Uaaua,k—i-l,laua,k—i-lﬂ) and Va = Va,k+1 — Ua~

O

Remark 4.5.

(1) For pedagogical reasons we carried out the first step of the iteration in (4.12)-
(4.14) explicitly, but note that it’s precisely the general step from (4.15)-(4.17)
for I = 2. Thus (4.15)-(4.17) in fact hold for 2 <1 < k, and not just 3 <[ < k.
(2) Whenever a basis of a space span (a,b) for random vectors a, b is chosen above,
it is understood to be chosen by a rule which is measurable with respect to
a,b. ]

We collect here some simple consequences of this construction which will be used in
the proofs that follow. Recalling (4.8), (4.15) and the sentence below it, note that

(4.22)  wgy,for 1 <I<k+4+1,1<j<A, are (-,-)-orthonormal for each o € Ay,
and from also (4.19)

(4.23) Uy =span (ua;;: 1 <1<k 1<j<A4), V,=Ui
We have for all @« € A, and 1 <1 < k that

I A
(4.24) M (4.11&4.17) Z Z X i s (4.4)&4.22) B})V,
r=1 j=1
so that
(4.25) Moy € Uy = Voy for l=1,...k,
and in particular (recall (4.18))
koA
(4.26) Mo = Z Zal,jua,l,j € By,
=1 j=1

and (recall (4.19))
(4.27) Ma € Un gy = Us.
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Also

(4.28) VHy (map), A, € Ungsr = Vi for =1, k,

(see (4.15) and below it, (4.20) and above it and (4.23)) and in particular
(4.29) het (M) = VHy (mgy), ), € Uy =V3,

where (see (4.21))

a Ua,k-‘rl = Span(ua,l,j 1< l < k‘—l—l,]. S] < Al)
a = va,k—l—l = Uti_,k-l—l

Uas

(4.30) v

D)
C

<I

and the inclusions are strict. Also
(4.31) RY =T,®V.,.

Furthermore, note from (4.17) that for each [ < k the vector m,; depends on o € Ay,
only through (O‘l)lgrgl and u,; depends on « only through (al)lgrgl—l- Thus the bases
are “nested” in the sense that for all 1 <1 < (k+ 1) A (K" + 1)

if @ € Ay, € Ay with oy = opfor 1 <r <1 —1,
then Ua,l,j = Ual 1,5 for 1 Sj < Al.

Lastly (from below (4.15) and above (4.20)) for [ =2,...,k+ 1

(4.32)

(4.33) Ug, is measurable wrt. to my; and PV "'V Hy (mg_1) -
Remark 4.6. (1) Note that if we were treating only the case when E is the uniform
measure on the sphere then we could replace A\’ with \,, = |_2| in the con-

struction, cf. (4.7). Since mq,; € U, the spaces (4.15), (4.20) then always have
dimension at most 1. Thus in the spherical case the above construction could be
simplified by omitting ;o for all [ > 2 and defining Ay as a subset of I x 1¥~1
rather than as in (4.4) (cf. the sketch in Sections 2.1, 2.2).

(2) Though we find it more convenient not to use this fact, it is easy to see that
VHy (ma,) € U,y occurs with probability 0 (except when m,; = 0), so that
with probability one the spaces (4.15), (4.20) have dimension at least 1. O

Define

|2 (4.22),(4.26) |oz\2 .

(4.34) Qo = [0l

Another important feature of the construction is that conditionally on u,;,l =1,...,k + 1,
the law of Hy® (6) restricted to V,, is that of a centered Gaussian process with co-
variance function ¢,,. For a € A; this follows from Lemma 3.2 with ¢ = Hy and
m = Mg = Me1. For a € Ai k > 2, it essentially follows by repeatedly applying
Lemma 3.2, as we now show. Let

(4.35) Ro =0 (PY'VHy (may),l=1,....ku,l=2,...,k+1).
Note that under P (-|R,) the objects V,, m, are deterministic (recall (4.26), (4.30)).
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Lemma 4.7. For 1 < k < 25K 41 and o € A, almost surely the P (-|R,)-law of

(Hy~ (&))%VamBN(M) is that of a centered Gaussian process with covariance func-
tion &, .
Proof. Let for L =0,... k,

Roi=0 (PV“’TVHN(ma,r),r =1,...,Lu,r=2...,1+ 1) ,

and

5 = Vays1 N By (/1= qay) where go = [|ma, |,
with the convention m, o = 0 and ¢, o = 0. We prove by induction that for [ =0,...,k
(4.36) the P (-[Rqy) -law of Hy*"'is a CGPD(%,&,, ,, qa,)

where “CGPD(X, ¢, q)” is a shorthand for “centered Gaussian process with index set
Y C By (ﬁ) and covariance function &, differentiable on ¥ N B, (ﬁ)”. The
case | = k implies the claim of the lemma.

The case [ = 0 of (4.36) holds trivially (note that HY (0) = Hy (o) for all o, that
R is the trivial o-algebra and recall that V, ; is deterministic).

To prove the induction step we will use that for s =0,...,k—1

(4.37) VHy (Masi1) — VHy (Mas) = VHNS (Masi1 — Mas)
which follows from (3.12)

(4.38) Hyo (o) = (Hy™)" 7" (o) for all 0 € By (v/1— qa,s41) »

which follows from (3.13), both with V =RY g = Hy,a = mas,b = masi1 — Mas
Now assume that (4.36) holds for | = s. Note that mq s, Ua 541, Mas+1Vas+1, 2s are
deterministic under P(-|R,.s). Consider the process g (6) = Hy™* (6) for 6 € 3; under

P(-|Ra.s). By applying Lemma 3.2 to it with r = /1 — gas, V = Vi 11 and

(4.17)
m = Mgugsi1 — Mas € Span (ua,s—l—l,la ua,s+1,2) 5

under P (-|R,.s) and using that

|2 (4.22),(4.24) (3.14

)
qays + Hm| = qa7s+1 a’nd (£Qa,s)||m”2 = £Qa,s+”m”2 = £Qa,s+17

we obtain that the process (¢" (¢),5 € %) for

N =Voer1N{6:6-m=0}NBy (/1 qass1),
is independent of Vg (m) = PVes'VHy™" (m) and is a CGPD(&,, .1, %, Gass1)- By
(4.37) we have that Vg (m) and PY>+1V Hy (M., 1) are deterministically related under
P (-|Ra.s), so under this measure (¢ () ,6 € ) and PY*=+'V Hy (Mg, s41) are indepen-
dent. By (4.33) the process (g™ (¢),6 € %) is then independent of (PY>s 'V Hy (Mast1) , Uas+2)
under P (:|R.5). Thus (¢ (6),6 € X)isa CGPD(&,, ..., %, Gus11) also under P (R4 1).
Next under this measure u, s12, Vi st2, 2st1 are deterministic, and Y C Vast1 N{o :

G Unst1; =0,7 =1,2}NBN(y/1 — as41) = Xsp1 (recall (4.16) and thus (¢™ (6),0 €
Y1) is a CGPD(&y, 115 Zst1: Ga,s+1) under P (-[Rgyq). Finally by (4.38) this in fact
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means that (Hy™*"' (6),6 € Xs41) is CGPD(&g.y1s Bst1s Gasr1) under P (| Ryy1).
Thus (4.36) holds for [ = s+ 1. This completes the proof of (4.36) by induction. [

5. CONSTRUCTION OF A COVER OF Sy_1

In this section we construct “equator” sets &, that form a cover of Sy_1, each asso-
ciated to a magnetization vector m, from the previous section. A crucial part of the
definition is the condition [{(c, uax11,4)] < 7, which makes the effective external field
on &, almost vanish, as will be proven in Proposition 6.3 below, and also makes the

entropy of the sets £, bounded by the entropy function /g 5, as proven in Proposition
6.2 below.

Definition 5.1. (Regions &, C D, of Sy_; associated to m,) Fix ¢ > 0 and > 0.

For each 1 < k < 2% 41 and a € Aj, define the (random) sets

(5.1) Dy ={0€ Sy_1:[(0,Uay;)]e =afor 1 <1<k 1<j<A},
and
(5.2) Eo={0€ D, :|{(0,uqps+14)| <nforj=12}.

O

The next definition essentially constructs the cover, by specifying the vectors a of
the sets &, that should be included.

Definition 5.2. (Index set A., of cover of Sy_;) For any 0 <e,n <1 let
(5.3) A, = U As.

1<k<5n—2
]

Note from (4.4) and the fact that |I.| < 2e™! (recall (4.1)) that A, are finite sets of
cardinality bounded in N, and for ¢,7 € (0, 1),

(5.4) Al < (2671)
We now show that (&,)

K+2(k—1 K+10n=2

Vand |A.,| < (267Y)

acA., 18 indeed a cover for Sy_;.

Proposition 5.3. ((&,)
and all 6 > 0 that

(5.5) Sn_1 = U &, almost surely.

acA: y
Proof. Let o € Sy_;. Define o € I by
(56> al,l = L<07 ul)Jsv cee 7a1,K = L<07 uK)J&

and define the random sequence a;,2 <[ < % + 1, recursively via

acA., 18 cover of Sy—1) It holds for 0 <n < 1,0 <& < 1n/2

(5.7) a1 = {0, Wan,ap 11010 ]e and o = ({0, U(ay . ap 1)0.2) ]
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where the (. q, ,); are constructed in Definition 4.4. Let

(5.8) k be the smallest positive integer such that |agi11], |akt12] < g

and let o = (aq, ..., o). By the “nesting” property (4.32) of the basis u,;; we have
U,y 1)l = Uagjforall 2 <l <k+1,1<75<2,

which together with (4.9) means that (5.6)-(5.7) imply

(5.9) (o, tauj) e =ajforall 1 <I<k+1,1<j<A.

Thus oy ; € I. for all [, j and since the u, ; are orthonormal (recall (4.22))

A

k
(510) S50, A S5 al? < ol =

=1 j=1 =1 j=1

This implies that o € Ay (see its definition (4.4)), and then (5.9) implies that o € D,
(see its definition (5.1)).

Furthermore, since |11, |1,2] < 7 the equality (5.9) implies that [(o, ug gt1)]| <
n/2+¢e < nsothat o € &, by (5.2).

We now show that also a € A. ,, thus completing the proof of (5.5). The construction
of a (recall (5.8)) implies that

(5.11) lag1| > g or |aya| > g forl=2,... k.
Thus we have
772 (5.11) A (5.10)
(k=1 < X D ah < 1
1=2 j=1
showing that
(5.12) E<1+4n2<b5np 2
and thus that o € A, (see (5.3)). O

Remark 5.4. The proposition could be somewhat strengthened, since one can prove
that it also holds with

, n n? =
{aEAem.al¢ [—5,5] for 2 <[ <b5n },
in place of A.,. Indeed, for instance for any o € A; the set &, is itself contained in
Uaea, o for any & > 2, so the spin configurations in &, are contained in the RHS
of (5.5) many times over. In the sketch of Section 2.1 this double-counting is avoided
(see (2.10), (2.49)), but in the proof we do not bother with this as it would slightly
complicate the definition of A, ,, and does not otherwise simplify the proof or strengthen
the result. 0
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6. PROOF OF GENERAL TAP UPPER BOUND

In this section we complete the proof of the general TAP upper bound Theorem 1.3
using the construction from the previous two sections.
Recall that F is the measure in the statement of Theorem 1.3. Proposition 5.3 implies

(6.1) E [exp (8, ()] < 3 B [1e.exp (81 ()]

acAen

which we will use in the proof of Theorem 1.3. Define for all & € A such that E'[E,] > 0
the (random) measures

AN E,]

(6.2) Eme[A] = EE AR A C Sy_1 measurable,

so that (6.1) can be written as

(6.3) E [exp (ﬁHJ{, (0))] < Z E &, E™ [exp (ﬁHJ{, (0))] :

QEAE,7]:E[5Q]>O

In what follows we will give bounds for E[&,] and E™ [exp(8H (c))]. We first consider
E[&,]. To bound it we use the next lemma, which shows that if o € &, then the
increment & = o — m,, is almost orthogonal to U,, i.e. almost lies in V,. It will also be
used to show that the effective external field on &, almost vanishes in Proposition 6.3.

Lemma 6.1. For any 0 < n < K™Y and 0 < € < 12 it holds almost surely for all
ac A, that

(64) 0 €& = |PU6] = [P0 —my| =|[PV*6 — 6| = [P0 — 6| < 4n,
where 6 = 0 — my,.

Proof. The equality of the first four expressions is elementary and holds for any o € RN
since PYVe6 + PUeg = 6 for all 6 by (4.31), and m, € U, C U, (see (4.27), (4.30)).

To show the inequality fix 1 < k < 5772 and a € Ay. By (4.22), (4.30) we have for
any o € RY

k+1 A k+1 A

IP726* =D > (6,1ta0s) = Y D (0 = Moy tasy)*

=1 j=1 =1 j=1

By (4.22), (4.26) we have (mq, uq, ;) = g for 1 <1<k, 1 <j <A, and (mq, Uakt1,j) =
0 for j = 1,2. Thus the right-hand side can be written as

k A
Z Z ({0, o) — Oél,j)2 + {{o, Uagr11) + (o, Ua,k+1,2>2} -

=1 j=1

By the definition (5.1) of D, and (4.3), and the definition (5.2) of &,, this is at most
(K +2(k—1))e*+ 21

Using k < 5772, K < n~2 and € < 7? this can be bounded by 1672, giving the claim. [
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For o € A, we refer to the set
(Mo + Vo) N By = mq + By ( 1— ||ma||2) nV.,

as a “slice” of the ball centered at m, of dim V,=N — K — 2k. Since o € &, satisfies
| PY«c — my|| < 4n by the previous lemma we have

&, C U (m+Va)NBy forac A,

meUaq,|[m—ma||<dn

where the right-hand side can be thought of as a “thick slice” centered at m,.

The next result uses the previous lemma and the fact that U, contains the normal
of an (almost) minimal entropy hyperplane around m, to bound E|[&,] in terms of
1 E, (ma) .

Proposition 6.2. For I as in (1.11) and any § > 0,0 < n < min (K~/2,6/4) and
0 < e < n? it holds that

E&) < elm:s(ma)F0 for gll o € A. ., almost surely.

Proof. Fix a € A.,. Since N}, € U, = Vi (recall (4.29)) and ||Xo, || = 1 (recall
Definition 4.2) we have for any o

[N 7 = ma)| = [N, 6)

and by Lemma 6.1

= [(X,. PTe6 = )| < P76 — 5],

|PV6 — 6| < 4n <3,
for any o € &, if n < 4/4, so that
<)\fna,a — ma> > —¢oforall o € &,.
Therefore

(4.6)
El6] < E[(X 0 —ma) > 0] < exp(Ips(ma)+6).

O

The previous proposition will allow us to deal with the term E[E,] in (6.3). We
now turn to the other term on the RHS of (6.3), namely the normalized partition
function E™e [exp(SHL (c))]. We first show that the effective external field on &, can
be neglected. This is one of the most important properties of the cover (&,)

acAc
together with the fact that it consists of a small number of sets.

Proposition 6.3 (Effective external field on &, vanishes for o € A, ).
For0<n< K2 and 0 < e <n? it holds a.s. for all o € A.,, that

(6.5) o€ & = |(0,het (Ma))| < 4An||hegt (My) || where 6 = 0 — my,.
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Proof. Since U, ®V,, is an orthogonal decomposition of RY (see (4.31))
(@ et (ma)| < [ (P76, has (ma) )| + P76 |t () I

The first term on the RHS vanishes since heg (m4) € U, (recall (4.29)), and by Lemma
6.1 we have ||[PY~5]|| < 47 so (6.5) follows. O

In the remainder of the proof we will assume that £” (1) < oo and work on the event

(6.6)

H — Hy (7
Ly =1 sup ||[VHy(m)| <, [Hy (m) N ()
meBY, N

< ¢ellm —m/||[Vm,m' € B}’V} ,

for ¢e = ¢4/€" (1), which by Lemma A.11 and &' (1) <" (1) < £ (1) satisfies
(6.7) P(Ly) <e Nforal N >1,

for a large enough universal c. We now use the decomposition (3.4) to show that
the normalized partition function E™«[exp(3HY(7))] can be bounded in terms of the
partition function of the recentered Hamiltonian Hy* on &,.

Proposition 6.4 (Decomposing Hamiltonian on thick slice). Let § > 0,L > 0. If

&M(1) < L and if fn : By — R satisfies fy (0) = fn (PUU) for all o and is Lipschitz
with respect to || || with Lipschitz constant at most LN, it holds for 0 <n < K~Y2 and
0<e<n? that

(6.8) E™ [exp (5H}Q (a))} < PHNme) o [exp (BHT™ (6))] ePEN for all a € AL,
on the event (6.6).

Proof. Fix a € A.,. We use the decomposition (3.4) with 0 =m, + ¢ , i.e.

(6.9) HY (ma+6) = HE (ma) + he (ma) - & + (fx (ma + 6) = fv (ma)) + Hy (6).

Since fy (z) depends only on PYz, the Lipschitz assumption on fy implies that
|fn (ma +6) — fn (ma)| < LN||PY6|| for all 5. We have for o € &, C D,

= 9 (4.9),(4.26) K 9 (4.3).(5.1)
IPY6)2 = (o w) = (mag,u)’ =" ((oyw) — o) < K
=1 —
so since ¢ < n? and n < K~/2
(6.10) |y (Ma +6) — fa (ma)| < NLn for all o € A and 6 € E, — ma.

Also [[her (Ma) || = [[VHN (ma) || < ¢e < cL on the event (6.6) so that by Proposition
6.3 we obtain that on that event

(6.11)  |het (My) - 0] = N |(hesr (M) ,6)| < NeLn for all o € A.,, and 6 € £, —m,.
The claim (6.8) follows from (6.9), (6.10) and (6.11). O
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We now aim to bound the normalized partition function E™=[exp(SH*(5))] of the
recentered Hamiltonian from the RHS of (6.8). To do so we will first move from the
“thick slices” &, to the “thin slices” m,, + X, where

(6.12) S, = By ( 1 ||ma||2> AV, for a € A.

Note that for o € m, + X, we have ¢ = m, + & with 6 € V,, the latter being only
approximately true for a o € &,.
For o € &£, we define

PVeg

(6.13) Ta(0) = V1= [Imal]*~—5— €
[PVea]

)

(with the convention IIIIzzZZII = 0if PVeg = 0) to be a point in ¥, that approximates

o well, as shown by the next lemma.

Lemma 6.5 (Projecting to “thin slice”). For 0 < n < K~Y2 and 0 < ¢ < n* we have
almost surely for all o« € A.,, and o € &, that

)
(6.14) 1PV0]| = /1= [Imal?| < 87",

b)
lo = (ma +7a (0) | = |6 = 7a (0) | < 120"/,

Proof. a) Since U, &V, is an orthogonal decomposition of RV (see (4.31))
(6.15) |PVeq| = 4/1 — || PUac]2.
Since ||mq||, ||o|| < 1 it holds that
Imall® = 1P70ll?| = [lmall + 1P7 || [lmal = 1PT*o ]| < 2|lmal = 1P7*o| .
so that by Lemma 6.1
(6.16) [mal2 = 1P70 2| < 8,

for o € &,. Now if ||mq]|? > 1 — n'/2, then

‘HPVQUH —\/1- |ma\2' < [PTeol 4+ /1= maf
(6.15),(6.16)
(6.17) < VI=mal?+8n+ /1= [[mal
< VNP8

If on the other hand |mg||? <1 —n'/? then

74 (6.15) —
[PVeo| — /1T~ [mal? = L — [|[PVeo|? — \/1 — |Imq][?
Mo ||2—||PUac|2
= /1= e <\/1 + I 1||_||JLQ||2 > 1) .

(6.18)



HIGH TEMPERATURE TAP UPPER BOUND 29

and

(©16) 8n 1/2

Imall* — [P0
1= [Jmq||?

Since ‘\/1 +x — 1‘ < |z| for all z > —1 we thus have that

L Iml2 = | P70 "
— 1| < 8n'/?,
'\/ 1— [[m]]? =

and so from (6.18)

’HPVaaII —/1- IImaHz‘ < V1= o280 < 8n'/2.

Combing this with (6.17) gives (6.14).
b) It holds that

. (6.13) . Voo
lo=Ona+7a(oD)l =" o= /TP
A \a \é 2 VQU
< ||U - PV&O_H + ||PVQO_ -V 1- | | ||£Vao|| ||
Lemma 0.1 _
< dn+ 1PVl - VT mal?
(6.14)

< 4n + 8nt/t < 1214,

Let now
(6.19) E* denote the law of 7, (o) under E™.

The next lemma bounds the partition function on the “thick slice” &, by that on the “thin
slice” mg, + X, using the previous lemma to bound the error made when approximating
G by 7o ().

Lemma 6.6 (From “thick slice” to “thin slice”). Let § > 0,L > 0. If \/{" (1) < L
0<n<K % and0 < e <n? then on the event (6.6)

(6.20) E™ lexp (BHy= (6))] < E¥* [exp (BH (0))] e PN for all o € A

Proof. From (3.1) it holds for any &,7 € B, := By ( 1- ||ma||2> and any « that
Hye (6) — Hy (7) = Hy (mo+6) — Hy (Mo +7) = VHy (my) - (6 — 7).

Thus on the event (6.6) we have

(6.21) |HT (6) — H™ (7)| < ¢LN||¢ — 7|| for all 6,7 € B,

Recall from (6.15) that 7, (o) € B, for all o € &,. Thus (6.21) together with Lemma
6.5 b) imply that on the event (6.6)

B fexp (BH" (5))] < B™ fexp (BHE" (7o (7)) e 2.
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But by the definition (6.19) of E* we have
(6.22) E™ [exp (BHy" (7o (0)))] = E™ [exp (BHy* (0))],
which gives the claim (6.20). O

We have thus reduced the proof of Theorem 1.3 to bounding the partition function
E*e[exp(BH*(0))] on the “thin slice” 3,. Next we do so uniformly over all m,,a €
A. . These bounds give rise to the Onsager correction in the TAP free energy. We
obtain the bound by a simple Markov inequality for the partition function over each slice
Ya, and since the number of m,,’s is small a union bound shows that the upper bound
holds for all m,, simultaneously with high probability. Since the recentered Hamiltonian
has no external field the Markov inequality will give a tight upper for small enough 5.
Recall the notation g, = ||mq|* from (4.34).

Proposition 6.7 (Onsager correction). For any e,n > 0 it holds for N,5,E as in
Theorem 1.3 and any 6 > 0 and

o (- £ 0ne
(6.23) Ongoy = 4 B lexp (BHe (6))] < Nz Onla)ton
o foralla e A., s.t. E[&,] >0

that
P (ON,&sm) < ‘Ae,n| e N

Proof. Fix o € A and consider
2
(6.21) P (£ foxp (91 0))] 2 5oV R, )

for R, from (4.35). To lighten notation drop the « subscript and write ¥ = 3,
m =M, ¢ = o = ||ma||*>, R = Rs and V = V. Note that m and V, and therefore %,
are deterministic functions of uq;;,1 <1 < k+1,1 < j < A;, are are thus deterministic
under the measure P (-|/R) (see (4.26) for m and (4.30) for V, and (6.12) for ¥ = %,).
By Markov’s inequality
2
P (B [exp (BH (5))] = ¢ > 9007V [R)
2
<E[B™ [exp (BH (6))] [R] e Fali-0o
— B [E[exp (BHF} (6)) [R]] e 5 61=0=3N,

)
Lemma 4.7 implies that for fixed 6 € ¥ the P (-|R)-law of Hy (¢) is that of a centered
normal of variance &, (1 — ¢), so that

2
E [exp (BHT (5)) |R] = ¥'2%0=9 for any 6 € ¥.
Thus in fact for all @ € A it holds that

2
P (% foxp (3 (02))) 2 €6 07080 ) < oo

A union bound over o € A., and (2.29) completes the proof. O
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We are now ready to prove the general TAP upper bound. As already mentioned
we do so by splitting the partition function into integrals over each set &, in the cover,
normalizing these integrals and recentering the Hamiltonian in them, and using the
previous results to bound the partition function on the slices by the Onsager correction.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Assume

1
6.25 0O<p<min(K Y2 =) and0<e<n?’<
2

l\Dld

We work on the event Ly N O s/2,-,, Where Ly is the event from (6.6) and Oy 5/2..,
is the event from Proposition 6.7. By (6.7) and Proposition 6.7 we have

(6.26) P(Ly N Oysjen) > 1—2|Acy e 2N

(note that § € (0,1) and [A.,| > 1).
By Proposition 5.3 and the definition of ™ we have

E [exp (5H1</ (U)ﬂ < ZaeAg,n K [15& CXp (5H]<f (U)ﬂ
2 S en mienso BlE] BT [eXp (5 Hy (U))] '

By Proposition 6.2 this is, provided 1 < ¢ g and N > 6 (so that ¢ < 3 N') bounded by

(6.28) Z exp <IE,6 (Ma) + gN) E™Me [exp <BH]<, (O’)):| :

acAe y

(6.27)

=] |

By Proposition 6.4 this is at most

5 oxp (B4 0m) + s (o) + o+ endL) ) B foxp (313 ().

acAc y

By Lemma 6.6 this is at most

029) 3 exp (1 (ma) + Tins m) + (4 en6L) ) B fexp (113 (0)]

acA: y

on the event Ly. On the event Oy /2., from Proposition 6.7 this is bounded by
(6.30)

exp
aGAg m

(
(112 (

BHY, (M) + I (ma) + 200 (|Imal?) + (465+cnl/45L)N>

exp
aGAg m

I
< Meglexp (supmeB,oV Hish (m) + (4 + et/ *BL) N ) .

HYE (4 + en'/BL) N)

Set & = cmax(K, (BL/6)%) > 1 for some universal large ¢, and n = (#)~/? and ¢ = n%.
We then get that (6.25) and all inequalities above hold if N > 6, and in addition and
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in addition en'/*BL < F=3BL < g so that the previous line is at most

50
(6.31) Ifkmlaq>(sug)fﬁ§?( )+ — JV)

meBY, 6

Furthermore K < 12 so by (5.4)
(6.32) Ayl < 20 3™ = (28)"F < 2N,

for N > 671664 log (24) > 6. Then (6.31) is at most

D>

(6.33) exp ( sup HED (m) + 5N> :

meBY,
with probability at least 1 — 2 (2&)"* =2 (recall (6.26) and (6.32)), provided N >
67664 log (27). If N < §7'66klog (2#) then (2/@)% =3N > 1 so the claim (1.13)

follows for all N > 1 with & = %/% U]

7. BOUNDING THE ISING ENTROPY AND PROOF OF ISING TAP UPPER BOUND

In this section we derive the TAP upper bound for the Ising mixed SK model from
the general TAP upper bound, by explicitly bounding the entropy function /g s (m) of
(1.11) by the entropy function [ige (m) from (1.5).

For this it is convenient to extend the definition of J from (1.6) so that

Hmog (1 ™ Jog (1 — if |m| <1
J(m:{ og (1+m) + 15 log (1 —m) if [m| <1,

7.1
(7.1) log 2 if |m| > 1.

We will need the following simple bound.
Lemma 7.1. For allm,m € R

2e
7.2 J — J(m)| < |m —m|log ————.
(7.2) |J (m) = J (m)] < [m 77%|0g‘m_m‘/\1
Proof. Since 0 < J (m) < log2 for all m we trivially have
(7.3) |J (m) — J (m)| < |m —m|log2 for |m —m|> 1.

From the shape of .J' (z) = 1 log 122 (for z € (—1,1), otherwise .J' (z) = 0) we see that
if |m —m| <1 then

(7.4) [T (i) =T (m)] < 3 [ log FEde < 3 )" log 2dz

Combining (7.3) and (7.4) yields (7.2). O

The required bound on the entropy function is the following. Let d (z, A) = inf e ||x—
y|| for v € RN A C RY.

Lemma 7.2 (Entropy for Ising reference measure). Let E be the uniform measure on

{—1,1}" and let Ips be as in (1.11). For any N > 1,6 € (0,1) the following holds.
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a) For allm € By
(75) ]E,é ( ) < [Ismg (m) + cNo IOg 5_1.

b) Form € By such that d ( ) > & it holds that

(7.6) Igs(m) = —oc.

Proof. a) Note that foral \€ RmeRandi=1,..., N

(7.7) log E [exp (A (0; —m))] = log cosh (\) — Am.
Also

—J (m) if |m| <1, achieved for A\ = atanh (m),

7.8) inf {1 h(A) —Am} =
(78) )I\QR{ og cosh (A) — Am} {—oo if [m| > 1, achieved for A — *oo.

Now for m € By we have using the exponential Chebyshev inequality

11

Ips(m) "= infyegn |y=1 log E [A (o—m) = —5\/N}

inf, - infyepn yj=1 log (E lexp (TA - (6 —m))] e’"‘s\/ﬁ)
infycpy {logE [exp (A (0 —m))] + |\l 5\/N}
infy\cpny {ZZN:1 (log cosh (\;) — \im;) + || 5\/N} :

By (7.8) the choice \; = atanh (m;) or \; — Zo0o would be optimal for sum in the
inf, but if some coordinates of m are above or close to +1 it makes the term |A| §v/N
explode. Therefore we choose

IN

(7.9)

—
N
3

1-9 itm; >1—9,
(7.10) A\; = atanh (m;) where m; = < m; iftm; e[-(1-0),1-7],
—(1-90) ifm<—(1-9).
We have
A6V N < atanh (1 — §) 6N < ¢dlogd ' N for all § € (0,1), N > 1,
and
log cosh (\;) — \ym; (7%0) log cosh (\;) — \imy; (7.8),(7.10)

so we obtain from (7.9)

N
Ips(m Z (m;) + c6log 6~ N.

Recalling that Iig, (m) = — >~ J (m;) and noting that J (in,;) = J (m;) if |m,] <
1 — 9, and otherwise
(7.1),(7.10) (7.2)
T (my) —J ()] < [J(1)—J(1=08)] < cdlogé?,

the claim (7.5) then follows.
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b) Since [—1, 1]N is convex, if d(m, [—1,1]") > § then there is a hyperplane separating
m from [—1,1]" at | - ||-distance greater than § from m. This means that there exists
a A € Sy_1 such that

(A, —m) < =6 for all m € [—1,1]".
This in particular holds for any o € {—1, 1}N in place of m, so
El(\ o —m) >8] =0,
so that (7.6) follows from the definition (1.11) of Ig . O

We also need the following continuity estimate for Iigip,.

Lemma 7.3. It holds for all m,m € By that

4e
|[Isin (m) — ]Isin (ﬁl)| S 2N||m — ﬁ’l“ lOg T = -
¢ ¢ [[m — ]
Proof. By (7.2) we have for all m,m € RY,
N 2e
(711) |IIsing (m) — IIsing (m)| S ; |mz — mz| log m
Note that
N
(7.12) > " fmi — 1] < VN [m =] = N|jm — .
i=1

Letting f (2) = xlog 2 the RHS of (7.11) is thus bounded by
N
> F(mi = | A1) + Nm — 1] log (2¢)
i=1

Note that f (z) is concave on [0, 00) so

N 1 N

i=1
Also f is increasing on [0, 2] and
N N
1 1 (7.12)
N;hni—ﬁm/\l < N;hni—ﬁm < |lm—m| <2,
so that

N
S = | A1) < N7 (Jm = ) = N = o (2.

i=1

Combining these gives the claim. O

From this and the continuity estimates of Hy and fy we obtain the following conti-
. . Ising
nuity estimate for Hry, 5 (m).
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Lemma 7.4. Let L,3,€ and fn be like in Theorem 1.1. There is a constant ¢ such
that on the event Ly from (6.6) it holds for all m,m € BY that

sin sin ~ C
(7.13) Hyyy (m) — Hyy'f (i)

<c(1+L°) Nljm —m| log =+
lm — |

Proof. We treat each term of HITSX%’T (m) separately.
Lemma 7.3 gives the sufficient bound for the entropy term /igyg.
On the event (6.6) we have

|BHy (m) — BHy (m)| < cL*N||m — m|| for all m,m € BY.
By the Lipschitz assumption
|Bfx (m) — Bfx ()| < L*N|jm — m| for all m,m € By.

For the Onsager term, note that from (1.3) it follows that On(q) is Lipschitz with
constant bounded by ¢£” (1) < ¢L on [0, 1], so that since

[llml* = Imll?| < [llmll + [[n] {[lm]| — Hm||’ < 2[jm — || we have
B 2 B ~ 112 3 ~ ~
NEOH ([[m]*) — NEOH ([[/m[[?)| < e¢L’N||m — | for all m,7m € By.
Combing all of the above imply (7.13), since for a large enough ¢ we have that log m >

1 for m,m € By.

Finally we derive the TAP upper bound for the Ising SK model from the general
TAP upper bound.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let 6 > 0. By the general bound Theorem 1.3 with ¢ in place
of 0 we obtain that
(7.14) P (logE [exp (5]—[]{, (a))] < sup Hf/’é, (m) + SN) >1-— R’%e_gN,
meBN
where & = emax(K, (3L/6)%) < cmax(K, L9 /8%). .
By the definitions (1.4), (1.12) of HE8 (m) and H13p and Lemma 7.2 with 4 in place
of 0
(7.15) sup Hfjé) (m) < sup HED% (m) + ¢Ndlog oL
meBy meB:d(m,(-1,1)V)<é
Using Lemma 7.4 we obtain that on the event Ly
(7.16)
sup ¥ (m) < sup  HEE (m)+c(1+ L) Nolog ‘
meB\(~1,1)V d(m,(~1,1)N) < me(=1,1)N 0
By picking 4 > 0 small enough depending on 6, L, combing (7.14)-(7.16) and using (6.7)
we obtain that

P <1ogE [eXp (ﬁHf; (0))] < sup HEGE (m) + 5N) >1— e sV — N,

meBY;
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Now by picking ¢; < g and small enough so that (cK)K < 3N for all K < ¢1N/log N

and N > 1, and 1 + (cL'6/6%)°L"/5" < ¢ we get that the right-hand side is at least
1 —c eV giving the claim (1.7). O

8. BOUNDING THE SPHERICAL ENTROPY AND PROOF OF SPHERICAL TAP UPPER
BOUND

In this section we derive the TAP upper bound for the spherical mixed SK model
from the general TAP upper bound, by explicitly bounding the entropy function Ig s
from (1.11) in terms of by Ig,, from (1.9).

Lemma 8.1 (Entropy for spherical reference measure). Let E be the uniform measure
on Sy_1 and let I s be as in (1.11). For allé € (0,1) and all large enough N depending
on 0 we have for all m € BY,

N
@1>hﬁwws5«%0—me+zme+dNggmmw+N5@+E{%%P).

Proof. Firstly simply by choosing A\ = T D2 n (1.11) we have that

(52) Tis () < B[ (o ) 2 ) =]

Next by [BK19, (2.8)] (whose E is the uniform distribution on {o € RY : |o| = 1}) we
have for any u with ||u|| = 1 that

El{o: {o,u) > a}] = / N i)) (1—x2)¥dx§\/g(l—a2)¥,

N
where we used that r?g < \/g Taking the log of both sides we get that for all
a<l—9§

N

log E[{o: (o,u) > a}] < g

log (1 — a2) + 0N,
since log /4% (1 — 042)773 < N for all N large enough for such a. Applying this to the

right-hand side of (8.2) with a = ||m|| — § gives the first inequality of (8.1). Recalling
(1.9), the second inequality is elementary. O

We now we give the proof of Theorem 1.2 from the general result Theorem 1.3. We
will use that by (A.8) and £ (1) < ¢ (1)

(8.3) P < sup |Hy (m)| > /¢ (1)) < e Nforall N> 1,

meBN

for a large enough universal c.
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. By the general bound Theorem 1.3 with ¢ in place of § we obtain
that for any 6 > 0

(8.4) P <1ogE [exp (ﬁHf; (a))} < sup HTEA(; (m) + 5]\7) >1-— Rke_gN,

meBN
where & = cmax(K, (6L/5)?) < cmax(K, L'6/6%). Let ~ € (0,1) to be fixed later.
Lemma 8.1 implies that for any d € (0, 1) it holds for N > ¢(d) that

o
I, 5(m) < Iy, (m) + cN=, for m € By such that 1 — ||m|]* > 1.
’ v

Thus

5 )
(8.5) sup  HES (m) < sup  HBL (m) + C;N.

: 2<1— 2
m:|[m|[2<1—y m:%gl—'y

To deal with the supremum over m such that 1 — ||m|* < v we note that the crude
bound

(86) P ( sup {5H}§ (m) +N%20n (y|m||2)} < Bfn (0) +cL2N> >1—e P,

meBY,

holds by the bound (8.3) (recall &' (1) < ¢" (1)), the Lipschitz assumption on fy and
that fact that On is bounded by & (1) (see its definition (1.3)). Also for m such that
1 — ||m||* < v it holds by Lemma 8.1 for N > ¢(§) that

1 - .
I5(m) < N(—log<7+25) +5) .
: 2
Thus first choosing 7,5 small enough depending on the c¢L? in (8.6) we have for such m
~ N . <
HE (m) < B (0) + LN + - log (v +25) < Bfv (0) < HRp (0),

on the event in (8.6), which implies

E)} h
Sup Hyip (m) < Hyyp (0) -
meBy;:[|m|2>1—y

Then picking 5 possibly even smaller depending on ¢ so that c% < ¢, we obtain from
(8.4), (8.5) and (8.6) that

P (logE [exp <5H]<, (O’))} < sup HPBL (m) + 5N) >1- RRe™3N _ N,
meBN

Now by picking ¢, < g and small enough so that &% < (cK)K < egN for all K <

&N/log N and N > 1, and also 1+ ‘(¢L'6/6%)°F"°/%* < &' we get that the right-hand

side is at least 1 — &, e~ proving the claim (1.10) with ¢y = & for N > ¢(§). By

possibly making ¢y even smaller depending on ¢ the claim (1.10) can be made to hold

for all N > 1. O
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APPENDIX A.

Here we collect some basic properties about the random field Hy that follow from
the classical theory of Gaussian processes.

Recall that a - b is the standard inner product and || the standard norm on R¥Y.
We furthermore use the inner product {a,b) = a - b/N for a,b € RY and the norm
|-l = |-/ /V'N. Recall that By (r) C RY is the closed and B, (r) C RV the open ball
of radius 7 in the || - [[-norm, and Sy_; (r) is the the sphere of || - ||-radius r. The first
lemma gives the existence of Hy.

Lemma A.1. Letr > 0. If &(x) = szo a,z? is a power series with non-negative

coefficients a, > 0 such that £(r*) < oo and N > 1 then there exists a centered

Gaussian process (Hy (0)),cp, () with covariance

(A1) E[Hy (o) Hy (")) = N ({o,0")) for all 0,0’ € By (7).

Proof. Tf £ (r?) < oo then £ (q) < oo for all ¢ € [—r?,r?], so £ ((0,0")) is well-defined
for all 0,0’ € By (r). By Schoenberg’s theorem the function (o,0’) — N¢& ((0,0)) is
positive semi-definite [Sch42], so by standard existence results (e.g. [RY99, Chapter 1,
Proposition 3.7]) one can construct the Gaussian process Hy. O

In the rest of the appendix we will show that Hy is also a smooth function on B, (r),
and provide useful regularity estimates. The first one is the following. Let || -||z2 denote
the L? norm on the linear space of random variables.

Lemma A.2. For any r,&, N, Hy as in Lemma A.1 and 0 < s < r we have

(A.2) E(lof?) + € (lo'1”) = 26 ({0, 0")) < 8sE' () [|lo — o],
and
(A.3) |Hy (0) = Hy (0") |72 < 8s¢' (5*) Nlo — o',

for o,0" € By (s).

Remark A.3. When s = r and &’ (r?) = oo we interpret the RHS of (A.2) and (A.3) as
00, so that the statements are vacuous. Below we use the same interpretation in (A.7),
(A.8) and (A.13).

Proof. Let A = ¢’ — o and
FO)=¢€(lol?) +& (o +AA[P) = 26 (0,0 + AA)) , A € [0, 1]
We have f (0) =0 and

£wﬂﬁ+£Wﬂ%—%«md»=ﬂuzljmyﬁ.
Furthermore
FO) =€ (llo+AA[12) (2 (0, A) + 2X[|A[]?) — 26" ({0, 0 + AAY) (0, A)

so that
sup |1 (V] < € (52) (4]0 2)] + 21 AJ?)

X€(0,1]
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Since 4 [{o, A)| + 2||Al|? < 4||o||||A] + 4s]|A]| < 8s||A]| the claim (A.2) follows.
The estimate (A.3) is an immediate consequence of (A.2) and (A.1). O

We encapsulate some classical results on the regularity of Gaussian processes in the
following lemma.

Lemma A.4. There is a universal constant ¢ such that the following holds. Let N > 1,
s >0 and let T C By (s) be a set. Fora € (0,00) assume that X,,0 € T, is a centered
Gaussian process such that

(A.4) 1 Xy — Xo/||72 < aN|lo — || for all o,0" € T.
Then (X,),cp s almost surely continuous, and
(A.5) E (sul}) |Xo|) < ¢N+y/sa,
e
and
(A.6) P <sug | Xo| > u) < e_m for all u > 2¢v/sa.
oc

Proof. We use Dudley’s entropy bound [AW09, Theorem 1.18, Theroem 2.10]. Con-
sider the distance d(o,0") = || Xy — Xy||2 on T. From (A.4) we have d(0,0") <
VaNY4|o — o'|'2. Thus if one covers By (s) with Euclidean balls of |-|-radius (g /(c; N*/4))?
then balls of d-radius ¢ centered at the same points also cover By (s) D T'. We have

Vol ({0:|0|§s\/ﬁ}) B < /N
Vol ({a dol < %(5/ (\/5N1/4))2}> % (e/ (v/aN1/4

with ¢; = 2sa. Thus By (s) can be covered with at most at most N (¢) = max((c;N/e?)V, 1)
Euclidean balls of |-|-radius (¢/(c; N*/*))2. We have

0o Ve N / N 1 1
/ \/logN(e):\/2N/ \/log Cgl dazN\/ch/ \/loggdé.
0 0 0

This is finite, thus [AW09, Theorem 1.18] implies that X,,o € T, is continuous. Also
[AW09, Theroem 2.10] implies (A.5). Lastly the Borell-TIS inequality [AW09, Theorem
2.8] implies (A.6). O

= 01N€2N,
))2) (/=)

Applying this to Hy yields the following.

Lemma A.5. There is a universal constant c, such that for any r,&, N, Hy as in
Lemma A.1 we have that Hy (o) is continuous almost surely for o € B3 (r) (and if
¢ (r*) < oo also for o € By (r)) and for 0 < s < r it holds that

(A7) E

O’GBN(S)

sup |HN(U)|] < cesy/E (s?)N,
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and

(A.8) P ( sup |Hy (0)] > u) <e 85(8 N for all u > 2cs4/&' (s?)N.
o€Bn (s)

Proof. Provided ¢’ (s?) < 1 the continuity of Hy (0),0 € By (s), (A.7) and (A.8) follow

by applying Lemma A.4 with T = By (s), X, = Hy (0) and a = 8s¢’ (s?), since we

have the bound (A.3). If &' (r?) < oo then with s = r continuity on By (r) follows. If

¢’ (r?) = oo then continuity on By (s) for all s < r (note & (s*) < oo for s < r) implies

continuity on BY, (7). O

We now turn to the derivatives of Hy. For a multi-index o € {1,..., N} let 8,
denote the corresponding partial derivative, and write 0% for the partial derivative
with respect to a variable z. Let ey, ..., ey denote the standard basis vectors of RY.
The next lemma will be applied with C' the covariance of a Gaussian process to prove
differentiability.

Lemma A.6. If0 < s < r and C : By (r) x B} (r) — R has derivatives up to
fourth order that are Lipschitz functions and i,j € {1,...,N}, then there exists a
Lipschitz function R : By (s) x By (s) x (0,7 — s)? — R that satisfies R (0,0",m1,m2) =
O (|m| + |ne|) such that for all 0,0’ € B3 (s) and 0 <n,n <r —s
(A.9)
1 /
— (=) C (0 + syme;, 0 + sampej) = 0707 C (o, o)+ R(o,0',n,7'),
mmne
s1,52€{0,1}

where the constant in the O-term, the Lipschitz constant of R and R itself depend on
C7 i’j'
Proof. The LHS can be written as
1 Z (—1)* C (0 +mei, 0 + sampe;) — C (0,0 + s31pe;)

% Uit

s2€{0,1}

By Taylor’s theorem with integral remainder in the o variable this equals

1 1
— Z (—1)* (8,‘76’ (0,2 + samae;) +m / (1—1)(07)>C (0 + times, 0 + samae;) dtl)
0

2o
s J 1
= 77% 2326{0,1} (_1) ? Zgle{o 1} nl fo 82 o C (U + tlnleiu o + 827726]) dtl
Next applying the same theorem in ¢’ this equals
77“;7177572 / / 1+g2 8“ 141 (1 — tl) (1 — tg) C (O' -+ tmlei, O'/ + tg’f]gej) dtgdtg.
g1 926{0 1}

The summand when ¢4 = ¢go = 0 is 0/ 8}”6’ (0,0'), and the other summands are
O (|m] + |n2]) and Lipschitz in 7y, 72, 0, 0" by the assumption on C. O

With this lemma we can prove the existence of the derivatives of Hy.
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Lemma A.7. Let r,&, N, Hy be as in Lemma A.1. Then Hy is almost surely smooth
on B (r) and (0,Hy (a))aeB;,V(r) acus {L..,N} 18 @ centered Gaussian process with co-
variance -

(A.10) E [0.Hy (0) Oy Hy ()] = NOZO%£ ((0,0")) .

Proof. Since £ is a convergent power series in BY, (1), the function (o,0") — £ ({0, 0"))
is infinitely differentiable. Consider the statement

OnHy (0) exists and is continuous for all o € By, (1), |a| < k,
and is a centered Gaussian process with covariance (A.10).

(A.11)

If this holds for all k£ then it implies the claim of the lemma, since existence and
continuity of partial derivatives implies differentiability.

To prove (A.11) we use induction on k. The case k = 0 follows since Hy is continuous
on BY; (r) by Lemma A.5. Assume (A.11) holds for £ <[. Fix an s € (0,7). Consider
for any o with || =l and any i =1,...,N,0<n <r —s,0 € B (s)

8aHN (O’ -+ nei) — 8aHN (O')

Aa,i (Ua 77) = n .

Note that for 0 <n,n’ <r—s, 0,0 € B (s) and a, &/ with ||, |a’| <1 the covariance
NE[A,, (6,m) Aa ;i (0/,1m2)] equals the LHS of (A.9) with C (0,0") = Cy o (0,0”) =
970%,¢ ({o,0")), so by Lemma A.6

(A12) E A (0,m) Aarj (0, 12)] = NOTOT C (0,0") + R (0,0",n,77) |

where R (o,0',n,1') is O (|n|+|7'|) and Lipschitz. This implies that ||A,; (o,n) —
Ao (o) 132 = O(Inl + |7]). Thus A, (o,n) for n | 0 is a L?-Cauchy sequence,
and there exists a random variable D'0,Hy (o) such that A, ; (o,n) = D'OHy (o) in

L* asn — 0. Also D'OHy (o) is a centered Gaussian since it is the limit of centered
Gaussians, and jointly Gaussian with 0, Hy (o) ,0 € B} (s),0 <n < r—s. Next define

g = D'OHy (o) ifn=0.

Then g; (0, 7) is a Gaussian process on T' = BY (s)x(— (r — s),7 — ) C Byy1 (Vs> +1?).
By (A.12) and the Lipschitz property of R

lgi (o.m) = g: (o'oY 22 < v/l — o' + In— 2
first for 7,7 # 0 and by the L? convergence to D'OHy (o) resp. D'OHy (o’) for all
n,n'. Therefore by Lemma A.4 the process g; (o,7n) is almost surely continuous. Thus
the limit lim, o A, (0,7) exists and equals D'OHy (o) for all o, almost surely. Then
for all ¢ and o € By, (s) the derivative 0,0, Hy (o) = g; (0,0) exists and is continuous.
Since this holds for all s < r it also holds for s = r, proving all of (A.11) for Il =k + 1
except for the formula for the covariance. The latter then follows since for any o, 0’ €
B (r),i,j=1,...,N, o, with |a| = |&/| <[ and 7,7’ small enough we have
E (Do (0.0) Aary (o', m)] 57 NOFO C ((0.0%)) = 07 070 96,6 ((0,0')) sy = 0.

i Ya”j Yo
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O

Lastly we give a basic regularity estimate for the derlvatlves of Hy. The spectml norm
of VFHy (o) = (05, i, Hn (0)),

where

Lyeentn=1,..,

N

ViHy (o) v®F = Z O iy Hn (o) viy . vy,

We have the following.

Lemma A.8. Let r,{, N, Hy be as in Lemma A.1, and s < r and k > 0. We have for
all a,b € By (s) and v,w € Sy (s)

V% Hy (a) o — V¥ Hiy (b) w2,
< e NsPHEEHD (%) /o — w]? + [la — B2,
where ¢, = ¢ (k + 1)12% and
k
(A.14) sup E [(kaN (a) U®k)2} =Ns*) g (k = D1s*™ ([la)?) -
vESN () I—0 l
Proof. By Lemma A.7

E[(VFHy (a )v®k) (VFHy (b) w®F)]
= NZ“ E I Zl . 8&8;’1 . 8§’k§ (<CL, b>)’02‘1 s Uy Wy v Wy

(A.13)

(A.15)

We have
&6 (a,h) = N gy, a9 ((a,0)),
and by the product rule

a;, aJ1- a]ké-(k ({a, b))
—Zr 1O i @5, 6%) ((a,0)) + N70ay, g by, £579 ((a,0)

Applying also the other derivatives 07, ...d; = we get a large sum, which can be ex-
pressed as follows. Letting I denote the set of indices r of ¢, where the derivative ;'
is applied to one of a;,,...,a; , and letting 7 (r) denote the index of the factor it is
applied to, we get that

Nog ..ot 0% ... & ((a, b)) = NYFOL . 0% ay, ... a;. ({a, D))

ir, %1
= ZI Zﬂ' JT—{1,...k} (HT’EI Zr]w(r)) (Hrﬁ?l bzr) (Hr&w(]) ajr-) Nl_(2k_|1‘)€(2k_|l|) (<a’ b>) )
where [ is summed over all subsets of {1,...,k} and 7 over all injective maps from [
to {1,...,k}. Applying the sums over il, sk, J1, - - -5 gk from (AL15) we get
E [(V*Hy (a) v®%) (VEHy (b =N> Z Gm (a,v,b,w),
I mI—={1,..,
where

Gy (a,v,b,w) = (v, w)" (@, w)* " (b, v)* " €= ((a, 1)) .
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From this (A.14) follows. It also implies that

agp) Vo (@0 = VA () w

.....

Using that [|all, Il o], 1]l < sv/F and |2! — ¢! < |o — y|imax (Jz],Jy)' " we get

(v, )" — (v, w)"| < |(v,v) = (v,w)| ks?PD < E|lv — w|s? L,
(@, 0)* ™" = {0, 0) " < ffa,0) = (0, w) k6D < ko - w2,
)<a, b, 0T < [, v) — (b, v)| ks < fla — b||s2E2nt,
<a’v>k—n — (b, w>k—n < Ka,v) — (b,w)] ks2k—n=1) < L (lla = b + |lv — w]|) g2k—2n—1

From these we obtain

G, (a,v,a,v) + G, (byw,b,w) — 2G,, (a,v,b,w)

< ck ([la = bl + [Jv — w|]) s* 2 1B (52)

+sH2 LB ((a, a)) + P ((B,0) — 26347 ({0, b)) } -
Next by (A.2) and the inequality @ (s2) < s2m¢0+m) (52) this is at most

ck (lla = bl + flv — wl)) s" &Y (57)
From this we derive the following estimates for the spectral norm of VFHy (o).

Lemma A.9. There is a universal constant ¢ such that the following holds. Let
r,&, N, Hy be as in Lemma A.1, and 0 < s < r. Then with ¢, = ¢ (k + 1)!12F

sup  sup |VEHy (0) o] | < Vst feeren (),
c€BpN(s) vi||v||=1

and letting w? = s S0 (¥) (k — 1)1s?e® D (s2) also
(A.18)

(A.17) E

w2
P ( sup sup |V*Hy (o) v®"] > u) < e N for u > 20/cpNsFTL [E@RH1) (52),

oc€By (s) vi||v||=1

Proof. Let T = By (s)xSy_1 (s). It follows from Lemma A.7 that V¥ Hy (o) v®*, (0,v) €
T, is a centered Gaussian process. The claims then follow from (A.13) and Lemma A.4
with 2V in place of N, 2s in place of s, T C Bay (v/2s) and a = ¢, Ns™ @D (52,
after dividing by s* to normalize v. OJ

In this article we use the following special cases. Recall that By = By (1), By =
By (1).

Lemma A.10. If §(z) = ) o, apa? is a power series with non-negative coefficients
a, > 0 such that £ (1) < oo and N > 1, then there exists a centered Gaussian process
(Hy (0)),ep, with covariance

E[Hy (o) Hy (0')] = N¢((o,0")) for all 0,0’ € By,
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which is almost surely differentiable in B%. Also (Hy (0),VHy (0)) is a centered
Gaussian process satisfying for alli,j =1,...,N and o,0" € B,

!

(A.19) E[0Hy (o) 9;Hy (o) = 35€' ({0.0")) + 22" ((,0)

and
(A.20) E[Hy (0)0;Hy (0')] = 0,6 ({0,0")) .
Proof. These are a special case of Lemmas A.1, A.7. O

Lemma A.11. For {, N, Hy as in Lemma A.10 with £ (1) < oo it holds that

(A.21) P ( sup |Hy (0)| > u) < e SN for all u > c/€ (1)N,

c€BN

and if also €" (1) < oo it holds for all w > ¢£" (1) that

oeBY,

'u.2
(A.22) P (sup IVHy (o) || > u) < Q_WN’

and
2

(A23) P (30,0 € BY s.t. |Hy (o) — Hy (0)] > uN|jo — o'||) < e sS@mrem ™

Proof. The bound (A.21) is a special case of (A.8), and (A.22) is the case k = 1 of
Lemma A.9 and implies (A.23) via the mean value theorem. O
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