arXiv:2306.02402v1 [math.PR] 4 Jun 2023

EMERGENCE OF NEAR-TAP FREE ENERGY FUNCTIONAL IN THE SK
MODEL AT HIGH TEMPERATURE

VERONIQUE GAYRARD

ABSTRACT. We study the SK model at inverse temperature 5 > 0 and strictly positive
field A > 0 in the region of (8, h) where the replica-symmetric formula is valid. An
integral representation of the partition function derived from the Hubbard-Stratonovitch
transformation combined with a duality formula is used to prove that the infinite vol-
ume free energy of the SK model can be expressed as a variational formula on the space
of magnetisations, m. The resulting free energy functional differs from that of Thou-
less, Anderson and Palmer (TAP) by the term —%2 (¢ — qea(m))? where gga(m) is the
Edwards-Anderson parameter and ¢ is the minimiser of the replica-symmetric formula.
Thus, both functionals have the same critical points and take the same value on the sub-
space of magnetisations satisfying gga (m) = ¢. This result is based on an in-depth study
of the global maximum of this near-TAP free energy functional using Bolthausen’s so-
lutions of the TAP equations, Bandeira & van Handel’s bounds on the spectral norm of
non-homogeneous Wigner-type random matrices, and Gaussian comparison techniques.
It holds for (3, k) in a large subregion of the de Almeida and Thouless high-temperature
stability region.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background, motivation and main result. The Hamiltonian of the Sherrington and
Kirkpatrick model (hereafter SK model) at inverse temperature S > 0 and external field
h > 0 is the random function defined on ¥y = {—1,1}" by

1
HN,@h(O'):— — Z JijO'Z'O'j—h Z g; (11)
2VN 1<ij<N 1<i<N

where 0 = (0;)1<;<, € X and, given a collection (g;;)1<; j<n of i.i.d. Gaussian random
variables with variance 1/N, Jy = (J;;)1<i j<n is the symmetric matrix with entries

Jij 1 .

\/N \/5 (g J g] ) J
Although the explicit representation (I.2) comes into play only in Section [l and 4] we
introduce it now in order to avoid the confusion of having to change the underlying prob-
ability space during the proof. We call this probability space (€2, F, P).

Denoting by Zy s, the partition function associated to (L))

ZN,ﬁ,h = Z eiHN,B,h(U) (13)
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the free energy, Fv g p, 1s defined asEl

1
FN,ﬁ,h = NlogZN,ﬁ,h- (14)

It is known that its N — oo limit (called the infinite volume limit) exists and is “self-
averaging” [30Q]
f(ﬁ,h) = ]&EHOOFN’@h = ]\}i—IgoEFN’ﬁ’h P—a.s. (15)

It is also known that this limit is given by Parisi variational formula [41]], [47], [4Q]. In
this paper we focus on the simplest situation where the model is at high temperature, a
regime which is defined as follows. Consider the equation

q = Etanh*(8\/qZ + h) (1.6)

where Z is a standard gaussian random variable and £ denotes the expectation with respect
to Z. It is well known that (L) has a unique solution ¢ = ¢(/3,h) > 0 forall 5 > 0
if h # 0 and that it has for unique solution ¢(/,0) = 0 for all § < 1 if h = 0. Further
define the so-called replica symmetric formula as the function

2

SK(B,h) :10g2+%(1—q)2+Elogcosh(ﬁ\/&Z—i-h). (1.7)
Bearing in mind that (L.3]) is known, we adopt Talagrand’s definition and say that
Definition 1.1. The high-temperature region of the SK model is the region of (3, h) where

f(B,h) = SK(B,h). (1.8)

The identity (L.8)) was originally established by Sherrington and Kirkpatrick by means
of the replica method [45]. However, it was soon realised that their results were flawed
since they yield a negative entropy at low enough temperature. Revisiting the saddle point
analysis that enters into the derivation of (7)) in [45]], de Almeida and Thouless
obtained that (I.8)) should hold if

2 L <1

cosh*(8,/gZ +h) ~

a condition hereafter referred to as the AT-condition. The region of (3, h) where the AT-

condition is satisfied is called the AT-region, and replacing the inequality by an equality

in (IL9) defines the AT-line. Mathematically, the validity of this condition was proved for

h =0and 8 < 1 [4]. For h > 0, only partial results are know: it was proved in [49] that

the high-temperature region is entirely located inside the AT-region and large subregions

of the high-temperature region have been identified in (see Vol. II Chap. 13, Theorem
13.6.2 for the explicit but somewhat inextricable description of this region) and [34]).

The breakdown of the replica symmetric solution at low temperature motivated the
search for alternatives to the replica method. In pursuing this aim, Thouless, Anderson
and Palmer (hereafter TAP) developed an extended mean field approach [48]]. Relying on
a Bethe approximation, the fundamental self-consistency equation underlying mean field
theories — the so-called mean field equation — was derived: it consists of a system of N

(1.9)

IThe above definitions and terminology are not the standards of physics (in particular, h should be re-
placed by Sh and (I4) does not define the free energy but the pressure, the free energy being the quantity
—B71FN s.1). However, they have become commonly used in mathematics, especially in the publications
to which we will refer extensively. Therefore, for the sake of clarity, we stick to them. We also note that
while it is customary to set the diagonal couplings .J; ; to zero, the contribution of these terms to Fiy g 5,
vanishes as N — oo.
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equations in N unknown thought of as local magnetisations, m = (m;);<i<y € [—1, 1]V,
given by

N
T
m; = tanh | h+ [ 2 m; — (1 — ¢ (m))mi>, 1<i<N. (1.10)
( ;\/N J EA

Unlike classical mean field equations, a retroactive Onsager term (3%(1 — gga(m))m; is
subtracted to account for the response of site j to the local magnetisation at site 7, where

N
1 2
gea(m) = N;mi (1.11)
is the Edwards-Anderson parameter. The associated free energy functional, Fﬁ%ﬁl, is then
introduced in [48] as a “fait accompli” (derived from unpublished diagram expansion),
and defined on R by

Fﬁgi(m) =
1 (8 3 Jij NB2 ) (1.12)
N {2 1<i,j<N VY N 1<i<N 4 1<i<N

where I is Cramér’s entropy function, i.e., I(z) = oo for |z| > 1 and

1 1 1 - 1 -
I(x) = ;xlog( ;:’3)+ 2xlog(7x) fore] <1.  (1.13)

Observing that the critical points of F' ﬁ,‘gﬁl(m) coincide, as it must, with the solutions of

the TAP equations (LIQ), one finally expects the free energy in the infinite volume limit to
be obtained by maximising Fﬁ%ﬁl(m) over the space of local magnetisations, conditional
on certain restrictions, and taking the limit N — oo. Indeed, since (I.I0) and (L.I2)) both
rely on approximations techniques, they must be accompanied by validity conditions and
understood for large /V, up to sub-leading corrections.

The questions of justifying (L12) and finding the conditions of its validity have received
much attention in the physics literature. The most influential contribution is undoubtedly
that of Plefka (see also the recent developments 44])) who devised a method for
deriving the free energy functional through the perturbative expansion of a certain function
of the local magnetisations, called Gibbs potential, which, when expended to second order,
allows one to recover (I.12)) under the main convergence condition

N
62%2(1—771?)2 <1 (1.14)
=1

This method has been examined in a number of mathematical publications but has not
been made rigorous to date [36]], [32].

Another key issue raised by the extended mean field approach of [48]] it that of con-
sistency, namely, that of proving that the thermodynamic quantities calculated within this
framework, i.e. assuming (I.12), coincide with the predictions based on the replica method
[43], [41] and rigorously established since [47], [4Q]. Tightly related to the problem of
finding the solutions of the TAP equations (LL10), this question has been studied exten-
sively in theoretical physics in the early 2000s [20], [26], [5]], i44]] (see also references
therein). From a mathematical viewpoint, a study of consistency for the free energy of
mixed p-spin models was recently initiated in and further pursued in [24], [23]]. It is
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proved in [22] that the infinite volume limit free energy can indeed be expressed as the
supremum of the mixed p-spin version of the free energy functional (I.I2)) constrained
over magnetisations whose Edwards-Anderson parameter, gga(m), is to the right of the
support of the Parisi measure. This is done by linking the question of finding the max-
ima of the free energy functional to the mathematical theory of the Parisi solution, thus
circumventing the hard problem of explicitly solving the TAP equations.

The latter problem was first addressed in the landmark paper [9] and its follow-up [10Q].
There, an iterative construction of solutions of these equations for the SK model is intro-
duced and is shown to converge in the whole region of (3, h) where the AT-condition (1.9)
is satisfied.

In this paper, we revisit the extended mean field theory of TAP from a field theory
perspective via the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation. Widely used in physics, this
transformation linearises the Hamiltonian and, in doing so, introduces an auxiliary scalar
field which, in the SK model, is complex. This feature makes the resulting integral rep-
resentation of the partition function seem practically intractable, so that this otherwise
very natural approach may have been deemed unrealistic. We show, focusing on the high-
temperature region of the SK model in the sense of definition [L.Il and building on the
properties of the iterative construction of solutions of the TAP equations obtained in [9]],
[10I, that this integral representation allows us to express the free energy in the form of a
variational formula. Unexpectedly, the free energy functional to be maximised, F]{,I g ho 18
not the TAP free energy functional (I.12)), but a smaller one, given by

2

Fyha(m) = Fyh(m) — % (¢ — gra(m))”. (1.15)

Note that when restricted to the subspace of magnetisations satisfying gga(m) = ¢, both
functionals have the same critical points and take the same values at these points. Thus, as
long as they have a common maximiser that lies in that subspace, the difference between
the two will not affect the free energy. It can, however, lead to different stability conditions,
i.e. different conditions on (3, h) for a common critical point to be a global maximum. We
return to this question in Section [[.4]

A first, concise formulation of the main result of this article is as follows.

Theorem 1.2. There exists a region D of (5, h), h > 0, such that in the intersection of D
and the high-temperature region of Definition[[ 1]
f(B,h) = lim  sup F]I\f:gh (m) P—a.s. (1.16)
O me[-1,1)V
The slightly cumbersome and unwieldy description of the explicit region D for which
we prove Theorem [[.2]is deferred to Section[[.3l Nevertheless, it can be said at this stage

that D contains a large subregion of the AT-region [27]], in particular the high-temperature
half-plane

p<1/2, Yh>0 (1.17)
and the low-temperature and large-field region (recall that in the field is the quantity
h/B)

128e 3B < 1. (1.18)

For comparison, in (see Figure 2 and Eq. (23)) the corresponding regions have the
same shape but different constants, namely

B<1, Yh>0 (1.19)
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and, for large fields and low temperatures,
so=Be 2(h/B)? < 1, (1.20)

Clearly, the region D obtained is not optimal, but reflects the limitations of the techniques
used in the analysis of Fi/% 5., (mainly random matrix techniques and Gaussian comparison
techniques). Moreover, the treatment of the high-temperature subregion is kept brief and
elementary, whereas the most difficult and interesting subregion, that of large fields and
low temperatures, is the main focus of this paper.

We stress that the proof of Theorem is not entirely ab initio since it makes crucial
use of the fact, presupposed in Definition L] that the free energy converges almost surely
to SK ([, h) in the high-temperature region. However, in contrast to previous work, it is
not presumed that the TAP free energy formula is known.

Before presenting the strategy of the proof, we should emphasise that the study of the
TAP approach remains topical in both theoretical physics and probability theory. Several
questions, notably that of the consistency of the two approaches, Replicas versus TAP,
have been actively debated in theoretical physics until recently [20], [5]], [43], [44]. From
a mathematical perspective, this equivalence has recently been investigated in [22]], [24]],
[23]]. The question of finding the solutions of the TAP equations [23]], [O]], [10], reproving
their derivation by Stein’s method or by a dynamical approach [2], studying their
stability and their numerical solutions [31]], questioning the meaning of Plefka’s condition
have also been tackled recently, and an upper bound on the TAP free energy was
obtained in [8]], to mention only recent publications without claim to completeness.

1.2. Structure of the proof of Theorem[1.2l The major part of the proof of Theorem [L.2]
is concerned with the study of the properties of the function ¥ g 5, Which are needed, in
a final section, to establish the variational formula (I.16) via the Hubbard-Stratonovitch
transformation.

The connection between this variational formula and the replica symmetric formula
(L) is established through a duality formula. Such a formula transforms an initial op-
timisation problem into another, so that the initial function to be optimised and its dual
have the same critical points and take the same value at those points. The case of an initial
function, such as F#% ~.5.» Which decomposes into the sum of a quadratic form and a convex
function, has been studied extensively (albeit in other contexts [28]). We draw on this in
Section

Knowing the critical points of F{% 5.» 1s key to using duality. This is where Bolthausen’s
iterative scheme [9]], [10] comes in. For h > 0, let ¢ = ¢(/3, h) be the unique solution of
(L.6) and consider the system of TAP equations (ILIQ) with ¢ substituted for gga

m; = tanh (

Note that (L2I) is nothing else but the critical point equation of the function F{/7 . Let

z(k)) 1<i<N’

_ 52(1 — q)mz> , 1 <1< N. (1.21)

m*) = (m k € N, be the sequence of random variables defined recursively by

m® =0,mY = /g1 (1.22)
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where 0 and 1 are the vectors whose coordinates are all 0 and all 1, respectively and, for
all k > 1, set

N
(k+1) Jij 0 _ g (k=1) :
m; ' = tanh h+6§ —=m; = (1 —q)my ), 1<i<N. (1.23)
< =1 VN

To simplify notation we keep the dependence of m*) on N implicit throughout the paper.

It is proved in [9]], [10] that under the AT-condition (I9), and thus by [49] in the whole
high-temperature region of Definition[L.1l this iteration scheme is convergent when taking
first the limit N — oo and then k& — oo. This is done via the explicit construction of a
representation of the sequence m*) for NV large. Moreover, this explicit representation of
the solution makes it possible to express fairly general functions of m®*) in the limit of
large N and large k.

The precise statements of these results are given in Section[3l Combined with the duality
formula, they are used in Section @l to prove the following statement.

Theorem 1.3. For all (5, h), h > 0, satisfying the AT-condition,

k
Jlim lim F{T, (m®) = SK(8,h) P—a.s. (1.24)
Thus, for all (3, h), h > 0, in the high-temperature region
f(B,h) = lim_lim FM p (m*) P—a.s. (1.25)

Furthermore, (L.24), and hence (L.23), remain true if F' ]{,I g , is replaced by I’ K;Aﬁf,;

We stress that (L23) merely follows by identifying the right-hand side of (IL24) with
the left-hand side of (1.23]) via Definition L1l

Remark. Note that Theorem [L3] also holds for Fy ;. As will be seen in Section[3] this

reflects the fact that qEA(m(k)) is concentrated near ¢, so that the quadratic term in (LI3)
vanishes asymptotically. A similar result was obtained in Theorem 2 of [22]], which states
that F 4 evaluated at the vector of averaged local magnetisations m = ({01, ..., (on)),
where ( ) denotes the expectation with respect to the Gibbs measure, converges in mean
square to SK (S, h) under the assumption, characteristic of the high-temperature region,
that the overlap is concentrated near ¢ (see e.g. Vol. II Chap. 13). Moreover, under
such a condition, it was proved in [25]] using a so-called cavity iteration that the solution
of Bolthausen’s iterative scheme converges to the local magnetizations.

Theorem [L.3]strongly suggests that the global maximum of F}f% 5. 18 reached asymptot-

ically at n(¥). A global analysis of the function F/% , confirms that this is indeed the case
in a subregion D of the AT-region. This is the Content of the following theorem.

Theorem 1.4. There exists a region D of (5,h), h > 0, such that in the intersection of D
and the AT-region
. HT _ (k) —
A}gnoo me?illlt,)l]N Fygn(m) = klggo A}gnoo FNﬁ p (m™) P—as. (1.26)
Furthermore, with P-probability one the supremum in (L.26) is uniquely attained, for all
large enough N.

Before addressing the main issues of the proof of Theorem [.4] which occupy Sections
Bland [6] we state the variational formula from which the function FH7% 5., emerges as the
free energy functional of the SK model at high temperature.
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Theorem 1.5. For all (f,h), h > 0, in the intersection of the high-temperature region and
the region D of Theorem[L4) the free energy Fy s, of the SK model obeys

lim [Fygn— sup F{G,(m)|=0 P—as (1.27)

N—oo me[—1,1]¥

If P-almost sure convergence in Theorem is replaced by convergence in P-probability,
then (L27) holds in P-probability.

Theorem [[.5]is proved in Section [7]

1.3. The region D. We now come to the detailed description of the region D that arises
from the proof of Theorem [[.4l When trying to establish a result like (L26), one naturally
first checks whether Ff\}':g , is concave on its domain, [—1,1]", and, if not, whether it is

locally concave in some subset of [—1, 1] containing m*). More precisely, one looks for
regions of (3, h) where, with P-probability one, for all sufficiently large IV, the Hessian of
F]IV{%: , is strictly negative definite in as large a domain containing m®*) as possible. Such
an analysis is carried out in Section[3l Two regions emerge that will lead to (LI17) and
(L8, respectively. The first is the region

DY ={(8,h) |h>0,8<1/(1+ 1)} (1.28)

Clearly, DU is contained in the AT-region. Introducing a parameter 0 < o < 1 and setting
9(0) = 36(1 — ) +4(1— )2 + (1— 9" [4+ VRTWI =9 72|, (129)

the second region is p-dependent and is defined by

D = {(B.h) | h>0,0<q.f0(e) <1}. (1.30)
Based on the analysis of the Hessian, the following results are derived in Section[3.6l

Theorem 1.6.
(i) For all (3, h) in DU, P-almost surely

lim  sup F]I\fr‘gh(m)
N%Oome[_Ll]N "

=lim lim sup F]I\/{Th (m) 1.31
€0 N=00 e [—1,1]V:|gga (m) —q| <q(1—q)e v ( :

_ : HT k
= fim, i, F525 (%)

Furthermore, with P-probability one, for all but a finite number of indices N, FJI\,{%:,L is
strictly convex on [—1,1]V.

(ii) Let \/3/4 < o < 1 be given. For all (,h) in DéQ) satisfying the AT-condition,
P-almost surely

lim lim sup Fﬁgh (m)
€20 N—oo me[—1,1]N:qga(m)>0—o(1—0)e o
—lim i Fyj
lim lim sup N6 (M) (1.32)

me[—1,1]V:|qea(m)—q|<q(1—q)e

I : HT k
= fim, i, F505 (%)

The same statement is true if 0 < € < 1is held fixed. Furthermore, the supremum over the
set {m € [=1,1]" : qgea(m) > 0 — o(1 — 0)e€} is uniquely attained.
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Under the assumptions of Theorem [L.6] (ii), the supremum in (L.32)) is not over the
entire hypercube, but over a smaller, p-dependent set where \/ﬂ < 0 < q. In Section[d
we complement this result by giving conditions on g and (3, h) which guarantee that the
supremum of F{/%, over the set {m € [=1,1]" : gga(m) < o} is strictly smaller than
SK(f, h). Specifically, define the region

DO = {(8,h) | /B >2,8*(1—q) < 1,h>4}. (1.33)
Theorem 1.7. Let 5(/3, h) be the function defined in (6.2)). For all (3,h) in D®
lim sup sup F{L, (m) < SK(B,h) P-a.s. (1.34)

N—=oo  me[-1,1]V:qpa(m)<a(8,h)

A detailed analysis of the function g(/3, h) is carried out in Section
We now come to the choice of p. Given that Dg) increases as o increases from O to g,

and that o(3, h) < ¢ by definition (see (6.2)), the choice ¢ = g(f, h) in (I.30) is allowed
and optimal. The condition on p of Theorem[L.6] (ii), then gives a fourth and last region
D = {(8,h)| a(8,h) = V/3/4} . (135)

In the light of the above, we arrive at the following extended version of Theorem [L4l Set

_ (1) (2)

Theorem 1.8 (Theorem [L4 redux). Eq. (L26) holds for all (/3,h) in the intersection of
the AT-region and the region D defined by (L.36)) .

nD® N D<4>) . (1.36)

Equipped with the above result we now can state the full version of our main result.

Theorem 1.9 (Theorem redux). Eq. (L.I0) holds for all (S, h) in the intersection of
the high-temperature region of Definition[[ Il and the region D defined by (L.36).

The next proposition gives an explicit characterisation of the region D for sufficiently
large h/ and (3, which justifies the description given in (LI7)-(LI8). Set

D = {(8,h) | 128e3*/9° < 1,3 <1/ < Ba/10}. (1.37)

Proposition 1.10.
D =DWYWuD® c (DN {AT-region}). (1.38)

The proof of Proposition[L.10lis given in Section[6l We stress that no attempt was made
to optimise the constants in the definitions of the sets Dg), 15(2), and DY, j = 1,3, 4. This
is because, as mentioned earlier, we do not expect the region D defined in (IL36) to be
optimal due to technical artefacts. However, it seems difficult to significantly improve the
constant 1/9 in (L38)) within our technical framework.

1.4. Comments on stability. The issue of stability within the TAP approach has been
extensively addressed in the physics literature [16], [39], [42]], [43]], [44], [3]. From these
works, condition (I.14) emerges as the main stability condition. It is also believed to
coincide with the AT-condition (L9). Eq. (L.I4) was originally derived in two different
ways, as a convergence condition for Plefka’s expansion [42] and as a divergence condition
for the spin glass susceptibility in [16]]. Both conditions ultimately reduce to conditions
on the eigenvalues of the Hessian matrix of Fg&%, and are formulated as conditions on
the empirical spectral measure of the Hessian. We will not question the validity of these
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approaches and results here (see for recent, partial but rigorous results). We simply

ask what would become of these results if we replaced I35, by Fi{/T

By (LI3), the Hessians of NF{/T, and NF}4" . denoted by H*™ and H" 4" respec-
tively, have spectral norm of order one as N — oo. Moreover, on the subspace of magneti-
sations satisfying gea(m) = ¢ (to which the iterative solution m*) asymptotically belongs
if the AT-condition (I.9) is satisfied), these Hessians differ by a rank-one projector of non-
null eigenvalue ¢/32. It is known that the extreme eigenvalues of certain Hermitian random
matrices, such as Wigner matrices, can be strongly influenced by rank-one deformations,
i.e., they can be detached from the spectrum for sufficiently large deformations (see, e.g.,
the survey paper [[17]). Since in the present case the deformation is proportional to 3,
this effect is expected to be present at sufficiently low temperatures. The case of spectral
measures is completely different. As a direct consequence of the so-called rank inequali-
ties (see [6], Appendix A.6, and again [[17]]), the limiting behaviour of the spectral measure
of a Hermitian random (or non-random) matrix is not modified by a finite-rank deforma-
tion. Accordingly, H"T and H*4" have the same limiting spectral measure, and will thus
give the same condition (L14)) in the limit N — oo.

The proof of Theorem [[.4] described in Section [L.3]is also a stability analysis. It differs
from the approaches of [16] and in that the functional F{/%}, is not examined in a
single m, but globally over the whole hypercube. Indeed, as in the Laplace method for
approximating integrals, we need to establish that the solution m*) of the iterative scheme
(1.22)-(1.23) is (a good ansatz for) the global maximum of F{/% ;. To do this, it is not
enough to know the nature of the Hessian T at just this point. This global control is
achieved at the expense of the precision of the constants in (LI8)), i.e., in (L38). We also
note that our analysis, via Theorem 1.6, centers on the largest eigenvalue of H**', not on
the spectral measure as in [16], [42].

The remainder of this paper is organised as follows. Section 2l introduces a key duality
formula. Section [3] summarises the needed results on Bolthausen’s iterative scheme and
shows how they can be turned into P-almost sure results. Section [ contains the proof
of Theorem [[.3] and Section [3 the proof of Theorem Theorem [[.7lis a reformulation
of Theorem which is stated and proved in Section [6l This section also contains the
proofs of Theorems [[.4] [I.§] and Proposition Finally, in Section [7, the Hubbard-
Stratonovitch transformation is used to prove Theorem and the proofs of Theorems
and[[.9 are given.

In the rest of the paper, h > 0, 5 > 0 and ¢ = ¢(/3, h) is the unique solution of (L6)).

2. PREPARATORY TOOLS: DUALITY

The proof of Theorem[L.2] hinges on a duality formula for non-convex functions known
as the Clarke duality formula. The general formulation we use is that of [28]] (see Section
4). This duality was first used in the context of spin glasses in the study of generalised
Hopfield models to prove a so-called transfer principle [13]].

2.1. Duality. Let Ay = (A;;)1<ij<n be the symmetric matrix with entries

gy
where 0, ; is the Kronecker delta. It follows from know results (see, e.g., Theorem 1.2 of
[50]) that there exists a subset 2y C Q with P (€)y) = 1 such that for all w € Qg there

exists No(w) < oo such that for all N > Ny(w), Ay is non-singular. It is henceforth
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assumed that N > Ny(w): all results have to be understood in this sense. Set [*(x) =
log cosh(x) + log?2, © € R, and for h = (h;);<;<n a given vector in RY, define the
functions Uy 55, : RY — RU {oo} and Py 1, : RY — R by

Uy n(z) = g(x, Anz) + (h,z) — Z I(z;),

N (2.2)

B )
Py pn(r) = —5(377 Anx) + Z I" (B(Anx)i + hi) -
i=1
Proposition 2.1 (Duality formula). z is a critical point of VU gw(z) if and only if x is a
critical point of ® iy s (). These critical points are the solutions of the system of equations
x; = tanh (h; + B(Ayx);), 1<i<N, (2.3)
and at each critical point

\I’N,@h(l’) = (I)Nﬁ,h(x). (24)
By 2.2), the function F4; and i}, defined in (L12) and (LI3) can be written as

2

Fign(z) = % {\I/N,ﬁ,hl(l‘) + 64 (1- qz)} , (2.5)
2N

FRn(a) = % {‘I’Nﬂ,m(ﬂf) 42 -+ - qEA(x))Q}} . Q6

Corollary 2.2 (Duality formula for the free energy functional). Taking h = h1 in (Z.2) we
have, for all solutions x of the TAP equations (L_I0) such that qga(x) = q,

1 2N
Fah(@) = Fifh ,(x) = — {%,B,hl(x) 45 [1—¢7] } . 2.7)

N 4

Proof of Proposition[21] This is a direct application of Theorem 2 in Section 4, Chapter
IT of [28]] (hereafter referred to as Theorem 2 of [28]]), whose notation and terminology
we use. First note that Ay being P-almost surely non-singular, KerAy = {0} P-almost
surely, where O is the vector whose coordinates are all 0. Next note that the functions

In(z) = S0, L), Tile) = 0, I (a) (2.8)

form a pair of Legendre-Fenchel conjugates, and that both of them are proper, lower semi-
continuous convex functions, so they are differentiable in the interior of their domains,
int(dom Z;) and int(dom Zy) (the domain of a function f : RY — R U {oco} is the set
dom f = {z € RV | f(z) < oo}, with obvious modification under the global change of
sign f — —f.) Clearly, condition (14) of Theorem 2 of [2§]] is satisfied. We can now
conclude: the first claim of Proposition 2.1l follows from the first two claims of Theorem
2 of [28] combined, 2.4) is (15) therein, and differentiation of any of the dual functions

2.2) yields 2.3). O

Proof of Corollary22l Take h = h1 in Proposition 2.1l For this choice, the system of
equations ([2.3) reduces to the specialised TAP equations (L2I). The second equality
in 2.7) then follows from 2.3) and 2.4). The first identity follows from (2.6) and the
assumption that g (z) = q. O
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Remark (on maxima of the dual functions). As an immediate consequence of Legendre-
Fenchel conjugacy, Uy sn(7) < @y gn(r) for all z € RY. When Ay is strictly positive
definite, @y 3 1, is bounded from above and the set of critical points of Wy 5, and of Py 51,
that are local maxima are in one-to-one correspondence. (This is the case, for example,
with the Curie-Weiss model.) In the case where Ay is not positive definite which interests
us here, this is not true. The function ® 3 1, is unbounded. It has no maxima, only saddles,
and the local maxima of Wy s}, are saddles of the function @ g 1.

2.2. Dealing with approximate solutions of the TAP equations. The duality formula
for the free energy of Corollary is of little practical use if we only know approximate
solutions of the TAP equations. To deal with such a situation, let us first observe that
equality in (2.4) can be achieved at any given Z € R" by using a modified magnetic field.
Specifically, for 7 € R" let h € R" be defined by

h=h— VUysn@). (2.9)
Here V is the gradient operator, that is to say, for f : RY — R, Vf : RY — R¥ is the
vector of coordinates V f(z) = (a%lf(x), e Ba?N (x)).

Lemma 2.3. Uy 5 (7) = @y 55(2).

Proof of Proposition[Z.1] Ttis easy to check from the definition (2.2) that the choice of h in
(2.9) guarantees that the function W y ; 1, () has a critical point at 7, i.e., V¥ 5 5(Z) = 0.
The lemma then follows from an application of Proposition 2.1l U

The next two results play the role of the duality formulas of Proposition 2.1l and Corol-
lary 2.2 respectively, when only approximate solutions of the TAP equations are known.

Proposition 2.4. For all & € R™ such that y/ 1Z|2 < & for some constant r < o,
1 _ _ I+k _
~§ | Ynan(Z) = rpn(T)| < Nici VYN sn(@)],- (2.10)

Thus clearly, if 7 is an approximate solution of the system of equations (2.3)) in the
sense that - IVUx sn(7)]|2 — 0as N — oo, then, normalised by 1/N, (2.4) holds at &
asymptotically, as N — oo. As an immediate corollary we have :

Corollary 2.5. Tauke h = h1 in (2.2). Then, under the assumptions and with the notations
of Proposition

'{%q)N,B,hl(f) + % (1- ‘JQ)} - Fz@%ﬁz(f)’

2
= 1\;%{ VYN snu()|, + S (¢ — qua())*.

4
The same result holds substituting F}; . for F{ 4%, and suppressing the term %2 (¢ — qea (%))
on the right-and side of (2.L1).

2.11)

Proof of Proposition Using Lemma[2.3] we have

(Unsn(Z) = Prgn(@)] < [Unsn(E) — Uy sa(@)| + |Prsn(@) — Py ga(@)]. (2.12)
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Consider the first term in the right-hand side of (2.12)). By 2.2) and (2.9), for all z € RY

Py s0(@) = Pngn(@)| = |(h—h,z)|
= [(VUnn(T),2)|

< NE IV @B @13)
To bound the second term we write, recalling 2.8)),
|Px.5(%) — P pn(T)| = |y (BANT + h) — I} (BANT + h)| . (2.14)

Then, by the mean value theorem
In(BANT + h) — IN(BANT + h)|
< max |[VZy (BANZ +h+ (1= A)(h—h))|, [[h =k

0<A<1

0<A<1

v 1/2
- ooy {10 Guna s nr - -

< Ny Il @.15)

where we used (2.9) and the bound |(7*)'(z)| < 1Vz € R in the last line. Taking z =
in (2.13) and inserting the resulting bound and (2.13)) in (2.12)) establishes (2.1Q) for all =

such that |/ + ||z||5 < C for some constant 0 < C' < cc. O
Proof of Corollary2.3 By Proposition 2.4 and (2.6))
1 PN , _
oo + B 1=+ - @)} - )
(2.16)
1 +K
IV 5n(2)]]
\/— B, 2"

Clearly, (2.16) implies (2.11) while using (LT3) in 216 yields the claim for F/},. O

3. ITERATIVE SOLUTIONS OF THE SPECIALISED TAP EQUATIONS

This section recalls the results of [9], [10], which are central to this paper. We mostly
use the notation of [L0]]. In particular, inner products and norms are rescaled: given two
vectors z,y € RY, we write

i(:c, y) and (3.1)

(@) =+

1
lll2.n = \/—NHJSHz-

3.1. Convergence of the iterative scheme. The main result of [9] is the following con-
vergence theorem.

Theorem 3.1 (Theorem 2.1 of [9]). Assume that h > 0. If § > 0 is below the AT-line,

ie. if
1
? I < (3.2)
cosh™(8/qZ + h)
then ,
lim limsupE Hm O] - (3.3)
k' 00 No—yoq 2,N
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If inequality in (3.2) is strict then there exists 0 < \(3,h) < 1 and C > 0 such that, for
all k,

(D) —m®|” = CNF(B, h). (3.4)

limsup E Hm

I
N—o00 ’

3.2. Approximate solution of the iterative scheme. The proof of Theorem B.1] relies
on the construction of an explicit representation of a sequence of approximate solutions,
m*), k > 1, of the iterative scheme (L22)-(1.23). To express m*¥), a number of notations
and definitions have to be introduced. We stick as much as possible to those of [10],
which gives a technically simplified approach to the proofs of [9], based on the symmetric
representation (L2). Denoting by ¢ and ¢', respectively, the (non-symmetric) N x N
matrix with entries g; ; and its transpose, we write for simplicity

INJVN=g=(9+4¢")/V2. (3.5)
We now construct several sequences:

(i) of real numbers {vx}xr>1 and {0k }r>1,
(ii) of random N x N matrices, g**) and p*), k > 1, and
(iii) of random vectors, o), £®) ) and ¢*) in RV,

Below, 7, Z', 7, etc. are standard Gaussian random variables, always assumed indepen-
dent when appearing in the same formula. We denote their joint expectation by £. Define

= Etanh(h + 5Z), 01 =+/qn (3.6)
and recursively,

k—1
Ok — Z] 1 7]2‘

or = Y(ok-1), W= (3.7
k—1 2
q— E] 1 f}/]
where, setting Th(x) = tanh(h + ), the function ¢ : [0, g] — [0, ¢] is defined by
Y(t) = ETh(VtZ +q—tZ\Th(VtZ + /g —tZ"). (3.8)

We now define recursions for ¢*) and ¢*), as well as for the closely related vectors h*)
and m®®), For k = 1,

gV =g mM=/q1 (3.9)
where 1 is as in (I.22). Assume that ¢(* gb(s and m®) are defined for s < k and set
(s) 1 p(s)

() — o) p(®) © and ¢ = &1 _ 5 3.10
£9) = gWel) pt o), ¢ 7 =) (3.10)

Next write F%_l = Ef 117]2, set h(-l) = tanh’l(\/a) forall1 <7< Nandfork > 1 set
Y = h+62% Y Bya-Ti¢Y, 1<i< N, (3.11)
A% = tanh (Bg’””) , 1<i<N. (3.12)

Finally, defining the vectors ¢(*) as
kD) 2:lsc:1<m(k+1)7 ) ()

¢(k+1) _
Hm(kJrl) _ Z§:1<m(k+1)’ $(5)) ()

(3.13)
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the matrix ¢(*) is defined recursively through

g(k+1) — g(k) _ p(k) (3.14)
where
p®) =B @ ¢p®) L k) @ k) _ (pF) k) (¢(k) ® qg(k)) ’ (3.15)
and where, given two vectors 7,y € R, x ® y the N x N denotes the matrix with entries
TiYj
(e @y)ij = 7 (3.16)

All of the above objects are well defined and their properties are well understood. We
refer the reader to [[10]] for more details.

We now specify in which sense the vector m*) of coordinates mgk) defined in (3.12)
is an approximation of the vector m®*) of coordinates mgk), 1 < ¢ < N. For this we use
additional notations.

We write Xy ~ Yy if Xy and Yy are two random variables, possibly depending on
extra parameters (such as (3, h, k), if there exists a constant C' > 0, possibly depending on
these parameters, but not on N, such that

P(| Xy —Yy|>t) < CetNC (3.17)

If XV = (X)) _,and YN = (V}V) _ are two sequences of random vectors in RY we

3 (2

write XV ~ YV if N
ST v =0 (3.18)
i=1

Let A1) be the vector in RY defined through
A*HD — b 4 Bgm™ — B%(1 — ¢)m*E—Y (3.19)
and denote by 7**1) the vector of coordinates 1{* ™, 1 < i < N (see GII)).

Lemma 3.2. Forall 5 > 0and all k € N

R p k1) (3.20)

m* ~m®, (3.21)

Proof of Lemma[3.2] These results are proved in [9] by explicitly constructing the iterates
of the scheme (I.23). This construction uses the matrix .Jy/v/N, while that of [10] which
we have adopted, uses the matrix ¢ from the representation (3.3). This leads to slightly
different objects. In order to prove the lemma, the iterative method of [9]] must therefore
be adapted to the present setting. We will not give the simple but lengthy details of this
adaptation. Let us only point out that in [9]], the analogue of the sequence m*) is given
by the right-hand side of (1.4). It is formulated more precisely as /m(*), defined above
(5.2) (see also m*) above (5.10)). Then (3.21)) is obtained by combining Remark 5.2
and Remark 5.4 of [9], and one checks that this statement is in substance deduced from
(20). By repeating the iteration of [9]] using ¢ instead of .Jy//N, one arrives at an
expression similar to (1.4) in [9]. The gain is that one now has a structurally simple
expression for the matrix ¢(¥), from which the term 5 ; gi(,kj_l)mg.k_l) in the right-hand
side of (1.4) in [9] can easily be shown to be Gaussian, conditional on the sigma algebra
Gro = {€), (¥ | s <k — 2}. Its variance can be calculated. For finite N it still depends

on G, _» in a complicated way, but by a SLLN it is proved to be non-random in the limit

N — oo and given by /¢ — T2 . O
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This section concludes with two important structural results from [9] and [10].

Lemma 3.3 (Lemma 2 of [10]).

a) {ox} is an increasing sequence. limy_,.. o = q if and only if (3.2) is satisfied. If
inequality in (3.2) is strict, this convergence is exponentially fast.

b)T2 | = Zf;ll Y; < ok < q holds for all k and > v; = q holds if and only if (3.2) is
satisfied.

The following result is stated for 7m(*) as Proposition 6 of [10], and for m®*) as Proposi-
tion 2.5 of [9]. (In [9], »*) is defined as in (3.13) substituting m*) for m*). The sequences
«; and p; are defined in the same way in both papers.)

Proposition 3.4 (Proposition 6 of [[10] & Proposition 2.5 of [Ol]). a) For any j < k,

(m®), gy =~ ;. (3.22)
b) Forany k € N
[ =~ a. (3.23)
and for j < k
<m(’“),m(j)> ~ ;. (3.24)

The proposition holds unchanged if m'\®) is substituted for m®.

3.3. Almost sure convergence results. The formulations of Lemma[3.2]and Proposition
[3.4] are particularly well suited to prove convergence results in mean of order p. As the
next lemma shows, they can easily be reformulated as almost sure convergence results.
Note, however, that regardless of the chosen notion of convergence, the limits in N and k
cannot be interchanged, as can be seen from (3.28).

Lemma 3.5. Let X](\l;) and Y]S,k) be two sequences of random variables depending on a

parameter k € N. Assume that X ](\]f) ~ ij,k) in the sense of (3.17), namely, with a constant
C = C(k) > 0 depending a priori on k but not on N. Then, there exists a subset Q)" C )
with P (%) = 1, that does not depend on k and such that on ), the following holds: for
allk > 1

lim ’X](\’f) - Y]f,k)’ — 0, (3.25)
N—o00
and
lim lim [X® — ng’“)‘ ~0. (3.26)

k—o00 N—o00
The limits in (3.26)) are iterated, as opposed to joint. If the constant C'(k) depends on other
parameters (e.g., 3, h), then Q* also depends on these parameters. The lemmal3.3holds in

) that depend on finitely many parameters
ki <+ <kpinN, withC = C(ky,...,ky) > 0.

Proof of Lemma[3.3 Given ¢ > 0, define the collections of sets
Ol (c) = {w cq . ’X](\]f)(w) - Y}V’“)(w)) < g}, YN > 1,k > 1,
Q(k)(g) = UN*21 ﬂNzN*QE\I;) (€), Vk=1, (3.27)
QP = N Q® (o).

Further introduce the quantity

5 n %(k) (log(k«/ [Tog C(k)]) + log N) (3.28)
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and note that by (3.17) (with C' = C(k)),

P((W6)) < 5o (3.29)

Let now k be fixed. Then, d; y is a decreasing function of N that decays to zero as
N 1 oo. Hence, for all € > 0, there exists N (k,¢) such that 6, y < ¢ forall N > N(k,¢)
and, for all N* > N(k,¢),

1 1
(k) e
]P)(UNZN*(QN (5)) ) < Z W < W < 00, (3.30)
N>N*
where we used (3.29). By Borel-Cantelli lemma, for all £ > 0
(k) c\ _ (k) ) _
E><@2 (g))> = lim IP(LLV>N (o ())) ~0. (3.31)
N*>N(k,e)
From this and the monotony of Q2*)(¢) it then follows in a standard way that
IMQ?):P(hm X® () - yﬁ%wﬂzo)zy (3.32)
N—o00
Since the above holds true for any given k > 1,
(mmﬂa@) (Vk>]_Mn X® ) - Y#%ww::0>:]ﬁ (3.33)
which proves (3.23).
In order to prove (3.26) we must take the additional limit & — oo. Set
% = Upez1 Nz % (3.34)
and observe that ﬂkle((]k) C Q. Thus, by 3.33)
(Fh>1 ) <P () < (3.35)
and so,
P(Q) =P (limlim XW()—x@@ﬂzo):L (3.36)
—00 N—oo

This proves (3.26). (Note that alternatively, we could have taken this second & — oo
limit by summing (3.30) over & and using Borel-Cantelli lemma.) It is clear from the

proof that the limits in (3.36)) cannot be interchanged. Taking ()* = (ﬂkleék))ﬂQo =
ﬂkleék) completes the proof of the lemma in the case of sequences that depend on a

single parameter, £ € N. The extension of the proof to the case of sequences depending
on finitely many parameters &y < - - - < k,, is straightforward. 0

Theorem 3.6 (Almost sure version of Theorem 3.1). Under the assumptions of Theorem
5.1} there exists a subset Q*(3,h) C Q with P (Q*(B, h)) = 1 such that on Q*(5, h),

= 0. (3.37)

lim lim sup Hm(k) —m)
2,N

kE'—00 N_oo
Proof of Theorem This is a simple modification of the proof of Theorem[3.1] In view
of Lemma[3.3] it follows from (b) of Proposition[3.4] that there exists a subset 2'(3, h) C
with P (€'(5, h)) = 1 such that on (3, h), forall k > 1

lim [lm®|7 = q. (3.38)

N—o0
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Similarly, there exists a subset 2" (3, h) C Q with P (Q2”(3, h)) = 1 such that on Q" (3, h),
forallk > K >1
lim (m®™ m*)) = gp.. (3.39)

N—o0

Set Q*(B,h) = Q' (5,h) NQ"(B, h) and write

[m® — m®)

o = 1M Ol + [ = 2(m®m®). (340

Using (3.38)) and (3.39) to first take the limit N — oo in (3.40), and using (a) of Lemma
together with (3.26) of Lemma to next take the limits &',k — oo, the theorem
follows. [

We conclude this section by stating the almost sure versions of three technical lem-
mata from [10] needed in Section 4 Making use of Lemma [3.3] their proofs are mutatis
mutandis those of their original versions. They are omitted.

Lemma 3.7 (Almost sure version of Lemma 13 of [10]). Under the assumptions of Lemma
13 of 10, there exists a subset Q* (3, h) C QwithP (Q*(5,h)) = 1 such that on Q*(5, h),

lim lim [|g®m®|  =o. (3.41)

k—o00 N—o0

Lemma 3.8 (Almost sure version of Lemma 16 of [10]). There exists a subset Q0*(/3,h) C
Qwith P (Q2*(B, h)) = 1 such that on Q*(5, h), the following holds: for all n > 2
limy o (M, (D) = B(1 - q)y /g — Y1222, (3.42)
andfor1 <m <n—2
; 7 (n) ~(m)\ _ _
dim (™), (™) = By (1 = q). (3.43)
Lemma 3.9 (Almost sure version of Lemma 14 of [10]). Under the assumptions of Lemma

14 of [10I, there exists a subset Q* (3, h) C QwithP (Q*(5,h)) = 1 such that on Q*(3, h),
forall k > 2

lim — S (ﬁg’“) = Ef(h+ B/32). (3.44)

N—)ooN,

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.3]

4.1. Proof of Theorem Theorem [L3]is an immediate consequence of the following
two lemmata. Let m®), k > 1, be defined through the iterative scheme ([.22)-(L.23).
Lemma 4.1. Forall (3, h), h > 0, satisfying the AT-condition,
1 2
lim lim HN@N’B’M (m(k)) + ﬁ— (1 — q2)} — Fﬁgh (m(k))‘ =0 P—as 4.1)

k—o00 N—o0 4

The same result holds with F]F‘\C%ﬁl substituted for I ]I\? g he

Lemma 4.2. Forall (5,h), h > 0, satisfying the AT-condition,
1 (2
: ; il (k) 12\ = _
klggo ngnoo { N@N,ﬁ,hl (m™) + 1 (1—g¢ )} SK(B,h) P—a.s. 4.2)
Before proving these two lemmata, we state a well known bound on the spectral radius
r(Jn/V/N) of Jy/v/N (defined above (3.4)), which will be needed repeatedly.

Theorem 4.3 (Geman [29]). P-almost surely, A}im T(J—\/%) =2
—00



EMERGENCE OF NEAR-TAP FREE ENERGY FUNCTIONAL 18
We are now ready to prove Lemmal4.1l In the sequel, the notation (3.1)) is used without
reminder.

Proof of Lemma@.1) We first prove the lemma for F ;. For this we use Corollary
with = m*). By definition of m™), ggs (m*)) < 1. Hence (ZI) holds with x = 1 and

'{%q)z\w,m ( (k ) =+ % (1 —q )} Ff&%’i (m(k))

< 2\/||V\I’Nﬁ,h1 (m(k))H;,N + g (q — QEA (m(k)))2 .

It remains to prove that in the AT-region, passing first to the limit N — oo and then
k — oo, both terms on the right-hand side of (.1)) vanish P-almost surely.
Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem [3.6] (see (3.38))),

4.3)

lim lim % (q — QA (m(k)))2 =0 P-—as. 4.4)

k—o00 N—o0

Let us now establish that in the AT-region,

im i N — _
lim lim (/[ (m®)]2 =0 P—as. (4.5)
By 2.2),
B
7 Unan(e) = B(Aya)i+h—I'(2) =0, 1<i<N, 4.6)
T

where I'(z) = (I*(x))~' = tanh™'(z). Thus
N 2

> 18 (Axm®), + h — tanh ™! (m") | .7)

i=1

[V ()| = =
Now, since m*) obeys (I.23) we have, using 2.1),

tanh_l( ) =h+p ( m*= 1))i — 31— q)mgk_Z) 1<i<N. (4.8)
Inserting (.8)) in @.7) yields

(VO350 (m®)]

_ %i [5 (\/_JN (m(k) _ m(k—l))) _ 52(1 —q) (m(k) _ m(k—2))i]2

(2

< 2r%() m® = mO D2, 2821 — ) m® —mO22 @)

where we used the Courant-Fisher minimax principle in the last line. Eq. @.3]) now readily
follows from Theorem [4.3] Theorem 3.6 and the continuity of x — /2 on R™.

Taking the limits of both sides of (.3, it follows from (4.4)) and {@.3)) that (.1)) holds
with F{T | replaced by F7;. That @) holds for the function F{/7 , itself follows from
(4.3) by virtue of the last claim of Corollary 2.3l LemmaM.1lis proven. O

Proof of Lemma Consider the first term in the left-hand side of (4.2]). By (2.2),
s
o

1

— Oy s (m(k)) - _

1 .
¥ (k),ANm(’“))JrNZI (B (Axym®™) +h). (4.10)
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In view of (L.7) and (4.10Q), Lemma [4.2] will be proven if we can establish the following
two claims hold P-almost surely:

2
lim lim b (m(k),ANm(k)) = ﬁ—q(l -q), (4.11)

k—o0 N—o00 2
kh_)rrolo A}gr(lx) — Z I* ANm(k))i + h) = log2 + Elogcosh(8y/qZ + h). (4.12)

We first prove @:U]) Recall the definition of the symmetrized matrix g from (3.3).
Using the notations (3.1)) and the definition (2.1), we have

_ 2
(m®, Aym®) = (m® gm®) — (1 - q) }}m(k)”27N. (4.13)
Proceeding as in the proof of (4.4),
im 1 _ Ol - _ _
khﬁrrolo ]\}gnooﬁ(l q) Hm HQ’N Bq(l —q) P—as. (4.14)
To deal with the first term on the right-hand side of (.13)), we decompose this term into
(m®, gm®y = T + T\ + T\ + Ty (4.15)
where
73 = (m® ,g (m® —m®™)) (4.16)
T\ =2 <m —m®, gm®) | (4.17)
T = (m®, g0m®), (4.18)
T, = (m® (5 — g®)m® 4.19
N4 (g —g®)m (4.19)

where W is the symmetrized matrix defined in (3.10). By Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality,
the bound ||m*) H; v < 1 and the Courant-Fisher minimax principle we have

1] < @)~ P 420)
8] < 2 = O o < 20%) = @20
8] < o 5P < @)

On the one hand, by (3.41)) of Lemma[3.7 limy_, . limy_,oo T z(v 3 = 0 P-a.s.. On the other
hand, by (3.21) of Lemma[3.2land Lemma[3.3

lim lim Hm (k)H;N =0 P-a.s., (4.23)

k—o00 N—o0

and by this and Theoremlﬂ, limy, oo im oo T](f) 0P-as. fori =1,2.

It remains to deal with T By (3.14) and @B.13)

k—1

T =% <m<k>,Wm<k>> (4.24)
=1
k—1

= > {2m®,¢0) (¥, 60) — (40, ¢0) (m®, 60) . @25)

=1
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We treat the two terms in the brackets separately, starting with the first. For k£ > 2, set

_ —_ T2 i -
a(k,l)E{ﬁ(l Q)\/q Iy, ifl=k—1, (4.26)

B(1—q)y if1<i<k-2.

By Lemma [3.8] there exists a subset Q(5,h) C Q with P(2;(8,h)) = 1 such that on
01(B,h), forall1 <1< k—1landk > 2
i 7,F) Oy — FD
A}l_lgo <m ,C > a™", (4.27)

whereas by (3.22) of Proposition 3.4l and Lemma [3.3] there exists a subset Q5(3, h) C
with P (Q2(8, h)) = 1 such that on Q5(5, h), forall 1 <[ <k —1land k > 2

im (m® 40y —
dim (™, 1) = . (4.28)
Thus, on Q4 (8, h) NQ(B,h),forall 1 <! <k—1land k> 2
lim (m®, (D) (m®), ¢y = 0%, (4.29)

N—oo

We now turn to the second term in the brackets in (@.23)). Note that H(b(l) H; y = land

Hm(’“)HEN < 1 so that ]<m(’“),¢(l>>] < 1, while by Lemma 11 of [10] <¢(1),C(1)> is
Gaussian with mean zero and variance 1/N. From this it follows that there exists a subset
Q3(8,h) C Q with P(Q3(8,h)) = 1 such that on Q3(8,h), forall 1 <[ < k — 1 and
k>2

Jim. (61, ¢cOY (m®), g0)* = 0. (4.30)

Plugging (4.29) and (&.30) in (4.23) we obtain that on N?_;Q;(3, h), forall 1 <[ <k —1
and & > 2

k-1
. k
Jim Ty =2 ; ma®? = 26(1 = )y fa —Th, +2801 —gTF 5. (43D)

where I'?_, is defined below (3.10). Using (b) of Lemma[3.3and reasoning as in the proof
of (3.26) to pass to the limit & — oo, we get that on N?_,Q;(5, h)

lim lim Ty} = 28q(1 — q). (4.32)

k—o00 N—oo

Inserting the above results in (Z.13)), we obtain that
lim lim <m(k), gm(k)> =26q(1—q) P—as. (4.33)

k—o00 N—o0

Finally, @.11) follows from @.33), (4.14) and 4.13).
It remains to prove (.12)). From the definition of I*, 2.I) and (3.19), we have

N N
1 1
N ;:1 I (6 (ANm(k))i + h) =log2 + ¥ ;:1 log cosh(hgkﬂ)). (4.34)
Recalling the definition of BEHI) from (3.11)), we decompose the last term in (@.34) into

N
1 _ _
~ 2 log cosh (W) =T, + T, + Elog cosh(8y/gZ + h) (4.35)

i=1
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where
70 _ 1 3 log cosh (A1) — log cosh (A*+! 436
Nvl_NZ[OgCOS(i )—ogcos(i ) ; (4.36)
i=1
k N ,
TEV)Q =¥ Z log cosh(hz(kﬂ)) — Elogcosh(8/qZ + h). (4.37)

i=1
Now, by Lemma[3.9] there exists a subset Q4(3, h) C Q with P (Q4(5, h)) = 1 such that
on (5, h), forall k > 1

(k)

lim Ty =0. (4.38)
N—o0 ’
Turning to TE\%, observe that
— k —
Th] < &30, [pF — ). (4.39)

It then follows from (#.39), (3.20) of Lemma[3.2] and the definition (3.18) that
T < £ 38 [p — B+ ~ g, (4.40)

and so, by Lemma[3.5] there exists a subset (25(3, h) C Q with P (Q5(5, h)) = 1 such that
on Q5(5, h), forall k > 1

lim Ty, = 0. (4.41)

N—oo

Inserting (4.38)), and (@.41)) in (4.33) and again reasoning as in the proof of (3.26) to pass
to the limit & — oo, the claim of (@.12) follows. The proof of Lemmal4.2]is done. O

The proof of Theorem [L3]is complete.

5. ANALYSIS OF THE HESSIAN OF Wy g1,

5.1. Main results and strategy. Let H(m) = Hy g n(m) denote the Hessian matrix of
U gn at m. Given y/3/4 < p < 1, consider the set

By (0) ={m e [-1,1]" : gea(m) > 0 — o(1 — 0)e} . (5.1)

The main result of this section establishes that Hy(m) is strictly negative definite on
B (o) for all (3, h) in DY) N DY), where D) and DY are defined in (I28) and (L30),
respectively.

Theorem 5.1.
(i) Let \/3/4 < o be given. Forall (,h) in DY

P U ﬂ sup  Sup  Apar(Hn(m)) <0 | =1, (5.2)
No N>No €€[0,1] meBg, (o)
(ii) For all (3, h) in DY

P <U N { SUD Az (Hy(m)) <0}> =1. (5.3)

No N>No me[—1,1]V
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The proofs of the two items of Theorem [5.1] follow very different strategies. Item (ii)
is based on elementary arguments and is proved at the very end of the section, while the
proof of item (i) occupies most of it.

First, we set up the necessary matrix notation. Let My be an N x N real symmetric
matrix. We write My < 0 (resp., M > 0) when My is strictly negative (resp., positive)
definite. The notation My = diag(p, ..., py) indicates that My is diagonal with diag-
onal entries M;; = p;. We denote by A, (My) and A, (M) the largest and smallest
eigenvalues of My, and by r(My) its spectral radius, i.e. the largest absolute value of its
eigenvalues. The operator norm of My is denoted by || M || and defined by

Myl = sup ||Myxl,. (5.4)

z:||z||2=1

Finally, we recall that eigenvalues, spectral radius and operator norm are related through

SUD,. g,=1 | (2, Myz)| = r(My) = /r(Mg) = || My]| (5.5)

The central idea behind the proof of item (i) of Theorem [5.T]is to replace the condition

on the negative definiteness of the Hessian matrix H(m), which, as we will see, is of

additive form, by a condition on the spectrum of a matrix, which takes the form of a

product and is easier to study. To this end, we go back to the function Wy gy, and, taking
second partial derivatives, we get

Hy(m) = ﬁj—% — By (m) (5.6)

where By (m) = diag(b;(m),...,by(m)) and
bi(m) = B*(1 —q) + 7

Since b;(m) > 0 foreach 1 < i < N, By(m) is strictly positive definite and has rank N.
Denoting by B}\,/Q(m) its strictly unique positive definite square root and by B;,l/ *(m) its
inverse, (5.6) may be written as

Hy(m) = By*(m) (BCy(m) — Iv) By (m) (5.8)

where Iy is the identity matrix in R and

1 <¢<N. 5.7
1—m

- IN -

Cn(m) = ByY Q(m)\/—%BNl/ 2(m). (5.9)
By definition, H (m) is strictly negative definite if (z, Hy(m)z) < 0 for all non-zero
x € RY, and this is true if and only if all eigenvalues of H (m) are strictly negative.
Since rank B}V/Q(m) = rank By(m) = N, it follows from (5.8) that H(m) < 0 if and
only if SCy(m) — I < 0. Thus, a necessary and sufficient condition for H(m) to be

strictly negative definite is
BAmaz(Cn(m)) < 1. (5.10)

Theorem [5.1] will then be deduced from the following proposition. Let Sy (o) denote the
spherical shell

Sne(0) = {m € [=1,1]" : |gea(m) — o < o(1 — 0)e} C By (o). (5.11)
For 0 < ¢ < ¢, recalling the definition of (o) from (L.29), set
fi(e) = V(o) (5.12)

fo(B,q) =28 (B(1—q) +1). (5.13)



EMERGENCE OF NEAR-TAP FREE ENERGY FUNCTIONAL 23

Proposition 5.2.
(i) For all (5,h), h >0, all o > \/3/4 and all N large enough
P ( SUD  SUP  Apmaa(C(m)) > fi(0) + 16 %) < 6e VN, (5.14)
e€[0,1] meSn,c(0)
(ii) For all (B, h), h > 0, and all N large enough
P ( SUp  Apmax(Hn(m)) > f2(8,q) + BN1/4> < 267\/N/4- (5.15)
me[—1,1]V

Again, the bulk of the proof of Proposition[3.2]is devoted to proving assertion (i), which
will itself be deduced from an analogous statement for the operator norm ||Cy(m)||. From
(3.6) and (3.9) we see, by comparing the condition H y(m) < 0 and (3.10), that we have
turned a condition on the spectrum of a deterministic full-rank perturbation of a standard
Gaussian Wigner random matrix, Jy/ VN , into a condition on the spectrum of the sole
Wigner-type Gaussian random matrix Cy whose entries, C;;(m), are also independent
centred Gaussians, but now have non-identical variances. More specifically, setting

ai(m) =b;'(m), 1<i<N, (5.16)

we have

While there are few tools available to deal with non-finite rank perturbations of Wigner
random matrices (see [18]], [19]]), the question of finding bounds on the norm or largest
eigenvalue of non-homogeneous Wigner-type random matrices such as Cy(m) has re-
cently witnessed significant developments [7], [37]]. The proof of Proposition[5.2is based
on results of [[7]] which, for the convenience of the reader, we state below in a version
specialised to the matrices (3.17).

Theorem 5.3 (Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 3.9 of [7]). Given m € [—1,1]" set
o(m) = max vaj(m), o,(m) = max |v;;(m)]. (5.18)
) r ]
Then, forany 0 < e <1/2

6
E[Cy(m)] < (1+¢) {2a<m> o) og N} . (5.19)

In addition, forany 0 < e < 1/2andt >0
P (I|Cx(m)ll = El[Cy(m) | + tv/Nou(m) ) < eV, (5.20)

The bound (5.19) is expected to be best when the coefficients v;;(m) are not too inho-
mogeneous (see Lemma 3.14 and its corollary in Section 3.5 of [7]). However, since we
want to bound the supremum of ||Cy (m)|| over Sy (o), we also have to deal with matrices
with highly inhomogeneous coefficients. To explain the difficulty we face, let us first state
a useful lemma. Set

of = 0+ o(1 - o), (5.21)
and fory € [0, 1]

coly) = (B1—q)+1/y) . (5.22)
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Lemma 5.4.
(1—05)eo(1) < sup Zaj ) < coll— o) (5.23)
W’LGSNE
co(l—p) < sup maxal-(m) <¢o(1) < 1. (5.24)

meSn,(e) *

If we were to apply Theorem [5.3]to bound sup,,cs, (o) [|Cn(m)], we would have to
replace o(m) and a*(m) by their supremum, which, according to Lemmal[3.4] gives

SUD,nesy . (o) \/co 07), SUD sy« (o) o.(m) < co(1)/vV/N. (5.25)

Thus, the deviation term that comes from Gaussian concentration in (3.20) would out-
weigh the mean value of the operator norm. Since ¢ must be chosen large enough to
control the supremum over Sy (), we see that this approach cannot provide a useful
bound on the operator norm. Instead of applying Theorem [5.3]directly to Cy(m), we will
introduce upper and lower thresholds on a;(m) and decompose the matrix into a sum of
three terms, Oy (m) = Cy(m) + C%(m) + Cn(m), depending on the size of these coef-
ficients. Theorem [3.3]is then be applied to a matrix C,(m) with “tamed coefficient”, that
are neither too large nor too small compared to the average + > jai(m).

5.2. Decomposition of the matrix Cy(m). Given 0 < 0, < 6 < 1 to be chosen later,
define the sets

AEA(m,e):{1§¢§N)1—m§>e}, (5.26)
A=A(m,0,)={1<i<N|1-m?>0} (5.27)
Note that A(m,0) C A,(m,0,). Using 6, and A,, we define the modified coefficients
- a;(m) if i € A,, ,
(m) = ! . 1<i<AN. 5.28
ai(m) {M&)ﬁie&, ! (5:28)

Unlike a;(m), @;(m) is bounded from below and its derivative is bounded on [—1, 1]. By

analogy with (.7), (5.16) and (5.9) we set By(m) = diag(bi(m), . ..,by(m)) where
bi(m) = a;'(m),1<i< N, and

JIn
VN

As usual, we denote the entries of Cy (m) by C~'”(m) The set A is then used to define the
matrix C'y (m) with entries

Cn(m) = By (m)—2= By (m). (5.29)

Co(m) = {OCij(m) Z(;;a.ﬂl (i,§) € A x A, 5:30)

If we also set
Cn(m) = Cy(m) — Cn(m), (5.31)
Cx(m) = Cx(m) — Cy(m), (5.32)

we obtain the decomposition

Cn(m) = Cy(m) + Cx(m) + Cn(m). (5.33)
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By the triangle inequality
ICx M)l < ICN ()] + ICR (M) +[|Cr(m)]| - (5.34)

We begin by establishing a priori bounds on the operator norm of €' (m) and C'x(m). To
do so, we use the following notations. Given an N x N matrix My = (M;;),, ;. y and a

subset U of {1,..., N'}, we denote by My the N x N matrix of entries (My),; = M;; for
all (4, j) € U x U and (My),; = 0 else. In this way,

= =~ ~_ Jn e
C = (C = (B2 —~—=(B7'? , 5.35
n(m) ( (m))A ( (m))A\/N( (m))A ( )
and by the submultiplicativity property of matrix norms
_ - 2
[Exem)] < || (B20m)),| (5.36)
where we used that by (3.28), the inclusion A(m, §) C A,(m, 6, ) and (5.24),
H( ~12(m )AH2 < Sup;ep @i(m) = sup;ep ai(m) < co(1). (5.37)
Turning to C' 5 (m), we set
An(m) = By'?(m) — ByY?(m) (5.38)

= diag ((Vai(m) = Vai(m)),1 <i < N) = (Am)hrs  (539)
where the last equality follows from (3.28). Thus, by (3.31), (3.9) and (5.29)

C(m) = (A(m))as j%é;v”%m) n é;ﬂm)%m(m)mg

(D)) a2 (A(m))ac.

By the triangle identity and the submultiplicativity property, bounding the matrix C'y (m)
reduces to bounding each of the matrices that appear on the right-hand side of (3.4Q). Pro-

ceeding as in (3.37)) to bound HE;,U ?(m)||, and observing that since /a;(m) < +/a;(m)

forall : € A¢,
[ (A(m))ag o[V ai(m) — /ai(m)| < /co(6,), (5.41)
I

1€ (m)]| < 3v/eo(D)eo(6s) || =

Inserting (5.36) and (5.42) in (5.34) and taking the supremum over m € Sy (o), obtain

(5.40)

we get

(5.42)

sup  [|[Cy(m)]|
meESN, (o)
(5.43)
< swp o sup 3 (m Dco0
meSn (o) mESNe ()

Proposition 5.2] then follows directly from the next three propositions, which give tail
probability bounds for each operator norm in (5.43). For 0 < x < 1, define the function

J(x) = —{zlogz + (1 —x)log(l — )} (5.44)

and set B
L =sup,csy.(o) |[A(m, 0)]. (5.45)
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Note that if L = 0 then the first term in the right-hand side of (5.43) drops out.

Proposition 5.5. Set v = L/N if 1 < L < N/2and x = 1/2 if N/2 < L < N. Then, for
all N and all X > 0
I

P( sup > 21 +2¢/T () + A | <27V (5.46)
meSw.e() || VN

Proposition 5.6. Forall N and all A\ > 0

P < sup In = a > 4+ 2¢/log2 + A) < 4o NN/, (5.47)
meSn, (o) \/N
Recall the notation (5.22)) and for the sake of brevity set
0oz = 0% [o(1— 0)e+ . (5.48)
Proposition 5.7. Forall0 < <1,e>0,0<0 <60, <1,5,h>0andall N > 80
P ( w 1CS(m)|| > co(l)r(g,e,é,ﬁ,ﬁ*,ﬁ)> < 2e”VN/4 (5.49)
mMESN, (0

where

o<

3/2
00(0*)) 1-6, log N
+ 12 € + 15, ————.
< 0. V&, co(VN
In complement to Theorem [3.3] we state below a classical tail probability bound on the

operator norm of ||.Jy /v/N]|.
Proposition 5.8. Forallt > 0, P(||Jy/VN|| > 2 +t) < 2e~N/4,

+ ~
r(0,€,€,0,0x, 8) = 24/co(1 — 0.z) + co(04) + | 2c0(0) log (27T6967%€>
(5.50)

Proof. This follows from the one-sided concentration bound for \,,..(Jn/ VN ) stated
below (3.5) in [38]] and the fact that by symmetry of the distribution of the spectrum of
JN/\/N, the same bound holds for —)\mm(JN/\/N). O

5.3. Proof of Proposition 5.5 and Proposition 5.6,

Proof of Proposition[5.3 Using (5.45), we break Sy (o) into Sy (0) = Up<i<r.En,0.(0)s
Eneelo) = {m € =111 : lgea(m) — ol < o(1 = )e and |A(m,6)| = ¢}

It is worth making the construction of these sets explicit. Given m € Sy (0), we use 0 to

construct the set A(m, 0) defined in (3.26). To each m corresponds a unique A(m, 6). We

then define €y ¢ (0) as the set of all m € Sy (o) such that A(m, #) has given cardinality,
|A(m,0)| = ¢, L < ¢ < L. Clearly, the sets Ex (o) form a disjoint covering of Sy (o),

and so,
) \/f
P sup || > 4 [ 22 4 )
(mesN’e(Q) VN N
J I (5.51)
A(m,0)
< P sup > =22+ ).
LszegL (mefzv,z,e(m VN N )
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Since H JA(m.0) H only depends on m through the set A(m, ),

SUDpegy o (o) || A0 || < SuPAcqr, nygai=e 1Tl (5.52)

.....

where the last sup is over non ordered sets. Thus, (3.31)) is bounded above by

( ) (fH \f“t)) ) @V)%W (5.53)

L<t<L
where we used Proposition [5.8] in the last line. We now assume that L > 0 is arbitrary.
In that case we extend the summation range in (3.33) to 0 < ¢ < L. Because of the
symmetry of the binomial coefficient with respect to ¢ and N — /, and the fact that it is
strictly increasing for ¢ < N/2, we handle the resulting sum differently if L < N/2 or
L > N/2. In the first case, we use the well known bound >>,_,_; (}) < eNTE/M),
valid for all 0 < ¢ < L with L/N < 1/2. If on the contrary L > N/2, we simply
write > ,7 () < 9N = ¢NI0/2) | Ingerting these bounds in (3.33), (5.46) is obtained
by choosing ¢ in Proposition 5.8 such that 1(L/N)t? = J(z) + A, where v = L/N if
1<L<N/2andz = 1/2else. O

L<¢<L

Proof of Proposition5.6, The proposition follows from the bound || Jy — Ja||/VN <
(I7x]| + ||Jall)/v/N, using Proposition 5.8 to bound ||./x|/v/N and proceeding as in
the proof of Proposition[5.3]to bound ||.J, || /v/N. O

5.4. Proof of Proposition5.7} The first step is to replace the supremum over Sy (g) by
the supremum over a discrete set, N.e.z(0), defined as follows. Given 0 < & < 1, let

N0 {m € (\/7Z all ) tlgea(m) — of < o(1 — 0)e + Qé} . (5.54)

For every m in Sy (o) there exists mg in Ny (o) such that |m; — mg;| < \/0é for all
1 <i < N (this means that Ny . () is a p£-net of Sx (o) for the supremum norm).
The next lemma provides a bound on the size of Ny . z(0).

Lemma 5.9. For large enough N

B -\ N2
WN,e,g(@H§(27re)N/2(1+(1 f))HQE) . (5.55)

3

Proof. Denote by Wy the lattice of side length \/oZ and by B, = {|m|3 < r} the
ball of radius /r centered at zero. Then [Ny :(0)| is bounded above by the number
of points of the lattice Wy that lie in [—1, 1]V N Bon(14(1—-0)e+2)- Let us surround each
point of the lattice Wy by a cube of side length \/pé. Note that the diagonal of this
cube has length ¢ N&. Clearly, | Ny . (0)| is smaller than the number of cubes which have
non empty intersection with [—1 1]N N Bon(1+(1—o)ets)- Thus, if Vy is the volume of

[—(1+ V08), 14 /oY ﬂBQN(l—I—(l 0)e+22)s

-N
Niveeo)l < Vv (VeE) (5.56)
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It remains to estimate Vy. Recalling (3.48)), we have

1+v/08 1+v/0¢
Yy = / dmy- - / AL {a<,, v} (5.57)
~(14v/2d) ~(14v/2d) e
N 1++/0%

< e / dmge ™/ eaz) | < (2mepty,) V. (5.58)

i=1 —(1++v/08)
(This bound is rough but it is hard to substantially improve it.) Inserting (3.38) in (5.36])
proves (3.33). O

The next lemma will enable us to replace the supremum of the operator norm over
Sn () by its supremum over Ny . (o). Set

1-0,
X(B.6) = (eo(6)/8) co(1)y/ = (5.59)
Lemma 5.10.
. . . Iy —J
sup  [|Cx(m)| < sup (| (mo)|| +2v/02x(8.6.) sup || ="
meSN. (o) moEN N, 2(0) meSn.(o) Il VN
(5.60)

Proof of Lemma For simplicity of notation we write Dy » = (Jy—J4)/V/N through
out the proof. Recall that C'y,(m) defined in (3.32)) is an N x N matrix. By (3.3)

sip IC(m)l = sup  sup |(z, Cii(m)a)]. (5.61)

meSn, (o) z:||z||2=1 meSn (o)
Given a point z on the sphere ||z||; = 1 in RY, let m € Sx.(0) be such that
(2, Cxy(m)z)| = sup  |(x, O} (m)x)] (5.62)

me’sN,e (Q)

and pick a point mg € Ny (o) such that sup, ;v [m; — mg;| < v/0é. For1 <1 <N,

set
ui(m) = xin/a;(m) (5.63)
and denote by u(m) the vector u(m) = (ui(m), ..., uy(m)). By (3.29), (3.32) and (5.33)

(2, Cx(m)z) = (u(m), Dy su(m)) (5.64)
= (u(my), Dy au(mg)) + Q1(m, mp) + Q2(m, my) (5.65)
= (x,Cy(mo)x) + Q1(m, mp) + Q2(m, mo) (5.66)
where
Q1(m,mg) = (u(m), Dy,a(u(m) —u(my))),

=
Q2(m,mo) = ((u(m) — u(my)), DN,AU(mQ)) _ (5.67)

We begin by bounding Q2(m, mg). By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

Q2(m,mg) < |Ju(m) — u(mo)Hg\/(u(mo)D?\,’Au(mo)). (5.68)
Consider the first factor in (3.68). Using that ||z|2 = 1, we have

—_

) — a3 < 342 (Va0 - ) (5.69
< s (\/di(m) . \/di(m0)>2. (5.70)
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The reason for the definition (5.28)) of a;(m) now becomes clear. Setting g(m;) = /a;(m),
g(m;) — g(myg,;) = 0 for all i € AS(m,60,) N AS(mo,0,). In all other cases, g(m;) has
bounded derivative on [—1, 1] and it follows from the mean value theorem that

g(mi) — g(moq) < sup  g'(rig)|m; — mog| < v/02/co(1)x(B, 6x) (5.71)

m;€[0,1—04]

for x (8, 0,) as in (3.39). Combined with (3.70), this yields

[u(m) — u(mo)ll2 < v/ 0g/co(1)x(5, 64). (5.72)
It remains to bound the last factor in (3.68)). Introducing the Rayleigh quotient Q(v),
Q(v) = (v,v) " (vDRY) , (5.73)
we have
(u(1mo) Dy au(mo)) = [lu(mo)[3Q(u(mp)). (5.74)
Then, by (3.3)
Q(u(mo)) < sup (vD%av) =7 (D%4) = | Dnal®. (5.75)
v:||v||2=1
Proceeding as in (3.69)-(5.70) and using the rough bound a@;(mg) < ¢(1) we have
Ju(rmo)I3 < max dlmo) < co(1), (5.76)
and so, plugging (3.73) and (5.76)) in (3.74),
(w(mo) D3 au(ma)) < co(1) | Dyall®- (5.77)
Finally, inserting (3.72) and (3.77) in (3.68)), we obtain
Q2(m,mo) < \/0Ex(8,0,) [[Dnall < v/ 0Ex(B,0,) SUP( ) Dy all - (5.78)
m63N76 o

Bounding the term Q1 (m, mg) in (3.67) in the same way, it follows from (5.66)) that
|(z, Cx(m)z)| < |(z, O} (mo)x)| + 24/ 06X (B, 0.) sup ||[Dwall- (5.79)

mESN,e(g)

From this and our choices of m and m, (see the paragraph above (5.63)), we get

sup |(x, CR(m)a)| < sup|(z, CR(mo)z)| +2v/02x(8,6,) sup [ Dwal-

mESN, (o) moENN,,z(0) meSny, (o)

Since this bound holds for any given point x on the sphere ||z||; = 1, taking the supremum
over x on both sides and recalling the identity (3.61)), we arrive at

sup  [|CR(m)[[ < sup  [|Cx(mo)l +2V/02x(8,6.) sup  [|Dyall. (5.80)

meSN,e(Q) mOENN,e,E(Q) me’SN,e(Q)
The proof of Lemmal3.10/is done. U

By Lemmal[S.10land Proposition[S.@8lwith A = N~/4 we have forall ¢ > 0 and N > 80

P( wPIWMmWZﬂ>
meSN,e(Q)
< Y P(ICkmll + 12V/eEX(5,6) 2 ¢ ) + VA

moENN e,2(0)

(5.81)
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We are thus left with proving an upper bound on the tail probability of ||C3,;(mg)]|. Set

g(m) = Coj(vl) Z a;(m), 0, = M, Go= sup  G(mp). (5.82)

1<j<N N MoENN,c,2(0)
Lemma 5.11. Forallm € Nx:(0), all N and all t > 0

P (HCfv(m)H > 25, + VNGt + 14y/N-2log N) < e NE/ (5.83)
Proof. Pick any m € Ny (o). Setting
ai(m)a,(m)
N )
the lemma follows from an application of Theorem[3.3]to the matrix C'y,(m) of entries
0;;(m)Jy; if (i, ] L...,N} x AU (A x {1,...,N}).
oy [Falm) I (03) € ({1 Ny X AU {1 N oo
0 if (i,7) € A x A,

(i.e., we replace (3.17) with (5.84)-(3.83)). To bound the quantities o(m) and o,(m)
defined in (3.I8)), recall the bound (3.76) on max;<;<y @;(m) and observe that on A°

~ o(0) if j e AAA,
(m) < 5.86
a;(m) < {00(9*) if j € AN AC, (5:86)

where 0, < 6 by assumption. Then

5 co(0) _ co(l) — - P
o“(m) < max{ N _z: a;(m), N Z aj(m)} < &(m), (5.87)

1<j<N jEAC
and .
2(m) = — < 2. .
0. (m) = max a;(m)maxa;(m) < &, (5.88)

Hence, by Theorem[3.3|withe = 1/v/ N V/N, we have that for all ¢ > 0
P (IIC?V(m)H > 25(m) + VNGt + 14 %) < NP/, (5.89)
Given the definition of & in (5.82)), this implies the lemma. O

Combining (3.81) and (3.83)), and using Lemma [5.9] to bound the sum over Ny . z(0)
we obtain, choosing t* = 2log (2meo, 5/ (02)) + 7

]P’( sup [|Cx(m)]| > 260 + \/N&*\/Q log (2megf,2/(02))
meSn, (o)
e (5.90)

log N 1 —V/N/4
+12¢/0ex(8,0.) + 15 })s(uo(ﬁ))e /"
All that remains is to bound 7. Recalling the notation (3.48)), we have:

Lemma 5.12. 5, < /(1 \/co —0.2) +co(0s).

We prove successively Lemma[3.4land Lemma[3.12
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Proof of Lemma[5.4) Note that the function f(m) = & > ja;(m) is strictly concave on
[—1, 1], Writing

SUD,nesy . (o) f(m) = SUD .|/ ol <o(1—0)e SUP1m:gpa (m)=p’ f(m) (5.91)

and using Lagrange multipliers, one readily gets that the last constrained supremum is
attained at points such that m? = p/, 1 < i < N, yielding the upper bound of (3.23).
Similarly, one proves that the constrained infimum is attained at points of the form m,; =1
foralli € I and m; = Oelse, where / C {1,..., N} isany subset of cardinality |/| = p'N
This yields the lower bound. Since each a;(m) is maximized at m; = 0, the upper bound
of (3.24) is attained at any point m that contains at least one zero coordinate. The lower

bound follows from the choice m? = o(1 +¢€),1 <i < N. O
Proof of Lemma5.121 By (3.28))
1
sup  — aj(m)< sup — Z a;j(m) + co(6,). (5.92)
mOENN,e,é(g) IS_]SN mOENN,€,E( 1<]<N

The last sum is bounded above by the upper bound of (5.23) with g_ replaced by o,  (see
(5.48))). The lemma then follows from the definition (3.82) of 7. O

Proposition[3.7lnow follows from (3.90), Lemmal[5.12] the definitions (5.82)) and (3.39))
of &g, 0, and x(f3, 0,), and the bound ¢y (y) < y.

5.5. Conclusion of the proof of Proposition 5.2l and proof of Theorem

Proof of Proposition We prove the two items of the proposition separately.

Proof of item (i). Since \,,..(Cn(m)) < [|[Cn(m)]|, it suffices to prove (3.14) with
||Cn(m)|| substituted for A4, (Cn(m)).

First we have to specify the parameters 6, 0, and ¢ (see (3.26), (5.27) and (5.34).
A natural idea is to choose 6 and 6, such that on the sets A(m, ) and AS(m, 0,), the
coefficients a,(1m) are respectively larger and smaller than the average 3 Y, a;(m). In
view of (3.23)), this prompts us to choose

0=(1-0) 0i=(1—0)", (5.93)
where 0 < o < 1 and x > 1 are constants to be chosen. Eq. (5.30) then leads us to take
E=(1—0)" (5.94)

for some £ > k. Equipped with these choices, we now use Propositions[3.3] [5.7] and 58]
to bound each of the three terms appearing on the right-hand side of (5.43). The first of
these terms is treated using Proposition[3.3l By our choice of 6, L in (5.43)) is bounded by

1 —or
L< TQEN = (1—o.)'"°N. (5.95)
We want to guarantee that L/N < 1/2. For this it suffices to assume that

It then follows from (3.46) with A = N~'/* and the classical bound 7 () < 21In2+y/z(1 — z)
0 <z <1/2,that

P sup
me’SN,e (Q

or >1—(H)re (5.96)

\/_

> 2/(1— o)t (1+2In2) + 2N—1/4> <2e VN (5.97)
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The second term on the right-hand side of (3.43) is treated using Proposition[3.7] It follows
from (5.93)) that the function (3.30) is bounded above by

r(o, €, E,0,0,,0)
<2y/(1—o ) [1+q(l — o )F 1+ (1— o7 )]
+/2(1 = o7)* {7 In(1 — o7 )| + log (2me(1 + (1 — p)e + 22))}

el L log N
+12¢/0(1 — g7 )7~ + 15, /82

Finally, to deal with the third and last term we use that, by Proposition[5.8 with ¢ = N~/4,

P<3\/@ j—%

Collecting these results yields a bound on the tail probability of sup,,cs, () [|Cn(m)]
that still depends on «, x and k. It is clear that to minimise the contribution of terms
containing «, one should choose o = 1/2. How to optimise the choice of x and % is less
obvious. We take k = 2 and K = 4.

It remains to deal with the supremum over € in (3.14). For this we note that Sy .(9) C
Sni(o) foralle € [0,1] and use that 1 — o = (1 — o)(1 + g¢) < 1—*> < 2(1 —p) to
make our bounds uniform in e. The last inequality implies in particular that if o > +/3/4
then (3.96) is verified for all ¢ < 1 and o = 1/2. Ttem (i) of Proposition 5.2l now readily
follows.

Proof of item (ii). Returning to the Hessian (3.6)-(3.7) (and remembering the matrix
notation from the paragraph above (3.6)), it follows from the Courant-Fisher minimax
principle that the largest eigenvalue A, (H(m)) of H(m) satisfies

(5.98)

>3v/(1— 0. )5 (2 + N1/4)) < 2¢ VN, (5.99)

JIN )
Amaz(Hn(m)) < BAnaz | —= | — Amin(Bn(m)). 5.100
(1)) = s () = i (Br() (5.100)
On the one hand, for all m € [—1, 1], By(m) is strictly positive definite and obeys
Amin(By(m)) > (1 —q) + 1. (5.101)

On the other hand, by Proposition[5.8] P ()\m,w (J—N) >24 1 ) < 2¢~VN/4 Combin-

\/ﬁ N1/4
ing (5.10Q) and (5.I0T) proves (B.13).
The proof of Proposition[3.2]is now complete. O

Proof of Theorem[5.1]

Proof of item (i). Since the set B3, (¢) in (5.1) is increasing with ¢, we may assume that
¢ > 0. The strategy of the proof is to cover Bf () with a collection of spherical shells
and proceed as in the proof of item (i) of Proposition to deal with each of them. Set

K= p=0- +(2k+1)o(l — goleandfor0 < k < K — 1

20(1—o)e

Snge = {m e [-1, 1" : |gea(m) — pi| < 0(1 — o)} . (5.102)
Then

K-1
B (0) = | Sne (5.103)
k=0
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We now claim that for each shell Sy ;. , 0 < k < K — 1, under the assumptions and with
the notation of item (i) of Proposition[5.2] for all 0 < ¢ < 1 and all N large enough

log N VN
P (mes‘ngke)\max(CN(m)) > fi(o) +16 %) < Ge V. (5.104)
Note that for £ = 0, Sy = Sn.(0) so that (5.104) follows from (5.14). For k > 1
the proof of (3.104) is a simple rerun of the proof of the case k = 0, replacing o, o= and

Qfé (see (B.21I) and (5.48)) where needed with py, piﬁ = pr + o(1 — p)e and pie,é =
pr = [o(1 — g)e + pré]. In particular, Proposition [3.7] is modified as follows: replacing
Sne(0) with Sy .. in (5.49), the quantity (o, €, €, 6, 0., ) must be replaced with

/ 1 1— 2e
Tk(Pk>675>9>9*76)52 1_pl;eé+0*+\/2010g (27T6 +< »«pk)€+ 8)
1=y E
F12y/pEy L s, flee
PkE 0* JN

We then proceeds as in the proof of item (i) of Proposition[3.2] replacing o with P 1N
GE93)-G.94), (o, €, &, 0, 0,, B) with ri(pk, €, €, 0, 0,, §) in (5.98), and bounding quantities
of the form p;¢ by €. Doing this, we obtain (3.104) with f; (o) replaced by f1(px). The
proof of (5.104) is now completed using the following two facts: (1) the central radius p;,
of the spherical shell Sy ;. increases from p to 1 — p(1 — p)e as k increases from 0 to
K — 1, and (2) fi(p) is a decreasing function of p on [0, 1].

By (5.103) and (5.104), we get that under the assumptions and with the notation of item
(i) of Proposition[3.2] for all 0 < ¢ < 1 and all N large enough

(5.105)

log N VN
P (mesl;;\}i(g) Amaz(Cn(m)) > fi(o) + 16 W) < 6Ke V. (5.106)

Thus, for all p > \/3/4 and (8, h), h > 0, such that 5f;(p) < 1, it follows from (5.106)
Borel-Cantelli lemma that

IP’(U N {sup sup ﬁAmax(CN(m))<1}> = 1. (5.107)

No N>No e€(0,1] mGB?\,ye(g)
Now, the condition 5 f1(p) < 1 is nothing but (L30), and so, by (3.10), (3.107) proves
item (i) of Theorem[5.1]

Proof of item (ii). If (3,h), h > 0, are such that (I.28)) is satisfied, then the function
f2(8,q) of (3.13) obeys f2(53,q) < 0. Item (ii) of Theorem [5.1] in this case follows from
(3.13) of Proposition[3.2land Borel-Cantelli lemma.

The proof of Theorem [3.1]is complete. U

5.6. Proof of Theorem [L.6l Recall from (Z.3) that Fi{/7, (m) can be written as

1 2N
Fi g p(m) = v {\I/N,B,hl(ff) + 54 (1- qZ)} . (5.108)

We first prove Theorem for (3, h) in the intersection of DéQ) and the AT-region. Let
v/3/4 < 0 < g <1 be given. Under the assumptions and with the notation of Theorem
Bl (i), there exists a subset (3, h) C Q of full measure such that on Q4 (3, h), for all
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e € [0,1] and all but a finite number of indices N, the Hessian of FJIV{ gh at m is strictly
negative definite for all m € By, (o). We claim that this implies the following lemma.

Lemma 5.13. On Q4 (5, h), for all large enough N, F]I\}':g ,, has at most one critical point
in By (o), which must be a maximum.

Proof. To prove this, we first establish that given 0 < ¢ < land 0 < p < 1, for
all sufficiently large N, Bf (0) is a closed, bounded and path-connected subset of RY.
Obviously, as the intersection of two closed and bounded sets, Bf (o) is closed and
bounded. This leaves us to prove that it is path-connected, namely, that given any two
points m, m’ € By, (o), there exists a continuous function 7, from [0, 1] into B%; (o)
with endpoints v, (0) = m and 7, (1) = m’. We do this in three steps.
Step 1: Denote by Viy = {—1,1}¥ 3 v = (vy,...,vy) the set of vertices of the hypercube
[—1,1]¥. Under the above assumptions on ¢ and g, o < 1 (see (3.21)), and so, Vy C
f.(0). Anedge of [—1,1]" is a path 7, connecting two vertices v, v’ € Vy that differ
in exactly one coordinate, say the ith coordinate, described by the function 7, : [0, 1] —

1,1, s = Y (s) = (v1,...,v-1,25 — 1,v41...vy). That is, all coordinates are
kept fixed except the sth, which varies linearly from —1 to 4+1. Along this edge,
qea(Yow (8)) = ((23 —1)2+ N — 1)]\7_1 >1- N1 (5.109)

Thus v, C Bfy (o) for all N such that oo < 1 — N~'. Let an edge path 7y, be a path
connecting two given vertices v, v’ € Vy through a sequence of adjacent edges (i.e., any
two consecutive edges of the path share a common vertex). Since for all sufficiently large
N every edge of the path maps [0, 1] into B5; (o), so does 7, itself.

Step 2: Given any m € Bf\,@(g), let v € Vv be the vertex of coordinates v; = 1 if m; > 0,
v; = —11fm; < 0 and v; = 1 otherwise, 1 <7 < N. Note that v minimises the Euclidean
distance from m to V}, Without loss of generality we can assume that m; > 0, so that
v; = 1forall1 <i < N. SetCn(m) = xX,[m;, 1] and let ,,, : [0, 1] — Cn(m) be any
path confined to Cyy(m) that connects m and v. Clearly, Cy(m) C Bf (o) since for each
m' € Cy(m)

gea(m’) = N7V N (mf)? > N7V (my)? > o (5.110)

Step 3: Now consider any two points m,m’ € By (o). Let v and v’ be any vertices of Vy
that minimise the Euclidean distance of m and m' to Vy, respectively. Consider the path
Ymm! = Ymaw Y Yo U Yoy Where 7, is an edge path, and 7,,,, : [0, 1] — Cy(m) and
Yora ¢ [0, 1] = Cn(m’) are arbitrary paths confined to Cy(m) and Cx(m’), respectively.
By steps 1 and 2 above, 7,y C Bfy (o) for all large enough N. This proves our claim
that BY; (o) is path-connected for all sufficiently large V.

Now let us assume that N is large enough for Bf (o) to be path-connected. This im-
plies that on the set €, (3, h) (see the paragraph below (ZI08)), i/}, has at most one
maximum in B5; (o). Indeed, if there are two distinct local maxima, then along any path
in Bf (o) connecting these two points there must exist a point m” and a vector v such
that the second order directional derivative at m” along v, (v, Hx(m”)v), is greater than
or equal to zero, which is a contradiction on (5, h). O

Recall at this point that, by assumption, (3, k) lies in the AT-region. We know from
Section [3 that in the AT-region the solution m*) of Bolthausen’s iterative scheme (L.22)-
(L23) provides an approximate solution to the critical point equation for F{/} ,. To use

this result we proceed as in Section [2 and compare the function Fﬁg ;, to the modified
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function Fﬁgl—l whose magnetic field, h, is chosen as in Z.9) with z = m*). This choice
of h ensures that FJI\}’EB has a critical point at m®*, i.e., VF]ggﬁ(m(k)) = 0. Since the
modified and original functions differ only by a linear term, they have the same Hessian.
This critical point is therefore unique and a maximum on €2, (3, h) for all N large enough.

We also know from Section 3 that in the AT-region, if 0 < ¢ < 1 and ¢ < ¢, then
m*) € Sy (q) C Bfy (o) (5.111)

for all N large enough, where Sy (¢) is the spherical shell (3.11). More precisely, we
saw in the proof of Theorem [3.6] (see (3.38))) that there exists a subset €'(3, h) C Q with

P ((8,h)) = 1suchthaton (3, h), forall k > 1, limy_,o0|[m® Hi N
that on Q' (3, h), for all o < g and all k& > 1, [gea(m™) — q| < q(1 — q)en for some ey
(possibly depending on k, 3, h) with the property that e | 0 as N 1 oco. Without loss of
generality, we can assume that [V is large enough so that ey < e.

Next, reasoning as in (2Z.13)), we have that for all m € [—1, 1]V

2
L m) = B < JIml /19 8n 0 (m0) 2. (5.112)

It then follows from (.5) and the bound [|m|[, , < 1 that

= ¢. This implies

N HT HT _
il sup (B (m) - FN767}—1(m)’ —0 P-as., (5.113)
that is, F{{ , is uniformly well approximated by F\/7 - asymptotically, P-a.s.. Thus,

Fﬁgh(m) = lim lim Fﬁgh (m(k)) P—a.s.. (5.114)

lim Sup k—o00 N—o0

N—o00 WEB?V,E(Q)

By (L.24) of Theorem [L.3] (5.114) implies
lim sup Fy},(m)=SK(3,h) P-as. (5.115)

N—o00 mEBf\,’e(g)

By (G.I11). B (o) can be replaced by Sn(¢) in the above. So far, 0 < ¢ < 1 is arbitrary.
Passing to the limit ¢ — 0 in (3.113), we get

lim lim sup  Fi'%, (m)=SK(8,h) P-as. (5.116)

e—0 N—oo
mESUPmeB%’S(g)

This concludes the proof of Theorem [L.6] (ii).

The case where (3, h) is in D) is simpler. Indeed, under the assumptions and with the
notation of Theorem 3.1}, (ii), there exists a subset Q5(3, k) C € of full measure such that
on (3, h), for all but a finite number of indices NV, the Hessian of i/}, at m is strictly

negative definite in the entire hypercube [—1, 1]". Thus, on Q(83, h), for all sufficiently
large N, the function F]I\}' g , is strictly concave on the convex domain [—1, 1], From here
on, the proof is a repeat of the proof of Theorem [LL6] (ii). The proof of Theorem is
now complete.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.7]
Recall that D® is defined in (I.33)). Set

r(B,h) = b7 (B%q (1 — q) + E2|B/qZ + h|e 2IPViZ+h) 6.1)
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and let g(3, h) be the function defined on D by
1 2 . 1 2
e {fgl[f R I I 4
Clearly, o(8, h) < g for all (6 h) in DA, Given g > 0 set
By(o) = {m € [~1,1]" : gea(m) < 0} . (6.3)
Theorem [ 7]is a reformulation of the following result.
Theorem 6.1. For all (3, h) in D®

IP’(U N { sup  Fa%,(m )<SK(B,h)}> = 1. (6.4)

No N>N, \™€Bn(2)

0=0

The domain D® is not the most general possible, but is chosen to satisfy two conditions:

it allows to easily bound (3, h) and it contains a large part of Dg), especially the low

temperature part. The following two lemmata, which provide bounds on (3, h) and 1 — ¢,
and their accompanying remarks, elaborate on these observations.

Lemma 6.2. Forall (3,h), h > 0,and all 0 < n < 1, if h < 2n5%q

(1- ) 22 < (8. 56 () < (14 22) 22, 63)

LT g fret () < 6.6)
1\ B+ = 14/ 2¢€ = Byal—?)" :

The next lemma is given for the sake of completeness and stated without proof. For
n > 0 set

Flan, ) = o1 + gy /2 gh e 3D 6.7)

Lemma 6.3. Forall (3,h), h > 0, and all n > 0, if h > 2(1 +1)B%q,
F@ =3/ + )], 1/n) < r(B, )7 < F2,3/4(1 +0)),  (6.8)
F(1,1/(4n)) < (1 — @)™ < f(4,2/(1+ n)). (6.9)

Remark. Under the assumptions of Lemmal6.2land Lemma[6.3] respectively, (3, h) and
1 — ¢ have a common leading exponential decay. The conditions on 2/ and h entering the
definition of D® serve to control this decay from above. In Lemma[6.3] the pre-factors
modulating the exponential decay are not sharp enough to tell which of g or ¢ is larger
(this is due to the rough bounds of Lemma [6.13])). On the contrary, in Lemma[6.2] these
pre-factors guarantee that g < ¢ if 3%¢/h is large enough, a fact already clear from (&.1).

Remark. Recall that in the physics literature the magnetic field is the quantity A’ = h/j.
Under the assumptions of Lemma [6.2] namely if i’ < 2n0q, it follows from (6.6) that
when the field A’ is large, ¢ is close to one and $%(1 — ¢) ~ 3 exp(—%h’Q). Comparing
to formula (23) of [27], we see that up to a constant pre-factor, 5*(1 — ¢) has the same
behaviour as 32E [cosh™*(8./gZ + BR')] for large fields. Thus, under these assumptions

n (8, 1), the condition 3?(1 — ¢) < 1 is analogous to the AT-condition (IL9). This sheds
light on the domain D),
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We now turn to the proof of Theorem[6.1] It hinges on two key propositions. Set

wanle) =ah (1= /) + 20 -0 @

(6.10)
+F [log cosh (\/;(6\/52 + h)) — log cosh(8+/qZ + h)] :

Proposition 6.4. Let 0 < o < g be given.There exists a subset Q ~N C Q with IP’(Q N) >
1 — e N such that on Qy,

sup  F{%,(m) < SK(B,h)+ sup ¥a(p )+(’)(\/ logN> (6.11)

meBN (o) 0<p<e
(See ((6.53) for the precise form of the error term.)
Proposition 6.5. For all (3, h) in D) and for ¢ defined in (6.2), SUPy< < Yp.n(p) < 0.

Proof of Theorem|[6.1l Given Proposition and taking p = p in Proposition the
theorem follows from Borel-Cantelli lemma. U

In the rest of this section, we first prove Proposition and Proposition [6.3] with
Lemma [6.2] being proved at the very end, as well as Proposition [LI0, and Theorems [L.4]
and [L.8] from Section[l

Proof of Propositionl6.4) By (2.3) and 2.2)), we can write

2
F{m) = £m) + 20— )2 (6.12)

f<m>=§{§<m,f )+ h(1,m) - Zﬂmi)}%u—q)(q—qEA<m>>. 6.13)

Our task is thus to bound sup,,,cp, (,) f(m). To this end, we first replace this quantity by its
expectation using a classical Gaussian concentration inequality, and then apply Gaussian
comparison techniques to linearise the quadratic form. This is the content of the next two
lemmata.

Lemma 6.6.

69 _N
P >E PE) <, 6.14
(mesgg(g)f(m) > mesélﬁ(g)f(m + \/N> <e (6.14)

Let Z = (Z;)1<i<n be a standard Gaussian random vector in R" and, denoting by E
the expectation with respect to Z, set

2

Fom) = {mz, 2 na,m) - Zumi)} =20 aealm).
(6.15)
Lemma6.7. E sup f(m)<E sup f(m).

meBn (o) meBn (o)
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Proof of Lemmal6.6 Givenm € By (o), let f(-,m) : RYW=1/2 s R be the function that
assigns to x = (1;;)1<icj<n € RYWV=D/2 the value

f<x,m>=%{ﬁ > w h<1,m>—21<mi>}+%2<1—q> (4= gea(m)

1<i<j<N i=1
(6.16)
By Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality,
Baea(m)
r,m) — ,ym) < —————||z — < T — 6.17
f(@,m) = fy,m) JoN Iz —yll2 < \/_NH ylla- (6.17)

Thus, Sup,,cp, (o) f(z,m) is Lipschitz with constant L = So/ V2N and by Tsirelson-
Ibragimov-Sudakov concentration inequality (see [11]], Theorem 5.6), for all ¢ > 0

1(t)2
P sup fim)—E sup f(m)>t]<e3(z) 6.18)
meBy (o) meBn (o)
Choosing t = So/v/ N then yields the claim of Lemmal6.6] O

Proof of Lemmal6.7 This is a straightforward application of Sudakov-Fernique Gaussian
comparison inequality (see [3]], Theorem 2.2.3). Since

Ef(m) = Ef(m) = {h(Lm) -y I<mi>} 21— ) = qealm) . 619)

1<i<N

we only have to check that for all m € By(p) and all m € By (o),

E[f(m) - f(m))* < B [f(m) - f(m)]. (6.20)
Setting ¢(m) = 1(m, =% —=m) and g(m) = (g,m) ”%%, (6.20Q) is equivalent to
Ap = E[p(m) — p(m)]* < E[p(m) — o(m)]* = Ap. (6.21)
Working out the expectations in the left and right-hand side of (6.21)) gives
Ap = o [mIB)? = 26m,m) + (ImlB)?] - 55 [, (2 —m2)?] | 6.22)
8p =+ [(ImIB)? = 26m, ) ml il + (1m]3)?] (6.23)

Since
_ _ _ _ _ 112
(m,m)* = 2(m, m)||m|l|mlly + [m|Ellm3 = {(m,m) — [m]3]mlz}" >0 (6.24)
then
—2(m,m)* < 2{=2(m,m)[mzllmlly + [lml3m]2} . (6.25)
Inserting (6.23)) in the first term on the right-hand side of (6.22]) and dropping the second,
1 2 112\ 2 _ _ _
Do < o [(ml2) + (i) — 4G, m) mll ]l + 23] . 626

Now, using that (a + b)? < 2(a® + b?) with a = ||m||3 and b = ||m]|3 and recalling (6.23))

1
Ap < 5= {2 | (ImI3)* + (Iml3)*] = 46m,m)Imliblmli} = Ap. 627)

This proves (6.21)), and hence (6.20). The proof of Lemmal6.7]is complete. O
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We now return to the proof of Proposition[6.4. Combining Lemma[6.6/and Lemma[6.7]
there exists Qy C Q with P(Qy) > 1 — e such that on Qy,

; Be
sup f(m)<E sup f(m)+—. (6.28)
meBx (o) meBx (o) VN
By (€.3) ) )
sup f(m) = sup sup f(m). (6.29)
meBy (o) 0<p<eme[-1,1]V:qea(m)=p

Going back to the definition (6.13) of f and using the fact (seen in the proof of Proposi-
tion [2.1)) that the functions Zy and Z} defined in (2.8]) form a pair of Legendre-Fenchel
conjugates, we have

sup f(m) < sup  f(m)

me[—1,1]V :gga(m)=p m:qea(m)=p

— s %{(ﬁ\/ﬁz+h1,m) —Zl(mi)}

m:gea(m)=p

, N (6.30)
= sup):p N {(5\/5Z +h1,m) — sup {(m, y) - Z [*(yz)}}

m:qea(m yeRN i—1
. Hﬁ\/l_)z h1 y”% 1 al

— inf S )
ylerulw{\/ﬁ N N & ()

Finding the above infimum explicitly is beyond our reach. Instead, we make an arbitrary
(and hopefully judicious) choice of y by taking

y= \@(5\/6Z+h1). 6.31)

With this choice, it follows from (6.28), (&29) and (6.30) that on 2y

2

o f(m) < Eoil,igg{\/ﬁh (1 - \/5) +5 (1=4q)(a—p)

(6.32)

N
+ % Z-leogCOSh <\/§(5\/§Zi + h))} +log 2 + ﬁ_%

To complete the proof of Proposition[6.4] it remains to replace the random function within
braces in (6.32)) by its expectation. Let Z = (Z;)1<;<n be as in (€.13) and set

N
g9(p,Z) = % Z log cosh <\/§(6\/§Zi + h)) . (6.33)
i=1

Lemma 6.8. Forall k > 1

P < sup [g(p,Z) — Eg(p, Z)] = 26/ w(l + N"“)) < NE (6.34)
0<p<e

Moreover;

E { sup [g(p, Z) — Eg(p, Z)]Q} < (B%q + h*)2. (6.35)

0<p<e
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Proof of Lemmal6.8 To control the probability of the supremum in (6.34), we introduce
the discrete set {pj =ojN* j=0,1,... NF - 1} C [0, o] where k& > 1 is to be chosen
later. Using this set, we define the sequence of functions

9. 2) = 9(p. Z) — 9(p;. Z), 0<j<N" (6.36)

The supremum in (6.34) can then be rewritten as
sup {9(p, Z) — Eg(p, Z)}

0<p<e
, : (6.37)
—swp { s [90.2) ~ B0, 2)] + [9(0,,2) - B0, Z)] |
0<j<NFk Lpj<p<pj+1
To deal with the first term in braces, note that since
Y
| log cosh(x) — log cosh(y)| = / tanh(t)dt' < |z —yl, (6.38)

then, for each 0 < j < N* and all pj < p < pjs

Z\ﬁfZM\_ NwZWf 0

pJ-H

'(p, Z

= 9(2).

Also note that

1/2
. B 0 1 2
where t;, = t(0, 8, h) = M . Thus, by (6.39) and (6.40)
s |9 (p, Z) — Bg”(p, Z)] < §(2) — Bg(Z) + 21y (6.41)
Pi<p<pj+1

Next, observe that for each fixed p;, 0 < j < N, the function g(z) + g(p;, ) viewed as
a function of z = (;)1<;<ny € R" obeys

[(9(x) + g(ps, 7)) — (9(y) + 9(pjy))| < |g Yl +1g(pj,z) — 9(pj, v)|

(6.42)
< Lo/ Ll + 8y Lllw

where we used in turn (©.38) to bound |g(p;, ) — g(p;,y)| and Cauchy-Schwarz’s in-
equality. Finally, combining (6.37), (6.41) and the above Lipschitz property, (6.34) fol-
lows from Tsirelson-Ibragimov-Sudakov inequality (6.I8) with L = /% (1 + 5#) and

t = 2t + 2t,, where
t, = B/kgN-1log N(1 + N~F). (6.43)

For later use we denote by €2, y the event

Qn = {w €Q: sup [9(p, Z(w)) — Eg(p, Z(w))] = 2t;} : (6.44)

0<p<e

We now turn to (6.33). From (6.33) and the bound log cosh(z) < 2?/2, x € R, we get,
forall0 < p<p<gq

g9(p

»le

N N
LN Z (B\/dZ: + h)? LNZ (BaZi+h)>=§(Z). (645
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This and the fact that g(p, Z) > 0 yield
sup [g(p, Z) — Bg(p, 2)]" < §*(2) + (B4(Z))". (6.46)

0<p<e
Now
. 1
(B3(2))" = 5 (Bq+h?)?,
1 1 (6.47)
Ej*(2) = (8% + 1*)* + 51=B%(B%q + 21%) < (B°q + 1*)*,
Taking the expectation of both sides of (6.46) and inserting the bounds (6.47)) gives (6.33).

The proof of Lemmal6.8]is complete. O
Set
62
8(p) = \/ph (1 - \/g) +5 (1= q)(a = p) + Elog cosh <\/§(/3\/§Z + h)) . (6.48)

Then, on Qy (see the line above (6.28)), (6.32)) can be rewritten as

Bo
sup  f(m) < sup o(p) + —= +log2+ & (6.49)
meBn (o) 0<p<eo \/ff
where, recalling the definition (6.33)) of g(p, Z)
e=5{ s 402~ Byl )| (6.50)
0<p<o
Using the notation (6.44), we decompose (6.50) into £ = £ 4 £(2) where
EW =Eq sup [g(p,Z) —Eg(p,Z)] 1o 1 ¢, (6.51)
0<p<o { k,N}
E® = E{ sup [g(p,Z) — Eg(p, Z)] 1 : (6.52)
0<p<o { hN}

Clearly £ < 2, (see (€.43)). To bound 5;2,)1 we use successively Cauchy-Schwarz’s
inequality and Lemma[6.8] to write

£® S\/E{ sup [g(p, Z) — Eg(p, Z)]z} P () < (B%q+h*)NH2 (6.53)

0<p<eo

Collecting our bounds we obtain, taking, e.g., k = 2,
£ <2B\/1BN 4 (8¢ + h*)N . (6.54)
Plugging in (649), we have on Qy

sup  f(m) < sup o(p) +log2+ 25 ngN + BoN"V2 4 (B2q + hH)N~L. (6.55)

meBn (o) 0<p<p

We are ready to complete the proof of Proposition[6.4l By (6.12),
2

sup Fﬁgh(m) = sup f(m)+ Z(l —q)? (6.56)
meB (o) meBy (o)
while by (7)), (6.10) and (@.48)
P
sup 6(p)+ (1 - g2 +log2 = SK(B,h) + sup van(p)  (657)

0<p<e 4 0<p<eo
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Proposition[6.4] now follows from (6.33)), (6.36) and (6.57). O
We now turn to the proof of Proposition [6.3]

Proof of Proposition Let us write

Vale) = Vb (1= /) + 2 (1= 0) (0= p) + 2o (6.58)
Asnlp) = E [1og cosh (\/g (Bvaz + h)) —logcosh(8y/aZ + )| . (6.59)

The next lemma collects properties of A ;,(p) and provides two bounds that will be useful
in different range of p (and for h large enough).

Lemma 6.9. Forall 0 < p < q, Agn(p) <0, Agn(p) T 0as p 1 qand we have

Aga(p) < Q%E (BvaZ + h)? — E|B/4Z + h| + log 2, (6.60)

Asalp) <= (1= \/2) (BIBVAZ + bl - E21B/aZ + hle7Viz+1))

q ) 2 (6.61)
iy (1-5)
Proof of Lemma We deduce from the identity
log cosh(+/p/qx) — log cosh(z) = — 1;'7‘ ‘tanh(y)dy, z € R, (6.62)
p/alz

that Ag,(p) is strictly negative for 0 < p < ¢, and increases to 0 as p increases to ¢.
To prove (6.61)), consider the function f(x) = logcosh(az), 0 < a < co. By Taylor’s
theorem to second order (with remainder in Lagrange form), f is approximated at xy by

f(z) = f(xo) + (x — xo)atanh(axg) + %(:}c — 10)? (ﬁ(a@)z (6.63)

2
for some & between z and (. Since (ﬁ) < %, this implies that for all 0 < z < g

f@) < flao) + (@~ m)atanh(aze) + (e — w0l (664

We now use (6.64) with x = \/p/q, xo = 1 and o = |3,/gZ + h| to bound Ag(p).
To do this, we first introduce a truncation threshold L > 0, split Ag;(p) into two terms
according to whether |5,/qZ + h| < L or |3,/qZ + h| > L, apply (6.64) to the first
term, show that the second decays to zero exponentially fast in L (using e.g. the bounds
log cosh(y) + log 2 = |y| + log (1 + e72¥!), 0 < log (1 + e~2¥) < e~2). We skip the
simple but lengthy details of the proof. Doing so and passing to the limit L 1 oo, we get

2

Asn(p) < — (1 _ \/g) E|8v/gZ + h| tanh(|8y/Z + hl) + & (1 _ \/5) . (6.65)

Observing that |y| tanh(|y|) = |y| (1 — 2ﬂ> > |y| (1 — 2¢72¥)) finally gives (6.61).

1—‘,—@_2‘3/‘
Eq. (6.60) follows from the classical bounds, valid for all z € R,

|z| —log2 < |z| + log (1 + 6_2|$|) —log2 = log cosh(x) < 2?/2. (6.66)
The proof of Lemmal[6.9/is complete. O
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The next lemma is needed to estimate the expectations appearing in Lemma[6.9l Define

2 dx
erfe(z) =2 e 2z ) 6.67
@2 FL 667
Lemma 6.10. Ler Z be standard Gaussian random variable. For all a > 0 and b > 0
ElaZ +b| = a\/%e_%@) +b[1—erfe(2)], (6.68)
Be 7t — o 1t (6.69)

I
Qo

2740, (6.70)

P

ElaZ + ble” "™ = b (t., — t7,) —a® (t;, +15,) +a
where

tap = ez [1 - %erfc (3 - a)} 1{fé+a§0} + %eé_berfc (_3 + a) 1{J+azo}v

N

t;b = %e%’Lberfc (% + a) )
Proof of Lemmal6. 10 Eq. (6.68) and (6.69) are straightforward. Eq. (6.70Q) relies on Gauss-
ian integration by parts. O

It is well known (see[1]], inequalities 7.1.13) that erfc(z) obeys the bounds

2 52 2 1
C(2) = —————=</zezerfe(2) <CT(2) = —F——— < —. 6.71
Corollary 6.11. For all (8, 1), E|B\/GZ + h| > h.
Proof. Use (6.68)) and the rightmost upper bound of (6.71). O

We now proceed in three steps, using the two bounds of Lemmal6.9]in turn.
Step 1: Using Corollary [6.11]in (6.60) together with our assumptions on (3, h)

Agn(p) < 2ﬁ (BQq + h2) —h+log2 < gBhQ — h+log2, (6.72)
q q

and inserting in (6.10), we get
2 5 log 2
bualp) < Taap = { v+ G-+ 2014 2L ey

The right-hand-side of (6.73)) is a quadratic fonction of ,/p. One checks that Y5 ,(p) = 0
has a single strictly positive root, p™ > 0, and that Y5 ,(p) < 0 in the interval [0, p7). One
also checks that for all (3, h) such that 3%(1 — q) < 1and h > 4,

pt 2 =5 (4/5)° (4/3) (6.74)
and so, on that domain, 5 ,(p) < 0 for all
0<p<pW. (6.75)
Step 2: We now assume that ¢ > p > pV). Inserting (6.61)) in (6.58), observing that

GOAD <) <t bamaza(i- i), o

and using again Corollary [6.11] we get

vanle) < b (1= /) {=(1-2) (1= /2) + 8.1} 6.77)
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where 7(8,h) = h™! [8%¢ (1 — q) + E2|3\/qZ + hle”2PVaZThl]  Thus ¢g,(p) < 0 if

\/§<<1-_§r@1;o. (6.78)

The next lemma provides bounds on (3, h). We postpone its proof to the end of the
section.

Lemma 6.12. Forall (5,h), h > 0

(3 T ar ifh > 28%,

r(8,h) < r*(8,h) = ( ; geé( X (6.79)
5,

2
W) ifh <28%
One checks, using Lemma [6.12] that for all (5,h) such that h > 4 and h/5 > 2,

1(C) < 111— sr*(8,h) < land pM) < ¢ (1 52 (8, h)) Hence, on that domain, ¢3 ,(p) < 0
ora

2
pt < p<p? = q( —<ﬁm)- (6.80)

Step 3: In this last step we repeat step 2 assuming this time that ¢ > p > p®). Doing this
we get that ¢g ,(p) < 0 if

\f \/7_1— 1— 4h( r(ﬁ,h))Q]_l)_lfr(ﬁ,h). 6.81)

One checks, using Lemmal6.12] that for (3, k) as in Step 2, 4 (1 — £r(8, h))* > 1. Hence

PP >q1— 1+ (-1 rB,0)] = qll - @/3)r B >p?.  (6.82)
To go from (6.81) to (6.82]) we checked, again by Lemmal6.12] that under our assumptions
on (3, h) the right-hand side of (6.81) and all the quantities in square brackets in (6.82))
are positive.
If[1 — (14 (h—1)"Y7(8,h)] < ¢, the lower bound on p® obtained in (€82) can be
improved. Indeed, for all p < ¢ we can write, instead of (6.76)

(=) <5a-va sa-n<a(i-\2). 68y

Eq. (6.77) then becomes
Yonlp) < h (1= 1) {=(1=2) (1= vp) + (8. h)}. (6.84)

Setting ¢ to one in the definitions of p(® and p®® and calling 5® and p® the resulting
quantities, the conclusions of Step 2 and Step 3 above hold unchanged for 5® and p®
whenever ) < g.

Combining (6.73), (€.80), (6.82)) and the above observation we proved that 155 (p) <
0forall 0 < p < gand (8,h) € D® with g and D defined in (€&2) and (L33),
respectively. The proof of Proposition[6.3]is complete. 0

We now prove Lemma[6.12]and Lemma[6.2] together. The proof uses the next
Lemma 6.13. Ee 2AViZ+hl <1 — ¢ < 4Ee210vaZ+hl,

Proof of Lemma 613} By (L6), 1 — ¢ = E cosh™*(8,/qZ + h) . The claim of the lemma
then follows from the bounds e~21?! < cosh™?(z) < 4e~ 27, z € R. O
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Proof of Lemmal6.12 and Recall (6.1) and set a = 23,/q and b = 2h. By (6.70)
2 1 2
r(B.h) = 5 (1= a)+ [(b — ) (tg, +t5,) — 2bt7, + a\/ge—%@ } (6.85)
203’
b\ 27
where the last inequality follows from Lemma [6.13] and (6.69). We next use (6.69) and
(671 to bound Ee~*#*l, distinguishing two cases. Assume first that —2 + a < 0. Then

< QFe ez +bl 4 (6.86)

r(B,h)
<2 {e%_b [1 — %erfc (3 )} + %e% berfe (3 + a)} + bj‘;?efé(gf (6.87)
<2420 (2 o)+ ) (6:88)

where we used (6.71)) in the last inequality together with the following two facts: % —b<

—2 (which follows from the assumption that —2 + a < 0) and “2 —p> -1 (2)2 The

ﬁrst inequality of (m then follows from m and the bound +/ 2 JmCH(z < 1Vz > 0.
Assume now that —5 +a>0.

N

(2)° (6.89)

r(B,h) <2 [ e%’berfc (-2+a)+ %eéﬂ’erfc (24 )] \/—We_
< {ﬁ[C* (~L+a)+C* (t+a)]+ 4;}6*%(3)2 (6.90)

14 /2 (2+a) 7+ 2230 (6.91)
where we used that 1/2/7C"(z) < 1 and C*(z) < 27! to bound, respectively, the first

and second occurence of this functlon in (€90). Since (2 + a) < ¢ the second inequal-
ity of (€.79) follows. The upper bound on (5, h) of Lemmal6.2]is proved in the same way
but we now bound both occurrences of C™(z) in (6.90) by C*(2) < 27!, namely,
+(_b + (b 2 2 M a
CT(-2+a)+C" (L +a) < NI < i S Tt (6.92)

a

IN

where the last two inequalities follow from the assumption that b < na®. To prove the
associated lower bound we go back to (6.83) (equivalently, to (6.1))). By (6.70), the obser-

vation that _, — ¢, > 0 and the lower bound on (1 — ¢) of Lemmal6.T3] we have

r(B,h) > h™* [—%aQEe_‘“ZH" + a\/ge_%@f] (6.93)

The lower bound of (&.3) now follows from the upper bound on Ee~144*Yl established in
the proof of the upper bound of (6.3)) using (6.92)). However, here, we do not use the last
inequality of (6.92]) but only but the one before last.

We now turn to (6.6). In view of the upper bound of Lemma 1 — ¢ is bounded
above by twice the first term in the second line of (6.86). Based on this observation, the
proof of the upper bound on 1—g¢ is a by-product of the proof of the upper bound on 7 (3, h)
(note that here again, we do not use the last inequality in but the one before last). To
prove the associated lower bound we write, combining the lower bound of Lemma [6.13]
(6.:69)), the lower bound (6.71)) and the assumption that b < na?,

1

1 1 S e 10}
l-q¢= 56 B erfe ( )= 5\/70 v o2 \/ﬂi/a2(1+n)2+4' 6.94)
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Lemmal6.12]and Lemmal6.2] are proved. O

Proof of Proposition I3 Let us establish that D? ¢ D" () )ﬂD(g) ND™. The condition
3<h/B<pBq/10 1mphes that /8 > 3and 8 > 30/¢ sothat h = (h/B)5 > 90/q > 90.
It also implies that 10h < [3%q. Thus, the assumptions of Lemma [6.2] are satisfied with
n = 1/20. This key lemma is used throughout the proof. It first guarantees that 1/3/4 <

q < 1. Indeed, using that $,/q > 10h/(8,/q) and setting f(x) = z~'e™® */2 we deduce
from the upper bound of (6.6) that

1~ < k2 (0 (BYD) < o/ 27(3) < 1— /34, (6.95)

where we used that f is strictly decreasing on R* and that h/(3,/q) > h/B > 3. Next, it
guarantees that 5%(1 — ¢) < 1. Indeed, using again the upper bound of (6.6) and the fact
just established that ¢ > +/3/4, we get

B*(1—q)

where the last inequality is the first condition in the definition of D®. So far, we have
established that D C D®). Let us now check that D C D@, Comparing the
prefactors of the lower bound of (6.3) and of the upper bound of (6.6), we see that

1— (1 + ﬁ) r(B,h) < qon D®@. Thus, by (€.2), o(8,h) = [1 — (1 + ﬁ) (5, h)]Q.
By the lower bound of (6.3) this implies that o(/3, h) > +/3/4if (for f defined as in (6.93)))

T/ VD) < (L= B/ /(204 345) (L 22) V2/7) . 697)

which is satisfied on D@ . Thus, D? C D®. Using Lemma 6.2] once more, one proves
that 89(o(5,h)) < 1 if the first condition in the definition of D® is satisfied. Hence,
DO D(%)ﬂ h)- We skip the elementary details.

<, (6.96)

— 1-n? 3

It remains to check that D is contained in the AT- _region. Using that cosh™(z) <
16e~4l and proceeding as in the proof of the upper bound of (6.6), we readlly get that if
h < 4nB3%q, choosing 1 = 1/40, the AT-region contains the region 43¢~ 2(h/B)* < 1, which
itself contains 123¢~5"/? < 1. The proof of the proposition is complete. O

Proofs of Theorem[[.8 and Theorem Let D be given by (I.36). Combining Theorem
[L.6 Theorem[L.71and (I.24)) from Theorem[L3|proves Theorem[L.8 and, as a consequence,
Theorem [L4l The claim that with P-probability one, for all large enough N, F]I\}' g , has
a unique global maximum over [—1, 1]V, follows from Lemma [5.13] and the fact that its
global maximum is achieved in B%; (o). O

7. AN INTEGRAL REPRESENTATION FORMULA

In this section, an integral representation of the partition function (L3)) derived from
the Hubbard-Stratonovitch transformation [33} 46] is used to prove Theorem This
transformation has proved to be a useful tool for identifying the free energy functionals of
mean-field models, from the early work of Kac [35]] on the Curie-Weiss model to the more
recent analysis of the Hopfield model [15] [14]]. Here, it allows us to identify the
function FH7T 51N (LI3) as the free energy functional of the SK model at high temperature

Consider the matrix A = Ay defined in (2.I)). Since M is real symmetric, there exists
an orthogonal matrix O and a diagonal matrix A = diag(A;, A2, ..., Ay) such that A =
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O!'AO. Let v/ A denote the matrix v/ A = O'/AO where VA = diag(v/ 1, VA2, . .., VAN)

with the convention that if « is a real number,

ifa<0

Va=¢y/]a]  where C:{i . ’ (7.1)

1 ifa>0,

where 4 is the unit imaginary number. Thus /A is a complex symmetric matrix that
satisfies v/ AV A = A. Let ]-"Nﬁ 5 o CN — C be the function

Fnpn(x :——Zx +Zlogcosh< (\/_x) +h)+Nlog2 (7.2)

where the log function is defined in the principal branch (it is therefore continuous in any
open set in the complex plane from which the negative axes and zero have been removed).

1 2 dx;
ZNpn = e3VB(1=q) / (H i EPSVA SN CON (7.3)
K b /27'('

To evaluate such an integral, one usually starts by looking for a critical point that max-
imises the real part of Fy g5, and, if this point is unique, one tries to deform the integration
path so that it passes through this point in the direction of steepest descent (equivalently, a
direction of constant phase). On such a contour, in the vicinity of the critical point, the in-
tegral should resemble a Laplace integral. Although our attempts to compute this integral
failed, part of this programme can be carried out as we now explain.

Our first lemma links the critical points of Fy g j, to the solutions of the TAP equations.
Recall the definitions of ¥ g1, and @ g1, from (Z.2). Observe that for all z € RY,

Frnpn(VBVAz) = Oy gn(2). (7.4)

Lemma 7.2. If = € RY is a solution of the TAP equations (LI0) satisfying qea(z) = ¢
then x = /B Az € CN is a critical point of Fn.g,n and for each such pair of critical
points (Z4) holds.

Points of the form = = v/Bv/Az, = € RV, are in general complex. Thus the prospective
maximiser of R(Fy ) is in CV while the integration contour in (Z3)) is the collection
of the IV real axes. The next lemma state that we can shift the contour so that it passes
through a given point in CV.

Lemma 7.1.

Lemma 7.3. The following holds with P-probability one for sufficiently enough N. For
all z* = a +ib, a,b € RY such that ||b||s < oo

1 32 dx; *
Znpn = ez V8 (1-q) / <H 0 | gzt (7.5)
o V2m

We next must choose the shift in Lemma[Z3l Given z € RY, set *(2) = /Bv/Az and
let Ry gn : RY — R be the function

1 N . .
Rnpn(z) = ¥ log (/RN (Hj\le %) el N.pn (@ (2)=F N g0 (e (Z))> _ (7.6)

Proposition 7.4. With P-probability one, for all N large enough, the following holds:
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(i) For any z € RY such that ||z||s < oo,

1 1
~ 108 Zn o0 = Py pn(z) + 5/32(1 —q) + Rnpgn(2). (7.7)

(ii) If U 5 s attains its global maximum uniquely at a point z* lying in (—1, 1)V, then

Pypn(2") = sup Wygn(z). (7.8)

ze[-1,1]N
Moreover, Uy g1, cannot be replaced with ® g1, in (Z.8).

Remark. One can prove that under the assumptions and with the notation of Proposition
[Z4 (ii), the supremum of R(Fy g x(x + z*(z*))) over the integration contour RY is at-
tained uniquely at x = 0. Hence, on the integration contour, the exponent in (Z.6) has
a unique saddle point at = 0 and its real part is strictly negative away from this point.
(To limit the length of this paper, we refrain from giving the proof of this result.) While
it would be unwise to draw too close a parallel with the classical setting (where the di-
mension of F does not diverge with the asymptotic parameter), we note that the above
properties would typically put us in a position to apply Laplace method.

Remark. More generally, Lemma [Z.2 holds for = € C¥. In this case the TAP equations
become a system of equations in CV and the function ®y 45, also takes values in CV.
While we could not rule out the existence of such critical points, they are of no interest to
us since a complex @ 51, in (Z.7) would not lead to a meaningful representation of Z .

We first prove Theorem [L.3] assuming the above results. Then we successively prove
Lemmal[Z1l Lemmal[Z2] Proposition[Z.4] and Lemma[Z.3]in this order.

Proof of Theorem Taking z = m™® in item (i) of Proposition[Z.4] it follows from (Z.7)
that on a set of full measure, for all large enough N

1 1 1
—log Zngn = —Pngp (mP) + 5/32(1 —q) + Rupp (m). (7.9)

N N

We know from Section [3] that m(*) is a near solution of the system of specialised TAP
equations (I.2T)) and that the functions ® ~,3,n1 and ¥y 551 can be modified according to
the strategy of Section (see (2.9)) to make m®) an exact critical point for which the
duality formula holds (see Lemma 2.3)). We will not repeat the details of this argument
which we have used many times before (see, e.g., (@3)-(.3) in the proof Lemma .1 and
the proof of Theorem after the proof of Lemma [3.13). Proceeding in this way, we
obtain that for all (3, h) in the AT-region,

- 1 k 1 k
Jim lim 'Néwﬂ (m™) — v e (m! >)' =0 P-—as. (7.10)

We also know by Theorem [L.8] that for all (3, h) in the AT-region intersected with the re-

gion D defined by (L36), F'}, (m™) converges P-almost surely to the global maximum
of F]IV{ g ,- Hence, by (2.3)), the same holds true for the function %\I/ N,3,h1, and so,

1 1
N\DN,ﬂ,hl (m*) — sup —Ungm(z)| =0 P-—as. (7.11)

lim lim
z€[-1,1]N¥ N

k—o00 N—o00




EMERGENCE OF NEAR-TAP FREE ENERGY FUNCTIONAL 49

Thus, using (Z.10), (Z11)) and 2.3), for all (3, ) in the intersection of the AT-region and
the region D, (Z.9) can be written as

1 2
_ log ZN,ﬁ,h = { sup Fﬁg,h(l’)} -+ % (1 — q)2 + RN,ﬁ,hl (m(k)) + Tk7N(ﬁ, h)

N x€[-1,1]N
(7.12)

where 7y, (3, h) satisfies limy_, o limy_,o 7, v (5, ) = 0 P-almost surely.
As already mentioned, we have not been able to work out the term Ry 51 (m*)) by
direct methods. With additional information, however, we can identify its limits. More

precisely, we know from (L3)) that for all (3, k) in the high-temperature region of Defini-
tion [L1]

. 1
]\}gnooﬁlogZN757h:SK(ﬁ,h) P—a.s.. (7.13)
On the other hand, by Lemmald.2] for all (3, k) in the AT-region,
lim lim —@ k)Y = SK (B3, h ﬁ21 ) P 7.14
Jim lim <@y gp (m®) = SK(B,h) = - (1-¢°)  P-as. (7.14)

Since convergence in (Z.13)) and (Z.14)) holds P-almost surely, it follows from (Z.9) that in
the high-temperature region

lim lim Rygp1 (m(k)) = (1-¢?® P-as. (7.15)

k—o00 N—o0 4

It should be remembered here that, although it is generally accepted in the physics lit-
erature that the high-temperature region of the SK model coincides with the AT-region,
from a rigorous point of view it is only known that the former is a subregion of the latter

(see the discussion below (1.9)). Thus, combining (ZI3) and (Z12) proves (I27) in the
intersection of D and the high-temperature region.

To see see that (I.27)) holds in P-probability when replacing the assumption of almost
sure convergence in (Z.11)) by convergence in P-probability, simply recall that almost sure
convergence implies convergence in probability, and that if two sequences converge in
probability, then so does their sum. U

Proof of Lemma[/_1l By the definition and notation (LI) and (L.3)) of Section[L.1]
ZNBh = Z eéNﬁQ(l*q)eg("’A")*h(l"’). (7.16)
TEXLN

Next, using the identity A = O'AO to express the quadratic form in (Z.16)) yields

N
od(edo) _ 11 o002 (7.17)

j=1

Eq. (ZI7) can be further expressed applying the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation
which, for any pair of real numbers « and y, is defined through the identity

2 +oo 2
)

ol
2 e
oo V2T

where \/« is as in (ZI). To check (Z.I8)), simply note that for « < 0, it is the Fourier
transform of a Gaussian density while for @ > 0, it is its two-sided Laplace transform.

e

(7.18)
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Eq. (Z.17) can thus be rewritten as

N e

2(0,40) _ / ATj La2\/%(00);0;

(2(0.A0) _ o303 _ (7.19)
]'111 —co V27

Next observe that
> V(0025 = Y00, 0y (O Ax)y = Y25, 05 (VAO'2);. (7.20)
By this and the change of variable = — Oz, (Z19) becomes

+o0 +oo
e§<o,Ao>:/ dz; / AIN LS a2 oy (VAR (7.21)
oo V2T —so V2T

Inserting (Z.21)) in (Z.16), the summation in o is easily carried out and we get

N
1 2 d!L‘
Zngn =ezP <1q>/ L= ), 7.22
N.B.h . j||1 Nor Ng1(T) (7.22)

where Zy 55, : RV — C is defined by

N
EN,@h(:U) = 2N€—% Z;V:1 3 H cosh (\/B(\/ZSL’)] + h) . (7.23)

j=1

We can view the function Zy 5 5, as the restriction to the hyperplane R™ of a holomorphic
function defined on the whole of CV. Eq. (Z3) then follows from (Z.23) and the identity
2z = elo8z » # 0, where the log function is defined in the principal branch. O

Proof of Lemma The claim of the lemma follows in a straightforward way by differ-
entiation of Fy g . O

Proof of Proposition[Z4 Choosing z* = x*(z) in Lemma [Z3] item (i) follows from
Lemma [Z1] the identity (Z4) and the definition (Z.6). As seen in the proof of Propo-
sition 2.1} the assumption in item (ii) that Wy 5}, attains its global maximum at a point
z* in int(dom Wy g,) = (—1,1)N guarantees that z* is a critical point of Wy 51,(2). By
Proposition 2.1} z* is also a critical point of @y 51, and by @A), Py sn(2*) = Un gn(z*).
This proves (Z8]). As explained in the remark at the end of Section 2.1l below (2.3),
®y g n is unbounded. Thus, Wy 51, cannot be replaced with @y 3, in the right-hand side

of (7.8). O

Proof of Lemma The probabilistic part of the statement of the lemma serves to guar-
antee, as Theorem [4.3] permits, that

mjax\)\ﬂ <2(1+o0(1)+ 811 — ¢l = ¢y (7.24)

From now on, we place ourselves on the set of P-probability one for which Theorem [4.3]
is obtained, and assume that NV is sufficiently large for (Z.24)) to be satisfied.

Clearly, by the change of variable x+a > , it suffices to prove (Z.3)) for pure imaginary
vectors 2* = ¢b. Since =y g 5 () is holomorphic and continuous, it follows from Osgood’s
lemma that it is holomorphic in each variable separately. We can thus apply the one
variable Cauchy-Goursat integral formula to each of the variables x;, j = 1,2,..., N,
successively.
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We begin with the variable x;. Let 6, (z;) : C — C be the function defined by integrat-
ing =y g, over all variables except x;, which is kept fixed

0 (1 /RN 1 <H ) Enan(T). (7.25)

According to the Cauchy-Goursat integral formula

d.ﬁlfl .

where, writing x1 = u; +ivq, C; is the rectangular closed path in the plane (u;, v1) defined
as the boundary of the rectangle of vertices A = (—Ry,0), B = (Ry,0), C = (Rn, b1),
and D(—Ry, by), oriented counter-clockwise. Here Ry = NR, R > 0, and b; > 0 so
that the rectangle lies in the upper half-plane (the case b; < 0, which corresponds to a
rectangle in the lower half-plane, is treated in the same way). The left-hand side of (Z.26)
naturally decomposes into four integrals, each of them along the path that follows a given
side of the rectangle

dl‘l
01(x1) =Zap +Zpc +ZIep +Ipa. (7.27)
/61 V2T
Let us establish that
Ry +iby dl‘l ( )
lim ZBC E/ 01 X)) = 0. (728)
R—o0 Ry +i0 V2r

By a change of variables

b
! dvl du; 1N 2
T = 2N e~ 2 (Rv+iv1)? / || i) e Xim2 YOy + v 7.29
be o Vo RN-1 \ 15 V27 ( ) 02)

where u = (Ry, Uy, . ..,uy) and v = (vy,0,...,0) are vectors in R" and

O(u + i) = H cosh (\/B(\/Z(u +1v)); + h) . (7.30)

J=1

Taking the modulus,

g d 2
'IBC'§2N/ Jae e /N< fzb—;) e 1T O+ iv)] . (7.31)
0 R

To bound |©(u + iv)|, first note that

|cosh(ug + ivg)| = |cosh(up)] \/COSQ<U0) + tanh?(ug) sin?(vg) < |cosh(ug)| < €™

Now, writing vVA = U 4 iV where U = O'R(v/A)O and V = O'I(V/A)O, and using
the above bound
19(u + iv)| < eVBEL U =(Vo); [Nk, (7.32)
Observing that UV = VU = 0,
S W) - Vol < S (Uw); — (Vo))
= /(uU2u) + (vV2v) (7.33)

< \/maxj Ml lulls + Tol5) < v/mas X[l + [[oll,)
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where max; |\;| is bounded in (Z.24)) and, by definition of v and v, ||ul|, = RN+Z§V:2 ||
and [|v||; = b;. Thus, recalling the definition of ¢, from (7.24)

1O(u + iv)| < eV Peal RN+, il 401 ) 4N (7.34)
Inserting this bound in (Z.31)),

b
|IBC| < 2N ld_;}le_%( 2 —v3)+4/Beq RN+b1)+NhH/ du] ——u +\/ch|uj\
0 V 4T

< 2—216—%<R?v—b?>+\/ﬁCq<RN+”1>+Nh (4eaﬁCq)N " (7.35)
V 4T

and taking the limit R — oo of both sides of (Z.33)), we obtain (Z.28). We prove in exactly
the same way that

~BNHO o
lim Zpy = 01(x1) = 0. 7.36
R00” P4 /—RN+ib1 Ver @) (7:30)
Passing to the limit R — oo in (Z.27), it follows from (Z.26), (Z.28]) and (Z.36) that
> d > d
L (2y) = L0, (21 + iby). (7.37)

oo V21 oo V2T
By definition of 0, (x1) (see (Z.23)), setting b") = (b, 0, ..., 0), this is equivalent to

/ (H ) Enpn( / (H & ) Zv (@ +ibD). (7.38)

To deal with the next variable, x5, we start from the right-hand side of (Z.38)) and, in
complete analogy to (Z.23)), we let f5(x5) : C — C be the function defined by integrating
=n,,5 over all variables except x,, which is kept fixed

dr; \ _
QQ(I‘Q) = / H —L :Nﬁﬁ(l‘ + b(l)) (739)
- 1<j<N:j#2 Y 2

We then consider the Cauchy-Goursat integral formula

o \/%92 (l’z) =0 (740)

where C, is defined as C, replacing b; by by, and use it, proceeding exactly as in the proof
of (Z.28) to prove that

& d[L‘Q ( ) dl‘g

o V21 V21

We omit the details of the stralghtforward adaptatlon of the bounds (Z.31)-(Z.33)). Setting
b2 = (b, by, ...,0), (TAI) is equivalent to

/ (H ) Enpn(@ / (H & ) Evgn(z + ). (7.42)

Iterating this procedure over the variable z;, we obtain (Z.3). Lemma[7Z3lis proven. [

02 (9 + ibs). (7.41)

We conclude this section with the

Proofs of Theorem[L9 and Theorem [L9]follows from Theorem[L.3]and Theorem
Theorem [L.2] follows from Theorem O
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