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Abstract

We prove that the two point correlation matrix M = ({(04;0,))1<i j<n € RV*N of
the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick model has the property that for every ¢ > 0 there exists
K. > 0, that is independent of N, such that

P(|Mllop < Ke) >1—€

for N large enough, for suitable interaction and external field parameters (5, k) in the
replica symmetric region. In other words, the operator norm of M is of order one
with high probability. Our results are in particular valid for all (3, h) € (0,1) x (0, c0)
and thus complement recently obtained results in [16, 7] that imply the operator norm
boundedness of M for all 8 < 1 in the special case of vanishing external field.

1 Setup and Main Results

We consider systems of N interacting spins o; € {—1,1},i € [N] = {1,..., N}, described
by the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick [25] Hamiltonian Hy : {—1,1}" — R which is defined by

N
B
Hy(o)=p0 Z Gij0i0; + hZai = 5(0, Go) + h(1,0). (1.1)
1<i<j<N i=1

The symmetric matrix G = (gsj)1<ij<n is a GOE matrix, that is, up to the symmetry
constraint its entries are ii.d. centered Gaussian random variables of variance N~! for
i # j and we set g; = 0 for simplicity. The standard Euclidean inner product in RY and
its induced norm are denoted by (-,-) and || - ||, respectively. We assume § > 0, h > 0 and
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we assume the {g;;} to be realized in some probability space (2, F,P). The expectation
with regards to P is denoted by E(-) and the LP(Q, F,P) norms are | - ||, = (E| - [P)}/P.
Based on a novel representation of the entries of the two point correlation matrix

M =Mz, = (mi)i<ij<n = ((0i305)1<ij<n € RV

as sums over weights of self-avoiding paths, which is motivated by the results of [1], we
have recently proved in [7] for the special case h = 0 that at high temperature, M is
asymptotically close to a resolvent of G, in the sense that

lim || Mg =0 — (1+ 5% = BG) 7| =0 (12)

N—oo

in probability. Here, [|Alop = supyecrn.juj=1 [[Aul| denotes the standard operator norm,
for A € RV*N "and (-) = (-)g, denotes the Gibbs measure induced by Hy, i.e.

Z f(o) ™) with  Zy = Z v (@)

oe{-1,1}N oe{-1,1}N

(f) =

1
Zn
for f: {—1,1}¥ — R and (f;g) = (fg) — (f)(g). By standard properties of GOE matrices,
the validity of (1.2) naturally suggests the (well-known) existence of a phase transition at
B =1 and [7] verifies the validity of (1.2) indeed in the full replica symmetric region at
h =0, that is, for all # < 1. It implies in particular that

lim Mo = (1-8)72
Jim (Ml = (1= 8)77,

so that the operator norm of M is typically of order one as long as 8 < 1. The boundedness
of || M||op has also been proved independently in [16], in the sense that E | M|, = O(1).

A natural question is whether M has bounded norm in the general case h # 0 as well
and whether this is connected to the replica symmetric phase, like in the case h = 0.
Although a complete proof is to date still lacking, it is generally expected that the SK
model is replica symmetric for all (3, h) satisfying the AT [15] condition®

B*Esech*(h + B\/qZ) < 1, (1.3)
where here and in the following ¢ = ¢, denotes the unique solution to
q = Etanh?(h + 8\/q2). (1.4)

Moreover, Z ~ N (0,1) denotes a standard Gaussian independent of the disorder {g;;}.

!Expectations over effective random variables, like for instance Z in Eq. (1.3) and Eq. (1.4), that
are independent of the disorder {g;;} in (1.1), are denoted by E(-), which is to be distinguished from
expectations E(-) over the disorder in (1.1).



Proving the norm boundedness of M (or an analogue of (1.2)) for h # 0 under (1.3) is a
challenging problem. In this work instead, we impose further assumptions on (3, h) which
ensure exponential concentration of the overlap, based on results obtained by Talagrand
in [28, 29]. More precisely, we assume in the sequel the AT condition (1.3) together with

(Om®@)(m <0forallg<q <1, (1.5)

/
q)|m=1
where for 0 <m <1 and ¢ < ¢ <1 we set
2 2

1
®(m,q') = log 2+%(1—q/)2—Zm(q/z—qz)—l—EElog Ez cosh™(h+Bv/qZ+B\/ ¢ — qZ').

Here, (Z,2') ~ N(0,idg2) and Ez/(-) denotes the expectation over Z’. Conditions (1.3)
& (1.5) ensure that we consider parameters (3, h) inside a suitable interior region of the
replica symmetric phase of the model; see [29, Chapter 13] for more details on this. They
imply in particular locally uniform in 8 exponential concentration of the overlap, which in
turn enables an efficient computation of many observables.

While we recall the results from [28, 29] that are based on (1.3) & (1.5) and that are
used in the sequel in Section 2, let us already point out that (1.3) & (1.5) are satisfied for
every external field strength h > 0 whenever 5 < 1: indeed following [29] one has

Om®)(m, )],y (@) = 0. 0 (O ®)m. )., ) (@) = 0,

2 / B2 Epsech®(h+ ByaZ + BT — qZ')
(@2 )],) = 5 (PE G g =) Y

and simple monotonicity arguments as in [13, Section 3] imply

N7 sech®(h + B\AZ + BVd —qZ')
Eyzrcosh(h + 8/qZ + BVd — qZ')

Thus, (amq))(m,q’)‘m:l < 0 for all ¢ < ¢’ <1 whenever 8 < 1.

Assuming from now on (1.3) & (1.5), our strategy to prove the norm boundedness of
M combines recent ideas from [5, 6, 1, 14, 9, 7] and provides several results of independent
interest. In the first step of our analysis, we compute M up to an error which has vanishing
Frobenius norm in the limit N — oo. To state this more precisely, we set from now on

< 52 Ez SeCh4(h + 8\aZ + 5\/@2/)‘

m = (my,...,my) = ((61),...,(on)) € RY
and we denote by (-)) the Gibbs measure obtained from (-) by removing the spin o;.

Proposition 1.1. Assume that (3,h) satisfy (1.3) & (1.5). Then, there exists a constant
C = Cgp, > 0 such that for all 1 <i# j < N, we have that

N
E(mij —B(1 - m?) Zglkm,(jj)y < CON7%2. (1.6)
=1



Remark 1.1. Eq. (1.6) shows that m;; ~ B(l—m?) Z]kvzl gikm,(;]?. Iterating the r.h.s., one
obtains a representation of m;; as a sum over weights w(7y) of self-avoiding paths ~ from i
to j: each edge e = {i1,i2} € v contributes a factor Bg;,i, to w(y) and each vertex a factor
(1- (mgs))2), for suitable S C [N]. Since we do not use this representation to control the

operator norm ||M||op, we omit further details on its derivation, but only mention that it
generalizes the path representation of Mg p—o obtained in [7] in the range B < 1.

As discussed in detail in [1] (for § sufficiently small), after expressing the m,(;]) through

the original two point functions my;, (1.6) suggests the validity of the resolvent equation

1
M~ 1.7
D+ 32(1—¢q)—282N-'m®@m — G’ (17)
where D € RV*Y is the diagonal matrix with entries
1 1
(D)ij = my; 0ij = 7——50%- (1.8)

i
Motivated by this approximation, the second step of our analysis proves the following.

Proposition 1.2. Assume that (5,h) satisfy (1.3) & (1.5), let q denote the solution of
(1.4) and let D € RN*N be defined as in (1.8). Then we have that

I(D + 5%(1 — q) = BG)M — idglop < o(1)||M o + O(1)

for an error o(1) — 0 as N — oo in probability and where the error O(1) > 0 is of order
one with high probability: there ewists a constant C' = Cgj, > 0 such that

P(O(1) < K)>1-CK™?
for every K > 0.

Remark 1.2. In view of the resolvent heuristics (1.7), it seems natural to expect that

lim ||(D+B%(1—q) —28°N"'m® m— BG)M —idgn|| =0,
N—oo op

with high probability. While the methods presented in this paper do not seem to allow a

simple proof of this norm convergence, we plan to address this point in a follow-up work.

Finally, the norm boundedness of M follows by deriving a uniform lower bound on the
matrix D + 82(1 — q) — BG appearing in Prop. 1.2. This follows from the next result
which is a direct consequence of combining recent results and ideas from [5, 6, 14, 9]. In its
statement, (m(k))kzl denotes Bolthausen’s iterative TAP solution [5, 6], whose construction
is recalled in detail in Section 4 below.



Proposition 1.3. Assume that (3, h) satisfy the AT condition (1.3) and let ¢ denote the
solution of (1.4). Then, there exists c = cgp, > 0, which is independent of N € N, so that

2
D, + 52(1—q) — %m(k) om® -G > ¢ (1.9)

for k large enough, with probability tending to one as N — oo. Here, m®) denotes
Bolthausen’s iterative TAP solution at step k and D,,u € RN*N has entries

1
1-— (m(k))2

Moreover, assuming (B, h) to satisfy both (1.3) & (1.5), it follows that

(Dyy)ij = dij-

2
D+B2(1—q)—BG2D+ﬁ2(1—q)—%m®m—BGzc
with probability tending to one as N — oo, where D € RNXN s defined as in (1.8). In
particular, D + 8%(1 — q) — BG is invertible with high probability and satisfies
(D + 521 —q) = BG) ||, < " < oe,

Remark 1.3. We point out that the proof of (1.9) only requires (3, h) to satisfy (1.3). The
additional assumption (1.5) is used to show that m is close to m®) | applying the main result
of [1/] (see Prop. 4.5 for the details). The proof of (1.9) follows, up to a few modifications,
from translating the arguments in [J] to the present setting. Related to this point, notice
that the matriz on the Lh.s. in (1.9) is, up to a negligible error?, equal to the negative
of the Hessian of the TAP free energy functional [2] at m) . In particular, the lower
bound in (1.9) resolves a recent open question from [21], which studies the limiting spectral
distribution of the Hessian at m®*) and which provides an interesting characterization of
Plefka’s conditions [2/]. For further recent work related to the TAP approach, see also
[, 12, 11, 10, 8, 17, 3, 23, 19] and the references therein.

Collecting Propositions 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3, we arrive at the following main result.

Theorem 1.4. Assume that (8, h) satisfy (1.3) & (1.5). Then, for every e > 0 there exists
a constant K. > 0, that is independent of N, such that

P(|IM|lop < Ke) >1—¢

for all N large enough.

2Under (1.3), it holds true that ¢ = N~! Zil (ml(-k))2 + o(1) for an error o(1) which is such that
limg— o0 lim supy_, ., 0(1) — 0, in probability.



Proof. On a set of probability tending to one as N — oo, Prop. 1.3 shows that

|(D+ 821 —q) - BG) |, < con

for some constant cg; > 0, that is independent of N. Using Prop. 1.2 and the norm bound
|ABlop < [[A]loplBllop for all A,B € RV*N | this implies

HMHOP < Cﬁ,h_l (1 + ”(D + ﬂz(l - Q) - ﬂG)M - idRNHOP)
<cgn (14 0(1)) +cgn " o(1)[M]lop

so that
cgp +0O(1)

Mllop < .
Ml < 2=

The claim now follows from the fact that limy_,o, 0(1) = 0 in the sense of probability and
the bound P(O(1) > K) < CK ™2, for some C' > 0 and every K > 0. O

The rest of this paper is devoted to the proofs of Prop. 1.1, Prop. 1.2 and Prop.
1.3. Section 2 recalls several useful results from [28, 29] and uses them to derive decay
estimates on suitable correlation functions. Applying tools from stochastic calculus as in
[1], this implies Prop. 1.1 and Prop. 1.2, which is explained in Section 3. Finally, in
Section 4 we use the results of [5, 6, 14, 9] to deduce Prop. 1.3.

2 Bounds on (k,p)-Point Correlation Functions

In this section, we derive suitable decay bounds on a certain class of correlation functions
that occur naturally in the proofs of Propositions 1.1 and 1.2. Our bounds combine ideas
from [1] and results by Talagrand [28, 29] that follow from the assumptions (1.3) & (1.5).

To efficiently employ the results from [28, 29] that are recalled below, it is convenient
to work in a slightly more general setting compared to the previous Section 1. To be more
precise, we consider in this section spin systems with Hamiltonian of the form

N
Hy(0)=8 3 gyoios+d hioi="5(5,Go) + (h,0), 21)
1<i<j<N =1

where h € RY is assumed to be a Gaussian random vector whose components are i.i.d.
copies of a Gaussian random variable h with mean and variance denoted by

h~ N(:u'hvo-f%)'

We allow for the possibility that 0’,% = 0 (so that all of the following results apply in
particular to systems with deterministic field as in (1.1)) and we assume that E h? > 0 (in



particular, the Gaussian field h need not be centered). Under the latter assumption, recall
from [20] and [28, Chapter 1] that there is a unique solution

q = qguufhno-% € (07 1)

o (1.4). Let us point out that in this slightly more general setting, the expectation E(-)
n (1.3), (1.4) and (1.5) is taken over all of the independent random variables Z, Z" and h.

In the following, we use dynamical methods to control the correlation functions of
SK models with Hamiltonians as in (2.1), but with possibly modified interaction coupling
(' and Gaussian field h’ (whose entries are i.i.d. copies of a modified Gaussian random
variable h' ~ N (pps,02,)). All considered parameters (3, k') satisfy, however, conditions
(1.3) & (1.5) and this motivates us to define the parameter set

Ars- = {(B, pn, o) € (0,00) xR x[0,00) : (B, h) satisty (1.3) & (1.5), for h ~ N (up,07)}.

Using the continuous dependence (B,uh,a,%) B Ash = g0 it is straightforward to
check that the set A RS C (0,00) x R x [0,00) is open, which is frequently used below.
We denote by (¢!)cz a sequence of ii.d. samples from (), called replicas. Fol-
lowing standard conventions, the I-th replica ¢! corresponds to the I-th coordinate in
Hjez{—l, 1}V with product Gibbs measure ®jeZ<'>' By slight abuse of notation, we
write () also for expectations over functions of several replicas. Consider e.g. the overlap
R:{-1,1}¥ x {~1,1}¥ — R which equals the normalized inner product of two replicas:

R( ’ IZO_I U _ _ O_l O_I’)

Below, we abbreviate for simplicity R;; = R(al ol ) when computing Gibbs expectations

of functions of the overlap of multiple replicas. Following the previous remark, we thus
write for instance (f(Ri2, R34)) = <f(N_1(O'1,0'2),N_1(0'3,0'4))>®4 for every f: R — R.

Theorem 2.1 ([29, Theorem 13.7.1.]). Assume (3, up,03) € Arg- and h ~ N (up,02).
Let qa1, denote the unique solution of (1.4). Then, there is a constant Kgj, > 0 such that

E {exp (N(Ri2 — q67h)2/K67h)>ﬁ,h <2

Moreover, Kgp = Kg o2 is locally bounded in (3, uh,ah) for d =0gp, > 0 small enough
s.t. (B—06,8+4068)x (up— 6, pup +96) x [(62 —6)4,02 +6) C Aps-, we find K > 0 such that

2
sup E < exp (N(Rl,g — QBIJL/) /K)>B’ w <2 (2.2)
6/6(5_675—"_6)7 ’
H%E(Hh—&ﬂh‘f‘é)y
a;,€l(op —8)+,05+0)

where (07 — &)+ = max (0,07 — §) and where b ~ N (up, 02,).



Remark 2.1. That Kz, > 0 is locally bounded in (3, pun, ai) is not explicitly stated in [
Theorem 13.7.1.], but it readily follows from the arguments in [20, Sections 13.4-13.7].

Theorem 2.1 implies useful decay bounds on a large class of correlation functions. Here,
we rely on a direct consequence of (2.2) explained in detail in [28, Sections 1.8 & 1.10].
For the precise statement, we recall from [28] for [,I’ € Z the notation

Tiyp = N"*o! —m, o' —m), T,=N"'¢'-mm), T=N'(m,m) (2.3)

for replicas (0!);cz as well as

V2= 1—-2¢+q4 V2 = q—qa
1-82(1-2¢+q)’ (1-82(1—2¢+q))(1 - B2(1 —4g +3q4)) (2.4)
2 qu— ¢ B%(qq — ¢*) A? 262(2q + ¢* — q1) B '

v = + :
1= —dg+30) 1B (1—dg+3q)  1-5(1—4g+3q)
where ¢ is as in (1.4) and where ¢4 = E tanh*(h + 8,/¢Z).

Theorem 2.2 ([23, Theorem 1.10.1]). Assume (B, pn,02) € Arg- and h ~ N(up,0%).
Denote by Uy, U; and U independent centered Gaussian random variables with variance
1/12,1/22 and, respectively, V§, as in (2.4). Let Ty p, T} and T be defined as in (2.3). Then, for
fized n € Ng, k(I,I') e Ng for 1 <l <l'<mn, k(l) €Ny for 1 <1 <n, ke Ny as well as

SORQ+ D kD) +E

1<i<l'<n 1<i<n

we have that

M 7 1] le(z)Tk>_N se [ o I v Uk‘<CN_M

1<I<l’'<n 1<i<n 1<I<l'<n 1<i<n
Moreover, the constant C' = Cgy, is locally bounded in (ﬁ,,uh,cr%).

Remark 2.2. We remark that [25, Theorem 1.10.1] assumes < 1/2 in order to apply
[28, Eq. (1.88)] to obtain the error bounds in [28, Eq. (1.296)]. The latter is the key result
that implies [28, Lemma 1.10.2 € Corollary 1.10.3], which in turn implies [28, Theorem
1.10.1]. Instead of assuming B < 1/2, we can equally assume (B, up,0%) € Apg- and
h ~ N (un, o) to get [25, Eq. (1.296)], by Theorem 2.1. Given [25, Eq. (1.296)], Theorem
2.2 can then be proved exactly as in [25, Section 1.10]. Moreover, the fact that the constant
Cp p is locally bounded in (B, un,0%) is not explicitly explained in [28, Section 1.10], but it
readily follows as a consequence of Theorem 2.1 and the relevant tools from [28, Sections
1.6, 1.8 & 1.10], in particular [25, Eq. (1.151), (1.154), (1.215) € (1.216)].



We are now ready to apply the preceding results to derive suitable decay bounds on
correlation functions. For k € N and i1, ...,i; € [N], we define the k-point functions by

miliz,,,ik = 8hi1 8hi2 e ahik log ZN(h) (25)

To derive our main results, it is useful to consider a certain class of (k, p)-point correlation
functions, which are defined as follows: fixing k,p € Ny and jy, .., j, € [IV], we define

N
Mjy.jpik = N Myiyivigia..igigf1d2-.-dp - (2.6)
i1 yeesip=1
Notice that each of the indices i1, ...,4; over which we average occurs exactly twice.

Lemma 2.3. Assume (8, un,0%) € Aps— and h ~ N (up,0%). Set Ay, = m/2 if m < 2
and Ay, =m/2+1/2 if m > 3. Then, we have for every k > 0,p > 1 with 2k +p > 2 that

N
NP Z Emgl...jp;k < C@hN_AQkH)
J1senjp=1

for some Cgp, > 0 that is locally bounded in (B, up,o3).

Proof. For simplicity, we give a detailed proof for the cases k = 0 and k = 1; the remaining
cases k > 2 are proved with analogous arguments. We use the representation

Mjr..jp = <0J1'1 Ii_[ (Zu:(a;')uﬂ - O-;Lu—l;ll)>>’ (2.7)

u=1 v=1
where we recall that (o!);cy denote i.i.d. replicas sampled from (-). Eq. (2.7) follows from

Hy (o) +...+Hy (o)

ol ,ove{-1,1}N

_ <f(017m70u)(§gg_uag+1)>

v=1
and induction. Observe that the previous identity implies in particular that

(11 (Euilw?m o)) ) = h, -, (1) =0, (29

u=1l o=



Now, consider first the case k = 0. Recalling that (¢!);cz denotes a sequence of i.i.d.

replicas sampled from (-), Eq. (2.7) and (2.8) imply that we can express m?l g, 88

- —Uu

mgl"'j” - <( ]1103_11 _1HmH H (Z Ojutr — U;Z:l1)>< Z (O-;);+1 o Uj_u(fl—i_l))>>

u=1 v=1 v'=-—1
so that
N
2
Z My ..jp

J1yenp=1

- —Uu

= <(Rl,—l - N_l”m” H Z Z v’ Rv,—(u—i—l) - Ru+1,v’ + Ru+1,—(u+1))>

= <(T1,—1 + 711 + T—l) H Z Z - Tv’,—(u-i—l) - Tu—i—l,v’ + Tu+1,—(u+1))>'

Here, we used in the second step that R,y = T}y + 1) + Ty + N~ |/m|? and that
Ryw — Ry —(u+1) = Rugrr + Bug1,— (ut1)
= Ty + Ty + Ty + Nl = T, _(up1y = Ty = T_(usry — N~ mlf?
vt — Tust — T = N7Hm|? 4+ Togr — 1) + Lo + T (ugny + N1 m|
=Tow =Ty —(u+1) = Tut1,0r + Tug1,—(ut1)-
Now, applying and using the same notation as in Theorem 2.2, we get

N p—1
T P

J1seendp=1 u=0

p+1

<CON~"3, (2.9)

where (Zy)o<u<p—1 is a Gaussian random vector whose entries are defined by

25:1 ;/1;_1 (va/ — Uv,—(u+1) — Uu-l-l,v’ + Uu—‘,—l,—(u—l—l)) u > 1.

This proves the lemma for the case k = 0 and p = 2. To obtain an additional decay factor
N~1/2 for the cases p > 3, notice that the entries of (Z,)1<y<p—1 are independent:

EZ,Z,=F Z Z Z Z - v—(u—i—l) Uu—i—l,v’ +Uu+1,—(u+1))wa

7 :{Ul,_l-l-Ul-i-U_l cu =0,

v=1v=—1w=1lw'=-1
- Z Z (BUp — EUi—(qul) EU, utle T EU; utl, —(u+1)) 0
v=1v'=-1

10



for all 1 <u < v <p—1. Since (Zy,)o<u<p—1 is a Gaussian vector, we can then write

p—1
ZO = quZu + Z/,
u=1
where x = (1,...,2p-1) € RP~! and where Z’ is a Gaussian random variable independent
of the remaining entries Z1, ..., Z,_1. This implies for p > 3 that
EHZ _qu EZY)E H Zy =0
u'=1,
’;ﬁu

and combining this with (2.9), we conclude that

p+1
Ea Z Em? ;| <CON

Jiseensdp=1

Next, consider the case k = 1. By (2.7), we have that

N
1 1
My gpsl = N § Mivirgi..gp = N § : <0111 (0111 - 01'21) I I (z :(O-.;‘}ufl B O';L:i))>

1=l i1=1 u=2 v=1
p+1 U

~{a-r) [ (X @, — o))

u=2 wv=1
p+1 U

= (Ml = R TT (X (05, =) )

u=2 ov=1

where we used (2.8) in the last step. Hence

m? = (Nl = Riz) (V2 = Ry o)
p+1 u —u

<L (X~ ) (X el - ™))

v=-—1

and thus, arguing as in the first step,

NP Z Emh gpil = =E <(T1 +To+Tio)(T-1 +To+ T_l,_g)
,717 7.717_1
p+1 u

X H (Z Z =Ly —(ur1) = Lur1,v +Tu+1,—(u+1))>>-

v=1v'=-1

11



Applying and using the same notation as in Theorem 2.2, we obtain that

P+3

N
‘ NP Z Em?l___jp;l EUi+Us+Up)(U1 +U o+ U_q - Yl,p‘ <CN~™
J1yeenjp=1

where we set

p+1 u

Yl,p H <Z Z - U—(U-i-l) Uu-i-l,v’ + Uu+1,—(u+1)))-

v=1v'=-1

Notice in particular that Y , is independent of the random variables (U ); rezr>0 and
(U1)iez and that EY; , = 0, arguing as in the previous step. We therefore conclude that

N
_ _pt3 _A
‘N Y Em?lmjp;l‘§C’N 2 = ON~Ave,

Jiseensdp=1

For the remaining cases k > 2, using the same arguments as above, we find that

k+p+1

N
[N Em e B Xy Yip| < ONTTET = N,

J1sep=1

where
p+2k—1 u

Yk’p - H <Z Z - U—(u-l-l) Uu—i—l,v’ + Uu+1,—(u+1)))

u=2k v=1v'=-1

so that by independence F'Y},, = 0, and where X}, ), is a finite polynomial of the random
variables (Ul,l’)l,l’eZ:ll’>0 and (U));ez so that E[Xk,PYkJJ] =0. |

We conclude this section with a few corollaries of Lemma, 2.3 that provide useful bounds
on the correlation functions, conditionally on a fixed spin ¢;. Recall that m € RY denotes
the magnetization vector (i.e. m; = (0;)) and that m® denotes the magnetization of the
system after removing o;. We write (-)(*) for the corresponding Gibbs measure so that

m® = (mgi), . ,mg?l,mgﬁl, . ,mg\i,)) = ((01>(i), ce <O'Z'_1>(i), (0i+1>(i), R (0N>(i)).

Note that (-)®) is a Gibbs measure induced by the SK Hamiltonian as in (1.1), but with

N — 1 particles and with coupling 3’ = (1 — 1/N)'/23 (which is close to 8 for N > 1).
More generally, for fixed i € [N], let us identify (gi;);.j£ with (gi;(1));:ji, where the

components of ((gi;(t));:ji) te0.1] denote N — 1 independent Brownian motions of speed

12



1/N, ie. E(g;;(t))? = t/N. Then, for o; € {~1,1} and t € [0, 1], we denote by (-)!(c;,1)
the Gibbs measure induced by the SK Hamiltonian

H][\i/}—l(a): Z Bguvauo-v"i' Z ho, + Bgiu(t) Z)Ju

1<u<v<N, 1<u<N:
w,vF£1 Tui
N
o ! ! h/ ¢
= B Gunouoy + u(oi,t)o
1<u<v<N, 1<u<N:
w,vF£1 uFi

for o = (0)je[n iz € {-1, 13N=1. Here, the interactions ¢/, = (1 — 1/N)~"2g,, de-
fine a GOE matrix G’ € RN IXN=1 and the random field (M (J“t))je[N} i
independent Gaussian copies of K’ ~ N (up,0%,) = N (up, 03 + B*t/N). Observe that

consists of

i — el =0, 18— B =0, |0 — o] =0 (2.10)

as N — oo and that (-)l(g;,0) = (-)®). Moreover, observe that (-)l(-,1) corresponds to
the Gibbs expectation ({-}|o;) conditionally on o;.

In the sequel, we denote by mgl} gy = mgll] i 51} Gk =
(4]

ms jp;k(ai, t) the (k,p)-point correlation functions with regards to (-)ll, defined as in
(2.5) and (2.6). Following [1], we finally define for observables f : {—1,1}¥~1 = R

(04,t) the k-point and by m

SN = (G () = SN — 54010,
alh) = (@) 0 = 50 + 3 (NI(-1,9),
AHT = (2N @) = () () - (H.

The next lemmas estimate certain correlation functions, conditionally on o;. To ease the
notation, we write | and understand implicitly that all variables are averaged over [N]\{i}.

Lemma 2.4. Assume (3, up,03) € Ags- and h ~ N (pup,03). Then, for every k > 0,p > 1
with 2k + p > 1, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

sm>Nﬂ’§Z\HAm%.fmaw3s0N‘Mﬂwa
t€[0,1] I

Jlsenrdp
sup NP Z H y -k)<f)H§ < ON~A2ktpi1,
t€l0,1] s P

13



Proof. Applying It6’s lemma w.r.t. ((gij(t))jG[N]:#i)te[o ) we find by definition (2.6) that

i i B
d(Aimg-f...j,,;k) = 52 (5iml[j}1...jp;k) dgir + 7(1 - N~ )(ezmﬁf jp;k+1) dt,
]

2
[i] [i] B _ (1]
d( M. Jpik =B Z EZml]l Jpik dg’l +5 9 ( -N 1)(5imj1---jp§k+1) dt.

Notice that the integrands on the r.h.s. in the previous equations are linear combinations
of suitable (k,p)-point functions with interaction coupling and external field parameters
all satisfying (1.3) & (1.5) for N large (by the remarks around (2.10)) s.t. by Lemma 2.3

sup NP1 Z H( m}y]l ik )(t)H;SCN—Azk+P+17

tE[O 1] l7j17 7jp
P A(2k+2+p)
sup N~ Z H 31 ]p7k+l) Hz <CN-
t€(0,1] J1y--sJp

Hence, employing the It6 isometry yields

sup N7 37 (3o ) @]y < CN~Aers
t€[0,1] J1sendp

and plugging this into the dynamical equation for A; m[] k> We get
sup N2 37 [[(Aimg) ) @)l < ON“Aawinsc,

te[01] J1seendp

O

Lemma 2.5. Assume (B, jip,03) € Aps— and h ~ N (up,0%). Then, for everyk > 0,p > 1
with 2k + p > 1, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

2
—Agy,
tgl(l)pl NP Z H ZQU ]jl ]p7k)(t)H2 < CN—“2ktp+s
J1yeesdp ) (2‘11)
sup NP H Z gz] jj1 jp,k) (t)H < CN~Azktrez,
tef0,1] J1seeesdp 2

Proof. The bounds follow from integration by parts applied to g;;(t) and g;;/(t) in

NP Z ZEgijgijl(Aimgi;I---Jpv )(A mgl}ﬁl ﬁpfk)

jly"'vjp jvjl
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and applying Lemma 2.4. It will be clear that the bounds are uniform in ¢ € [0,1] so for
simplicity, let us ignore the t-dependence in the notation. Applying Gaussian integration
by parts first to the g;;; implies

Z ZEQUQW 59}1 Jpik o) (A mgl']h prk)

.717 7.717 .77.]
— (3
=N ) <N D E(Aimg )
Jroedn=1 N =1

+ 52 L= Z ng ]Jl ]pvk) (Aimg'?---jp;kﬂ)

(2] (7]
52N Z E gij (Bimyjj, . g) (Bimgs, yp,k)>

Jy'=1

and then, applying Gaussian integration by parts to the g;;, we arrive at

NP Z ZEgijgij’( E}l Jpi k)(Azmwﬁ g,,,k)

J1y--sdp 5537
2 _ 2
—N7 Y < ZE ml ) B - NTOE (Al ke)
.717 7]?
,84t2 .
+— (1= ZE ]Jl JpJf) (Aimg'lj]d...jp;kﬂ)
B4t2
+ (1= ZE A, m ’J1 Jp k+1) (Almgl’]h ~~jp;k)

ﬁ4t2 2
ZE JJ 'j1.. Jpvk) >

Applying Lemma 2.4 and Cauchy-Schwarz, we thus obtain

2
sup NP H Zgz] ]J1 jp,k) (t)H2 < CON~A2ktp+s,
t€[0,1] e

Repeating the computation while replacing A; by d; in all integrands, we obtain (2.11). O

3 Proof of Propositions 1.1 and 1.2

We start with the proof of Prop. 1.1 which is a simple consequence of Lemma 2.4.

15



Proof of Prop. 1.1. A direct computation shows that
mij = (1 —m?) o;m.

Now, applying It&’s lemma as in the previous section on the i-th row of G, we find

P s
-0 ) =5 % / (A0 daut) + 55 3 [ (Gamll)0ra
k
52 £) dgir (t) + 5—2(1—N‘1) 1(5- 1 () dt
ik B 0 i .
Using that (1 — mf) < 1 and applying Lemma 2.4, we conclude that

mw
72 - o il

< gz sup [ (8l 03+ € sup | (5 ><s>u§

% te[0,1] t€[0,1]
~¢ . (g S Il )0l + 5 S londlywl) < v
te[0,1] J1,J2

(3.1)

Notice that in the second step of the last bound we used the symmetry among the sites
j € [N]\ {i}, in order to average over both indices of the two point functions. O

We conclude this section with the proof of Prop. 1.2. Our goal is to show that
Y = (D +5%(1—q) — BG)M — idgny € RV*N

with entries

it = {(1 ~m (0 - 0) - A%, gudim)) ek g

(1 —m?) " tma + B2(1 — @ymir, — B gigmyr. i # k,

has operator norm ||Y||op bounded by o(1)||M||op, up to a quantity O(1) which is of order
one with high probability. Our proof relies on Prop. 1.1. In the following, the standard
Frobenius (or Hilbert-Schmidt) norm is denoted by || - ||r; recall that || - [[op < || - ||F-

Proof of Prop. 1.2. A direct computation shows that

Mk = <m[l] Eﬂ) + <m§i/}c> = (&-my})mzk + eim Ei]c +m; (&mﬂ)
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so that, motivated by Prop. 1.1, we can decompose y; for i # k into

5 — 529ijm§ik) - ﬁZgij (mj — mglk)) + B%(1 — q)m,
=<ﬂ2(1—q ﬂZguém )muﬁ( ik BZQU )
_/BZQZ] Am ) Bmzzgzg(ézmg}f)

J

m
Yik = 1

Comparing this with the diagonal entries of Y in Eq. (3.2), we can split
Y=Y M+Yy—Y;3—-Yy,,

where the Y; € RN*N for j € {1,2,3,4}, are defined by

0 11 =k,
(Yl)ik:< (1-4q) 52%5771 ) ik, (Yo)ik :{ e g5 g ') it
0 ri=k 0 ti=k

Ys)ir = i . 7 Yy4)ik = ; . ’
ol {ﬁzjgijmz-mﬁ-,b itk {ﬁmizjgijwim;,b itk

The matrix Yo vanishes in norm when N — oo, in the sense of probability, by Eq. (3.1)
and Markov’s inequality: for every § > 0, we find that

P(IYzlop > 8) < 6B Yall5, < 6 °BIYalf = N* | max  E(Y2)] < CO N2
1,]€ RE]

By Lemma 2.5, the same argument implies limy_o || Y3]/op = 0, and we have that

P([|[Yallop > K) < K~282N? E(Y
(IWallop > K) < KT56°N? | max | E(Ya)j

< CK_2N2N_1 Z H Zglj (51m£1j]1)
J1 J

for some C' > 0, independent of N, where we used symmetry among the sites to reduce the
computation to the first row of G. Combining these remarks, Prop. 1.2 follows if

J

2
‘ < CK™?,
2

li Y = .
Jim [ o = 0 (33)

in probability.
To prove (3.3), we argue first as in (3.1) to obtain that

E‘Zgw(ém BZglkm )‘2§CN_5/2.
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Indeed, this bound is a direct consequence of It6’s lemma, which shows that

dzgm <5 m Bzgzkmk]> BZ <5 m; ﬁzgzkmk]) dgzy +5zglj A mH)dglk
ZQU 5m dt+ 6 Z Zm[l]

and estimating the different contributions on the r.h.s. of the previous identity using
Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5. Combining the previous bound with Markov thus implies

lim sup ‘( Vi — <52(1 —q) —522%'291'1#”;(3)‘ =0
j k

N—)ooze[N]

in probability.
We now split

1 —q) - B Zgzy Zglkmk]

= B%(Ryo— q)" 522 (63 - (N=1D)) 1~ (@) -8 Y giigami),

J Jik:i#k

and it is straightforward to deduce from Theorem 2.1 that

A0 _
dim_sup [(Fiz =)™ | =0

in probability. Indeed, this follows from Markov’s inequality combined with Theorem 2.1,
the continuity of (5, up, a}%) = 48k = 4By 02 and the fact that ('>(i) is a SK measure with

interaction coupling 3’ = S/, and Gaussian external field b’ = h/y, such that |8 — §'| — 0,
|02 —02,] = 0 as N — oo and |up — ppr| = 0, as remarked already at (2.10).
On the other hand, a standard exponential concentration bound yields

_ ()32 -1y _
dim, o |36 = V=07 (0= 7)) = i swp [ 3~ N7 =0

and, finally, applying once more Theorem 2.1, a straightforward computation shows that

N\ 4
E( Z gijgikmi(;}) SCN_4 Z E J1J2 §3)J4)2'

Jik:jF#k J1,32,J3,74

Then, using the identity

(i) = (o} =3 (ol = o) (5 = 52) o = i)



together with Theorem 2.1 and Cauchy-Schwarz, we arrive at
)\4 i _
E( Z gijgikm](g]?> < CE ({(Ri,-1+ Rg,—2 — R1,—2 — R2,—1)2>( ))2 <CN™2
Jk:g#k

Hence, by Markov’s inequality, we obtain that

lim sup Z gijgikm](j?‘:oa
N=ooieN Y kin ’

in probability. This proves limy_, || Y1|lop = 0 and concludes Prop. 1.2. O

4 Proof of Proposition 1.3

In this section we conclude Theorem 1.4 by proving Prop. 1.3. Our arguments rely on
the main results of [5, 6, 141] and translate, up to a few modifications, the main ideas from
[9] to the present context. For the rest of this paper, h > 0 denotes a deterministic field
strength as in the definition of Hy in Eq. (1.1) in Section 1.

We first recall the main result of [14], which states that, in a suitable subregion of the
replica symmetric phase, the magnetization vector m is well approximated by an iterative
solution to the TAP [2] equations introduced by Bolthausen in [5, (]. To state this precisely,
we need to recall Bolthausen’s construction of the TAP solution and collect some of its
properties. Here, we find it convenient to follow the conventions and notation used in [0, 8].
We start with the sequences (ag)ren, (7 )ken and (I'x)ken which have initializations

and we define 1 : [0, 4] — [0, ¢] by

Y(t) = Etanh (h + BVtZ + By/q — tZ') tanh (h + BVEZ + By/q — t2")

Then, we set recursively

Lemma 4.1. (/5, Lemma 2.2, Corollary 2.3, Lemma 2.4], [0, Lemma 2])

1) v is strictly increasing and convex in [0,q] with 0 < ¥(0) < ¥(q) = q. If (1.3) is
satisfied, then q is the unique fixed point of ¥ in [0, q].

2) (ag)ken is increasing and oy > 0 for all k € N. If (1.3) is satisfied, then limy_, oo ax = q.
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3) For k > 2, we have that 0 < Fg_l < ap < qand that 0 < vy, < +/q— Fi_l. If (1.3) is
satisfied, then limg_, Fi = q and, consequently, limg_.o v = 0.
Next, we recall Bolthausen’s decomposition of the interaction matrix G, which yields

a convenient representation of the iterative TAP solution. Without loss of generality, we
may assume that the interaction matrix G € RV*¥ in (1.1) is equal to

wW+who
c=-2"V
V2
for a random matrix W = (wj;)i<ij<n € RNYXN with zero diagonal and i.i.d. Gaussian
entries w;; ~ N(0, N~!) (without symmetry constraint). Here and in the following, we

abbreviate X = (X + XT)/v/2 for X € RV*N. Then, we set
w — W, c — W(1)7 ¢(1) — N"121¢ RY, m = Val € RY
and, assuming W6 GE) = W(s), &%), m) are defined for 1 < s < k, we set”
¢ = GBI N2,
Moreover, G;, denotes the o-algebra
G, = J(W(S)N1/2¢(8), (W(S))TN1/2¢(S) 1< s< k‘)

Conditional expectations and respectively probabilities with respect to G are denoted by
E; and Pr. We then define the iterative cavity field z+t1) e RN and the iterative TAP
solution m*+1) ¢ RN at step k + 1 by

A Z’Ys +fq—T2_¢® mtD = ganh (b1 + z*D) (4.1)

and we also set .
m*+Y — 570 (m*+Y ¢ gt

Hm k+1) _ 25:1( (k+1) | 5(5)) () H
recalling that ¢**t1) is well-defined for all k < N [6, Lemma 5]. Finally, we define

¢(k+1

WD) Zwk) _ 0 g
o8 Z W G0 @ 6 4 50) g (WENT k) _ (Wk) gls) 50y ok) @ 5H)

3Notice that here we use the convention that (¢(®)*_; forms an orthonormal sequence in (RY, (-,-)). In
contrast to that, in [6, 8] the inner product (-, -) and the tensor product ® are rescaled by a factor N~*
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where (x ® y)(z) = (y,z) x, and by symmetrization

GE+HD) — Wkt — g®) _ 50 for
p*) = N712¢0) @ gk) o N=126() @ k) — N=1/2(¢R) (k)Y (k) & (k)

(¢(S))’S€:1 is orthonormal in (RN, (-,-)) and P(’f), Q(k) denote the orthogonal projections
k i k
P® — Z¢(S) ® o) = (Pi(j M<ijens QW =1y —PW = (Qz('j))lﬁiJSN‘
s=1

Notice that P*) equals the orthogonal projection onto
span (m(s) 1 <s< k‘) = span (qﬁ(s) 1 <s< k:)

In the next result we collect several useful facts about (z()*_,, (m®)*_, and (G®)k_,.
We say for (Xn)n>1, (Yn)n>1 that may depend on parameters like S, h, etc. that

XN’ZYN

if and only if there exist positive constants ¢, C' > 0, which may depend on the parameters,
but which are independent of N, such that for every ¢t > 0 we have

P(| Xy — Yn| > t) < Ce™ N,
Proposition 4.2. ([5, Prop. 2.5], [0, Prop. 4, Prop. 6, Lemmas 3, 11, 1} & 16])
1) m®) and o) are G, -measurable for every k > 1 and
W) pls) = (W(k))T¢(5) =GWe®) =0, Vs <k.
2) Conditionally on Gi_s, WE) gnd WED gre Gaussian, and we have that

1 _ _
E—o wgf)wgl;) = NQ,(/: ”Qﬁ-l{f Y

and, consequently, that
1 _ _ 1 _ _
gl = Ll gl + Latglon.

3) Conditionally on G_o, W) s independent of Gp_1. In particular, conditionally on
Gr_1, W& and G*) are Gaussian with the same covariance as in 2).

4) For every k > 1, N=Y/2(¢®) ¢(®)) is unconditionally Gaussian with variance 2/N.
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5) Conditionally on Gi_1, the random variables ¢®) are Gaussian with
160G = QY ool

6) For every k > 1 and s < k, one has

N2 (mP) ¢)) g, NTV2(m®), )~ Jq T3,

NHm® m®)) ~ a,, N"Hm®) m*)) ~q.

In particular, limy_o N7'E |m®)||2 = ¢ and, assuming (1.3), we have that

limsup lim N7'E||m) — m®)|2 =0
jk—o0 N—00

7) For every k > 1, we have that

HN 1/2(C(k k+1 - B(1— q)mm =0,

and, for 1 <s <k —1, we have that
INT2(¢), m*HD) — 51— g)sl, = 0

In addition to the properties listed in Prop. 4.2 it is well-known that the sequences
(m®)*_ and (2(®)"*] have an explicit joint limiting law, which we recall in the next
proposition. In its statement, convergence of a sequence (i, )nen of probability measures
on R?, 11, € P(RY) for each n € N, to a limiting measure p € P(R?) in W5 (R%) means that

lim Wa(pn, ) =0,  where  Wa(u,v 1nf\/E||X Y|?
n—oo

denotes the usual Wasserstein 2-distance between two probability measures u,v € P(R?)
(the infimum is taken over all couplings IT € P(R?*?) of y and v, and (X,Y) has joint
distribution (X,Y) ~ II). The next theorem follows from combining [22, 5, 0].

Theorem 4.3. In the sense of probability (w.r.t. the disorder G), we have that

. 1
A}l_lgo N Z 0w w2 k) =Ly My Zo,. Zysn)

i sl TR T2y

in Wa(R?%), where My = /g, My "Z' tanh(h + 8Z5), (Za,..., Zrs1) ~ N(0,K<y) is a
Gaussian vector in R* and LMy, My, Za,..Zyyr) 18 the law of (My, ..., Mg, Za, ..., Zki1).
The covariance K<j, € RFXF equals K = Cov(Zsy1, Zt+1) = EMMy; in particular

q s =1,

Ky *Z' Etanh(h + BZ,) tanh(h + 5Z;) = EM,M, = {
aspt 1S FE L
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Remark 4.3. In [22, )], the iterative TAP sequence is defined differently compared to
(4.1). Namely, in the language of [22, 5] one sets m® =0, mY = Va1 and for k >1

25D = em®™ — p(1 — q)m*Y, mETY = tanh (h1 + gEFY).
The validity of Theorem 4.3 then follows from

lim N7E[ZH - 2|7 =0, lim NT'E|m® —m®)|
N—o0 N—o00

2:0

for every k > 2, which can be proved inductively (note that ml) = m(l),ﬁz(z) = m(2)),
based on Prop. 4.2 and the decomposition G = G*) + z];;ll ,6(3), and which implies that

1 Y 1Y
lim Wso| — 0 k) (2 kt1)y = d_a _ (k) ~«2) ~k+1) | = 0.
Nooo P\N Z . mt . m® 2P D O S R
1=

[ARRE LA A e AR i—1
in probability.
The properties of Bolthausen’s iterative solution (m(k))kzl suggest that it is close to

the magnetization vector m of the SK model, at least in a suitable subregion of the RS
phase. This is proved in [14], based on a locally uniform overlap concentration assumption.

Theorem 4.4 ([11]). Assume that §,h > 0 are such that for some § > 0 we have

lim sup [E ng—q/h2 ,, =0. 4.2
N—00 g_s< <4 <| 57|>B,h (4.2)

Then we have that

lim lim N7'E||m—m®|*=o0. (4.3)

k—o0 N—oo

Remark 4.4. Observe that (4.2) is satisfied under (1.3) & (1.5), by Eq. (2.2) in Theorem
2.1. Notice furthermore that [1/] defines the TAP iteration differently compared to (4.1):

()0 = @ (') —(1=N )@ 2) ()5, (') < gank (3t 5(2/) D).
Similar remarks as for Theorem /.3 apply: based on Prop. 4.2 and induction, one obtains

lim N-'E H(Z/)(k) _ z(k)H2 —0, lim N-'E H(m/)(k) - m(k)H2 =0,
N—oo N—oo

which implies (4.3) with m"*) as defined in (4.1).
Equipped with the above preparations, we now turn to the proof of Prop. 1.3, which
is a direct consequence of the next proposition. For a sequence (Xy)nen, we set

p—l%ll_}glofXN = sup {t cR: A}gnoo]P(XN <t)= 0},

p-limsup Xy = inf {t eR: lim P( Xy >1t)= 0}.
N—ro00

N—oo

The next result follows by translating the main ideas [9, Section 4] to the present context.
For completeness, we carry out the key steps, with a few modifications, in detail below.
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Proposition 4.5. Assume that (3,h) satisfy (1.3), and define for v € (—1,1)N the
diagonal matriz D, € RN*N and the set SNek C RY x (=1,1D)N by

(D,),. = ij SNek = {(u, v) e RV x (=1, )N : [Ju)? = 1, [[v—mM|]? < Ns}. (4.4)

t 1—vi2’

Then, there exists a constant c = cgp > 0, that is independent of N, such that

9 2
liminf liminf p-liminf [ inf (u, (Dv +32(1—q) — iv@ v— ﬁG)u)] > c.
(u,0) N

e—=0 k—o00 N—o0 ESN ek

Remark 4.5. As already remarked in Section 1, note that Prop. 4.5 only requires (3, h)
to satisfy the AT condition (1.3). The additional assumption (1.5) in Prop. 1.3 is used to
approzimate the magnetization m of the SK model by the iterative TAP solution m*).

Before giving the proof of Prop. 4.5, let us first record that it implies Prop. 1.3.

Proof of Prop. 1.3, given Prop. J.5. Observe, first of all, that D = Dy,, by (1.8) & (4.4).
Now, choosing € > 0 sufficiently small and k£ € N sufficiently large, Prop. 4.5 implies that

inf (u, (Dv—l—ﬁZ(l—q)—%V@v—ﬁG)u) >c/2

(u,v)ESN,E,k

for some constant ¢ > 0, with probability tending to one as N — co. By the assumptions
(1.3) & (1.5), we can apply Theorem 4.4 which combined with Markov implies

Jm—m®) < ve
with probability tending to one as N — oo. Thus
inf (u, (D +3%(1—q) — ﬁG)u)

lul|2=1
> inf (u, (Dm+52(1—Q)—ﬁm®m—ﬁG)U)
Juli2=1 N
i 20—y 2oy _
- (uvv)lggN,s,k (u’ (Dy + 51 —q) N VeV BG)U) >¢/2,

ie. D+ %(1 —q) — BG > c for ¢ = ¢/2, with probability tending to one as N — co. [
The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Prop. 4.5.

Proof of Prop. J.5. Step 1: We adapt the main idea of [9] and apply the Sudakov-Fernique
inequality [27, 18, 26], conditionally on G, to reduce the problem to a solvable variational
problem. To this end, we first write

k
B(u, Gu) = B(u, GH* V) + j—% ;m, ¢ @ ¢ u) + 04(1)
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for an error og(1) = —N"Y23F_ (¢ ¢)|(6*), u)|? which satisfies SUp|jy||=10u(l) = 0

s=1
as N — oo almost surely, by Prop. 4.2 5). This means that
p- lim sup [ inf (u (5G+2—52V®V—D —52(1—q))u)]
N—oo (uvv)esN,s,k ’ N M

2

k

i ; 28 283

=p-limsu inf  (u, (BGHE+ 2N (D@ ¢+ 2 vev-D,— (1 - ¢))u ]
p N_>00p|:(u7v)€SN,5,k( (5 \/N;C (b N B ( q)) )

Now, comparing the (conditionally on Gi) Gaussian processes

(Xu’v) (uvv)eSN,s,k - (5(117 G—(k—l—l)u) + f(u7 V))

)
(u7v)€SN,s,k

2
(Yur)uyes. = (ool Q@) + £ (u.v) ,

(117V)ESN’5’]€

where & ~ N(0,idg~) denotes a Gaussian vector independent of the remaining disorder
and where we abbreviate

f(u,v)= j—%

we have Ex Xy v = E;Yyv = f(u,v) and an application of Prop. 4.2, part 4), shows that

2
(0,0, w) + 2 (1, v)2 (u, Dyw) — (1 —g),

] =

s=1

Ek (Xu,v - Xu’,v’)2 < Ek (Yu,v - Yu’,v’)2

for every (u,v), (u’,v’) € Sy . Thus, by Vitale’s extension [30] of the Sudakov-Fernique
inequality [27, 18, 26] we obtain that a.s.

E, sup [B (u, G(kH)u) + f(u, V):| <Ep sup 28

1QWu][(QWu, &) + £ (u,v)|.
(uvv)eSN,E,k (uvv)esN,s,k |:\/N ]

(4.5)

Next, observing that conditionally on Gy, we have the distributional equality

1
Gk L ok _—_(u+ul)Q®
QY —— N( )Q
for some random matrix U = (ujj)1<ij<n € RV*N with ii.d. entries ui; ~ N(0,1)
(without symmetry constraint) for ¢ # j and u;; = 0, a standard application of Gaussian
concentration (see, for instance, [28, Theorem 1.3.4]) implies that

o

sup [5(u, G(k+1)u) + f(u,v)}

(u,v)ESN,E,k

—E,  sup [B(u, G(kH)u) + f(u,v)} ' > t> < 2e~CONE,

(u,v)ESN,E,k
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Indeed, for X,Y € RV*N notice that

sup [i (Q(k)u,XQ(k)u)—i— f(u,v)} —  sup [i (Q(k)u,YQ(k)U—)—i— f(uav):|

(uv)eSn.r LVN (uv)eSn.r LVN
o [P Yat) <]
: u’eRJ\Sf}ﬁE’H?Sl %hﬂ’ X -Y) u’) = \/% <”§V::1(X N Yﬁj) N N \/%HX —Yl
so that, upon switching the roles of X € RVM*N and Y € RV*N | we get
i, [ @R ten] S [rr@0uvaty
< IX-v]

for the deterministic constant C' = /23 > 0. Arguing along the same lines, we also find

20 k k)
m( sup {—ﬁn@ (@, &) + £ (u,v)
(u7v)€SN,s,k N
23 k _CON#2
LBy swp [—||Q<>u||<u,£>+f<u,v>H>t)§2e ,
(u,v)ESN,E,k \% N

and since C' > 0 is independent of Gy, we can take the expectation E() over the previous
two tail bounds to see that they hold true unconditionally. Thus, we conclude

lim sup [5(u, G(kH)u) + f(u, V)] —Er sup [ﬁ (u, G(k+1)u) + f(u, v)} ‘ =0
N=ro0 (uvv)esN,s,k (uvv)eSN,s,k
and
i | w2 Qu@ 6 + v
N—oo (u,v)ESNvE,k \/N
268 k)
B s [ ZEIQu@ug + fw)|| <0
(U,V)ESNVEJQ \/N
in the sense of probability. Combining these observations with (4.5), we finally arrive at
2 2
lim sup lim sup p- lim sup [ sup (u, (ﬁG + iv ®@v—D,—F%1 - q))u)]
e—0 k—o0 N—o0 (u,v)ESN,c.k N

(4.6)
< lim sup lim sup p- lim sup [ sup F(u,v,f, Mk Z(If))]7
(u,v

e—0 k—oo N—oo )ESNVEJQ
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where M®) and Z*) denote the matrices

M® = (m®Om® .. m®) e RV*k ZH) — (5@ D) e RN*F

gy

and where

j_ﬁ_”Q(k’uH(m &) + 28(u, 2®) (METM®) T ME )
+ %2(11 m(k))2 o (u7 Dvu) . ,82(1 _ Q).

Here, we used additionally that

F(u,v,&, MK Z0) =

sup N_1Hv®v— m®* @ m®* HO < 24/e
[v—m(® [2< Ve

and that, in the sense of probability, we have

i | sup NV (POu)| < tim NP <o

N=00 " lu|2=1

=0.
op

lim H\/—ZC © ¢) — 20 (METME) " T

N—oo

The last two identities readily follow e.g. from a simple second moment bound and,
respectively, from Prop. 4.2. Notice that both matrices N~1/2 Zle ¢ @ ¢() and
Z%) (M(k)TM(k))_lM(k)T are at most of rank k& (Q®RY contained in their kernels) so
that the norm convergence follows from pointwise convergence on the vectors (m(s))i?:l
Step 2: The remainder of the proof is based on analyzing the optimization problem
on the r.h.s. of Eq. (4.6). This can be done with the same arguments as in [9, Sections
4.1 to 4.4]. For completeness, we translate the arguments from [9] to the present setting.
In particular, we point out at which steps the AT condition (1.3) enters the analysis.
First, we control the r.h.s. of Eq. (4.6) through an optimization problem that only
involves the limiting distributions of M®*) and Z(k), based on Theorem 4.3. Setting

*)

2k+3
Pn = NZ VNui,v;,6,MP), 2F) € PR™T),

where by X;. € R"™ we denote the i-th row of X € R™*" and setting
B,(1) = [ n(de) 1), Bu(S) = [ uldn) 1s(a) = u(S). (F.9) 1200 = [ nldo) f@)gle)
for € P(R?*+3) we have that

F(u,v,&, M®, Z0) = ¢ (%),
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where for every u € P(R**3) with finite second moment, we define

(1) = 26 E,(UZT)[E,(MMT)] "'E,(MU) + 28| QpUll 12 (a0 (U, E) 12(a
+26% (M, U)o,y — Eu((1 = V3)7IU?) = 5%(1 - q).

Here, the coordinates in the integrals over R?**3 w.r.t. to u are denoted by (U,V,E,M,Z)
(or, in other words, £(U,V,Z,M,Z) = 1) and Q) denotes the projection onto the orthog-
onal complement of the coordinates of M = (M, ..., My), i.e.

QuU =U-MT(E,MMT)"'E, MU.

To stay consistent with the construction in (4.1) and with the previous notation, we write
in the following Z = (Zs,...,Zk+1). Now, applying [9, Lemma 1] (whose proof in [9,
Appendix B.2] carries over directly to the present context upon replacing the functional
Fx  from [9] by @ defined above, based on Prop. 4.2), we obtain the upper bound

limsup limsup p-limsup  sup F(u,v,{,M(k),Z(k)) < limsuplimsup sup ®(u),
e—0 k—o00 N—o0 (u,v)ESN,E,k e—0 k—o0 }J,ESEJQ
(4.7)
where
Ser={n=LUV,EMZ): U720, =1, IV = Mill72(4,) <& Pu(lV]<1) =1,
Z = (Zg, ey Zk+1) ~ ./\/’(O,ng), M = (Ml, e ,Mk) With M1 = \/a,
M, *Z! tanh(h + 8Z,_1), = ~ N(0,1) independent of Z }.

Next, using that E“(ZZT) = EM(MMT) = K<, we observe that

-1 2 —
127 [Eu(MM)] T Eu(MU)|| 1o 4 + 1Qu U724 IEN7 240
-1 -1
= E,(MU)" [E,(MM")] " E,(Z22") [E,(MM")] 7 E,(MU) + [|Qu Ul 724 = 1
so that, by the independence of Z and =, we have that under u
-1 _
2" [E,(MM)] ™ E, (MU) + [|QuUll 24 E ~ A0, 1).
Arguing similarly that
-1
<Zk+17 ZT [EM(MMT)] E”(MU)>L2(du) = <Mk7 U>L2 (dp)
and using that || Zx1/l22(40) = [[Mkllp2(au) = /@ We can thus write

—1 — _ —_
2" [E,(MM")] 7 EL(MU) + QuUll 2= = ¢ My, U) 12(a) Zi1 + 1|Qas, Ul 22(ap) =
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for some Gaussian Z' ~ N(0,1), which is independent of Zj1, and where @y, denotes
the projection onto the orthogonal complement of Mj, in L?(dyu). In particular, we have

283 -
P(p) = " (U, Mie) 12 () Z 15 U) £2ap) + 261Q0s, Ul 2 () (Us Z) 22 a0

+268% (M, U2 (g — Eu((1 = V2)TIU?) = 541 —q),

and setting M1 = tanh(h + 8Zk41), such that under the AT condition (1.3) we have
|Myy1 — Mk”?’ﬂ(du) =2q — 2a;, — 0 as k — oo by Lemma 4.1 and Prop. 4.2 4), we find

limsuplimsup sup @®(p) < limsup sup ¥(u), (4.8)
e—0 k—oo peS. i e—=0 peS:

where VU is defined by

(p) = 287 (U, M) g2y (2, U) 2y +281/1 = 47 O U) ) (W, U) 2
+ 282 (M, U) 72,y — Eu((1 = V?)71U?%) = B°(1 - g),
for every = L(M,U,V,W,Z) € S., with S. defined by
S ={LM,U,V,W,Z) : [[U[ 724y = LIV = M| 724,y <,
Pu(|V] <1) =1,(W,Z) ~ N(0,idgz), M = tanh(h + 3/qZ)}.

Step 3: Finally, we need to analyze the optimization problem on the r.h.s. in Eq.
(4.8). Here, we introduce Lagrange multipliers and simply upper bound the r.h.s. by

U(p) = 28¢ 2 (U, M) L2 (2, U) L2y + 25\/1 — MM, U)o (4, (W, U 24
+ 282 (M, U) 72,y — Eu((1 = V?)71U?) = 8%(1 - g)
= 25(]—1/233 <Z7U>L2(d,u) +28 V31— q_1x2 <W7U>L2(d,u) + 252332 - 52(1 - Q)
F AU Z 2y = 1) + 2 (U, M) gy — 2) = B, (1= V)70
é 252$2 - 52(1 - q) - )‘u - )\xx + E;L@(Mv\/)W) Z)7
where we set x = x(U,M) = (U, M) 2(g,,) as well as
O(m,v,w, z) = sup {(26(]_1/2&:2 + 28V 1 — g 122w+ Agm)u+ (A, — (1 — vz)_l)uﬂ.
ueR
Fixing from now on A\, < 1 and assuming w.l.o.g. |v] < 1 (in accordance to the fact that

P,(JV] < 1) = 1), strict concavity implies that

(28q7YV?xz +28y/1— ¢ 122w + )\xm)2

1
O(m,v,w,z) = 1 ((1—1}2)—1 _)\u)
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-1

Together with the global Lipschitz continuity of [—1,1] 3 v — ((1 —p2)7t —/\u) € [0,00),
we thus obtain for every fixed A\, < 1 and K > 0 the simple upper bound

lim sup sup ¥(u)

e—=0 peSe
< max min [252:p2 —B21—q) — M — M
2] <1 Ao <K
Tk (287227 + 28:/T— ¢ T2 W + /\xM)T
a 4(cosh?(h + B/GZ) — Au) (4.9)

B*(1—q'a?)
(cosh?(h + BAZ) — Au)
B2q 2?22 + Bq Pe A MZ + N2M? /4

(cosh?(h + B/GZ) — Au) ]

=max min |28%2% —3*(1—¢q)— A\, +E
x<1|>\m<K|:ﬁ Bl —q) = A +E,

-z +E,

Notice that, in the last step, we used the independence of W of Z and, consequently, of
M = tanh(h + 8,/qZ). Applying Gaussian integration by parts w.r.t. Z and rescaling x
and \; by a factor 1/,/q and respectively /g , we find that

62(1 _ q—1x2)
(cosh?(h + B/GZ) — \y)
B2q 12?72 + Bq 2N MZ 4 N2M2 /4

(cosh?(h + B/GZ) — Ay)
2 2 8
 el<g 2 {2[3 ar = B =) = B e B ) — )
& 28%q(cosh?(h + B/qZ) + sinh?(h + B,/4Z)) 2

max min |[28%22 — B%(1—¢q) = M+ E
x<1|>\m<K|:ﬁ Brl—q) = A +E,

-z +E,

g (cosh?(h + B\/GZ) — Ay)?
| g SBlacosh®(h + By/aZ)sinh®(h + 52) (4.10)
a (cosh?(h + B\/qZ) — Ay)?

min [E [ g
Nol<vak | cosh?(h + B/GZ)(cosh?(h + B\/GZ) — )
282 cosh®(h + 5/qZ) tanh®(h + 8,/4Z) \
(cosh®(h + By/GZ) — Mu)2 !

1 M? 5
Sty (cosh?(h + B\/GZ) — Au) Ax} }

_|_

Ty

T

= max Xy, (z).
|z|<q~1/2

30



Now, evaluating the Hessian of X, for A\, = 0, one obtains with ¢4 = E,, M* that

1d%% _ 2
S =282~ 28 (1 - 4g +300) — (g — q0) (1 = B*(1 — 4q + 3q1))

(1= 81— 49+ 3qx)) (26%q(g — qu) — (1 — B2(1 — 20 + qu)) — 28%(q — qu))

(¢ —q4)
_ RB2(1 _
— (1-p E; - ;lj)+ 3¢4)) (= (1821 —2¢+q)) —28°(1 — 9)(q — qu))-

Finally, by the AT condition (1.3) and ¢ — g4 = E m; h+B./97Z) > 0, we get
o

cosh
1— B%(1 —2q+q4) =1 — B*E sech®(h + B\/qZ) > 0,
1—B%(1—4¢+3q1) =1 - (1 = 20 + q1) +25%(g — q1) > O,
and together with 1 — ¢ = Eusech2(h + By/4Z) > 0 and smoothness in A, this implies
d*3,,
dx?
for A\, € (0,1) sufficiently small. By concavity, we obtain for A\, > 0 small enough that
B2(1—q 'a?)
(cosh?(h + BVAZ) — M)
B2q 2 Z? + Bq T PaMZ + N2M? /4

<0

max min [2ﬂ2a:2 —B21—q)— M+ E,
|z[<1[Aa|<K

— )\m$+EH (COSh2(h—|—5\/§Z) _ Au)
1
_ Q201 _ _ 2

A 1
_ 52
N /0 dt [1 B, (cosh?(h + B/qZ) —t)?

for some positive constant ¢ = cg; > 0. Here, the last inequality follows from the assump-
tion that A, > 0 is sufficiently small and from the AT condition (1.3), noting that

]§—6<O

1
e = —(1 = B’Eysech (h + 81/ Z)) < 0.
[ ’ "(cosh?(h + B/qZ) — t)z} =0 (1 — B*E,sech*(h+ B/qZ))
Combining this with (4.6), (4.7), (4.8) and (4.10), this proves Prop. 4.5. n
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