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Abstract

We consider the problem of algorithmically sampling from the Gibbs measure of a mixed p-spin
spherical spin glass. We give a polynomial-time algorithm that samples from the Gibbs measure up to
vanishing total variation error, for any model whose mixture satisfies

1

&'(s) < m, Vs e [0,1).

This includes the pure p-spin glasses above a critical temperature that is within an absolute (p-independent)
constant of the so-called shattering phase transition.

Our algorithm follows the algorithmic stochastic localization approach introduced in [AMS22]. A
key step of this approach is to estimate the mean of a sequence of tilted measures. We produce an
improved estimator for this task by identifying a suitable correction to the TAP fixed point selected by
approximate message passing (AMP). As a consequence, we improve the algorithm’s guarantee over
previous work, from normalized Wasserstein to total variation error. In particular, the new algorithm and
analysis opens the way to perform inference about one-dimensional projections of the measure.
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1 Introduction
Let v2,73, ... = 0 satisfy Zp>2 2”75 < 0. The mixed p-spin glass Hamiltonian Hy : RY — R is
2.2.Q.
HN(O') = Z ]\T(Tpl)ﬂ Z Gil,...,ipail "'O'z'p, Gh,...,ip ~ N(O,l). (1.1)
p=2 U1,eip=1
Define the mixture function £(s) = Zp>2 ’yzsp, so that H y is the Gaussian process with covariance
EHy (o) Hn(0?) = N¢((o!,0%)/N) .

The Gibbs measure of this model is the probability measure over the sphere Sy = {x € RN : |z|} = N}
given by

ity (00) = = exp(Hy(0) polde).  Z = L exp(Hy (o)) pio(der) (1.2)



Here and below, 1y denotes the uniform probability measure on Sy . We will denote by G = (G}, veonrip )p=2,i <N
the vector of couplings that defines the Hamiltonian.

In this paper, we consider the problem of efficiently sampling from this Gibbs measure. For dist a
distance on P(R™) (the set of probability measures over R"), we seek a computationally efficient algorithm
that generates o2'8 whose law 12' satisfies dist(u2'8, my) = on(1), with high probability over H.

We follow the algorithmic stochastic localization approach introduced by [AMS22], which is in turn mo-
tivated by the stochastic localization process [Eld20], and closely related to the denoising diffusions method
in machine learning [SDWMG15, HJA20, SSDK21] (see [Mon23] for a discussion of the connection).
The basic idea is to generate (an approximation of) a sample path from the following Ito diffusion on R™:

dy, = m(y,,t)dt +dB;, 1y,=0, (1.3)

where (B;)>0 is a standard Brownian motion and m(y,t) = E[o|to + 1/tg = y] (conditioning over G is
implicit here), with the conditional expectation being taken with respect to (o, g) ~ pp, ® N (0, I x). The
key remark (see Section 3.1) is that y, thus defined has the same distribution at to + B, (with B a different
Brownian motion) and therefore y, /t converges to a sample from the desired measure. Of course, construct-
ing an actual algorithm requires to discretize time and — crucially — to define an efficient algorithm that
approximates the conditional mean m( -, t) well enough.

The analysis of [AMS22] establishes that this approach samples from the Gibbs measure of the Sherrington-
Kirkpatrick model on the (more difficult) cube X5 = {—1,1}", up to vanishing normalized Wasserstein
error. That is, with probability 1 — ox (1) over the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick Hamiltonian H;, there is a
coupling of pf7,, and 11'8 such that for (o, -2'8) drawn from this coupling,

— E |o— 0|2 =on(1). (1.4)

Our main result is an improved version of this general sampling scheme that samples from fif7,, in the
stronger sense of vanishing total variation error, for any spherical spin glass whose mixture satisfies

£'(s) < Vse [0,1). (1.5)

(1—s)*

Remark 1.1. For the special case of pure models £(s) = 82sP, (1.5) holds for all 3 < Bs.(p), where we
defined the stochastic localization inverse temperature as

mo =3 (529) (2)

For large p we have G5 (p) = ¢/2 + O(1/p).

As mentioned above, the key challenge in implementing the algorithmic stochastic localization approach
is the construction of an efficient algorithm to approximate the mean of the measure pif7, (do), as well as
its conditional mean given Gaussian observations. The latter corresponds to the mean of a exponential
tilt prry y(do)oxcexp({y, o)) um, (do). Approximating m(y) was achieved in [AMS22] by a variational
approach that requires minimizing the so called Thouless-Anderson-Palmer (TAP) free energy [TAP77]. The
same paper established that the resulting estimate satisfies (with high probability) |m(y) — m™"(y)|? =
o(NN). (For the case of a measure supported over Sy, the function m(-) does not depend on ¢, and we will
therefore omit this argument.)



Note that [m(y)||?> = ©(N), and therefore [AMS22] establishes the weakest non-trivial upper bound
on [m(y) — m™(y)|?. However, in order to obtain a sampling algorithm with guarantees in total variation
distance, it is necessary to construct an efficient estimator 7 (y) satisfying |m(y) — m(y)|? = o(1). The
construction and analysis of such an estimator is the main problem solved in the present paper.

In fact we prove the following:

1. The TAP estimator is significantly more accurate than what could be hoped from the analysis of
[AMS22, AMS23a]. Namely, we prove that |m(y) — m™ (y)|? = O(1).

2. We design a correction A(y) to the TAP estimator that can be computed efficiently and such that,
letting m(y) = m™ (y) + A(y), we achieve the desired accuracy |m(y) — m(y)|? = o(1).
1.1 Background and related work

A substantial line of work in probability theory studies Langevin dynamics for the Gibbs measure (1.2).
This is defined as the following diffusion on Sy

2N

do; = <P§tVHN(at) — at> dt +v2P2,dB;, (1.6)
where B; is a standard N-dimensional Brownian motion, and P , is the projector orthogonal to o4 Langevin
dynamics is a Markov process reversible for the measure 117, of Eq. (1.2). Therefore, suitable discretiza-
tions of Langevin dynamics can be used to sample from ji, .

An asymptotically exact characterization of Langevin dynamics on short times horizons ¢ = O(1), in
the high-dimensional limit N — oo, is provided by the so-called Cugliandolo-Kurchan equations. These
were studied first in physics [CHS93, CK93] and subsequently established rigorously in probability the-
ory [BADGOG6]. Unfortunately, this approach does not give access to mixing times. On top of that, the
Cugliandolo-Kurchan equations proved difficult to analyze rigorously except at sufficiently ‘high tempera-
ture’ (i.e. when &(s) = B2£1(s), for a fixed &1 and 3 small enough) [DGMO07].

Based on a postulated asymptotic form of the Cugliandolo-Kurchan equations, as well as on thermody-
namic calculations, physicists conjecture a phase transition in the mixing time of Langevin dynamics, when
initialized uniformly at random [CHS93, CK93] . Namely, they expect the mixing time to be polynomial in
N for

q
and exponentially large in the opposite case, and more precisely when sup,c(o1)(1 — ¢)¢'(q)/q > 1. This
is commonly referred to as the ‘dynamical phase transition,” and corresponds to a phase transition in the
geometry of the Gibbs measure, known as ‘shattering phase transition.” In the homogeneous case £(t) =
/3%tP, the above formula implies that the dynamical/shattering phase transition takes place at 8 = S (p)

given by

(p—1p!
plp—2)p—2"

For large p, B (p) = /e + O(1/p). We also recall that a second phase transition (‘condensation’ or ‘static’
or ‘replica symmetry breaking’) takes place at a lower temperature

9 . i 1 _ 1
Belp) = self(l)fl] <sP log 1—s sp—1 )7 (1.9)

Ban(p) = (1.8)




This corresponds to a non-analiticity of the free energy, and to the temperature at which the overlap stops
concentrating [Chel3]. For large p, we have 3.(p) = v/Iog p(1 + 0,(1)).

Towards the goal of proving the dynamical phase transition phenomenon, Ben Arous and Jagannath
[AJ24] established that — for the homogeneous model — shattering takes place in a non-empty temperature
interval, implying in particular Ss,(p) < B.(p) strictly. A order-optimal bound was proven in [AMS23b],
who proved S, (p) < C for a p-independent constant C'.

A bolder version of the dynamical phase transition conjecture postulates that not only Langevin dynam-
ics is slow, but indeed sampling is fundamentally hard beyond the shattering phase transition. Rigorous
evidence was provided in [AMS23b], which proves that ‘stable algorithms’ fail to sample from f1f7,, under
shattering.

In the positive direction Gheissari and Jagannath [GJ19] proved that there exists S(p) > 0 such that
Langevin dynamics mixes rapidly for 8 < 3(p). These authors also note that their proof technique extends
to mixed models. B

A closely related model is the Ising version of model (1.2), whereby the uniform measure pg over the
sphere Sy is replaced by the uniform measure over the hypercube {41, —1}". A dynamical/shattering
phase transition was conjectured in that setting as well [KT87], although at a different temperature. In this
context, shattering for a non-empty interval of temperatures was proven in [GJK23], while mixing of Glauber
dynamics at high temperature was proven in [ABXY22, AJK*23]. As for the spherical case, positive and
negative results are separated by a large gap, indeed diverging with p.

The algorithmic stochastic localization approach was applied to Ising mixed p-spin spin classes in
[AMS23a], which established the Wasserstein guarantee (1.4).

1.2 Notations

Throughout this paper, |||y = ||| /v N = \/oTa/N is the norm corresponding to the inner product
(01,09)n = (01,02)/N = o]oy/N. There will be no confusion with the ¢, norm, which will not
appear. Given a matrix A, we denote by | A| its Frobenius norm. For m € R", measurable / < R, and
p > 0, we define

Band(m, ) :={o € Sy : (m,o)n € I},

By(m,p):={xe RY : |z —m|y < p} .

We will occasionally abuse notations and write, for ¢ € R, Band(m, ¢) instead of Band(m, {q}).

We will often state that certain events occur with probability 1 — =Y. When we do, ¢ > 0 is an
unspecified constant, which may change from line to line and may depend on all parameters other than V.
We use p-lim to denote limit in probability.

We write G ~ GOE(N) if G is a symmetric matrix with independent centered Gaussian entries on or
above the diagonal with G;; ~ N (0,2/N) and G;; ~ N'(0,1/N) for i < j.

Throughout the paper, the mixture £ is fixed and various constants can depend on & but we will track this
dependence. If ¢ is a small constant, we write ¢’ = o,(1) if |¢/| < h(¢) where h is a function independent of
N, such that lim, ,¢ h(c) = 0.

2 Main result

In this section we describe the sampling algorithm and state our main result. Throughout, we assume the
model ¢ satisfies (1.5).



2.1 Mean estimation of tilted measure

We first describe the main subroutine of our algorithm, which estimates the mean of the following exponen-
tially tilted version of if7,,. Fory € RY, define

1
fHyy(do) = Z(y) exp {Hn(o) + {(y,0)} po(do). 2.1
The tilt y will be generated by the outer loop of the algorithm described in Subsection 2.2, which implements
a discretized version of the stochastic localization process. The outer loop also provides a time ¢ > 0, which
this subroutine will take as input. The algorithm consists of three steps as outlined below. We defer the
description of the correction A(m) to Section 2.3.

(1) Let&(s) = &(s) + ts, and define the sequence {qi : k = 0} by gy = 0 and

&i(ax)
_ . 2.2
dk+1 i gg(qk) (2.2)

1 = w = 0, run the approximate message passing (AMP) iteration

Starting from initialization m~
m" = (1 — g )w", wt = VHy(m") +y — (1 — qp)¢"(g)m"™™",  (2.3)

for Kayp iterations. Let mAYP = mave,

(2) Define
0(s) = £(1) = &(s) = (1= 5)€'(s) 2.4)
and the TAP free energy
N 9 N 9
Fue(miy) = Hy(m) + (y,m) + - 0(|my) + - log(1 — [my). (2.5)

Starting from m""*, run gradient ascent on Frap(-; y) for Kgp(N) := | K¢y log N| iterations, and let

the resulting point be mCP.

(3) Output m?'& := m®P + A(mCP), with A(m) defined as in Section 2.3.

Pseudocode for the computation of m?€ is provided in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: APPROXIMATE MEAN COMPUTATION

Input: Hy,y € RV, ¢t > 0. Parameters: Kayp, Kgp(N), n >0
m~! =w’ =0,
For k = 0,..., Kawp, run iteration (2.3)
Let u® = mA = mKavp
fork=0,...,Kegp(N)—1do
| uhT = ub — Ve (uF;y)
end
Let mGP = (V)

return m?'e(Hy,y,t) = m®P + A(mSP)

® NN AW N -




2.2 Stochastic localization sampling

We are now in position to describe the sampling algorithm, which uses Algorithm 1 as a subroutine. The
main idea is to truncate the diffusion process (1.3) to the interval [0,7"], and to replace it by its Euler
discretization (see Step 6 in Algorithm 2 below).

We will prove that, for 7" a sufficiently large constant, the tilted measure of Eq. (2.1), with y = yp is
well approximated by a strongly log-concave measure. As a consequence, we can sample from it in total
variation using standard approaches such as the Metropolis-adjusted Langevin algorithm, or MALA (see
[CLA*21] and references therein). Formally, define

y+U R
oy(p) = ——L. = 2.6)
L+ el N
where U € RN*(V=1) is an orthonormal basis of the orthogonal complement of g, and
' N
HY5(p) = Hyy(oy(p)) — 5 log(1+ [ply)- 27)

Note that o, is the inverse of the stereographic projection T’y from Sy N {o : (o,y) > 0} to the affine
plane {§ +Up : p € RV} We will see (Lemma 9.5) that the push-forward of pr, 4, (-|{o,y) > 0) under
T, is precisely .
proj j
Vs (dp) = =——exp Hy - (p) dp. (2.8)
N>Y Z(y) Y
Let g = 0.1 and ¢ : [0,400) — [0,400) be a twice continuously differentiable function satisfying
o(x) = 0for z € [0,e0] and
1 1-22

- / -z , "
(1+ z)3/2 +¢'(x) = eo, 1+ 2)72 + ¢'(x) + 229" (x) = € (2.9

for all x = 0. (Existence of such a function is shown in Fact 9.9.) Define the following measure on RN-L

~Pproj 1 r7Proj r7Proj roj TN
Vi, (dp) = 5 P HY%(p) dp, Hyo(p) = Hyo(p) — Tw(llp\\?v)- (2.10)

We will show that for sufficiently large T, 17?};] y is strongly log-concave (Proposition 9.8) and approximates

ylpjzj’y in total variation (Corollary 9.7). Thus, we may sample from it using MALA, and produce samples

from pup7 4 by pushing forward through o,.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose & satisfies (1.5). There exist constants Kae, K&p, 1, T depending on € and & such
that running Algorithm 2 with parameters Kawe, Kep(N) = K&plog N, n, T, the following holds. With
probability 1 — oy (1) over Hy, '8 = L(0'8) satisfies

TV(u™®, prry) < on(1).

Further the complexity of the algorithm is upper bounded by CN* (N + xvg)log N + Xiog-conr Where Xv g
is the complexity of evaluating ¥V Hy(m) at a point m with |m|n < 1, and Xigeo: is the complexity of
sampling from a 1-strongly log-concave measure in N dimension using MALA to accuracy 1/N in total
variation.

Remark 2.2. The main result of [CLA21] implies that, for a ‘warm start’ initialization Xus.con i of order
N3/2 log N. In the present case we do not have a good warm start, and obtain Xjg.cone < C- N 5/2 'We believe
this bound is suboptimal, but made no attempt at improving it.



Algorithm 2: SAMPLING

Input: Hy. Parameters: Kayp, Kgp(N), n, T > 0, where T is a multiple of N4
Setd =N"4L=T/§
Sety? =0
for/{=0,...,L—1do

Let m‘ = m?'¢(Hy, y*, £5) be the output of Algorithm 1 on input

(Hn, y{f&) K (N), Kep,n)

Draw w’ ~ N(0, I i) independent of everything else

Set y*! =yt + dm’ + Vow'
end

Let ﬁg}c\’jy ., be defined according to Eq. (2.10)

9 Use MALA to sample from pM** ~ M 1o accuracy TV (0™ 1721(3 v L) <1/N
MALA) 7

AW N =

5
6
7
8

10 return o, (p

2.3 The correction A(m)

We now describe the computation of the correction A(m). Let T, be the (N — 1)-dimensional subspace
orthogonal to m and define Hy(-;m) : T,, — Rvia Hy(x;m) := Hy(m + x). We then define the
tensors

AP (m) = VZHNn(0;m), A®(m):= V3Hy(0;m). (2.11)

These should be interpreted as tensors A(*) (m) € T, Let v, n(m) be the unique solution of

(eI = AP (m)Y) = N - (1= |m|/N) o1
Y«,N = )‘maX(A(z) (m))
Here I y_; denotes the identity matrix acting on T,,, and the inverse is over quadratic forms on T,,.
Then we define
1 1 & s
Ai(m) = (AP (M), Qm)®Q(m);.) = 5 ¥, ALMQu(m)Que(m),  (2.13)
a,b,c=1
Q(m) = (ven(m)Iy_1 — A®(m)) ™" (2.14)

It is useful to make two additional remarks about the evaluation of A(m):

1. For any fixed m, A®(m) < \/5”(||m||§\,) : % W, for W ~ GOE(N — 1). It turns out that,
although m™" is itself random, this nonetheless gives the correct asymptotics for v, ny(m™). Let
gx = q«(t) be the solution to 13’2* = &;(g+), existence and uniqueness of which is shown in Fact 4.2.
We will show (see Proposition 4.4) that typically |m™ |3 = g. + on(1), and (see Lemma 6.22)
YN (M™®) = v, + oy (1), for v = (1 — q) ™1 + (1 — ¢4)€"(gs). For the computation of A, we
can replace vy, v by 7. with negligible error.

2. The tensors A (m) and A®)(m) can be written as explicit linear functions of the couplings g, and
hence can be computed efficiently without need to take any numerical derivative.



2.4 Fundamental limits of algorithmic SL, replica symmetry breaking, and shattering

It is useful to compare condition (1.5) with the condition for (absence of) shattering, and replica symmetry
breaking:

* As mentioned above (cf. Eq. (1.7)), it is conjectured [CHS93, CS95, BCKM98] that shattering is
absent if and only if

(q) < %q, Vqe (0,1). (2.15)
This is implied by the condition under which our algorithm succeeds, namely Eq. (1.5), by integrating
once.

* The tight condition for replica symmetry was identified in [Tal06, Proposition 2.3].
§q) +q+log(l—q) <0,  Vgel0,1) (2.16)
Note that this holds under (2.15) by integrating once, and hence under (1.5).

In this section, we prove that the condition (1.5) is necessary not only for Algorithm 2 to succeed, but indeed
for a broader class of stochastic localization schemes that we next introduce. This points at a fundamental
gap between such schemes and the possible computational limit for sampling, a fact that was suggested in
[GDKZ23] and, in a related context, in [MRTSO07].

By the key remark below (1.3), the process y, generated by (1.3) consists of observations of some
o ~ um, through a progressively less noisy Gaussian channel. A natural generalization of this process
outputs observations of o,0®? o®3, ... through Gaussian channels of varying signal strengths, and can
similarly be converted to a sampling algorithm.

Consider any J € N and continuously differentiable, coordinate-wise increasing 7 : [0, +o0) —
[0, +00)7, normalized to |7(¢)|; = ¢ for all ¢t € [0,+o0), and such that lim;_,o, 7;(¢) = oo for at
least one odd j < J. For each j < J, let (Bg )t=0 be a standard Brownian motion in (RV)®J, Let
(F)e=0 = (yh,...,y]) e RN x ... x (RN)®/ be given by the Ito diffusion

dy] = 7j(tym;(g,,t) dt + 7/(t)/* dB],  §, =0, 2.17)
where, with expectation over o ~ pz, and G¥ ~ N(0, T J@\),j )s
m;(§,,t) = E[c®|r(H)o® + 7(t)V2G" = yi, V1 <i < J]. (2.18)

The process (1.3) corresponds to the case J = 1. As in that case, a sampling algorithm can be constructed
from Eq. (2.17) by discretizing time and approximating the calculation ofm ;(4;,t) (see Remark 2.5 below).
For A € (RV)® and 1 < ¢ < j, let A() be the tensor obtained by rotating coordinates by i (mod j),

that is
Al

217"'77;]'

Then, for B € (RY)®7~1 let (A, B)sym € R be the vector satisfying

=A

L1yl llyeeslp®

<’U, <A7 B)Sym> = i<B v, A(Z)>
/=1



forall v € RV, Let

J
Es) = £(s) + Y my(0)s)

j=

—_

and define sequence {¢j : k > 0} by ¢o = 0 and

k1 = 752@6)
1+ & ()

Finally define an AMP iteration analogous to (2.3) by

(2.19)

1
Ni—1

() ) — (1 — )& () L

(2.20)

J
m’ =1 -gw, @ =VHyER") + D]
j=1

The next theorem is proved in Section 10, under the following condition which is a strict form of (2.16).

§'0) <1, &(q)+q+log(l—q) <0, Vge(0,1). (2.21)

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that (2.21) holds and that there exists q € [0,1) such that £"(q) > ﬁ. There
exists a positive measure set T < [0, +00) such that for all t € T the following holds. There exists 1 < j < J

such that 7i(t) > 0 and, for 4, generated from (2.17),

lim Tim inf E— H(m’f)@ —my(§ t)H2 >0
k—ow N—ow NI AN P '

Remark 2.4. In this theorem we assume Eq. (2.21) to hold, but note that this an artifact of our proof

technique. Indeed efficient sampling is believed to be impossible beyond the threshold (2.21). Indeed

[AMS23b] implies that ‘stable’ algorithms fail under replica symmetry breaking.

Remark 2.5. As alluded to above, we can define a natural analog of Algorithm 1 for this generalized setting,
which computes an estimator M for mq (Y, t). For some Ky € N, the point VP is the result of
the first phase of this algorithm. The output 772*'® of this algorithm satisfies 72" — €|y — 0 as
Kawp — 00; see Theorem 4.1 and Proposition 4.4 below, which show this for Algorithm 1 when (1.5) holds.
The analog of Algorithm 2 simulates the SDE (2.17) via an Euler discretization, estimating each m; (¥, t)
with (ma'g)@ . Theorem 2.3 shows that for a interval of ¢ of positive measure, this algorithm fails for a ten-

sor order j relevant to the Euler discretization.

3 Preliminaries
In this section we provide further background. The contents of Subsections 3.1 and 3.2 are known and we

often refer to [AMS22, Sections 3 and 4.1] for proofs. Subsection 3.4 introduces a lemma about conditioning
a Gaussian process on a random vector: this is a fairly standard but crucial technical tool.

10



3.1 Stochastic localization

Fix a realization of Hy. The stochastic localization process is defined by the SDE (1.3), which has unique
strong solutions provided y — m(y,t) is Lipschitz continuous. Note that, for jif7, 4, as in (2.1), m is the
mean

m(y,t) = fa Ly y(do).

Therefore Lipschitz continuity is implied by sup,, | Cov(pay y) e < 0 which always holds since fif, 4
is supported on a compact set.
As already mentioned in the introduction, we have the following facts (see for instance [AM?22]).

Proposition 3.1. Let (y,)i>0 be the unique solution of the SDE (1.3). Then there exists a standard Brownian
motion By independent of o ~ [y, such that, for all t, y, = to + B;.
Further, ECov(umy.,y,) < INn /t. In particular pip , = 0o almost surely ast — 0.

3.2 Planted model and contiguity

Recall that 11y denotes the uniform probability measure on .Sy . Further, let 5¢ be the space of Hamiltonians
Hp (i.e. continuous functions Hy : Sy — R endowed with the uniform convergence topology and the
induced Borel sigma-algebra) and pi, € P(F%) be the law induced on Hy by Eq. (1.1). Define the
planted measure yi, € P(Sy x ) by

oy (da, dH ) = Zipl exp {Hy(@)} duo(@)dptnun ().

For Hy € ¢y, define the partition function
Z(Hy) := fexp {Hn(o)} po(do).

Lemma 3.2 (Proved in Section 8). Suppose ¢ satisfies (2.21). Let W ~ N (—%02,02), where 02 =
—% log(1 — £"(0)). As N — oo, for Hy ~ finuii, the Radon-Nykodym derivative of pp with respect to

Hnull is

dptpr Z(HN) 4
H = — — X W .
ditnull v) EZ(Hy) p(V)

Remark 3.3. In most of this paper, we are interested in & satisfying the condition (1.5), which implies (2.21)
by integrating twice. However, the proof of Theorem 2.3 in Section 10 only assumes £ satisfies (2.21), so
we state this lemma with the more general condition.

Forany T > 0, let P,Q € P(Sy x # x C([0,T],RY)) be the laws of (-, Hy, (y;)se[o,7])- generated
as follows.

e Under Q:
Hy ~ pout, 0~ poy, Yy =to+ By, (3.1)

for B, a standard Brownian motion independent of o, Hy. By Proposition 3.1, an equivalent descrip-
tion of this distribution is: Hx ~ fnuls (Y4 )t=0 given by the SDE (1.3) and o = lim;_, o, y,/t.
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e Under P:
(HN7 U) ~ Hpl, Yy = to + Bt > (32)

for B, a standard Brownian motion independent of o, H)y. As before, we can equivalently generate
first Hy, then (y,)i>0 given by the SDE (1.3) and finally o.

The joint distribution of (Hy, o) ~ pp can be described in two equivalent ways. In the first one, we
generate first Hy and then o conditional on H y:

Z(H
Hy ~ ppi(dHy) = %Mnun(dﬁw), o~ UHy - (3.3)

In the second, we generate first o and then H y:

o~po,  Hy~ ppi(dHy|o) oce™ @ o (dHy). (3.4)

A short calculation shows that Hx ~ fip1(-|) is given by
Hy(o) = Né((z, o)) + Hy (o), (3.5)
where H N ~ Wnull- The above definition has the following immediate consequence.

Proposition 3.4 ([AMS22, Proposition 4.2]). For all T = 0,

iP Z(H
@(U,HNa (Ye)iefo.r) = %

As a consequence of Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.4, Le Cam’s first lemma implies the following.

Corollary 3.5. The measures P and Q are mutually contiguous. That is, for any sequence of events Ey;,
P(En) — 0 ifand only if Q(En) — 0.

Thus it suffices to analyze our algorithm under the planted distribution PP.

3.3 Basic regularity estimate

For a tensor A € (RV)®* define the operator norm

sup \<A,al ®---®ak>|.

o N = AT
N o1yt y<1

| Al

Notice that this normalization is different from the standard injective norm ||- |, . in that [| A, r = N (k=2)/2 | A||

inj®

Proposition 3.6 ((HS22, Proposition 2.3]). There exists a sequence of constants (Cy,) >0 independent of N
for which the following holds. Define the event

Ky :={ sup |VFHy(o)]

loll y<1

N < Ck Vk‘ZO}.
Then P(Ky) > 1—e V.

12



3.4 Conditioning lemma

Lemma 3.7. Let D < RY be an open set and F : D — R be a (not necessarily centered) C? Gaussian
process on a probability space (2, X,P). Let X be a random variable on (2, Y) taking values in [0, 1],
and my be a random vector on the same space taking values in RN, For €, Cspecs Cop > 0 satisfying € <
czpec /10¢,y, define Up,, := Bn(mg, 5e/cspec) and the events

G(e,spec) i= {[VF(mo)lw <&, V2F(mo) < —cspecln

Mleg) 1= { sup [V2F(m)lox <y sup [V2F(m)
m

0p7N < cop} )
meD

Econd = g(5>CSpec) N H(CUP) N {HmOHN < 1} N {U’mo = D} .

Finally, assume m — E VF(m) is continuous and \yin (Cov(VF(m))) is bounded away from 0 uniformly
over m € D. Then, with ¢y F () the probability density of VJF(m) w.r.t. Lebesgue measure on RN and

d™ denoting integration against this measure,

Il'--1:()(]-{‘5‘cond}) = JDE [| det V2‘7:(7/”)|AX]-{‘S‘cond N {m € Umo}}’V‘F(m) = 0] PVF(m) (0) de'

Proof. On event E.ong, for all m € U,y,,, we have

DEC, 1
/\max(v2]:(m)) < /\max(v2]:(m0)) + Cop ”m - mO”N < _Cspec + ¢ L < _gcspec- (36)

Cspec

Since |VF(mg)|n < e, there is exactly one solution to VF(m,) = 0 in Uy, which is measurable on
(€2,%) and furthermore lies in By (110, 4¢/cspec). The strong concavity (3.6) implies that V.F is injective
on Uy, and its image contains a neighborhood of 0. By the area formula, for sufficiently small ¢ > 0,

1

1= —
BN (0, )] Ju,

|det V2F(m)|1{|VF(m)| y <} dVm.

Multiplying by X 1{E.onq} and taking expectations of both sides by Fubini yields
E(Xl{gcond })

1 R o .
_|BN(0,L)|jDE[|dtVF( X1 {Eeond {1 € Uy}~ (IVFm)]y < 11}] d

PUVFm)ly <0 4

m.
IBn (0, 1)

_ fDE [l det V2F(m)| X 1{Econg O {m € Unmo B [VF(m) | < (]

Note that on Econds | det VEF(m)| < ¢, Since Eong is contained in the event [mg |y < 1, {m € Up,}
can only occur for m on a bounded set. Since Apin(Cov(V.F(m))) is bounded away from 0, ¢y r(m) is
bounded, and thus so is P(|VF(m)|y < ¢)/|Bn(0,¢)|. Therefore the integral in the last display is dom-
inated by a bounded integrable function. Continuity of E V.F(m) implies that ¢y r(m)(2) is continuous
in z in a neighborhood of 0. We take the ¢ — 0 limit of the last display by dominated convergence to
conclude. O
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4 Analysis of mean computation algorithm

The next several sections are devoted to the analysis of Algorithm 1. We fix ¢t € [0,7] and consider
(x, Hy, (Y;)i=0) € Sy x 4 x C([0,T],RY) distributed according to the planted law P defined in
Eq. (3.2). Define
Hyu(o) = Hy(o) + (y;, 0) (4.1)
= Né(a,o)n) + Hy (o) + (Y, 0).

where we recall H N(0) ~ finyi- The tilted measure 1y = py o , defined in (2.1) has the form

1
ue(do) = — €XP Hy (o) po(do).
Let m, be the mean of u;. The main result of our analysis is the following.

Theorem 4.1. Under condition (1.5), there exist parameters (Kawe, K&p,n) depending only on (,t) such
that the point m?'® output by Algorithm 1 on input (Hy ,y,), with parameters Kyp, Kop(N) = K&plog N,
7 satisfies

E [m™® —my|} = o(N"1).

Recall that we defined &;(q) = £(q) + tq.

Fact 4.2. For any t € [0, ), there is a unique solution g, = ¢« (t) € [0, 1) to
(q) = ——. 4.2
&i(q) 1—¢ (4.2)

Proof. Define f(q) = &(q) — 1%11. Since f(0) = ¢t > 0 and lim,_,;- f(q) = —oo, there is at least one

solution. As
1 (1.5)

d / q "
d_q<£t(q)_1Tq) =& (Q)—W < 0,

this solution is unique. O

Henceforth let g, denote this solution. It will also be useful to rewrite (4.1) as

Hyy(0) = N&((m,o)n) + Hy (o), (4.3)

where N N

is a spin glass with mixture &;. In the proofs below, we will switch between these two representations of
H ; as convenient.

The first step of our analysis characterizes the limiting performance of the AMP iteration (2.3), on
(Hy,y,) generated from the planted process (3.2). Recall the TAP free energy Fnp introduced in (2.5).
With the notation (4.3), we can write

Foe(m) = N, my) + Hyo(m) + - 0(Imi) + 5 log(1 — fmi3).
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Proposition 4.3. For any v > 0, there exists kg € N, depending only on (§,t,1), such that for any fixed k,
k > kg the following holds with probability 1 — e=N. The AMP iterate m” satisfies

and )
[V Fup(mb)| |y (m") + € (g)z - ((1 — )¢ (a) + ) mt <. @6
N 1 — g« N
Moreover, with I = 1(1) = [qx — t,qx + t],
pe(Band(m¥* I) A Band(z, 1)) =1 — e V. 4.7)
The proof of this proposition is presented in Section 5. For ¢ > 0, define
SL = {m € RN : ‘<m7w>N - q*‘7 |<m7m>N - q*‘ < L} : (4.8)

Proposition 4.4. There exist Croax > C’ffiflc > 0 and L > 0 such that, for any sufficiently small 1 > 0, there
is an event E with probability 1 — e~N, on which the following holds.

(a) The event K from Proposition 3.6 holds.

(b) Fap has a unique critical point m™" in S,, which further satisfies

spec(VQ}"TAp(mTAP)) c [_Cspec _CspeC]. (4.9)

max> min

(c) For Ky large enough (depending on 1), we have m** € S, )5 and [m** — m™ |y < /2.

Note that under (a), there exists c,, such that HVZ}'TAP(m) N va]-'TAp(m)Hup N < Cop uniformly over
m € S, for all sufficiently small 1 > 0. Let
(e (Com)?
= —mns ), 4.10
© T mim ( 107 40c, (410)

Let €& = & N {|VFur(m*™P)||y < €}. (For Kuye large enough, this holds with probability 1 — e~V by
Proposition 4.3.) We further have:

(d) For any 0 > 0 there exists Cs > 0 such that the following holds. For any random variable X with
0 < X < 1 almost surely,

1/(1+46)
E[X1{£}] < Cs sup E [X1+51{5}\mep(m) - 0] .
S

meS,

Proposition 4.5. For sufficiently small « > 0, with probability 1 — e~

holds and:

, the event £ from Proposition 4.4
(a) For I = I(1) as above, we have

p(Band(m™ I) n Band(x, 1)) =1 — eV,
(b) Forn small enough and K¢y large enough, we have [m®P — m™ |y < N~10,
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(c) For any my,mgy € BN(m™ 1), we have |A(m1) — A(ms)||y < %Hml — ma| .

The proofs of the last two propositions are given in Section 6.
For ¢ > 0, define the truncated magnetization

_ SBand(m,I(L))mBand(w,I(b)) o eXp(HN,t(‘T)) Mo(do‘)
SBand(m,I(L))mBand(m,I(L)) eXp(HNvt (0)) /Lo(do‘)

m,(m)

Proposition 4.6. Let A( -) be defined as in Section 2.3. Then, for sufficiently small 1,5 > 0, we have

sup E [Hm + A(m) — Tf\ﬁzb(m)H?\;’_é‘VfTAp(m) = 0] < N~U+9),

meS,

The proof of this proposition is given in Section 7.
Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let £ be the intersection of £ from Proposition 4.4 and the event in Proposition 4.5.
On &7, the point m™" is well-defined and we can write
m?® —m, = m°® + A(m°P) —m,
_ (mGD _ mTAP) + (A(mGD) _ A(mTAP)) + (,”,ﬁzb(mTAP) _ mt)

+ (mTAP + A(mTAP) _ mzb(mTAP)) :
whence
[m?'® —my |} < 4lmSP — m™ |3 + 4 A(mSP) — A(m™)|§ + 4], (m™) — my|3,
+ 4”mTAP + A(mTAP) _ mm(mTAP)H?V

The following also holds on &;. By Proposition 4.5(b) and 4.5(c), for some constant C' (changing from line

to line below),
|mS® —m™ |3, |A(mSP) — A(m™)|F < CN~.

By Proposition 4.4(a), the complement of Band(m™", I) n Band(z, I) accounts for a e~“" fraction of the
Gibbs measure. Because the spins o are bounded, this implies

TAP) —cN )

[z, (M™F) — |}y < e
Therefore, on &1, for all sufficiently large N
|m?® —my |} < ON72 + 4lm™ + A(m™) — 7y, (m™) [}

Thus

P(EF) + E[|m™® — my|{1{&1}]
CN™ + AR [[m™ + A(m™) — mg, (m™) |} 1{&1}]

E[|m® —m|}] <
<

— 1/(1446/2)
< CON"2 44Cy) sup E [||m + A(m) — iy, (m) |27 1{E )|V Fop(m) = o]

meS,

< CN_20 + 406/2N—(1+6)/(1+6/2) _ O(N_l).

In the second-last line, we applied Proposition 4.4(d), noting that on & and conditioned on V Fpp(m) = 0,

we have m™" = m almost surely. The last line is Proposition 4.6.

O
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S Analysis of AMP iteration: proof of Proposition 4.3

5.1 State evolution limit

We first prove (4.5) and (4.6) using the state evolution result of [Bol14, BM11, JM13]. Recalling the change
of notation (4.3), the AMP iteration (2.3) can be rewritten as m ! = w® = 0,

m* = (1 — g)wk, (5.1
Wkt = VHy (m") — (1 - g,)€" (g)m*!
= VHy (m*) + & ((x, mFyn)e — (1 — g)¢" (gr)m* .

Here and below, the sequence (gj)x>0 is defined as per Eq. (2.2).
Set g = Xo,; = 20 = 0 for all ¢ > 0, and define the following recurrence. Sample X ~ /\/(0, 1) and,
for k = 0,
(Gl,...,Gk) NN(O,Egk), WZ‘ZGZ‘+’72'X.

Then, let

Yer1 = &((1 — qr)ve) (5.2)
Skt = & (1 —qe)(1 — q5) E[WiW5]) . (5.3)

The following proposition is an immediate consequence of [EAMS?21, Proposition 3.1], which general-
izes to the tensor case [BM11, Theorem 1].

Proposition 5.1. For any k > 0, the empirical distribution of the AMP iterates’ coordinates converges in
Wy in probability:

N

1 W

v D 0wt ot = LWL W),
i=1

(In words, the left-hand side is the probability distribution on R¥*' that puts mass 1/N on each point
(zi,w}, ..., wk), forie [N].)

dknj
1_QkAj'

Lemma 5.2. Forall k,j > 0, we have Xy, j = Y nj =

qk
1—qy*

Proof. We first prove by induction that v = For k = 0 this is clear, and then by induction

qk+1

Vi1 = &q) = ———.
i tlae) 1 — g1

Similarly, by induction
(1 —gr)(1 = ) EIWpW;] = (1 — qr)(1 — q5) (Bkj +v75) = (1 = Qi) @hnj + G695 = Qhnj
and thus

qkAnj+1

Shatj41 = & (quns) = T qorirt
N]

Lemma 5.3. As k — o0, we have q;, — qx.
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Proof. Since the function f(q) = % is increasing, with f(0) > 0, f(1) < 1, g, must converge to a
t

solution of ¢ = f(q). This rearranges to &;(q) = 1%[1, which has unique solution ¢, by Fact 4.2. O

Proposition 5.4. With probability 1 — e~ N, (4.5) and (4.6) hold for all k = k.

Proof. Let ~ denote equality up to an additive error op (1) (a term vanishing in probability as N — c0).
By Proposition 5.1,

(g, m")y = (1 — gp){x, wn ~ (1 — g)v = @ (5.4)
Moreover,
(m* mPyy = (1 — g)*(w", w N ~ (1 - q)? (Zpp +2) = @ (5.5)

By Lemma 5.3, for all k large enough we have |gx — ¢«| < ¢/3, whence (4.5) holds with high probability.
Rearranging the AMP iteration gives

VHy(mF) = &z, mF)y)z + w + (1 - qp)€" (gr)m*!

T (1= ) (gmt (5.6)

et k
= (e m e +

By Proposition 5.1, Lemma 5.2, and Lemma 5.3, we have

lim p-lim [m**t —m*| =0, (5.7)
k—0 N0
lim p-lim |w* ™! —w"| = 0. (5.8)

k—0 N0

and therefore, by Eq. (5.6),

=0.
N

~ 1
lim p-lim HVHN,t(mk) + & (g + <1

k—0 N0

. q*>5”<q*)> m

qx

Y Fp(m) = VT s(m) + €((,myx)w + (% - ||m||%v>£”<m%v>> m, (59
N

1—|m|
equations (5.4), (5.5) further imply

lim p-lim |V o (1) |y = 0.
k—o0 N0
Thus, for large enough k, (4.6) holds with high probability.

To improve these assertions to 1 — e~Y probability, note that by [HS22, Section 8], the AMP iterate
mP is, on an event Erip with probability 1 — e~°N, a O(1)-Lipschitz function of the disorder Gaussians
in H ~,t. By Kirszbraun’s extension theorem, there is a measurable, O(1)-Lipschitz function m" of the
disorder which agrees with m* on &p;,. Thus (=, m"yy and (m" ")y are O(N~2)-Lipschitz in the
disorder. By Gaussian concentration of measure

(e, W) — Ee, " )n |, [(m", m")y — B, mt )| < /3

with probability 1 — e~V Since m* = m" on Erip, (4.5) holds with probability 1 — e~°N,
By Proposition 3.6, m — V Hy ;(m) is also O(1)-Lipschitz over [m|| 5, < 1 with probability 1—e™
A similar argument shows that (4.6) holds with probability 1 — eV, O

cN
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5.2 Overlap with AMP iterates

The following proposition constitutes the first half of the proof of Eq. (4.7).

Proposition 5.5. Let . > 0 and I = I(1). With probability 1 — e~°N, for all k > ko (with ko a sufficiently
large constant depending on (£,t,1)),

pe(Band(mF 1)) =1 —e N,

To prove Proposition 5.5, we will combine Lemma 5.7 below, which identifies a band on which the
Gibbs measure pi; concentrates, with a self-reduction argument. We return to the earlier representation (4.1)
of Hy ¢, which we reproduce below.

Hyy(o) = Hy(o) + (y;, 0), where
Hy (o) = Né((m, o)) + Hu(0),
y, =tx+\tg, g~N(0Iy).

Let {-) denote average with respect to o ~ pu;. The following fact is a restatement of Bayes theorem:
sampling « and then y, is equivalent to sampling y, and then  from the posterior. In the context of
statistical physics, this is known as ‘Nishimori’s property.’

Fact 5.6. For any bounded measurable f, E f(x,y,) = E(f(o,y,)).

Lemma 5.7. Let « > 0 be arbitrary. With probability 1 — e~V
lyelx — 12—t <v. Kzyon —tl <o, pe(Band(yy, [t — 1t +1])) = 1—e V.

Proof. Clearly |y, |3 ~ >+t and (z,y,)y ~ t, so the first two conclusions follow by standard concen-
tration arguments. By Fact 5.6,

E{(o,ypn ¢ [t — ot +db) =P(@,y)n ¢ [t — ot +]) < e

By Markov’s inequality,

P{L{(o,yon ¢ [t— 1.t + 1]}y > N2} < emNP2,
This implies the final conclusion after adjusting c. O
We next introduce a self-reduction property of models obtained by restriction to a certain band. Define
U={o eRY : (o,y)n = 0}.

Recall that (gx )0 is defined by Eq. (2.2), and in particular ¢; = t/(1 + t). Lety, = v,/ |y,| v and
r = ,/q1. Consider the Hamiltonian on p € U defined by

~

H(p) = Hn(ry, + V1 —r2p) — Hy(ry,).

Further define
Eay(s) =&(@ + (1 —aq1)s) — &(qr).

19



Let 1 = (zx,¥,)n and define z*- € U by = 719, + /1 — rix". Note that conditionally on (y,,71), T
is a uniformly random vector in U n Sy. Also define the Hamiltonian

H'(p) = Néwy (™, pyn) + H'(p),
where H' is a Gaussian process on U with covariance
EH'(p")H'(p%) = Ny ((p", p2on).
Note that H’ is of the form (4.3), with one fewer dimension and £y in place of &;.

Proposition 5.8 (Self-reduction). There exists a constant C' such that the following holds. Let v > 0. Let S
be the (y,,r1)-measurable event

—JVal <. (5.10)

Then P(S) > 1 — e~N and for any (y,,r1) € S the following holds. There is a coupling C 0f£(ﬁ|yt, 1)
and L(H') such that almost surely,

[lyely = V2L +8)|.

N Sup [H(p) — H'(p)| < Cu,
pUSN R 5.11)
sup HVUH(p) - VUH'(p)H < Cu.

pelUnSy N

Proof. Suppose the event in Lemma 5.7 holds. Then, using ¢; = t/(1 + t),

_ <wayt>N o t—’_O(L) _ L
"= HytHN _«/t(1+t)+0(b) _\/q_l—’_O( )

—eN after adjusting ¢ by a constant factor. Now suppose (y;, 1) € S. We have
2(p ) where

This proves P(S
H(p) = Hi(p)

)= 1

'
e (n(e i i2)) (n i) .
Ay (p) = {HN (g0 + V1 =12) = Hx(r) }.

The first summand simplifies as

a(p) = ¥ {& (i + A1 2)0= 0o ) = €lrm) | = Ne) (pan) + - O
The second summand is a Gaussian process on U with covariance
EHy(p')Ha(p?) = N (607 + (1 =)ot pP)w) = £(%)) = NEy (o' p5)w).
Thus we can couple ﬁg and H’ so that ﬁg = H’ almost surely. ]

Define ¢y = 0 and, similarly to (2.2),

521)((/]\]6)
1+ 521) ((/]\k) .

qk+1 =
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Lemma 5.9. Forall k > 0, we have ¢1 + (1 — q1)qk = qi+1-

Proof. We induct on k. The base case k = 0 is trivial. Recalling ¢; = 1L+t the inductive step follows from

521)((/]\]6) 5(1)(&%)
an+1l-q)rri=a+1l-—qg)—F—F—=1-1-q) |1 - —F——
(=)l g @ O TR @
-1 1-— q1 -1 1
L+ (1—q1)¢ (qr+1) L+t +&(qry1)
_ §i(qr+1) = io
1+ & (qrs1)
O
Define the AMP iteration, analogous to (5.1), on the reduced model o , by m ' =@"=0and
= (- goak, @ = Ve @) — (1 - Gl @mt .

Note that m"*, @* € U.

Proposition 5.10 (Self-reduction of AMP iterates). Let ¢ > 0. Suppose (y,,r1) € S for S as in Proposi-
tion 5.8, and couple L(H|y,,r1) and H' as in that proposition. Then (conditionally on y,, 1) with proba-
bility 1 — e=°N, forall 1 < k < O(1),

Im* — |y <O@),  where W = g, +/1—qam". (5.12)

Proof. We induct on the claim that (5.12) holds for all 1 < k < K. First, we have

y Ny . P
m! = (1— )y, = 5 +tt’ m = \/qy, = \/;yt. (5.13)

For (y;,r1) € S, we have | |y,| y —+/t(1 +t)| <, and thus

~ t
1 _mlHN _ \/Hyt“N _\/ ’ < L

1+t 1+t 1+t

|m

This proves the base case K = 1. Suppose (5.12) holds for 1 < k£ < K. By Proposition 5.1, for all
1<j,k<K+1, _ '
<mj7mk>N _)p qj/\ka <ﬁj77/\nk>N _)p aj/\ka

and thus, by Lemma 5.9,

~i ~k ~
M, MmN —p g1+ (1 - Q1)Q(jf1)A(k71) = qk-

Because AMP iterates are Lipschitz in the disorder (see the proof of Proposition 5.4), on an event with
probability 1 — e~V ‘ '
<mj,mk>N,<ﬁi],ﬁk>Ne (@jnk — ts@jnk + ] (5.14)

forall 1 < j,k < K + 1. Since m! is a multiple of y, = VHy+(0),

mE Tt e span(m!, ..., m® VHy,(m®)) = span(m!,... m® VyHy(m")).
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As
m’ espan(m!,... . m~ 1 vy H' (mE ),

we have

mi e span(m?, ..., w5, vy H (m5 ).

Note that /T — ¢ VyHy(m"™) = VyH(m@* ™). Thus (on an event where VHy is O(1)-Lipschitz, and
the event in Proposition 5.8, both of which are probability 1 — e~¢)

H\/ 1 - VyHn(m VUH, m H <A/1—-aq HVUHN — VuHy(m H

+ HVUH mkly VUH/(nAzK*)HN — 0).

This and (5.14) imply [mX+! — %+ = O(1), completing the induction. O
Proposition 5.11. For all v > 0 and k > 1 fixed, the following holds. Let
Vi) ={o e Sy : lom)y —qj| <t V1<j<k}.
Then, with probability 1 — e,
(Vi) =1 —e N,
Proof. We induct on k. By Lemma 5.7, with probability 1 — e~V

pe(Band(yy, [t —t,t +¢])) =1 —e N, (5.15)

As calculated in (5.13), m! = y,/(1 + t), so o € Band(y,, [t — ¢,t + ¢]) if and only if

(o,mYHy = 1L+t +0() =q + O().

This proves the base case k = 1 after adjusting ¢ by a constant factor.
For the inductive step, let ¢1 be suitably small in ¢. Let S; be the event (5.10) with right-hand side ¢1.
By Proposition 5.8, (y,,71) € S; with probability 1 — e~¢. Condition on any such (y;,r1). Along with
(5.15), this implies
¢ (Band(@y, [v/q1 — Ci1,4/q1 + Cua])) = 1 — eV

for suitable C. For 73 € [\/q1 — C'1,\/q1 + Ct1], let j1;* be the Gibbs measure on U n Sy given by

5()

P Qe gon =), whee QMo = T

Note that [ ‘ﬁ is the Gibbs measure on U n Sy corresponding to Hamiltonian H. Couple H and H’ as in
Proposmon 5.8, and let fi; be the Gibbs measure on U n S N corresponding to Hamiltonian H.
By the inductive hypothes1s applied to Hamiltonian H’ and mixture &(1)> with probability 1 — e,

(Vi(e)) = 1 — e N, where

ffk@):{peUmsN:|<p,mﬂ'>N—aj\ <u vl <j<k}.

By Proposition 5.8,
~ sup |H(p) - H'(p)| < 1.



For +; small enough in ¢, this implies
ﬁQ/qT(Vk(2L)) >1—e N,
By Lipschitz continuity of Hy ;, for 11 small enough in ¢, we have

A2 (Vi(3)) =1 —e N, Vry € [Va1 — Cu, /@i + Cual.

This implies 11;(Vi11(42)) = 1 — eV, where
Vi(e) = {0' € Sy : Ko,/ )y —qj| <1, V1<j< k‘}

However, by Proposition 5.10, with probability 1 — N, |lm/ — |y < cforalll1 < j < k+1. On
this event, Vj,; 1(4t) € Vi(5¢). Thus 114 (Vi(50)) = 1 — e~¢N. This completes the induction, upon adjusting
L. O

Proof of Proposition 5.5. Let
Vi) = {o- €Sy : (o, mF N — qi| < L} ,
so clearly V, (¢) 2 Vi (¢). By Proposition 5.4, for all k > ko we have |g, — g«| < ¢. Thus

Band(m”, [qx — 2t, qx + 2t]) 2 Vi (u).
By Proposition 5.11, with probability 1 — =<V,
pe(Band(m”, [gs — 2, g5 +20])) = 1 — eV,

The result follows by adjusting ¢. O

5.3 Overlap with planted signal

The following proposition completes the proof of (4.7).

Proposition 5.12. Let . > 0 and I = I(1). With probability 1 — e~V
py(Band(z, 1)) =1 —e V.

Lemma 5.13. The function

fla) = &l(a) + g +1log(1 —q)
is maximized over |0, 1] uniquely at q¢ = qx.
Proof. We calculate

fo=g0-  0=¢0- o0z

By (4.2), f is stationary at g,. By (1.5), it is concave on [0, 1). O
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We will use the following replica-symmetric upper bound on the free energy. Let H ~ be the Hamiltonian
a spherical spin glass with mixture ¢, which may contain a degree-1 term (i.e., possibly £'(0) > 0).
Define the partition function

21\/ = j exp {HN } o (do). (5.16)
SN

Proposition 5.14. For any u € [0,1), we have

1 ~ 1/~ ~
p-lim —log Zy < = (5(1) (u) + —— ot log(1 — u)> (5.17)
Nooo IV 2 1-—
Furthermore, equality holds if
N R -
g(s) L ( (r) - u)2> dr (5.18)

is maximized over s € [0,u] at s = u, and Eu(s) =&u+ (1—u)s)—&(u) — (1 — u)g( )s satisfies
Euls) + 5 +1log(1—5) <0 (5.19)
forall s € [0,1).

Proof. The bound (5.17) is the spherical Parisi formula [Tal06, Theorem 1.1] with order parameter ¢,,. The
equality condition follows from the extremality condition [Tal06, Proposition 2.1]. O

Let Hy; be as in (4.3). Let ¢y denote the probability density of z;, where 2z is a sample from the
uniform Haar measure on the unit sphere S™ . It is known that

L(l — AW e -1,1] (5.20)

Yn(q) = 2

for some normalizing constant Zy ;. For ¢ € [—1,1], define
Z(q) = L . )eXP {Hn (o)} dpg (o), (5.21)
and(ax,q

where /1) is the uniform measure on Band(z, ¢), normalized to 14 (Band(z, q)) = 1n(q). Note that

1
f Z(q) dq = J exp {Hn (o)} duo(o)
—1 SN
Proposition 5.15. For any fixed ¢ € (—1,1),

plim - Tog Z(q) < 5 (&(1) + &(lal) + la] + los(1 — la))- (5:22)

N—o0
Equality holds for ¢ = qx, and does not hold for any q < 0.

Proof. Consider first ¢ € [0,1]. On Band(x, q), if we write o = gz + /1 — ¢*p, where (zx, p) = 0, then
the random part R N N N
Hng(p) := Hny(o) — Hy(qx) = Hyi(qe + /1 = ¢°p)
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is a spin glass with one fewer dimension and mixture £ replaced by

~

&(s) = &(q® + (1 — ¢*)s) — &(d?).

Then,
1 1 1 ~
p-lim — log Z(q) = &(q) + = log(1 — ¢*) + p-lim — log Zn ,, (5.23)
N—0 N 2 N—0 N
where Z N,q 1s the free energy of the spin glass with Hamiltonian H N,q- By Proposition 5.14 with u = %q,
o1 ~ 1
p-lim —log Zy g < 5 (&(1) — &(g) + ¢ —log(1 +q)). (5.24)
N—0 N 2

Combining with (5.23) proves (5.22). For ¢ < 0, (5.23) still holds. Since £;(q) < &:(|g|), and the remaining
terms on the right-hand side of (5.23) depend on ¢ only through |q|, (5.22) holds with strict inequality.
To show that equality holds in (5.22) for ¢ = g., we will verify that (5.24) holds with equality. Let

Uy = 11”;*. Then )
d§ oty (42) Us
a(u*) = (1= q)6(ax) = qx(1 4 q) = (1= uy)?’
*
while R
d2¢ (1.5) 1
() = (1= a2’ (g) < (1+)” = A=
*
Thus, for g in (5.18), ¢’ (ux) = 0 and ¢” (u) < 0. However, over s € [0, ux],

/ o 1
9(3)25(3)—m

is convex because £ is convex. So, ¢”(s) < 0 for all s € [0, uy ], which implies ¢/(s) = 0 for all s € [0, us].
It follows that g(s) is maximized over s € [0, uy | at us, verifying (5.18). Since

Eun(5) = &ulgn + (1= q)s) — &(qs) — (1 — ¢2)€ ()5
=6+ (1 - 02)5) — €e) — s,
we have
Gun () + 5+ 108(1 = 5) = {€(au + (1= 6u)s) + (g + (1 = 4u)s) +og[1 = (g + (1~ gu)s)] }
- {&(q*) + gx + log(1 — q*)} <0,
where the final inequality is by Lemma 5.13. This verifies (5.19) and completes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition 5.12. Fix ¢ > 0 arbitrarily (independent of N). We will choose v = v(¢) a sufficiently
small constant to verify the derivations below. Let

q,j:q*—kb—i-kv, q, = qx —L— kv,
and let k™ (resp. k™) be the largest integer such that q,'; < 1(resp. ¢, = —1). Let
J = {q];,,...,ql_,qf,...,qu+}.
Define h(q) = (&(1) + & (lg]) + |g] +log(1 —|g|)) to be the right-hand side of (5.22). Consider the event:

25



* K from Proposition 3.6 holds,
* 108 Z(gs) = h(gs) — v,
+log Z(q) < h(q) + vforallge J.

This holds with probability 1 — e~V by concentration properties of Z(q). Further let

Zy = L H{(o,z)n € [gx — v, qx + v]}{ exp Hy (o) fduo(a) = fq* ) Z(q) dq,

qx—v

7 = | tiomw el b + oo Hydo)duo(o) = [ Z(0) da

7 = | 1t el — v e o) (o) = [ Z(a)da

q, —v
Since Ky holds, Hy ¢(o) is O(1)-Lipschitz, and thus
Zo = Z(g e WN, ZE < Z(gh)e N, 20 < Z(gy)er Y

Here and below, 0,,(1) denotes a term independent of NV that vanishes as v — 0. So

o L Lo, € [ 100w + 1]} exp Hyva(0)dpole) > 1108 2 > h(ae) — ou(1)

while

—logL 1{{o,x)N ¢ [q« — t,qx + L]} —10g<ZZ+~I—ZZ )

By Lemma 5.13, for v small enough,

h(gs) — 0y(1) > Izlglxh( q) + 0u(1)

and thus ¢ ([qs — t,qs +t]) = 1 — eV,

Proof of Proposition 4.3. Follows from Propositions 5.4, 5.5, and 5.12.

6 Description of TAP fixed point: proof of Proposition 4.4

6.1 Existence and uniqueness of TAP fixed point

We say that m is a (-approximate critical point of Fyup if |V Fmp(m)||x < ¢. In this subsection we show
the following result.

Proposition 6.1. There exist Cpray > C’friic > 0 such that, for sufficiently small v > 0, the following holds
with probability 1 — e~V
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(a) Fup has a unique critical point m™ in S,, which further satisfies (4.9).

b) There exists L, = 0, 1) such that any t-approximate critical point m € SL 0 fTAp satisfies |1m —
y PP pP
mTAPHN < !

The proof of this proposition depends on an understanding of the landscape of H Nt restricted to Sp,
given in Proposition 6.2 below (recall that H N, 1s the centered version of the Hamiltonian Hy;, cf.
Egs. (4.3) and (4.4)). Note that Sy is an affine transformation of the sphere Sy _o; we will view it as a
Riemannian manifold. We first recall notions of Riemannian gradient and Hessian. For m € Sy, let

n m — Gy T
m =,
Q*(l - Q*)

so that (z,m>)y = 0 and [m* |y = 1. The Riemannian gradient and radial derivative of H N+ are

VepHn i(m) = P: VHyi(m),  OmaHyi(m)=(m* VHy,(m))/VN.

span(m,x)
In the below calculations, it will be convenient to work with the following rescaled radial derivative, whose
typical maximum is O(1):

5radﬁN,t<m) = 5radf~1N,t(m)/\/N = (m", VﬁN,t<m)>N~

Similarly to above, we say m € Sj is a Riemannian critical point of H Nt if Vspﬁ ~Nt(m) = 0, and
an (-approximate Riemannian critical point if Vs, Hy ()|~ < ¢. Further define the tangential and
Riemannian Hessian (these will be used in the next subsection)

VQ

tan

Hyi(m) = P:

span(m,x

\V2Hy (m)Pas

span(m,x)’
arad HN,t (m) 1

2 717 2 717
VSPHN,t(m) = VtanI_I]\/Yﬂf(’rn) - q*<1 — Q*) span(m,x)"

Proposition 6.2. There exist Cyoay > C;lpiic > 0 such that for any v > 0, the following holds with probability

1—e N

(a) Hy; has exactly two Riemannian critical points m+ on Sy, and their (rescaled) radial derivatives
satisfy

Brad N y(my) F - f*q (1+ (1 — g2)%¢" ()| < v 6.1)

Moreover, there exists ' = 0,(1) such that all i-approximate Riemannian critical points m on Sy
satisfy |m — my | n < ! for some choice of sign +.

(b) The point m . is an t-approximate critical point of Fup (i.e. |V Fmp(m)|n < o).

(¢) The point m . satisfies
spec(V2Fre(m ) < [-Cibes, —Cri]-
We will prove this proposition in Subsection 6.2. We first show Proposition 6.1 given Proposition 6.2.
Lemma 6.3. For sufficiently small v > 0, with probability 1 — e=°N, Fuup has a unique critical point m in
the region |[m — m | <, which further satisfies (4.9).
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Proof. Throughout this proof, assume the event K from Proposition 3.6 holds, which occurs with proba-
bility 1 — e~“N. By Proposition 6.2(c), with probability 1 — =Y, m  is well-defined and

Spec(V Fmp(my)) € [-CN5 —C’Spec]

max?’ min

On Ky, the maps m +— Apayx(VZFme(m)) and m — Apin(V2Fmne(m,)) are O(1)-Lipschitz (over
|m|y < 1—e¢,forany € > 0). Thus, for suitably small ¢,

Spec(v2fmp (m)) [ 2C;.'l)ae§7 _gcz,ﬁic:| N Hm —my HN < ¢ (62)
Let v be suitably small in ¢. By Proposition 6.2(b), with probability 1 — =N, |V Fpp(my )|y < v.
Combined with (6.2), this implies Frp has a unique critical point m in the region [m —m. |y < ¢. By
(6.2), this critical point also satisfies (4.9), upon adjusting the constants C°P*°, CFher. U

min ’

Lemma 6.4. For any sufficiently small . > 0, there exists 1| = o,(1) such that with probability 1 — e=°N,

all t-approximate critical points m € S, of Fre satisfy [m —m ||y <t

Proof. Suppose K holds. Let m € S, be an t-approximate critical point of Frap, and let 72 be the nearest
point in Sy to m, so that [m — m |, < 2. On K, the map m — V. Fpp(m) is O(1)-Lipschitz. Thus m
is a O(¢)-approximate critical point of Fpp(m), i.e.

1
- qx

V(@) + oo~ (- )€+ - ) mHN <o) (63)

Thus || VepH Nt(N)H N < O(1). By Proposition 6.2(a), there exists ¢’ = o,(1) such that on an event with

probability 1 — eV, |m — m4||y < ¢//2 for some choice of sign +. We now show the sign must be +.
By (6.3),
x o~ 1 ~ 1 ~
OradHN (M) = ———==R <m — %, —&(g:)T + <(1 — q+)&" (%) + ) m> +0()
Q*<1 - Q*) 1 —gx«
dx
T (14 (1= g2)?¢" () + O(v). 6.4)
— Yx

If we had |m — m_|n < ¢//2, then Eq. (6.1) and Lipschitzness of m — V Fpp(m) would imply

qx
1_Q*

Oraa H v o(101) = (1+ (1= ¢)’¢"(g0)) + O(),
which contradicts (6.4) for small enough ¢. Thus |[m — m |y < ¢//2. Recalling |m — m| ,, < 2¢ implies
the conclusion. O

Proof of Proposition 6.1. By Lemma 6.3, (m . is well-defined and) there is a unique critical point of Fap
in the region |m — m |, < ¢, which also satisfies (4.9). Let m™" denote this point.

Let /' = 0,(1) be given by Lemma 6.4. For ¢ sufficiently small, Lemma 6.3 also implies that m™" is the
unique critical point of Frp in the region |[m —m ||y <

By Lemma 6.4, all -approximate critical points m € S, of Fpp satisfy [m — my |y < /. In par-
ticular all critical points are in this region, and thus m™" is the unique critical point. This proves part (a).
Furthermore, for ¢-approximate critical points m € S,,

[m —m™ |y < |m—mi|y+[m™ —m, |y <2/

This proves part (b) upon adjusting ¢’. O
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6.2 Characterization of Riemannian critical points: proof of Proposition 6.2

The proof builds on a sequence of recent results on topological trivialization in spherical spin glasses
[FLD14, Fyol5, BCNS22, HS23b].

Proof of Proposition 6.2(a). For m € Sy, we may write m = @& + 1/¢«(1 — g«)7, where (x, 7))y = 0
and ||, = 1. Let

ﬁ(”') = ﬁN,t(Q*m + 4@ (1 = q)7T) — ﬁN,t(‘]*m)'

This is a spin glass (in 1 fewer dimension) with mixture

£(s) = (a2 + qu(1 — qu)s) — &(ad). (6.5)
Note that
&(1) = g1 — g2 (q0) @ ¢, &(1) = 21— %" (¢) 2 2.

Thus £/(1) > £”(1), which is the condition for topological trivialization identified in [Fyol5, Equation 64],
see also [BCNS22, Theorem 1.1]. Thus, with high probability, H has exactly two critical points 74, which
have radial derivative

5radﬁ(7i) =x V 5,(1) + éw(l)

+0() = 44 (1 + (1 — g.)%€"(1)) + O().

~

(1)

By [HS23b, Theorem 1.6], this actually holds with probability 1 — e~“Y. On this event, H ~,¢ has exactly
two Riemannian critical points m on Sy, which have radial derivative

ST

L B = 1 2 (14 (1— g)%€"(1) + O(0).

OradHnp(my) = ———e
Q*<1 - Q*) 1—gx

The estimate (6.1) holds by adjusting ¢. The claim about approximate critical points also follows from
[HS23b, Theorem 1.6], which shows that all approximate critical points are close to exact critical points. [

We will prove parts (b) and (c) by slightly modifying the calculation in [Fyol5, BCNS22]. This calcula-
tion is based on the Kac—Rice formula, which we now recall. Let Crt denote the set of Riemannian critical
points of H ~,t on Sp and p5, denote the (/N — 2)-dimensional Hausdorff measure on Sy. The Kac—Rice For-
mula [Ric44, Kac48] (see [AT07] for a textbook treatment), applied to VH ~,¢ on the Riemannian manifold
Sy, states that for any (random) measurable set 7 < Sy,

E|CrtnT] —j

< E [\ det VSPPNINJ(m)H{m € T}’VspﬁN,t(m) = O] P i s (m) (0) dus, (m). (6.6)
0

Here ¢ x denotes the probability density of the random variable X, and VEPPNI N,:(m) is understood as a
(N —2) x (N — 2) matrix. The following fact is standard, see, e.g., [AA13, Lemma 1].

Fact 6.5. For any m € Sy, the random variables dqHy 1(m), VspﬁN,t(m), and V2, Hy (m) are
independent and Gaussian. Moreover, with G ~ GOE(N — 2), we have

N -2

f”(q*)TG

[l

2
Vtan

Hpy 1(m)
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We defer the proof of the following lemma to Subsection 6.5.

Lemma 6.6. Let G ~ GOE(N). Foranyt > 1, r > 2, there exists Cy; > 0, uniform for r in compact
subsets of (2, 4+00), such that

E[|det(rI — G)[']"* < Coy E[|det(rI — G)]].

Proposition 6.7. We have E |Crt| = 2 + on(1).

Proof. Asshowni in the proof of Proposition 6.2(a) above, after reparametrizing Sy to a sphere of radius v N
the restriction of H Nt to Sp is a spherical spin glass in one fewer dimension with mixture 5 (6.5), Wthh

satisfies £(1) > £”(1). The claim follows from [Fyo15, Equation 64] or [BCNS22, Theorem 1.2]. O

We will use (6.6) through the following lemma. Let

qx
1_Q*

(14 (1 — )% (g4)) - 6.7)

Ty =
Lemma 6.8. Let v > 0 be sufficiently small, I, = [ry — t,74 + ], and
7: = {m € 50 : éradﬁ]\[’t(m) € IL} .
There exists a constant C' > 0 (independent of 1) such that for any measurable T < T,
~ o~ 1/2
E|CrtnT| < C sup supP [m € T‘VSPHNt( ) =0,0ndHN(m) = 7’] i

meSy rel,

Proof. By Fact 6.5, 5,adf~l ~.+(m) is independent of VSPPNI ~,:(m). Explicitly integrating 5,adﬁ Nt(m) in
(6.6) gives

E|Crt 7] = f f E [| det V2, Hy +(m)[1{m € T}V Hn1(m) = 0,3raq Fno(m) = r]
SO L
X P aa o (m) (T)(’DVSPI;'N,t(m) (0) dr dus, (m).
By Cauchy-Schwarz,
E [| det V2, Hy o (m)[1{m € T}|VepHns(m) = 0, 3raq Fo(m) = r]
2 7 2 7 N 1/2
E [|det V2, B (m)?| Vap Hy o(1m) = 0, Zrag Hoo(m) = 1
~ ~ o~ 1/2
x P [m € T’VSPHN,t(m) =0,0ngHNi(m) = r] .
By Fact 6.5, conditional on VspﬁMt(m) =0, 5radﬁN7t(m) =7,

~ N -2 r
V2 Hyo(m) 24 /er G-
sp Nﬂf( ) § (Q*) N q* 1 — (]*

5”((] ) < v \/Q* 1 —q. 5” (I*) > ‘
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In light of (1.5),

1
(1- q*)f”(q*)l/z

\/Q*(l - Q*)g”(Q*)

and thus, for r € I, and ¢ suitably small,

A/ N ! > 2.
N -2 \/Q*(l - Q*)g”(Q*)

~ o~ 1/2
E [|det V2, B (1) [ Vap Hy o(1m) = 0, Zrag Ho o(m) = 7

=(1- q*)fﬂ(q*)l/z + > 2,

By Lemma 6.6, for some C' > 0,

2
N T

1/2

o VN "2 [

det /€ () — (G N—Q\/q*(l—q*)f”(Q*)I> ]
" N — 2 N .

< CE [ det /€ (Q*)T <G VN -2 7/gx(1 — q*)ﬁﬂ(Q*)I> |]

_CE [| det vfpﬁ[Mt(m)HVSpﬁN,t(m) =0, Oag Hy 4 (m) = r] ) (6.8)

=K

Combining, we find

~ ~ o~ 1/2
E[Crt nT| < C sup supP [m € T|VspHn(m) = 0, 0aaHy(m) = r]

meSy rel,
< || B 10t V2 s (m)| VepEvalm) = 0. g a(m) = 1]
SO L
Poaiin.: (m) TP 1y 1 () (0) AT dhisy ().

By the Kac—Rice formula, the last integral is the expected number of Riemannian critical points m of H Nt
with radial derivative 0r.q Hn ¢(m) € I,. This is upper bounded by E |Crt| = 2+ on(1), by Proposition 6.7.
O

PI‘OpOSlthIl 6.9. There exist Crrax > C;lplic > 0 such that for all sufficiently small v > 0, there exists

!/ = h(t) = o0,(1) such that the following holds. For any m € Sy define the events

Ei(m, /) = {|[VFme(m)|ny </}, Ea(m):= {spec(V>Frp(m)) < [-Cihes, O} -

min

Then,
inf P [El(m /) N Ey(m ‘VSPHNt( ) = O,gradﬁ[NJ(m) = T] >1—e N,

rel,

Here the constant c is uniform over m € S.

We prove this proposition in the next subsection. Assuming it, we first complete the proof of Proposi-
tion 6.2.

Proof of Proposition 6.2(b)(c). Let v be small enough that max(v, h(v)) < ¢, for the h from Proposi-
tion 6.9. Also let Citax, CoPo be given by this proposition. Let 7 < &) be the set of points 7 such
that
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. 5,adﬁN,t(m) € I, and
* Ei1(m, 1) n Ey(m) does not hold.

Thus 7 < 7,. By Lemma 6.8 and Proposition 6.9 (with v for ¢)

~ ~ o~ 1/2
E|Crt nT] < C sup supP [(El (m, 1) N E3(m))|VspHye(m) = 0, 0paa Hy () = r]
meSy rel,

—eN
<e Y.

Thus, with probability 1 — e~ N there do not exist points m € Sy such that 5,adﬁ ~Nt(m) € I, and
Ei(m, ) n E2(m) does not hold.

However, by Proposition 6.2(a) with v in place of ¢, 5radf~l ~Nt(my) € I,, with probability 1 — e~
Thus Eq(m 4, t) n Ey(m ) holds, completing the proof. O

cN

6.3 Approximate stationarity and local concavity of f,-: proof of Proposition 6.9

Lemma 6.10. Let m € Sy and r € I,. Conditional on VspﬁMt(m) = 0 and 5radﬁN7t(m) =7,
(x,VHy(m)) is Gaussian with mean q.(1 — q¢:)&"(gx) + O(¢) and variance O(N~1).

Proof. All the random variables considered are jointly Gaussian, so it suffices to compute the conditional
mean and variance. A short linear-algebraic calculation shows

- - -~ i/21—*1/2” . - .
E [<$7VHN,t<m)>N‘VspHN,t(m)7aradHN,t(m)] = &(qq*)i q*?l)— qi)é.?,<)q*)aradHN,t(m)-

Thus
E [<w, VHN(m))n|VepHn i (m) = 0,004 Hy o (m) = r]
a0 -0 (@)

52(‘]*) + Q*(l - CM)S”(Q*)

3/2 1/2¢m
w67 g (1—q:)Y2€" (qx) s 20n
= : — {x * O
- VT—g ) @) £ 00

= ¢ (1 — q)€"(g+) + O(1).

re + O(1)

Before any conditioning, {x, VH ~,t(m))y is Gaussian with variance O(N 1), and conditioning only re-
duces variance. O

Proposition 6.11. Let m € Sy and r € I,. Conditional on VspﬁN,t(m) = 0 and 5,adﬁN,t(m) =7,
E1(m, ') holds with probability 1 — e~V for some /' = o,(1).

Proof. By Lemma 6.10, with conditional probability 1 — e~

o, VHN ((m))n — ¢x(1 — g)€" ()| < O(v).
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Suppose this event holds. Since VSPPNI Ni(m) =0,

V];NIMt(m) = 5radﬁN,t(m)M + <213, VﬁN,t(m»w
Q*(l - Q*)
1 =g qx(1 — qx)

*

= —&(qs)x + <1 1 + (11— q*)fll(q*)> m+ O()x + O(t)ym.

Since

¥ Fae(m) = T yatm) + €ae — (12— + (1= 0)e"(@) ) m.

it follows that |V Fpe(m)|n < O(1). O

The next lemma is a linear-algebraic calculation of the conditional law given V. H ~,t(m) of VZH Nt(m),
now as a Hessian in RV rather than a Riemannian Hessian in Sp. While m € Sy for the proofs in the current
subsection, we will not assume this for use in Fact 6.18 below.

Lemma 6.12. Let m € RY with HmH?V = ¢m < 1. Conditional on VﬁMt(m) = z, we have

~ & (gm) mz' +zm' {m, z)N 3 2" (gm)? mm?’
VZHy (m) < . + ) (gm) — + M,
) ) N Glam) tam& @ \© T ) )TN
where M is the following symmetric random matrix. Let (e, ..., en) be an orthonormal basis of RN with

e1 = m/|m|,, and to reduce notation let M (i,j) = (Me;, e;). Then the random variables {M (i, j) :
1 < i < j < N} are independent centered Gaussians with variance

irrelevant O(1 l=i=3j
(
" (3) _ gm&’(gm)? — .
EM(i,j)2 — N1y §"(qm) + am&" (gm) & (gm) l=i<y 6.9)
28" (gm) l<i=j
" (gm) I<i<y

Remark 6.13. The covariance calculation in the proof of Lemma 6.12 implies £ (¢ym) + ¢mé® (gm) —

am&” (gm)*

() > 0, but this can also be seen directly by Cauchy-Schwarz:
+t\dm

<£”(Qm) + ng(g) (Qm)> §£(<Jm) Z qm (Z p(p — 1)2’7;,2,((]m)p2> <Z pVg(Qm)p2>

p=2 p=2

2
> gm (Z p(p - 1)7§(qm)p‘2> = gm€" (gm)*.

p=2

Proof. Tt suffices to compute the conditional mean and covariance. Let u!, u? € S¥~!. Then
E [(Vzﬁ[N7t(m)u1, u2>‘V];~IN7t(m)] = (v, V];NIN7t(m)>
for v = v(u', u?, m) such that for all w € RY,

(V2Hp (m)ut, u?) — (v, VHy 1 (m)) 1w, VHy 1 (m)).
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We calculate that

E(V?Hy(m)u', u?)(w, VHy(m)) = N7! ((u!, w)?, m) + (!, m)cu?, w)) € (gm)
+ N7t my(u?, myw, mye® (gm),
E<v7 VIN{N,t (m)><w7 VIN{N,t (m)> = <’U, w>£z/€ (Qm) + N71<’U, m><w7 m>£”(Qm)'

Thus, v must satisfy

N7' (@ myu' + (uh,myu?) € (gm) + N 72!, my(u®, mye®) (g )m
=& (gm)v + N71<'U’ m)E" (gm)m.

This has solution v = aju' + asu? 4+ a3m, where

a1 = %(u%m% ag = ———(u
e — (u',m)(u?, m) 3) 26" (gm)?
57 N2E(gm) + gm€ (gm) (g (dom) > '

Thus
E [<v2ﬁN,t(m)u1, u2>|vﬁN,t(m)] — ardut, VE N (m))+ aglu?, VHy 1 (m)) +as(m, VEy . (m)>,

which implies

E [v2ﬁN,t(m)\vﬁN,t(m)] - M(mVﬁMt(m)T + VHy(m)m")

N&i(gm)

(m,VHy,(m))n 3) 26" (gm)? mmT
" N(fé(Qm) + gm&" (qm)) <£ (m) 51{,(Qm) > ’

as desired. The conditionally random part of V2H Nt 18 thus
M = V*Hy,(m) —E [v?ﬁN,t(m)\vﬁN,t(m)] .

Direct evaluation of covariances IE M (i1, j1) M (iz, j2) gives the covariance structure (6.9). The calcula-
tion is greatly simplified by the fact that (e;, m) = 0 for all i # 1, which implies e.g. that M (i,j) =
(VZHpy (m)e;, e;) forall i, j # 1. -

Corollary 6.14. Let v > 0 be sufficiently small. Let m,z € RN with |m|3% = ¢m and (m,x)y = qq,
such that |qm — G|, |qz — ¢«|, | 2| N < t. Conditional on ¥V Fpe(m) = z,

V2 Fye(m) 2 (

2 By (1 — 016 (00) —
- §(ax) — (1 = 2)€ (q+) 1= q)

- ((1 — qm)&" (gm) + > I+M+E. (6.10)

2 )m;f (x —m)(x—m)’

1_(]m

Here, M is as in (6.9), and E is a (x, m, z)-measurable symmetric matrix satisfying || E||,, < 0,(1), whose
kernel contains span(x, m, z)*.

34



Proof. In the below calculations, E is an error term satisfying the above, which may change from line to
line. Conditioning on V Fpp(m) = z is equivalent to conditioning on

Vhyi(m) = %= 2 - §laz)e + (1= e ) + = ) m

By Lemma 6.12,

277 a &(gm) mZ' +Zm’ (m, )N ( G\ 25”(qm)2) mm!
V Hpy(m) Tgm) N + o)+ 0 (@) £ (gm) Tam) N+t
_ max' +xm’  2¢"(qs) < B ) 1 > mm'
= —&"(a+) ~ N (=a)¢"(e) + =~ ) =

G (—&1(qs) + (1 — q4)&"(qs) + ﬁ) 3) B 25//(q*)2 mmT
§4(ax) + 4+£"(g4) (5 (g+) > +M+E

T T " T
42 mx’ +xm 2 mm
“.2) _g//(q*) ~ T < 3 (Q*) + (1 . q*)f(?’)(q*)) +M+E
G+ N
Then
T T
~ Tx 1 2mm
V2 Fe(m) = V2HN () + £ (q) = = <(1 — 4 )€ (g) — €"(q4) + i q*)2> N
- <(1 - Qm)éﬂ(Qm) + 1 > I+E.
—Adm

Combining gives the conclusion. U
Lemma 6.15. Let v > 0 be sufficiently small and |qp, — q«| < t. Fix an orthonormal basis e, ... enN of

RN as discussed above (6.9). Let M be as in (6.9). Let M ,, be sampled from the same law, except with gm,

replaced by q, and with
M*(Z7]) :07 VZ,]E{l,Q}

M — M., < o,(1).

There is a coupling of M, M .. such that with probability 1 — e~ ¢V,

Proof. Let M’ be the matrix with M’ (i,5) = 0 for all 7,5 € {1,2}, and otherwise M’ (i,j) = M (i, j).
Since the M (i, j) have variance O(N~1), with probability 1 — eV, | M — M|, < ¢.

For all (4,7) ¢ {1,2}%, |E M (i,7)* — E M (i, 5)?| < O(¢)/N. We couple M and M , as follows. If
E M (i,7)* < EM.,(i,5)?, we first sample M (i, j) from its law, and then sample

M. (i,5) = M(i,5) + vi ;9

for g;; ~ N(0,1/N) and suitable v; ; = O(:'/?). f EM(i,5)? > EM.,(i,5)?, we follow a similar
procedure, sampling M (4, j) first. Let E = M’ — M. Then

E(i,j) = (i Vi 9i)ije[N]>

for some (deterministic) signs €, ; € {£1}. Let v = max; j(v;;). There exists a random symmetric
Gaussian matrix E’, independent of E, such that E + E’' =; vG, where G ~ GOE(N). Define

K ={AeRV*N symmetric : | A],, < 3v},
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Note that
P(E+ E ¢ K) = P(IG],, > 3) < e,

while by convexity of K and symmetry of E’,

P(E+E ¢ K|E ¢K) >

DO | =

It follows that P(E ¢ K) < 2e~“V, concluding the proof. O
Lemma 6.16. Let G ~ GOE(N) and g ~ N(0,Ix/N). For any a,be R, 1 > 0,

sup {a{Gv,v) + 2b(g,v)} —2v/a?® + b?| <.

veSN-1
with probability 1 — e =N,
Proof. By [CS17, Proposition 1.1],

p-lim sup a(Gv,v)+ 26{g,v) = 2v/a?® + b?.

N—o |v|,=1
For each fixed v € SV71, a(Gv,v) + 2b(g, v) has variance O(N~1). The result follows from Borell-
TIS. U

Proposition 6.17. Let V2 Fpp(m) be as in Eq. (6.10). There exist Copme > C;fiff > 0 such that for
sufficiently small v > 0,
spec(V2Fpp(m)) © [~CSPEC, %P

max? min

with probability 1 — e =N,

Proof. Letm = m/|m|,, @ = Pmx/| P x|2. Throughout this proof, we will denote by E, E;, Eo,
and so on error terms with the same meaning as in Corollary 6.14, namely (x, m, z)-measurable symmetric
matrices satisfying | E|,, < 0,(1), whose kernel contains span(x, m, z)=. In particular

T T
~ mm ~ r—m)lx—m
q*mmT — = FE;, (1- q*)ar:ar:T - ( )](\7 ) =: E,.
Let ey, ..., en be an orthonormal basis of RV with e; = 17, e3 = &. Let M, be defined in Lemma 6.15,

coupled to M so that [M — M |,, < o,(1) with probability 1 — eV, Taking ¢ small, it suffices to show

—CimI < A< —CTT, 6.11)
for
2 ~ o~
A= ((2 +q2)€"(0x) — 0 (1 — 02)EP (q4) — ﬁ) mm + (1 - )¢ (g2)38 "
*
1
- (-0t + 2 ) T 0

— Qx

By comparing M, to a large constant multiple of a GOE, identically to the proof of Lemma 6.15, we can
show |M|,, = O(1) with probability 1 — e~*N. On this event, all terms in A have bounded operator
norm, and thus —Crraxd < A. For the upper bound in (6.11), let

. Q*fﬂ(Q*)2

¢ = "(qx) + 3:6P (qw) 0]
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which (recall Remark 6.13) is nonnegative. Then

2
A= (—(1 - Q*)w + g« <§”(Q*) - m) — (1 - Q*)2 <§,,<q*) - m) > elelT

N

1 1

_ eseg — ((1 —q:)&"(qs) + > Z eie] + M,
1 —gx« 1 — g« i3

By (1.5), there exists ¢y > 0 depending only on & such that

A< A —colere] + eze]), where

A= —(1- Q*)szele]— - (1= %)5%%)626; - <(1 - (J*)fﬂ(Q*) 1 _1q > Z ele + M.

i_

N
Z:eielT + M.,.

N
—(1—qu)vere] — (1 —qu)€ -
(1 - ge)vpere «) ; 1_q*i3

By (6.9), (with M . (7, j) having the same meaning as above)

(M.(1,9) :3<i<N)Z/vg!, g' ~ N0,y o/N),
(M.(2,0) :3<i<N)Z\/E(q)g% g2 ~ N(0,Iy_o/N),
(M,(i,j):3<i,j<N)< g”(q*)-¥G G ~ GOE(N —2),

and g', g%, G are independent. Fix a, b with a? + b? < 1 and consider temporarily the restricted set
Sfxb_l = {'v e SN (v,e1) = a,{(v,ey) = b}.

we can write

N-1
For any v € Smb

v = aej + bey + 11— a? — b2w

where w € Sé\”gl. Because we defined M . (i,5) = 0 for all i, j € {1,2},

(Myw,v) = 2a+/(1 — a? = b)ig", w) + 23/ (1 — a? = b2)¢" (4 ){g°, w)
H(1 a2 [ea) - YA G, w).

By Lemma 6.16, with probability 1 — e~V

2

sup (M ,v,v) — 24/ f(a, b)‘ <

ves 1
a,b

where

fla,b) = (1—a® = b*)*¢"(qx) + a®(1 — a® = b°)0 + b°(1 — a® — b*)¢" (gx)
= (1—a® =0 ((1 —a®)¢" () + a®¥) .
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On this event, for all v € Sévb_l,

(Av,v) < —(1 - Q*)¢a2 -(1- Q*)g//(Q*)<1 - a2) - 1_16172(1_1)2 + QW - CO<a2 + b2) +t

2
=- (\/(1 —qx) (1= az)fﬂ(q*) + a2¢) — \/@) — co(a2 + bz) + ..

Ata = b = 0, the first term is strictly negative by (1.5). So, there exists ¢; > 0, depending only on &, such
that for all a2 + b2 < 1,

2\ ¢ 2 1—a®— b 2 2
— [ V(1 = q:) (1 = a®)€"(qs) + a?y) — - —co(a” +b%) < —c1.
*
We have thus shown that, for fixed a, b, with probability 1 — e ¢V,
sup (Av,v) < —c1 +¢. (6.12)

veSi\fb*l
Recall that | A|,, = O(1) with probability 1 — e~V So, the map
(a,b) — sup (Av,v)

N—1
veSa’b

is O(1)-Lipschitz. By a union bound, with proability 1 — e~¢ (6.12) holds for all (a,b) in a t-net of
a? + b2 < 1. On this event,
sup (Av,v) < —c1 + O(1).

veSN-1
Taking C°P°° = ¢; /2 and ¢ small enough completes the proof. O

min

Proof of Proposition 6.9. Let /' be given by Proposition 6.11. By this proposition, for any m € Sy, r € I,,

P <E1 (m, L/)C‘VspﬁN7t(m) = 0, (N%adﬁ]\[,t(m) = 7’) < G_CN.

~

Since ||V Fnp(m)|n < ¢/ on Ey(m, ), and VSPPNIMt(m), 5radHN7t(m) are V Fpp (m)-measurable,

P <E1 (m, /) n Eg(m)C|VSPﬁN¢(m) = O,z’radﬁMt(m) = r) < sup P (Eg(m)C|V]~'TAP(m) = z) .

I=lv <

By Corollary 6.14 and Proposition 6.17, this last probability is < e~“V. This completes the proof. O

6.4 Proof of conditioning bound

Propositions 3.6 and 6.1 directly imply parts (a) and (b) of Proposition 4.4. We now prove the remainder of
this proposition.

Proof of Proposition 4.4(c). Set v > 0 small enough that max(v,:'(v)) < ¢/2, for the function ¢ from
Proposition 6.1. Suppose K holds and the events in Propositions 4.3 and 6.1 hold with tolerance v. This
occurs with probability 1 — e~V

By (4.5) and (4.6), for suitably large Kuyp, m"" € S, < S, /5 and m™" is an v-approximate critical
point of Fppe. By Proposition 6.1(b), this implies ||m™" — m™ |y < ¢/2. O
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We now turn to the proof of part (d). Define

K(m) =P

span(x,m)

\Y ]:TAP(

J_
) span(x,m)*

We will treat this as a (N — 2) x (N — 2) matrix, after a suitable change of coordinates. The following fact
is a consequence of Corollary 6.14.

Fact 6.18. Let [m|3 = gm < 1. Conditional on ¥V Frpp(m) = 0,

K(m) < — ((1 = 4m)&" (am) + 7 _1qm> I+ WG, G ~ GOE(N - 2).

The next fact is verified by direct calculation.

Fact 6.19. For any m, ¥V Hy (m) is Gaussian, with variance &)(gm) + qm&" (¢m) in the direction of m
and &,(qm ) in all directions orthogonal to m.

We will need the following technical lemma, which we prove in Subsection 6.5.

Lemma 6.20. For all v > 0 sufficiently small, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
L (| det I (m)[|V Fine (112) = 0] 055530 (0) 4™ (1m) < C.

Proof of Proposition 4.4(d). We will apply Lemma 3.7 with Fpsp for F, m*™ for my, the interior of S,
for D, and C:"5°/2 for cspec. Note that (4.10) implies £ < cfpec /10c,,. We next verify that the event & is

min

contained in the event Eong defined in Lemma 3.7. Suppose € holds. Then event 7 (c,,) holds by part (a).
|V Frap (M) | ; < € by definition, and by parts (a), (b), and (c),

AMP _ . TAP

)\max(v2]:'mp (mAMP)) < Amax(v2]:‘mp(mTAP)) + Cop m m

< _(Pee + Cop[‘/2 < - spec/2

op, N < min min

for small enough ¢. Thus G(&, cspec) holds. We have |[m"* |\, < 1 because m** € S, 5, by part (c). Also,
(4.10) implies %ic < 4,500 = BN (mAVP 5e/Cspec) S S,

By (5.9), EVFup(m) is continuous in m, and by Fact 6.19, Cov(VFpp(m)) is uniformly lower
bounded for all m € S,. This verifies the regularity condition in Lemma 3.7. By this lemma,

E[X1{€}] < L E [| det V2 Fope (110) X 1{E}|V Foae (m2) = 0] 7,0 (0) & ().
By Holder’s inequality,
E [| det V2 F e (m)| X 1{E}|V Frue(m) = 0]
E [| det V2 Foap (m)[H9 " 1{E}|V Frap(m) = 0]6/ g [X1+5 1{E}|V Frpp () = 0] Bl

On event &, the eigenvalues of V2Fpp(m) lie in [—Chbax, —C:2<°] and interlace those of K (m). So,

min

| det V2 Fpp(m)| < (C5P29)2| det K (m)].
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Thus,

_ 6/(146)
E [| det V2]:'|'Ap(m)|1+5 11{5}|v‘7:TAp(m) =0

_ 6/(1+96)
< (CP<)2E [| det K ()"0 |V Foap(m) = o]

max

< (CsPec) [| detK HVFTAP ) = 0] .

max

for some C(’S > (. The last estimate is by Fact 6.18, (1.5), and Lemma 6.6, similarly to (6.8). Combining,

E[X1{€}] < (C3)°Cj L [ det K (m)||V Frue(m) = 0] 09 5 (m) (0) d™ ()

1/(1+6)
x sup E [X1+51{5}\mep m) = 0] .

meS,

Finally, by Lemma 6.20, this integral is bounded by a constant C' > 0. Thus the result holds with Cs =
(CCsC. -

6.5 Determinant concentration and estimate of Kac—Rice integral

In this subsection, we provide the deferred proofs of Lemmas 6.6 and 6.20. These are the final ingredients
to the proof of Proposition 4.4.

Proof of Lemma 6.6. For any compact K < (2, +00), we may pick £ > 0 such small enough that r > 2+2¢
for all 7 € K. Let & be the event that |G/, < 2 + &. It is classical that P(£.) = 1 — e~ Y. Forr € K, let

f(z) = logmax(|r — z|, ),
which is e ~!-Lipschitz. Let A, ..., Ay be the eigenvalues of G and define

N
Trf(G Z

=1

By [GZ00, Theorem 1.1(b)], for all s = 0,
P(|Trf(G) —ETrf(G)| = s) < 2exp(—¢*s%/8). (6.13)
Note that | det(rI — G)| < exp(Trf(G)), and equality holds if G € &.. Thus,
E[|det(r] — G)['] <E[exp(tTrf(G))],  E[|det(rI — G)|] > E [exp(Trf(G))1{E}] .
By (6.13), there exists C. ; depending on ¢, ¢ such that
Elexp(tTrf(G))] < C.iexp(tETrf(G)).
By Cauchy—Schwarz,

E [exp(Trf(G))1{ES}] < E [exp(2Trf(G))]V2 P(E9)V? < Clye™ N exp(ETrf(G)),
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which implies

E [exp(Trf(G))L{E-}] = E[exp(Trf(G))] — CLye N2 exp(ETrf(G))
> (1- Calge_CN/z) exp(ETrf(G)).

Thus,
E[|det(rT — G)[*]"" _ O exp(ETrf(G))
E[|det(rl = G)[] (1-— 0517/226*0]\7/2) exp(ETrf(G))
is bounded by a constant depending only on ¢, £. U

Lemma 6.21. Let G ~ GOE(N). For all r in any compact subset of (2,+0), there exists C' > 0 such that
E[| det(rI — G)|] < Cexp(N®(r)),

where

P(r)=-r"—-—-rv/r2—4+1lo

1, 1 1 r+r2—4
g —————.
2

Proof. Follows from [BCNS22, Lemma 2.1 and 2.2(i)] with N +1 for N and A/ 2(N—A:L1)7’ for . Note that the

matrix GOE_1 (N ~!) therein is defined with typical spectral radius /2, while our GOE(N) has spectral
radius 2. O

Proof of Lemma 6.20. Throughout this proof, C' > 0 is a constant, uniform over m € §,, which may change
from line to line. Let [m |3 = ¢m and (x,m)N = ¢q, 50 that ¢m, ¢o € [qx — ¢, g« + ¢]. By Fact 6.18, for

G ~ GOE(N —2),
/| N

1
(1 = gm)€" (gm)"/?*

By (1.5), for ¢m € [g« — ¢, ¢« + ], rm takes values in a compact subset of (2, +00). By Lemma 6.21,

_ 9\ (N=2)/2
E [\ det K(m)HV]—"TAp(m) = 0] = <§”(qm) . %) E [

where 7, = (1 — Qm)fﬂ(Qm)l/2 +

E [|det K (m)||VFpe(m) = 0] < Cexp(N fi(gm)),  fi(gm) := %log & (gm) + ©(rm).

By (1.5),

1
r2, —4 = —
(1 — gm)&" (gm)"/?

(1= gm)€" (am)"/>.
So, f1 simplifies to
1
Filam) = 5(1 = am)*¢" (gm) — log(1 = gm).

On the other hand, by (5.9),

¥ Fuatm) = Viyatm) + €iaz) (2 2m ) = (1= e ) +

dm

1 _ qmgz/t(%c)) m
1—gm dm

41



Since x — 5“” m is orthogonal to m, Fact 6.19 yields

PV Frap(m) (0) < C’eXp(Nf2(Qm7 Qm))

where

1 (G 2 33
Fo(am., 4z) = =5 10g(27&;(qm)) — gég(?q,l) <1 a qq_m>

dm ,
2(££(Qm) + qmg”(qm)) <(1 - qm)é (Qm) +

1 . Qm&(Qm)>2

1—agm dm

Combining the above,
L [ det K (m) [V Fr(m) = 0] 5 530 0m)(0) ¢ (m)

qxt+L Lgxti
f eXp fl (Qm) + f2(me Qm) + f3(me Qm))) dgzdgm. (6.14)

qx—L Jqx—L

Here C'N exp(N f3(¢m, q=)) is a volumetric factor and

f3(4m, qz) = 5 + %log(%(qm —q)).

2
Let

F(gm, qz) = fi(@m) + f2(dm, @z) + f3(@m 42)

_ 1 1 dm Qm 1 _ 2 &1t . ézlt(qgc)2 . ﬁ
g8 g g o) g (1 )
dm . " 1 . 42§t (qx) ?
2(££(Qm) + Qméﬂ(qm)) <<1 qm)g (qm) " 1—qgm dm ) .

To conclude, we will verify that F'(qs«,q«) = 0, VF(g«,q«) = 0, and F is (1)-strongly concave over
@m, Qz € [q+ — 1, ¢« + t]. This will imply that the integral in (6.14) is O(N ') and finish the proof.

Recall from (4.2) that &;(qx) = 12
below to simplify the final term in £ and its derivatives:

1
§(qs) + q+&"(q+)

Using this, we verify that

((1—q*)§”(q*)+ ! —gg(q*)>_1_q*.

1—gqx qx

F(Q*,Q*) = % %(1 - Q*) f <Q*) - %k - 2<13>Z* g (q*)) ((1 - q*)gﬂ(Q*) + 1)2
= 20— )€ ) + T T (1 e () 1) =0
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We also calculate

OF 1 " (qm) 1 " 1 2¢+(3)
5. UmyYx) = - 7 —(1—qm m (1 —gm m
aqm(q Ga) am =) 28] T T am (1= @m)& (gm) + 5(1 = 4m) € (gm)
n &1(gz)*¢" (gm) (1 _ @) _ £1(gx)” @
2& <Qm)2 dm 251{, <Qm) q'gn
£1(am) = gm&" (gm) — ¢ (gm) ( y 1 gad(ga) > 2
_ 1 — gm m _
2(&(gm) + gm&" (qm))? ( 4m)S (gm) 1 —am dm
dm " Qw&{,(qw))
_ 1— qm m _
&(Qm) + ng”(qm) <( 4 )g (q ) " 1—agm dm
" 251 (¢a)
x <_§ (gm) + (1 = Qm)§(3)<Qm) + (1= gm)? + : qtgnq > )
oF @ Sé(qm)f”(qx) <1 B @) 4 ()
gm0 = o a2 1(gm) dm) " am€l(am)
ét(Qm + ngﬂ Qm < 1 " ) 1 . %n&(%c))
&(gm) + am€” (g mllam) T )
Thus
OF 1 (1—g)"(g) 1 " 1 2¢(3)
S s, 4x) = - —(1—gx * (1 — g« *
aqm(q Gx) 2 =) 20s M (1= a0 (@) + 5 (1 = )" (ax)
(1 —g+)€"(qx) dx (1- ‘.7*)2 qx " 2 +(3)
+ 9 — 20 — ) - 22 <1—(]* — qx&"(qx) — @:€ (Q*)>
g (e 0 )E® 1 LI
(1= 00 (~€"a) + (1= 2600 + = + 72 ) =0
and
aF 1 " /! 7 1 /!
S an ) = 2 = (1= )€aw) + €0 + (1= 006" (00) + =~ €lan)) =0
By similar calculations, we find the following formulas for the second derivative. Let
y 1 s
Ao =¢ (q*)—m <0
" (1~ )°A% — (1 — )23 (=0
A = * * * Ay = -T2 AZ LA,
g0 (— @) o 0T
then *F 0*F 0*F
@(Q*,Q*) = A1 + A, W(Q*,Q*) = —Ao, @(Q*,Q*) = Ao.

It follows that
V(1) = A(L0)%? + Aa(1,~1)® < ~C,

for some C' > 0 depending only on &. Since V2 F is clearly locally Lipschitz around (g, ¢+ ), V2F (¢m, ¢z) <
—C1y/2 for all Gy, Ga € [gx — ¢, ¢« + ¢] for suitably small ¢. This concludes the proof. ]
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6.6 Algorithmic guarantees and Lipschitz continuity of correction

In this subsection, we prove Proposition 4.5.
Proof of Proposition 4.5(a). By (4.7),
e (Band(m™® gy — 1/2,q4 +1/2])) =1 — eV,
Since |[m*F — m™"| v < 1/2, we have
Band(m™", [gx — ¢, qs + ¢]) 2 Band(m™*, [qx — /2, g5 + ¢/2]).
]
Proof of Proposition 4.5(b). On Ky, the maps m — Apax(VZFme(m)) and m — Apin (V2 Fme(m )

are O(1)-Lipschitz (over |m| < 1 — ¢, for any € > 0). Combined with (4.9), this implies

spec(V2Fne(m)) < [ 205pec ——CSPeC} , V[m —m™|y <

2 min

Thus V2 Frsp is strongly concave and well-conditioned in the convex region | —m™||y < . Itis classical
(see e.g. [Nes03]) that for suitable > 0, gradient descent

k+1 k k
u = u — nVJ:TAP (’LL )
initialized from «° in this region satisfies

[uf —m™ |y < (1 —e)*|u’ = m™|y < o(1-e)".

0

for some £ > 0. In particular u® = m*"" is in this region. Recalling m®P = uXe> (V) and K¢p(N) =

| K¢p log N |, we conclude
HmGD _ mTAPHN < L(l _ 6)KGD(N) < N—lO

for suitably large K ¢p. This implies part (b). O

We now turn to the proof of part (c). Recall from below (2.12) that I x_; denotes the identity operator
on T,,; we sometimes write this as I'x'_; to emphasize the dependence on m.

Lemma 6.22. Let vy = (1 —qs) ' 4+ (1 —q4+)&"(qs). Let 1, m™ € S, be as in Proposition 4.4. There exists
V' = 0,(1) such that with probability 1 — e=N, (m™ is defined and)

spec A®(m™) < [—(2+ )V (g4), (2 + )NVE (4:)] (6.15)

and

TryJNl—A®(mw4)—u—%)<u (6.16)

5 (

44



Proof. Let Egyec be the event that (6.15), (6.16) both hold, and let £ be as in Proposition 4.4. By Proposi-
tion 4.4(d) with 0 = 1/2,

P(Egpec) S P(EF) + P(Egpec N E)
<e N4 Cyjp sup P [(S'Scpec N E|VFme(m) = 0] V2
meS,

We will show that this probability is eV, uniformly in m € S,. Note that on £, we have deterministically
mTAP = m.
Let ¢m = HmH?V =€ [gx — t,q« + ¢]. One checks analogously to Fact 6.5 that conditional on

V Fme(m) = 0, we have A®) (m) =4 4 [€"(gm) 2 G, G ~ GOE(N — 1). It s classical that spec(G) <
[2 — 1,2 + ¢] with probability 1 — e, so (6.15) holds with conditional probability 1 — e~“V. Note that
by (1.5),

1 2
o = 20/En) = (1- (- 0" (@)"?) > 0. (6.17)

So, for small enough ¢, when (6.15) holds the matrix v«Iny_1 — A (m) is positive semidefinite with
smallest eigenvalue bounded away from 0. Recall the semicircle measure

pec(N) — %«/4 "N d) 6.18)

Applying [GZ00, Theorem 1.1(b)] as in the proof of Lemma 6.6 shows that with probability 1 — e~V

1 - Psc(dA)

—Tr <(’y In_1— AP (m)) 1) - f < L.

‘N ' Yo = /" (Gm)A
This integral evaluates as

Psc (d)‘)
—————+0,(1) =1—gx +0,(1).
j’Y* -V 5”(%))‘ ' ) '

Thus, for suitable ¢/, (6.16) holds with conditional probability 1 — e~ N as desired. |

Lemma 6.23. Suppose the event K in Proposition 3.6 holds. For any § > 0, there exists L such that for all
5 < |muly s lmaly < 1, (treating A®) (my;) as a matrix in RN*N, and A®) (m;) as a tensor in (RN )®3)

|A®) (1) — AP (my) |y v < Ljmi — ma v,
|A® (my) — A®) (my)|

o, N S L|my —mgy|N.

Proof. Let P, denote the projection operator to the orthogonal complement of m. Then A(Q)(m) =
PLV?Hy(m)Py. So,

| AP (my) = AP (mo) |, v < | P, VP HN (1) P, = P, V2HN (M) P |

PJ_

mo op,N
+ | P, V2 Hy(m1) P, — P V2 Hy (m1) P oo, v
+ | P, V2 Hn (M) Py, — P, V2HN (M02) Py, [

< 2| P, — Pinyllop v max (| V2 Hy (my)|

+ [V2Hy (my) — V2 Hy (M) o n

oo | VZH N () o, )
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On event Ky,

IV2Hy (m1)||op, v, [ V2 H (102) o, 0
IV2H N (my) — V2 Hy (m2)||op, v

027

<
< (s Hml —mQHN.

Finally, for a constant Cs depending on &,

T T
1 1 mim mom
Pml_szomN_‘ ; - g
[l mea”
T T T T
mim mim mim mom
\I . ; I 5 : < Cslmy —ma|y .
I (E2c>Y It RS B £ [ma|” 1, N~
This proves the inequality for A® | The proof for A®) ig analogous. O
Lemma 6.24. There exists L > 0 such that with probability 1 — =N, for all m1,my € By(m™ 1)
(treating Q(m;) as a matrix in RN*N)
|Q(m1)llopn < L,
[Q(m1) — Q(m2)[on < Lmy —maly .

Proof. Suppose K holds and (6.15), (6.16) from Lemma 6.22 hold. Then, for some " = o0,(1) and all
m € By(m™ 1),

spec A (m) < [=(2 + ")/€"(gx), (2 + " )V/E (g4)] (6.19)
and

1 "
’NTr ((’Y*IN—l - A(z)(m))*1> — (1 —qs)| <0 (6.20)

When (6.19) holds, the calculation (6.17) shows 7, is bounded away from spec A® (m). Thus,

has derivative (1) in a neighborhood of 7. It follows from (6.20) that v, (1) = 7« + 0,(1) uniformly
for all m € By (m™, 1). This is also bounded away from spec A?)(m), so

|Q(m)]

is bounded. Let my, mo € By(m™, ). There exists a rotation operator R from T,y,, to T,y,, such that
|R - I3, < |my — my| . Recall g, = |m|3. The definition of ~, x (m) implies

op,N = H(V*,N(m)IN - A(Z) (m))_lnop,N

op, N

1 _ _
Gma = Gy = T (e () IR, = AD (1))~ = (e (ma) I — AP (o))

1

= 5T (Q(ml) (e (ma) = v (m) Iy = (AP (m) — R~ AP (mo) R))

RIQ(mg)R>.
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Thus,
(e (1m2) — 7 (m2)) - TH(Q (1) R~ Q) R)
= Gmy — Gmy + %Tr (Q(m1)<A<2> (m) — R'A® (mg)R)RlQ(mg)R). 6.21)

Note that

|A® (my) — RTTAPE(my) |, v < AP (m1) o v [ TR = R,y + AP (m1) — AP (my)

op, N »

and thus the absolute value of the right-hand side of (6.21) is upper bounded by

o [AP (m1) — RTTAPD R(mo) |y n < L|my —may,

|9ms = Gmi | + [ Q(1m1) o, v | Q(m22)

by Lemma 6.23. As discussed above, Q(m1), R~'Q(ms)R > I’} | for some constant ¢ > 0, so

L THQ(m1)R'Q(ms)R) >

1
¥ ~Tr(eIRh)?) = /2

N

is bounded away from 0. It follows that, after adjusting L,
[y, (M) = Yae,nv (M2)| < Lmy — |y .
Finally, (adjusting L again)

1Q(m1) — Q(m2)lop, N
= |@m1) (e (m) = e (ma) Iy = (AP (m1) = AP (1m2)) Q(mo)

< [Q(my) o[ Q (M)

< LHml — mQHN.

op, N

0p7N)

o (P (1) = 3 ()| + [A@ (my) — A@) (my)

Proof of Proposition 4.5(c). For any |jv||, = 1,

2[(A(m1) — A(ma), v)| = (AP (my) @ v, Q(m1) ® Q(m1)) — (AP (my) ® v, QM) ® Q(y)))|
< K(A® (my) — A®) (my)) ® v, Q(m1) ® Q(m))|
+ [(A® (my) ® v, (Q(m1) — Q(m2)) ® Q(m,))|
+ [(A® (m2) ® v, Q(m2) ® (Q(m1) — Q(m2)))].

By the previous two lemmas, this is bounded by \/_LN |my — my| ., for some L > 0. Since this holds for

all v, we have |A(m) — A(ma)|, < ﬁ, and thus ||A(m) — A(ma)|y < % O
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7 Local computation of magnetization: proof of Proposition 4.6

Recall that Hy +(0) = Hy(o) + (y,, o) with y, = tx + By, and define

ol TN
[m[%
as well as the bands (for |m|% = q)
Band,(¢) := Band(m, I(¢)) n Band(x,1(¢)), I(t):=[qs —t,q« + 1], (7.1)
Dy(a,b) = {o € Sy : (o, m)y = ag, (o, @) = b} (72)

We recall the definition of truncated magnetization from Proposition 4.6:

. SBand*(2L) o eXp(HNﬂf(o-)) ,U()(dO')

- . 7.3
SBand*(ZL) exp(Hpn (o)) po(do) (7.3)

mgb (m)
In Sections 7.1 and 7.2 we will prove Proposition 4.6. For the readers’ convenience, we reproduce the
statement below.

Proposition 4.6. Define Ay := AP (m), As = A®)(m) as per Eq. (2.11) and ~, = Y«,N as per
Eq. (2.12). Surther recall the definition of S, on Eq. (4.8), namely S, := {m € RN : [(m,x)n — g«|,|(m, m)n — ¢:| < 1}
Then we have, for appropriate constant 6,1 > 0,

sup E [Hm + A(m) — ﬁgb(m)H?\?é‘VfTAp(m) = O]

meS,
N ) 9\ 1+6/2
= sup E N—1-9/2 Z <[%2L(m) - m]l - <—<A37 Qi,~ &® Q>)> ) VFue(m) =0
meSL i=1 2
< N9 (7.4)
Q= (7. — Ay, (7.5)
Our approach to proving Proposition 4.6 is based on decomposing
Band*(QL) = Ursel(20) Band(mv {T}) N Band(m7 {8}) = Ua,beL(ZL)DN (a7 b) ) (7.6)

where, for ¢ = |m|3%., ¢ = {z, m)n,
L(2t) = {(a,b) : ga€ I(2t),be I(2)}.

Note that for m € S,, we have ¢, ¢ € I(¢), and thus L(2¢) is a neighborhood of (0, 0) of radius of order ¢. For
any r, s € 1(2¢), we will see that the Hamiltonian restricted to Band(m, {r}) n Band(x, {s}) (conditional
on VFpe(m) = 0) is equivalent to that of a mixed p-spin model in its replica symmetric phase with a small
magnetic field. We will therefore devote Section 7.1 to study this problem. In Section 7.2 we will use this
result, and integrate it over a, b to prove Proposition 4.6.
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7.1 Conditional magnetization per band

As anticipated, in this section we will compute a good approximation to the magnetization for general
spherical models with small external field. While we will apply this result to the effective Hamiltonian in
the band, hence in dimension N — 2, throughout this section, we adopt general notations for such a model,
cf. Eq. (1.1) and recast N — 2 as N. We write

H(o) = (u,0) + Hzo(o) = (u,0) + Y| Hy(o), (7.7)
p=2
1 N id.d. 2
Hp(a) = N(P*l)/2 Z gi1,...,ipo-i1 o O-ipa gil,...,ip ~ N(O, 5]3) . (78)
11,0 0p=1

We will write throughout H(0) = 3, -, Hy(0). We recast the mixture of Hx as {(s) = >~ BrsP.
The results of this subsection hold for all models satisfying the replica symmetry condition (2.21), which
we reproduce for convenience:

£"0) <1,  &(g)+qg+log(l—q) <0 Vge(0,1). (7.9)

This holds under the main condition (1.5) by integrating twice and, as we will see in (7.116), will hold
for the effective model on the band Band(m, {r}) n Band(x, {s}), for all 7, s € I(2¢). Note that the first
inequality in (7.9) implies 83 < 1/2.

We will always assume ||ullz < cov/N, with ¢y a small constant, and in some lemmas ||Julls < N°. We
will denote by p(do)oc exp(H (o)) po(dor) the corresponding Gibbs measure.

Note that we can view Hy as a quadratic form with Hy(o) = (o, W o) (with entries I/Vl.(jz) =
(9ij + gji)/2\/ﬁ ). Hence W® is a GOE matrix scaled by [, /v/2. We will work in the orthonormal
basis diagonalizing W® and its the spectrum of be A = (A;)i<n, with Ay > Ay > -+ = Ay. We
will occasionally identify A with the diagonal matrix with diagonal entries A;. We also write W) for the

symmetric 3rd-order tensor such that Hs(o) = <W(3), o®3), written in the basis of eigenvectors of w®,

That is, W ®) is obtained by rotating W(g) with entries Wg’g = (9ijk + permutations)/6N.

Given a symmetric matrix A € RV*N we define

1 1
Qv A w) =y — ——1 T—-A)+— I-A)! 7.1
G(7) = G(r; A u) =y — gz log det(y )+ v (w (v )W), (7.10)
Y« = V(A,u) = argmin G(v; A, u). (7.11)
'Y>>\max(A)
Note that G is convex with lim, ;. (4)G'(7) = —00, limy,0 G'(7) = +0, 50 74 is also the unique

solution to G'(y) = 0. We will omit the argument A or w whenever clear from the context (in particular,
we typically omit « and omit A when A = A is the diagonal matrix containing the eigenvalues of W).

Lemma 7.1. There exits co > 0 such that, for |ul| < N, and under the additional assumptions above, the
following holds. Let v, = v+(A) and define, for j < N
3
P uj N 1 N Wj(ii)
T2 = Ay 20% - A) = — A

(7.12)

Then, for some ¢ > 0, with probability 1 — N, the following holds for all i € [N]:

fa,- p(de) = (1+ O(N =) (1 + O(N~/79)).

49



Together with further estimates, we will use Lemma 7.1 to prove the following lemma, which is the
main result of the section.

Lemma 7.2. Let o > 2. There exists co > 0 such that, for |u| < N, and under the additional assumptions
above, we have for some ¢ > 0 that

-

(0%

] — O(N™—/%7¢), (7.13)
N
The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Lemma 7.1 and Lemma 7.2.

7.1.1 Quadratic Hamiltonians

We begin by proving several supporting lemmas about quadratic models. The Laplace transform allows us
to compute accurately various statistics of quadratic models. We note that the use of Laplace transforms in
studying spherical quadratic models has been utilized before, for example for analyzing the fluctuation of
the free energy in [BL.16]. We will however need accurate control over a number of statistics beyond the
free energy.

Lemma 7.3. For A € RY*YN g GOE matrix scaled by o < 1/2, and u € RN such that |ul> < eN for
e > 0 depending only on 1/2 — «, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that, defining and G(vy) = G(v; A),
v« = Y« (A), we have that the following claim holds with probability at least 1 — exp(—cN):

2
je<‘7’A‘7>+<u’”>,u0(d0') = (L+ O(N"))y | s (2¢)"N/2 NGO (7.14)
G" ()
and, for vy, any eigenvector of A (uniformly over k)
(o, a)elTAT+ o) 0 (dor) _ (vg, u)

=(1+O0O(N °))—/———"—. 7.15
o dn i pido) O e SN @) 719

Proof. By a change of basis, we can assume that A = A is diagonal (and its entries ordered). Let
E(0) := (V21 fexp (<u, WL+ (A, 0'®2>€) fio(dor) . (7.16)

Then the Laplace transform of F is given by

F(t) = f: e U E0)dL,

and one has (for R(y) > A1 = max;<ny A;)
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We evaluate, for R(¢) > Ay,

F(Nt) = LOO Jemg exp ((u, oW1l + (A, o-®2>£) N2 o (dor) de

- % JRN exp < —t|y|? + {u,y) + <A,y®2>> dy

D(N/2) S N
— WJNexp{ — z:(t—Ai)yi2 +;Uz’yz’}dy

=1

T(N/2) N2
= ](VN//2 exp{ Zlogt— Zm}

(2

Hence, by the inverse Laplace transform, for all v € R, v > max;<n A;,

N Y +100
E(l) = — M F(Nt)dt
27TZ Y—i00
_ (N2 ([ o
= Wf_ooexp N (v +iz) ——ZZ:llog vtz — Z)—i-;m dz
T(N/2) [® .
= o NI foo exp (NG(y + iz))dz, (7.17)

where G(z) = G(z; A) is defined as per Eq. (7.10).
Let ~, be defined as per Eq. (7.11). Per the discussion below (7.11), . is the unique solution to
G’ (v4) = 0. Explicitly,

1 N 1 N ug
Y\ . E— )

Our assumption on « and || implies that v, —max; A; > § for an appropriate ¢ depending only on 1/2—a.
We will set v = , in Eq. (7.17). Note that

u2 22

+ (7 — Ni)?)

For |z| € ((log N)/v/N, 1), we have R(G (74 + iz) — G(7s)) < —cz?, and for |z| > 1, we have R(G (74 +
iz) — G(7vs+)) < —clog(1 + cz?). This implies that

1 1 ¥
R(G(ys +12) = G()) = =337 25 108(1 + 2/ (7 = Mi)*) = 7 Z —A)(22
i=1 =1

exp (N Gy +1i2) — NG(W*)) dz < emetlosN)?
| |>logN

On the other hand, for |z| < (log N)/v/N we use the Taylor expansion:

j

k
Gy« +12) Z ’Y* ) +Errn i,

1
1
Erry ps1 < i ( 0g > sup |G(k)(7* + zz)|
|2|<(log N)/V'N
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‘We have that

G(z) = __N; o Wy ved
- (-1 3—1 J LW
GU(z) = Z j AN ZI(Z_AZ,)]'H'

In particular, with probability 1 — exp(—cN) over A, SUD| | < (log N)/~/N |G (44 + i2)| < j!CY for a finite
constant C' > 0 as long as |u|? < N. Hence, we have (for £ := (log N)/v/N and Jy := [N, {N])

L exp (NG(’Y* +iz) — NG(’Y*)) dz = J e NGP 022 oxp (O(NFY)) dz
N

JN
2
— = (1+0 N—l/2+a )
e Ton i SACU),
Together with Eq. (7.17), we get
I'(N/2) NG( 2m _
E(1l) = — /2 NGOw) ) [T o(N-lte
() 27TNN/2*16 NG(2)(7*)+ ( ) )

which yields (7.14) by Stirling’s formula.
By a similar argument, we obtain the integral of the spin o}, = (v, o) (recall we are working in the
basis in which A is diagonal). Let

Ey(0) := (N2 J\/Zak exp ((u, oI+ (A, o-®2>£) o (do).
Then the Laplace transform can be evaluated as

Fi(Nt) = LOO jeNtZ Lo exp <<u, oIl + (A, a®2>£) N2 0 (do) de

- % JRN yrexp (—tly|* + (u,y) + (A, y®%) dy

(N/2) wu N u?
_ a7 0 _kAk exp{ Zlog t— i)+274(t—Ai)}.

Then we apply the same strategy as for computing £(1). By inverse Laplace transform:

Ey(1) = #N//g)l g,

Q0

1 .

f 207w +iz — Ay P (NG (s +i2))dz, (7.18)
—0o0 *

We make a negligible error in restricting to Jy := [—£y, {x] (for £ := (log N)//N)

B = %uk {L 207 + — A &P (VGO +i2))dz + O(e‘c(l°gN)2)}
['(N/2) 2 1 e
I { NGOG 20, A O )} |
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Comparing with the above, we get

Ei(l) = (1+ O(Nfc))ﬁ j6<a,Ad>+<u,o’>M0(dU)'

This gives (7.15). O

Lemma 7.4. Let A € RN*N be a GOE matrix scaled by o < 1/2. Assume that w € RY is such that

|u| < N. For ¢ € [L], consider a collection of pairs of indices (ig, jo) with iy # jo € [2k] and integers

rg=3. Let R=Y Ll r¢. We have that the following claim holds with probability at least 1 — exp(—cN):
Uniformly in h € [N],

ST o TThr(o™ o7 exp (S, (. 0%) + (o, Ao ) 5§ (do)
Joxp (X2 1(u,0%) + (o, Ay i (do)
_ Ok,L <|uh|2k72min(k,L)N(Rfmin(k,L))/2(1 + Hu”)2R> ] (7.19)

Proof. As before, we perform a change of basis and assume that A = A is diagonal. Consider

E(Zl, N ,ng)
2k 2%k L
= ([ =" fH(U%x/Z) | Ko'vze. o7z exp <Z<u o'z + (o, A0’>Zz> pg (do).
=1 i=1 =1
Then the multivariate Laplace transform of E is

N/2 2k 7 r 702 7 \®2
F(N(t,.- ta0) = 5agen f ]_[yhl_kyf y*)" exp Z(t‘Hy 12— Cu, 9"y — (A, (¥')®%) | d
i=1

 T(N/2)% E 1 Y
= W exXp —2221 5 hgl 10g<t2 - Ah/ Z: t — Ah/ . 6,

where, for y* = 3 (t; — A)'u + w' and w’ independently distributed according N (0, 5(t; — A)~1),
2k . L . .
—E [H v | [<v™, y”>’”“]
i=1 =1
2k up, '
) __th
[H (i )
£ 1 . 1 Ty
[T (w7 + 5 1= A My 507, 1, = A) )+ (05— ) M, — ) ) )|

(=1
(7.20)

Assume that min;e(o) R(¢; — maxys Ap) > ¢ > 0, and recall that [|ul| < N. Define R a tuple of sets of
length 2k + R, where, for 1 < a < 2k, R, is a subset of {a}, and for a > 2k, R, is a subset of the pair of
indices {iy, j¢} in the corresponding term. As such, each tuple R represents a term in the expansion of (7.25).
If there exists an index in [2k] that appears an odd number of times among the sets in R, then the contribution
of the corresponding term to (7.25) is 0. Consider the tuples R where each index appears an even number of
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times. Let B(R) be the collection of indices a < 2k where R, = {a}, and let }(R) = |B(R)|. The indices
B(R) must appear an odd number of times among the remaining sets (Rj)%JrR In each possible way

j=2k+1°
to pick out terms among (R])ili ;,il so that each index in B(R) appears at least once, let d(R) denote the
number of sets |R;| = 1 among these terms. Among the remaining terms, each of the index in B(R) not

covered by the d(R) sets can be matched to terms among (R ; )gk ngfﬂ. Consider an arbitrary way to pair up

all remaining indices appearing in the terms into pairs; let f(R) < R — d(R) — (b(R) — d(R))/2 be the
number of such pairs. For each such term and fixed pairing, we can upper bound its contribution to (7.25)
by

19) <|uh|2k—b(R)+d(R)Nf(R)/2(1 + HUH2)R> <O < max |uh|2k—2aN(R—a)/2(1 + ”u”)2R> ’

a<min(k,L)

noting the constraints 0 < d(R) < b(R), f(R) < R—d(R) — (b(R) — d(R))/2. Thus, we have

@_ou( max |uh|2k-2aN<R—a>/2<1+u>2R).

’ a<min(k,L)

Hence, for R = >,y > 3L,
& = Ok,L <|uh|2k72min(k,L)N(Rfmin(k,L))/2(1 + HU’H)2R> ]

Taking the inverse Laplace transform and integrating on ¢; = -y, + ix;, for -y, defined in Eq. (7.11), not-
ing that, similar to Lemma 7.3, we can restrict the integration to the range x; € [—{y,{n] for {y =
(log N)/+/ N, we obtain that

JT12, o [T (o't ooy exp (32, o) + (o, Ao ) 1 (do)
Jexp (X2 u, o) + (o, Aay) ™ (dor)
— Ops <|uh|2k—2min(k,L)N(R—min(k,L))/2(1 i HUH)2R> .

O

The next lemma states that, under a purely quadratic Hamiltonian, and for small field, the overlap con-
centrates near zero.

Lemma 7.5 (Overlap concentration in quadratic models). Define
Ag(t) := {(o!,6°%) € Sy x Sy : [(at, 0P N| = t}.

Assuming that |u|? < 6N for § sufficiently small, we have for some constant ¢ > 0 that, with probability

1— E_CN,

S sty xp(He2(0h) + Heo(0?)) 1§ (dor)
SeXp (Hez(o!) + Hea(0?))u§? (dor)
Proof. Consider the Hamiltonian H (0!, 0?) = Hea(o!) + Hea(0?) + 20{o!, 0?). Let A; be the eigen-

values of the quadratic component A of H. Using the Laplace transform as in Lemma 7.3,

fexp (<u, ol + 0% + (A, (eH)®? + (0'2)®2>> exp (29(01, 0'2>) ,ug)z(da)

< eXp{ —eN(t - ||u||N)i}. (7.21)

rove) ) o
- <W) f_oo exp (2NG9(71 +z1,72 + ZZz))dzldzg,
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where

N
B PRI (21 + 22 —2A; + 20
Go(21,2) = =5 — Zlog )22 = Ai) = 0%) + _NZ : 22’2—1\) 0)2'

We also denote

1 O u2(z— A +6)
- 2 el Ul = A TY)
Go(z) = Go(z,2) = = Zlog 9)+4N NEE

Let v, (#) be a stationary point of Gy on R so that .. () > max A; + 6 (there exists a unique such point),
and v, = 7x(0).
As in Lemma 7.3, noting that

exp (2R (log((7«(0) — Ay +iz1) (7«
2
) — Ai)? =02
)

_ (( (9) ) —0 —2122>
Ag)? — 62
+ (2122)% +20%21 20 + (22 + 22) (74 (0) — Ay)?
((7(0) — Aq)? — 0%)2

0) — A; +iz0) — 6%) — log((7x(0) — As)? — 92)))
<(’Y*(9) —Ai) (= + 22)>2
(7«(0

(

2
(74(0) - i
() — A2 = 672 +

Furthermore,
%< (72(0) = Ai +0) +i(21 + 22)/2 1 )
N((4(0) = A)2 = 6% — 2120 + (7 (6) — Ai) (21 + 22))  N(7(0) — A — 0)
_ —(2122)% = 0(7:(0) — Ni + 0) (21 + 22)*/2 — ((7(0) — Ai)® — 62) (22 + 23)/2
N(v(0) = Ai = 0)(((7(0) — Ai)? = 02 — z122) + ((7«(0) — Ni) (21 + 22))?)
<0. (7.23)

Given (7.22) and (7.23), we can proceed as in Lemma 7.3 to restrict the integral over z; and 29 to the range
|21], |22 < (log N)/+/N, incurring an error e <196 N)* Then by similarly expanding around (v (6), v+ (6)),
we obtain

fexp ((u, ol + 02> + (A, (01)®2 + (02)®2>) exp (29(0’1, 0'2>) ,ugﬂ(da)

_ M ? e2NGo (7% (6)) 2T sjate
= ((2W)NN/21> {Ndet(v2ée(,}/*(9)’7*(9)))1/2 + O(N + )}

When |u|? < §N, we have for G as in (7.10) that
Go(74(0)) = G(vs) = O(6%) + O(6]ul*/N).

On the other hand, by Lemma 7.3,

jexp«u, ol + 0%+ (A, (015 + (02)52) 8% (do)
B i L(N/2) 2 o Cajone ’
— (1+0(N"9)) (rwml) < NG oW )) |
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In particular,
Siciior o2y EP(He2(0) + Hea (o)) (dor)
§o1.02 xp(Hez(0h) + Hea(02)) g (do)
5,0 e xp((, 0 + o) + NCA, (0122 + (02)82) exp (2600, o) 1*(do)
Sgl’O_Q exp((u, ! + o2y + N(A, (a1)®2 + (02)®2)),$*(do)

< exp (= 2N6t + O(N6?) + O(0]ul?)).

< exp(—2N6t)

Optimizing over ¢, we obtain Eq. (7.21). O

We will also need the following lemma, giving an accurate expansion of moments of overlaps in pertur-
bations of quadratic Hamiltonians.

Lemma 7.6. Let A € RY*N be a GOE matrix scaled by o < 1/2 with eigenvalues given by A. Let
A € RN*N pe an independent GOE matrix scaled by 8 > 0 and |(1|,|(2| < C(log N)/v/'N. Fori = 1,2,
let A; = A + GA. Assume that u € RN is such that |u| < N°. Let v > 0 and L > 0. We have that the
following claim holds with probability at least 1 — exp(—cN): There exist C; j = Oy 1,(|u|*" + NU/2]) for
1, § < L such that

[ot o2 exp (N2 1(u,0%) + (o, Aoy ) ?(dor)
{exp (Z?:1<u, oty + (o, A0i>) ,u?z(da)

L
= C(],o + Z Cm'qu + Oy, (N_L/2 + e_NC). (7.24)
1,j=0,(%,5)#(0,0)

Proof. Consider

E(z1,29) : Hz yN/2= 1j<a’ V71, 0%/ z)" exp <Z<u0'>\/7+<0' Aal>z,> 2(do).

Then the multivariate Laplace transform of E is
N / 2 . P i A i\ ®2
F(N(t1,12)) = WY e | =30 (11 - vy — R ) | ay

5 N
(%J/\? exp{ ; ( log det(t; Iy — A, i)+ Z ﬁ<(tiIN — jN\i)—17uuT>> } (o),

h'=1
where, for Z' = (t; Iy — ]\i)*l, y' = %Ziu 4w’ and w' independently distributed according A/ (0, %Zi),
&(ty,te;01,09) :=E [(yl,y2>r]
= E[((wl, w?) + %(wl, Z%u) + %(wz, Z'u) + i(Zlu, ZQu>>T]. (7.25)
Let Bg(t1,t2) = B(t1,1t2;0,0). Note that & is a rational function of ¢;, and hence extends to complex values
of ¢;. We next consider the Taylor expansion in (1, (s of &. Write w’ = (%Zi)1/21bi for ' ~ N(0,Iy).

Note that

106, 2" oo = Oi(B).
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We can thus bound the derivatives of & (t1,ta; (1, (2) for |t; — Vs, [t2 — 7| < C(log N)/vV/N as
|64, 6%, B(t1, 123 C1, G2)| < Oriy <HUH2T + Nr/2) (7.26)
for r even, and
108, 02,8 (t1.12:.C1, )| < Ory (Jul® + JuPNO=072) (7.27)
for r odd. We can thus write

&(t1, 125 C1,G2) = Bo(t1, t2) + > CijCi¢ + O(max((r, )",
1,§<L,(1,1)#(0,0)

where |Ci,j| = Or,i-i-j (Hqur + NLT/2J)
Let

Ko o2 exp (L2, (u o) + (o, Ao pi?(do)
Jexp (X2 w0y + (o, Ach)) §?(do)

Next, we take the inverse Laplace transform and integrate on ¢; = s + ix;, for -, defined in Eq. (7.11). We
note that, for G(v) = G(v; A,u) and G;(7) = G(7; A4, uw),

F(C1,¢2) =

(7.28)

Gi(2) = G'(2) + 5 Tr(z = A (T = (= = A)(z — &)™)
b (2= AT = (2= Az — A2 — M)z — A) M,

Moreover, (z — A)(z — A)™! = (I — GA(z — A" and (z — A)(z — A)2(z — A) = (I —
GA(z—A)"H)™I(I — (2 — A)71¢;A) L. Expanding in ; A, we can show that for |¢;| < C(log N)/+v/N,
\ég(fy*)| < N0 Hence, by an argument similar to Lemma 7.3, we can restrict the integration on
ti = s + ix; to the range z; € [, {y] for £ = (log N)/+/N, and obtain that

F(G,6) = FO,0)0 + 2 Ci GG + OL(NTE2 4 7).
1,5<L,(3,5)#(0,0)

7.1.2 Estimates of restricted partition functions

In this section we estimate modified partition functions that are obtained by suitable restrictions of the
integral over o, always under the assumption (7.9). Namely, for any Borel set U < (Sy)®™,

Zm(U) = L Xt 1@ ©m (g | (7.29)

with subscript omitted if m = 1. If U = Sy, we write simply Z = Z(Sy). We also denote by Z<2 ,,(U)
the same integral whereby H (o) is replaced by H<o(o):

Zpn(U) 1= L eXit (o) 8 (dor) (7.30)
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We will occasionally omit the subscript m when the dimension of U is clear from the context.
Throughout this section, we follow the notations {(z, y)n = (x,y)/N, so {(z,x)n = |z|%-
As for the restrictions, an important role is played by the typical set:

T(é) = {0’ € Sn: f GH(UI),UQ(dO'/) < 6—01(5)N min <J eH(cr)luo(do_);eNg(l)/Z)} )
o’:[{o’,o)N|>0
(7.31)

We further define A4,,,(0) < (Sn)™ to be the set of m-uples of vectors which are nearly orthogonal. Namely:
A (6) := {(ai)z-gm Lot e Sy, (ot oy < 8 Vi # j} . (7.32)
Finally, we consider the set of m-uples in 7' = T'(9) that are nearly orthogonal:
A (T, 8) = {(ai)igm Lot e T, (o, o] < 6 Vi # j} . (7.33)

In particular A,,(T,0) = T™ n A, (9).
Our first lemma establishes that, under the Gibbs measure, non-typical points are exponentially rare.

Lemma 7.7 (Most points are typical). For any 6 > 0, there exists u(0),c1(9),c2(8) > 0 such that the
following holds. Let H (o) be defined as per Eq. (1.7) and suppose |u|| < u(6)v/N. Let T(8) be defined as
per Eq. (7.31).

Then, with probability at least 1 — exp(—c2(0)N),

Z(T() = (1—e N20))y. 7, (7.34)
Furthermore, there is c3(5) > 0 such that, with probability at least 1 — exp(—c3(d)N),
Z<o(T(6)°) < e 3ON 7y (7.35)
Finally

E [ J o ef=2(7) ,uo(da)] <e ONE 7 ,. (7.36)
T c

Proof. The second inequality in (7.9) is termed “strictly RS” in [HS23a], see Eq. (2.7) therein. By Proposi-
tion 3.1 of that paper,

E f "2 g (dor) > (1 — =1 OV )N/,
7(3)
(While this proposition states a bound of (1 — o(1)) exp(IN§(1)/2), its proof shows the 1 — o(1) is in fact

1—e @ON ) ASE Zoy = exp(NE(1)/2), for Zso = §s, xp Hx2(0) puo(dor), this implies Eq. (7.36).

By Markov’s inequality, with probability 1 — e=¢1()N/5,

f ef=2(0) 15 (do) < e 4 ONPE 7,
T(5)e

By [Tal06, Proposition 2.3], (7.9) implies that % log Z~2 — £(1)/2. By standard concentration properties
—c2(0)N

of % log Z, with probability 1 — e
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On the intersection of these events,

T(5)°

Finally, set u(d) = ¢1(9)/5, so that for all o € Sy,
|H(o) — Hx2(0)| = [{u, )| < c1(§)N/5.

Thus

f @) jo(de) < ecl(é)N/‘r’f @) 1o (do).
T(5)c SN

The conclusion (7.34) follows with ¢(§) = min(c1(d)/6, c2(5)/2).
Finally, from Markov’s inequality, we have with probability 1 — e~ <3OV that

Z<o(T(6)°) < e~ 3ON Newa(1)/2,
Then (7.35) follows from standard concentration properties. 0

The next lemma states that we can anneal over terms of degree higher than 2 in the Hamiltonian. This
will be the most important technical result of the section.

Lemma 7.8. Let H(o) be defined as per Eq. (7.7) and define T = T(0) as in Eq. (7.31). Assume that
|u| < N for ¢y sufficiently small given §. Under assumption (71.9), for all L,k > 0 and € > 0, there exist
C = C(L, k) > 0 such that the following holds with probability at least 1 — exp(—N/C')

E;g{ (Z(T) - E;gZ(T))%} < CON~L2 (Bo32(T))™, (7.37)
and further
P {|Z — E=3Z(T)| > z—:E>3Z(T)} < Ce2LN-L2 L o N/C (7.38)
We also have, with probability at least 1 — exp(—N/C')
E=3Z(T) = (1 + O(e /) Es3Z. (7.39)

Further, letting (vi)k<n be the basis of eigenvectors of W o, for each i € [N],

P (J (i, ) e ) g (do) = Ne|Ju|“F ([(ug, u)| + C NTYHEss feH(”),uo(dO')) <C (N_%k + e_N/C) .
T
(7.40)

Before proving this lemma, we state and prove a number of key estimates.
Our first lemma establishes that (in expectation) the partition function in Ay (9) is dominated by the
subset Ay (9, 7).

Lemma 7.9 (Orthogonal frames are mostly typical). Define T = T'(0) as in Eq. (7.31). We have for 6 > 0
sufficiently small and appropriate c,¢ > 0 that, if |u| < ¢v/N,

EZQk({(Ui)i<2k € A%(é) : 0'1 € Tc}) < e_CNE ng (A%(é)) (7.41)
As a consequence,

E Zo (A2r(6,T)) = (1 — e “N)E Zay (A2 (3)). (7.42)
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Proof. We have

S i 2k
(it i) - BRI

_ SEpaN) Shy
_Z,yezk £((at, aJ>N)ZH>2( ),

and for H(p) = Hx2(p) — E[Hxa(p)| L2%, Haa(o")],

(S €Kt o) (3 €(¢p° o)
Zz jE 2k (<U O-J>N)

For each |¢1| = J, and ¢o, . .. ,qgk € [0, 1], consider the band Band..({o}) of vectors p with {p, o*) =
g; for all ¢ € [2/<;] Write p = « + 4/1 — 2T where x € span(e’,...,o%) and |72 = N, 7 L
span(o’, ... o2*). Define the process H(7) = H(p), which is a p-spin model with corresponding mixture
§(t) = é(t;qv( o')7%,) given by

E[H(p" ) H(p*)] = ¢(p", p*)N) —

(32 €a)”
Yijepr §Cat ah)N)

E(tiq, (0)E) = €@ + (1 - )1) —
We define the free energy

®(q; (0)7E) -——logf Hz2(p) 145(dp) .
Band*({al}

Following the proof of Lemma 3.3 of [HS23a], the replica-symmetric bound implies that the following holds
with high probability:

1 1 1
55(@) + 5@4' B log(1 — q) + on(1).

S E(a)
2,]€2k (o', al)N

2k
a(g; (o)) < § 2 Hoalo) + 5€(1) -
=1
(7.43)

By the generalized Bessel inequality, we have

2k
D(m o < e}k Y (ot ol = |2l (2k) 7 (2k + (2k)6°).
=1 1,j€[2k]

Hence,
2k

1

and since £(0) = &’(0) = 0, this implies

2, €la) < €((1+2k0%)"2q).
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We pick ¢ sufficiently small in ¢ and k, and 7 small in §. Given 22221 H-5(0') = EN where E <
D je2r) § ((o%,07)N) + n, whenever g1 > &, we have by assumption (7.9), with high probability

§(1) — 109,

N =

®(g; (o)) <

Integrating over the (g; )i<2x and using Gaussian concentration, we deduce that for £ < 3, - 1oy (ot 07 yN)+
7, we have

2k

Z Hszs(o") = EN} >1— e cN

P { f eH=2(0) 10 (dp) < eV ED/2-9m)
P <p 0’1>N>6 =1

Up until now we worked with the Hamiltonian H>2 (o), which does not include the term linear in o.
Recall that H (o) = (u,0)+ H>o(a) and |u| < ¢V/N so |H(0) — Hs2(o)| < [{u,a)| < ¢ N, assuming
that ¢ < n, we have

P { j eH(P) 10 (dp) < €N EW/2-5n)
pp,o1)N>8

Hence, under the same conditions

2k
D Hos(of) = EN} >1—e N

i=1

2k
P {0'1 e T°|> Hos(o") = EN} < e N
i=1
Define the event
E({o')) : 2 Has(o S €, o)+

1,J€[2k]

Thus, since |H (o) — Hx2(0)| < ¢/ N, we can then conclude that

E f eXity H@") 8% (o) b = E f 11 peeXiot H(o")  @2% (o)
Aok (8):01eTe Aa(9)

> H>2<ai)}e2?flH“”")u?%(da)}

2k
_E f P{al e T¢
Aok (6) i=1

< e—c(n)N-i—c’NE j
Az (9)

< e_CNEf eZit1 H("i)u(]@%(da).
Az (6)

ezfil H>2(°'i)lu0®2k(d0') n ECINEJ 62?21 Hxz(o? )1 E({oil)H (dO‘)
Az (6)

Here we assume ¢’ < ¢(n)/4 and ¢ = ¢(n)/4, and in the last step we used, for U ({o"}) := ., Jel2k] (ot 07)N),

B[ S o) < | e {N(1 - s+ 2)U((0) - Non b (dor).
Ao (8) Az (6)
and chose ¢, s suitably small. ]
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The next lemma shows that integrals of 512\}“ with the product Gibbs measure are very precisely approxi-
mated by integral over tuples that are very close to orthogonal.

Lemma 7.10 (Near-orthogonal tuples dominate). For 5 > 0 sufficiently small and appropriate c,cqy > 0, if
|| < N°/2, then with probability 1 — e=N over W), the following holds:

1. For quadratic Hamiltonians, the unrestricted partition function of 2k replicas is dominated by its

restriction to Ay, (N ~1/2%¢):
Zeoan(Ask(N7127)) = (1= e V) - (220)™. (7.44)
2. The contribution of Agy,(8)\Agx(N~V27¢) = {(07)icor : max;; [(o?,07)n| € [N™V2F¢ 8]} is
small:
Ex3Zos, (Agk(6)\Agy (N ~1/2€)) < e N HNRE=s(D) (Zsz)zk- (7.45)
3. Annealing the restricted partition function over Hx3 is roughly equivalent to complete annealing:
370k (Agi(6)) = e *IMIEDVNE 7o, (44,(5)). (7.46)
Proof. Proof of 1. By Lemma 7.5, for some constants ¢, C; > 0 that, with probability 1 — e~V over

w®@,

2k i
Z<22k (A% 1/2+c Zf 1\<ai,crj>N\>N*1/2+ceZi:1 Healo )Ngﬂk (do)
1#]

c 2k i
< e~ N J eZi:l Hgo(o )#?Qk(da)’
S2k

yielding (7.44).
Proof of 2. By a direct calculation, for any set U < (Sy)?*

E>3Z2k (U) _ eNkf?-‘i(l)J\ Zz 1H<2( exp Z §>3 <O' O-J>N) ®2k(d0’)
U

i<j<2k

Applying Lemma 7.5, we have for ¢ > 0 and ey = N /2% that, with probability 1 — e~V over w®),

1 _ .
e VR 3 7y, <A2k(t + €N)\A2k(t)> < (7.47)
(Z<2)
1 2k . o
ce AN exp [ Y Haalo) +N Y &l o) | (dor) <
( <2) maX; ‘<g’l7o'J>N‘€[t,t+€N] i=1 Z¢]€[2]€]
<eXp{ eN(t - [ul})’ + N(2k)%- 3(t+6N)} . (7.48)
Under the assumption |[u|3 < N1, ¢y < ¢+ 1/2, summing over the range N~Y27¢ < |t| < §, we
obtain the following with probability 1 — e~V over w®,
j o exp | Y Haa(o) + N ). &5((a’,07)n) | u§™ (do)
max;.; [{ot,07) N|e[N~1/2+e 4] i=1 i#je[2k]

< exp(—Nc)J

2k
SN

2k
exp (211@ )) K5 (dor).

i=1
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This gives (7.45).
Proof of 3. Note that

e_Nk€>3(l)E>322k (Agk (N_1/2+c)) =

2k
= J exp | Y Haa(o) + N ). &5((a’,07)n) | u§*(do)
Ay (N—1/2+e) i=1 i#je[2k]
— (1+O(N"Y2¥3)) . 7y o (A%(N_l/“c)). (7.49)

Therefore, using Eq. (7.44), we get

k

Es3Zok (Aok(N7Y29)) = (1 + O(N~V2H3e))eNke=s(D) (Z<2)2 : (7.50)
Also,
EZ <221 <A2k(N_1/2+c)) < VN exp (KBIN + (2k)%BIN). (7.51)
On the other hand, Lemma 7.3 readily implies that with probability at least 1 — e~V
(Z<2)?F = e (VW) exp(kBaN). (7.52)
Combining Egs. (7.51) and (7.51), we get
EZ< 1 (A%(N—1/2+C)) < e2k(1+|\uH)\/ﬁ<Zs2)2k ' (7.53)
Finally, using Eq. (7.50) together with the last display, we get
Es3Zos, (Ao (N72T€)) > e HIul+)VNE 7, (Ao (NH2e)). (7.54)
Combining this with Eq. (7.45) yields the claim.
O
Lemma 7.11. For any m > 2, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that, for T = T(9),
Zimn (A (T,8)) < Z(T)™ < (1 + e~ N) - Zyp (A (6)) + e N HNmEW)/2, (7.55)

Proof. The left hand inequality is obvious since A,,(T,6) < T®™. For the right inequality consider first
the case m = 2. Then we have

Z(T)2 < Z2 (A2(T7 5)) + JT . 1Kgl762>N|>5€H(01)+H(02)/L892(d0') (756)
X
< Za(A(T,0)) + L ") UT 1|<0'1,02>N|>5€H(02)/L0(d0’2):| po(dot) (7.57)
< Z5(As(T,9)) + J eH(al)eiéNﬂLNﬁ(l)/z,ug(dal) (7.58)
T
< Zo(A9(T,8)) + e NOHNEW2 7(T) (7.59)
< Zo(Ao(T,8)) + e NOHNEW) 1 o=No7()2 (7.60)
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where in the last step we used the AM-GM inequality. Solving this inequality for Z(T)2, we get:
Z(T)? < (1 + e N)Zo(As(T, 6)) + 2 N TN (7.61)

which proves the claim for m = 2.
Consider now m > 2. Note that

O A (T(6),6)
m—2
< Z J eH("),uo(da) j eH(Ui)JrH(Uj)MO(dUi)MO(daj)
izj \YT(5) ol,0ieT(8):{at,0i )N |>6

whence

Z(T)" ~ Zyn(Am(T,0)) < m*Zo(T\A5(T,0)) - Z(T)" 2
<m?. Z(T)"1 . e~ NO+NEW)2

where in the last inequality we used Eq. (7.59). Using again the AM-GM inequality, we get
Z(T)™ = Zy(An(T,0)) < m2e N0 Z(T)™ + m?e NOTNmE)/2

which yields the claim. O

7.1.3 Proof of Lemma 7.8

We next prove Lemma 7.8. In the proof, we let ¢ denote small absolute constants that can change from line
to line. We will first prove the partition function estimate, Eq. (7.38) and then the magnetization estimate,
Eq. (7.40).
Estimat(in)g the partition function, Eq. (7.38). By Eq. (7.45) in Lemma 7.10, with probability 1 — e™°
over W),

N

2k
f o exp | Y Hoo(o)+ N > &3((o’,0?)y) | u§* (do)
maxi; [(o,07) N |E[N~1/2Fe 5] i=1 i<j<2k
2k '
< exp(—N°) ngk exp (Z Hgg(a’)) 1% (do). (7.62)
N i=1

On Aoy, (N~V/2+¢)) = {[{?,07)n| < N~Y2+¢} Vi o j}, we can expand

L—-1
exp (N Zé>3<<a’;aj>zv)> =, %(NZ@s«aﬂa@N))g + O(N—L/2+3eLy,

1<j £=0 1<j

64



Thus, for T = T(6), the following holds with probability at least 1 — e~V over W,

+{ (2(T) — B=s2(T)) ™} (7.63)

Exs
[l) T 2]€ T
S ; <2k:—r) 1) (Est(T)) E>3Z(A (T, 5))

+ e e Z 2k (E>3Z(T))2k " <E>3Z(A (T,0)) + eNré(l)/z)

ok 2k —r = AT
(b) 2k .,
< (% _ T) (~1)" (E=3Z(T)" " - E=3Z(A(T,6)) (7.64)
r<2k
+ e Ne ?iaﬁg eN@h—r)E1)/2 . (Eng(AT(T, 5)) + eNTg(l)m) , (7.65)

where (a) follows from Lemma 7.10, (b) holds because E=3Z(T) < e“VEZ with the claimed probability

by Markov inequality.
We define the error terms

2k /r
Erry := e NFNRED) 4 o=eN pax (E;gZ(AT(T, 6))) +Ex3Z(Ag(0) n{o' € T}), (7.66)

1<r<2k

Err2 = N_L/2€Nk£>3(l)2<272k(142k (5)) s (7.67)

so that the bound (7.65) implies

<2ﬁ r> (1) (Es3Z(T))* " - Es3Z (A (T, 8)) + Oy (Erm1).

Eos{ (Z(T) ~ E2p2(T)*} < Y
r<2k
(7.68)

Next note that

(B=3Z(T))™ " ExsZ(A,(T,6))

2k—r
_ Nhess(1) f 1129 0 (dor) .
()

| f i 122D exp (N N essllar, aj>N>> uE" (dor) + Oy (Em)
Ar(9) i<j
2k—r

_ eNkf%(UJ exp ( D Ho((0)') + Y Heolo?) | -
Ao () i i=1

r=1

=0 " i<j<r

L-1 )4
| {Z % (N 2 523(<Ui70j>N)> }M?T(dﬂ)/ﬁ?(%”(dﬂ') + Op(Erry + Erry),

where the last inequality holds with probability 1 — e~V over w® by Eq. (7.45).
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Substituting in Eq. (7.68), we get
Exs{ (2(1) - Ex32(D))™}
0 i 1 . ) l
sV [ SHa@) S0 S Y (VY] (et ohm) i)

A2, () (<L r<2k SC[2k]|S|=r = i<jeS
+ Og(Erry + Erry), (7.69)

We can expand the ¢-th power in (7.69), thus getting a sum indexed by sets of pairs S = {(is, ji) : t <
l} < ([22k]). Denoting by n(.S) the number of distinct elements of [2k] appearing in S, the coefficient of
such therm is its coefficient is, for n(S) < 2k,

2%k —
2 <—1)T< " ”@) —0
<r<2k r—n(S)
for |[{i, j¢ : t < £}| < 2k. Hence, taking L < k, we have
E>3{(Z(T) - E>3Z(T))2k} — Ok(Erry + Erra) . (7.70)

We now estimate the error terms.
Error term Erry. Using Lemma 7.7, we have

> ¢elVhé=s(1) (Z<2)
=cC 6Nk§23(1)2<2 (Agk (5)) .
From this estimate, we obtain with probability at least 1 — exp(—cN/8) over W@ that

Erry < C- N~H2. (B232(T)) ™.

(7.71)
Error term Erry. Using Lemma 7.9 by Markov inequality, with probability 1 — exp(—cN /2) over w®,
E=37Z (A (8) n {o! € T¢)) < e *NPEZ(Ag(9)). (7.72)

Further using Eq. (7.46) in Lemma 7.10, and using the assumption on ||u/||2, with probability 1—exp(—cN /4)
over W(2),

E=37Z(Ak(8) n {o! € TY) < e NEo3Z(Ag(9)). (7.73)

Hence, with probability at least 1 — exp(—cN/8) over W 2),

2k /r
Erry < e NV 4 =N max <E>3Z(Ar(5))) (7.74)

1<r<2k
Further, with probability at least 1 — exp(—cN/8) over W),

E>3Z(A7« (5)) = E;gZ(AT(N*I/%rC)) + E>3Z(Ar(5)\AT (N71/2+0))
< 26N 27, (A (N7V2He)) 4 e NHNEs(/2( 7o) (775)
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where in the last line we used Eq. (7.45), and the fact that

EsyZ (A, (N712+)) = L e exp( 2 &alle’, U]>N>> "(dor)

i,j<r

< (1 i O(N71/2+3C)) eNke=s(D) 7, (A (N 1/2+0)) '
Using Eq. (7.14) in Eq. (7.75), we get
E=3Z(Ar(5)) < NN/, (1.76)
whence Eq. (7.74) simplifies to
Err, < e N+N7E() (7.77)

On the other hand, by Lemma 7.7 and Markov inequality, with probability 1 — exp(—cN /4) over w®),

E>3J eH("),ug(da) < e CN/ANEW)/2,
T(é)e

Using Lemma 7.3, we obtain that, with probability at least 1 — exp(—cN /8) over W2,
EssZ — f NEs(D/2Hea(@) 0 (d o)
> NE()/2-eN /10
whence Eq. (7.77) yields
Erry < e N6 (Bo32(T))™". (7.78)
We also note here the estimate
Ex3Z(T) = Ex3Z — E=3Z(T°) = (1 — e N1OEo 32, (7.79)

which holds with probability at least 1 — exp(—cN/8) over W@, as claimed in Eq. (7.39).
Combining the error estimates (7.78), (7.71) in the moment bound (7.70), we get, with probability at
least 1 — exp(—N¢) with respect to Wy,

E;g{(Z(T) _ E;gZ(T))%} < ON"Y2(Bo32(T))*". (7.80)

Adjusting c, we have
P(|Z — Ex3Z(T(6))| > e E=3Z(T(6))) < e 2EN~12 4 =N,

Estimating the magnetization, Eq. (7.40). We next apply the same argument to the magnetization. First,
we note that

2k
E>3 <J UleH(U),Uo(dU)> =E>3 j 1_[0'1 e EH ®2k(da) (7.81)
7(5) )2k
2k i
= E>3f HJ’l e2i=1 (") @2k () 4 Errg (7.82)
Az (0)
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where

2% ,
Errg i= Ess f H ol X H(0Y) 8% () — oy f [[ot St 82 (dg). (7.83)
T(6)2k Aok (8) =1
We have
f Hazezf LH(E) L ©% () f Hazez ) 8% (dor)
T(8)%F ;= Ao (T

% _
oleXit (@) ©2% (o)

»[T((S)Qk:maxz'#j Kot,oi)n|>d ;-7
(2 Nk(2k)2670N+N§(1)/2Z(T<5))2k71
(2 o~/ (2k)+NkE(1) +ech/(2k)Z(T(5))2k

(2 e~ ¢N/(R)+NRE(L) | g=eN/(2K) (E23Z(T(5)))2k ’ (7.54)

where in (a) we used Lemma 7.7, in (b) the AM-GM inequality, and (c) holds with probability at least
1 — exp(—¢N) by Eq. (7.37).
Using Eq. (7.84) and Lemma 7.3 we obtain that, with probability at least 1 — e~V over w3,

|Errs| < eN (E=32Z(T(6)))*" . (7.85)

Turning to the main term in Eq. (7.82),

E>3J HO_Z (SIEy H(o") 82k (g o)
Agr (6

2k 2k
= elvhezall f Haiexp{Zﬂsz R Y (al a%)} H§ (do)
A2k (6) j=1 im1

1#]
By Egs. (7.44) and (7.45) in Lemma 7.10, we can bound

E>3J HO_Z (X1 H(o") 82k (g o)
Ao (8

_ Nké=3(1) N ; ot g
€ L%(N v Halexp{z Hea(o") + Z§>3 (o', 0 >N)} (do)

z;ﬁ]
L0 <NkefN +NkE=3(1 )Z<2,2k (A2k(5))) :

To bound the first term, using Lemma 7.5,

f Hal exp{z Heo(o } 1% (dor)
J%Holexp{ZH<2 } 1O (dor) + Oy <N’“ 52N(Z<2)2’“)

- (LN orexp {Hez(0)} uo(d0)>2k + O <Nke_c‘52N(Z<2)2k) .
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By Lemma 7.3, we then obtain

L H01 exp {Z Heo(o } 1% (do) < C <\u1|2k + Nke’C‘SZN) (Z<2)? . (7.86)
2k

On the other hand, by taking the Taylor expansion of exp {% D oy ¢-3((ot, 07y N)} up to terms of
order L = Ck for C' > 2, we obtain that, for £>3 <¢(s) = Xi3<,<p B3P,

! 2k i
(Z<2)?k exp [ N ol ol 1| X Hea(o) @2 (4 o
(Z<2)2k fA k:(N 1/2+c ];[Ul < Xp < §]§>3 < >N)> > /,LO ( )
¢
1 ; i ; 2k ;
= O™+ 5 Lol Sk Hea(o") | @2k
o " (Z<2)* ; JA% N=1/2+e) 3 (;623«0 " >N)> o pg " (do)
1
—O(NFy+ — f
(Z<2)? ég‘

14
(a) - —Ne¢ 1 % (g
SONTF e )+W Z L Hal <Z§>3,<2k (o', U]>N)> exiz1 <) 0% (dgr)
= I<L

l
Hal <Z &o3,<ar((0, 0']>N)> ity Hea (o) 1% (dor)

1/2
(N~ /+c i=1 1<J

N i=1 1<j
Qo=+ e M) 4 (1 + [ul)°* 0, (Z g PPN NWW) (7.87)
<k k<t<L
= (L+ Jul)PFIONT + eV 4 [y [, (7.88)

where in (a) we used again Lemma 7.10 and in (b) Lemma 7.4.
We thus have from Egs. (7.85), (7.86), (7.88),

2k
([ e
()
< G0+ ) (Jur P 4+ N84 NEN 4 =N (B2 (T(0)))

The desired claim (7.40) follows from Markov Inequality upon adjusting the constant c.

7.1.4 Magnetization in the band: Proof of Lemma 7.2

In the remaining of this section, we denote by p the Gibbs measure associated to H (o), i.e.

p(do)ocexp(H (o)) po(do).

In the following we estimate the components of (o) = ({(01),...,{on)) in the basis of eigenvectors
of the quadratic part of the Hamiltonian W@, For simplicity of notation, we consider the component (o7 )
but we emphasize that this does not necessarily correspond to the largest (or smallest) eigenvalue of w @,
Defining 01 = (09,...,0x), we have

1

Jo—leH(U),uo(da) =5 Jale”1“1+A1”¥E(01)d01 . (7.89)
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where we defined

E(o1) = Cn(1— o7 /N)N™ 3/2Jexp< Z 91@)“%"]) 1(671)”0,\/Nfa§(d071),

1,j=2

Ho,p denotes the uniform measure over the sphere of radius p,

LN -1) 1 -1
Cy = N7,
nv - ey eyy - vas O
and
N
H, (o-1) := Z(Jiui + Aio?)+ N1 Z gg’,)gaiajak + Z H,(o).
=2 1,7,k>1 p=4

Here §y;; is the sum of g over permutations of (1,4, j). In particular g1,; = 15
(G1ij)1<i<i ~iia N'(0,385/2),  (Grii)1<i ~iia N'(0,353) . (7.90)

We set E(a1) = 0 for |1 > V/N.
By Lemma 7.3 and Lemma 7.8, with probability 1 — e~V — N—C,

Z = (1+ Oy g e { V[ esa(1) = 5 loa(20) + Gl |

where G () and 7, where defined in Egs. (7.10) and (7.11).
In estimating (o), we first anneal over g- 4 and g3 := (gijr : 1 <i < j < k). We have

Blon) 1= B, g, [B(e) = Cv(1- F) " Wf eXp( Zg“ﬂ""’])

1,J=2

exp {HSQ(U_l) + Néayg(1)/2 + NB2(1 — a%/N)3/2},u0’\/rU%(d0'_1).

The next lemma show that this expectation is an accurate approximation of E(Jl).

Lemma 7.12. We have for an appropriate c € (0,1/8) that, with probability 1 — N ¢
f01€u101+A10%E(0'1) dO’l =
= fale“m”Al"%E(al)dal +0 <N_1/2+C(|u1| + N71/2) fe““’”AlU%E(Jl)dal) .

Before proving Lemma 7.12, we use it to prove Lemma 7.1.
Proof of Lemma 7.1. For U(oy) := Nés4(1)/2 + NB3(1 — 02 /N)3/2, we have

2

o2y (N=3)/2 o1 o L " .
E(o1) = CN( ]\}) jexp (ﬁl > 91:’;‘%‘%’) eft<zlo-1) Ul I)MO,\/@(dU—l)'
ij=2
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Again by Lemma 7.3, for V. = V(oy) := A_; + A, where A_; is the diagonal matrix with entries
corresponding to the spectrum of W@ with A, replaced by 0, and A := o1 N~'G with Gij = Gij»

1 2
E(oy) = (1 Nt 1—0?/N) | — NG,
(01) = (L +O( ))(26)(1\,_1)/2\/%( oi/N) G (e(01) exp (U(o1) + NGg, (74(01))),
(7.91)
where we defined
1 1 _
Go (7) = (1 — O'%/N)’)/ ~ 5N logdet(vIn_1 — V) + m(u, (YIn_1 — V) ), (7.92)
v«(01) = argmax Gy, () . (7.93)
By Lemma 7.12, we have
S016“1“1+A1"%E(01)d0'1 179 B
do) = O (N~V2+e N7Y2)) . 7.94
Jomtan) = e+ © (N7l + N7) (199

We next estimate these integrals by approximating their argument for small 0. Note that by Lemma 7.5 and
Lemma 7.7, we can restrict these integrals to |o1| < C'log N making a negligible error.

It is easy to see that, for o1 = 0, we recover G, (7) = Go(7), where G () is the same function defined
in Eq. (7.10), with N replaced by N — 1. To leading order, we can expand

GUl (’7) =
(1= ?/N)y — _ L vyt
= (1= 01/N)y = gy logdet(vI = V) + -, (v = V)™ w)
1 1
=(1-0?/N)y— v log det(yI — V) + m@, (I+ (I —-A)"A+EN)YI — Aq) ).

where | En|,, = O(N~') with probability 1 — exp(—cN) over W) Therefore

of 1 1 _ _
Go, (7) = Go(v) = — 7—Nl toN log(y — A1) — 5y logdet (I—(yI=A ) PARI - A4)7'?)

1
+ m@,, (I — A1) PAT — A_) ) + O(|u)?/N?). (7.95)

ony > max; A; + €. Since the above difference (and its derivative with respect to \) is of order o1/ v/N and
G is strongly convex in a neighborhood of 7, it follows that v4(01) = 74 + O(0?/N). We will therefore
restrict ourselves to |y — 74| < CN~!(log N)2.

We next expand the log-determinant term in the difference. Defining

N

Dy:i= 3, (N7HT = Ay) PGy T = Ay) %), (7.96)
ij=1
we have
(0L = A) 7 2AGI = A) ™) = T 3 (= A) T + OV, (7.97)
1#1
Tr<(7I AL V2AGT — A,l)—1/2)2) — Dyo?, (7.98)
Tr(((fyI —A_)TV2PA(RT - A_l)—l/Q)k) =O(N7Y)  fork > 3. (7.99)
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Thus, with high probability,

1 (NI — A )2 CAY2) - L N Ay
2Nlogdet<I (VI — A1) 2A(I — A_y) )_ 2N2#1(7 A Y

Do
4NO'1 +O( )

For v = v4(01) = 7« + O(03/N), we can compute

EDy = ;%”2 (Z;(y* — Ai)—1)2 +O(Nh
17

and

B3 9\ 2 _
Var(Dy) = -5 O((Y] (3 =A%) ) = ov2).
1#1
Furthermore, recalling the stationarity condition G'(~y,) = 0, which yields

1
N - N
2N2:21’7*—AZ +4N2:21(’7*—A2)2
which yields (for |u| < N) Yo (v« — A;) ™t = 2N 4+ O(N?%), and therefore
ED; =682 + O(N™1). (7.100)

Substituting the above estimates in Eq. (7.95) the following holds with probability at least 1 —exp(—N¢),
for |o1] < C'log N,

Do
0'1 + O(N 2+3CO)

AN

N
i - _ ot 1 I A
mﬁ}n Go, (v) = Go(vx) N + 2N log(vs — A1) + N2 ;(’7* Ai)” G +

Letting ay := C'log IV, and using Eq. (7.91),

f o1 eoruthio} E(o1)doy

T (201 /2\/%\/(;// f avian] (1—of/N)™

1 -
exp {NGO('V*) t3 log(v+ — A1) +U(o1) + 01 (Ul + —2(7 - Az’)lguz)

2N

1
( Ay = 1Ds + 7*> o + O(N 1+3CO)}do—1 +0n

@) (2e)"WN-D2 [ — f alexp{NGo(’y) —log (v« — A1)
T[-G// fY* aN,aN :

+U( )+01 <u1+—2(’7 A) glu) _< Al__53+'7*> 01+O(N 1+3CO)}dO’1+5N

—~

2N
= (1 4+ O(N71))(2e)~ V-1 \/Jf oyt exp{NGo(’Y*) 5 log(ys — A1)
N
+E(£ ( )+ﬁ3)/2+01 <UI+W (7 A) glu) _( A1+7*)01+O( 1+3CO)}dO’1—|—(5N,
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where in (a) we used Eq. (7.100), and
5] < N7 jeﬂ“l*Al”?E(al)dal . (7.101)

Therefore, we obtain

o1 exp(oiug + Ao?)E(oy)doy _ut N7 (e — M) LG L O(NY) (7.102)
Sexp(alul + AlU%)E(Ul)ddl 2(’}/* — Al) ' '

which completes the proof using Eq. (7.94). O

Finally, we prove Lemma 7.12. The main idea is that the error in annealing can be controlled by accurate
estimates of certain quantities involving overlap over the quadratic model on o _1, which follows from
Laplace transform and expansion of the dependence on o;.

Proof of Lemma 7.12. Define

W(o',0%) = B (Hy(ol)) + Has(oh) (Hs(o2) + Haslo?)) |

= 5§<U£17031>?v + 524(<U£1,U%1>N + U%U%/N) )

where, with an abuse of notation, Hs(o%;) := N1 Z%,k:z ojojoy (and a similar notation will be used
for Heo(o;) below). Note that W (ot o) = €54(1) + 85(1 — (01)?/N)3. For a Borel set U < 5%,
define

QU) = J o102 (et oD A ED 0D,
U

N N
- exp {N_1<U% Z dijoio) +of Z ﬁlz‘jaiz%z') +Heo(oly) + H<2(02—1)}
1,j=2 1,j=2

eN[W(al,al)JrW(a?,a?)]/?{ exp[NW (o', 0%)] — 1}u0®2(da) )

Expanding the square and taking expectation, we obtain

2
Eg. .95 {L“(&) o1 (eH(a) _Eg%g%ema)) Mo(da)} = Q(T(6) x T(6)).

Further, writing 7' = T'(0), and Ay = Ay(N~/2+¢), we obtain that, with probability at least 1 —exp(—N¢),

Q(Ay) — QT x T)| = N - Q(A2\T x T) YN Q(T x T\Ag)

(a)
<N Z@Q(AQ\T x T) eNess() 4 . Z@Q(T < T\ Ag) NE=3 (1)

(b) ¢
< e*CN(Z<2)2€N5>3(1) +e N (Z<2)26N5>3(1)

x

where in (a) we used the fact that |o1o?| < N, and in (b) the first term was bounded by using Z<o 2((T x
T)¢) < 2Z<2(T°)Z<2 and applying Lemma 7.7, see Eq. (7.35), and the second by Z<so(T x T\Az) <
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Z<2,2(A$) and using Lemma 7.10, Eq. (7.44). Hence we conclude that

2
Eg_, .95 {jm) o1 <6H(a> —Eqg_, g, € H(a>> Mo(do')} (7.103)

= Q(Ax(N"Y2)) 1 O <e*N6+N€>1<1>(Z<2)2) . (7.104)

By Taylor expansion, always using the shorthand Ay = Ay(N -1/ ey,

I

Q(Ay) = Lx oio? exp{ ((ulo’i +A1(0})?) + Heo(o" 1) + NW (o', o ))}

i=1

exp{ ngaa +—nga }{Zj

(NW(at,02)" + O(N_L/2+c)} p$?(do) .
7j_ 7] 2

e\|,_.

We estimate each term

2
Ty(a,b) := L olo? exp { Z ( wot + Ay (09)?) + Heo(oh ) + NW(a",a"))} (7.105)

exp{ Z glzJUU +_ Z gmU } N¥oly, 02 )% (0107 /N) ®2<d‘7)'
1<i<y 1,j=2

We can restrict ourselves to terms with ¢ > 3¢ and b = 0, or a + b > 3¢ + 1, since these are the terms that
can arise in Q(As). Let

To(a,b) := L

oio? exp{i < uyol + A1(0})?) + Heo(o' ) + NW(Ui,Ui)>}

N
exp { 7 S Guoto! + 3 S G o2} NUoly 0% Di(otot/N) u§(da)
7.] 2 ,] 2
By Lemma 7.10, Eq. (7.44), we have

Ty(a,b) — To(a,b)] < e N°.

Applying Lemma 7.6, we have, for appropriate C; j = O(|u|>* + N12/2]),

2

Ty(a,b)| < N0 L2 (o)L exp { Z ((ulai +A1(0})?) + Hea(o' ) + NW(Ui,Ui)>}
i=1

L
Coo + Z Ci N~ (ah)i(o})) + OL(NH2) } u§?(dor).
1,j=0,(%,5)#(0,0)
Note that when b+ 1 +ior b+ 1 + j is odd,
Joz, (odoD) L exp { 37, ((wno] + Ai(01)?) + Healoly) + W(a', o))} Ciy(01) (03) 1 (do)
Ss;v exp { T2, (w0} + Mi(0])?) + Healoly) + Wi, o)) | 1 (do)

= Opyiri <|U1|(1 T Jug [)2OHDH (g 20 4 N[a/zj)> '
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When both of them are odd,
S (olod)* exp { 52, (0] + Aa(0})?) + Haslo ) + W(e' o)) }Cuy o (03) 1§ (do)
SS?\, exp { 2?:1 <(u10§ +A1(01)2) + Heo(oh ) + W(O'ﬁﬂ))}ug)z(da)
= Ob+i+j <|U1|2(1 + |u1|)2(b+1)+i+j(”u”2a + N[a/2j)) )

Otherwise, when b + 1 + ¢ and b + 1 + 5 are both even,
s (1ot exp { 22, (ol + Mi(0})?) + Hea(o ) + W (o, o)) }Cilod )i (03 1§ (do)
for, exp { 22y ((wod + Ai(0})?) + Healoh)) + Wi o) | u*(do)
< Oppigg (1 [un 2O (22 4 V172 ).

Therefore, under the assumption ||u| < N, for ¢ < L

Ti(a,b)
Tz, exp { Sy (o] + M(@])2) + Healo ) + W(ot, o)) | uf*(do)

< (N Nla/2l + HuH2a) . |:OL <|U1|2 Z Né—b—a—(i-i-j)/?) + Z Oy <N€—b—a—(i+j)/2>

1,j<L 1,j<L
4,j=b+1 mod 2

i Z o <|ul‘N£7b7a7(i+j)/2> ]

t,j<L
i#j mod 2

= OL(N72 + N73/2|’LL1| + N71|’LL1| ) = L(N71|’LL1|2 + Nﬁz),

where in the last step we used the fact that £ > 1, and a > 3¢ when b = 0, or a + b > 3{ + 1, otherwise.
Take L = 4, and combining the terms in Eq. (7.105), we obtain

Q(A2(N~Y29)) < O (N2 + NV} (Zep) 260D

and therefore, using Eq. (7.104)

2
Eg. .00 { fm) o1 (") ~Eq, g, ") uo<da)} = O (N2 4 N7t [2) (Z) 2220

Thus, with probability at least 1 — N ~¢, we have

< Z<oNC(NH 4+ N7V2 ).

(Y T pes
T(6) -

This yields the desired claim upon using Lemma 7.7. O

We note that (7.40) in Lemma 7.8 immediately gives the following high probability bound on the mag-
netization.
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Lemma 7.13. For any ¢,C > 0, there exists ¢g > 0 such that, for |u| < N, with probability at least

1— N we have
2
H [outéor

Proof. We work, as before, in the basis of eigenvectors of the quadratic part W, of the Hamiltonian. By
(7.40), with k = 4C'/e, with probability at least 1 — N —2C

< N°, (7.106)

for N sufficiently large.

f 0567 @ o(dor) < N4 O (Jus] + CN—l/Z)E>3f6H<U>MO<da).
T

By (7.38) with L = 4C and the union bound over i € [N], we then have, with probability at least 1 —
e 8 N=C forallie [N],

1 f 01 po(dor) < N2 OF (Jus] + CN~Y2).

Assuming that ¢g is chosen so that ¢o L < £/4, we then obtain (7.1006). ]
Lemma 7.2 now follows.

Proof of Lemma 7.2. Let mn = m + A(m). From Lemma 7.1 we have, with probability at least 1 — N ¢
[Ko) =l < O(N~ + N~[ul?).

Therefore, using Lemma 7.13 and the trivial bound ()| < /N, we can pick £ > 0 sufficiently small and
k sufficiently large such that, upon adjusting the constant c,

E[|[(o) —m|*] = O(N™** + N™u[*) + N~ + O(N** - N™°)
= O(N~?). O

7.2 Integrating over bands

Using the results in the previous section, we will complete the proof of Proposition 4.6. We will assume the
setup of Pr0p0s1t10n 4.6. We sarnple T~ Uunif, Y = tT + Bt, and H( ) ~ pny (the Gaussian process
with covariance E H (o) H (02) = N¢({ot, o2))) with =, B, H independent. We define the tilted disorder
H(o) = H(o) + (y,0) + N¢é((x,0)N), so that (z, H,y) ~ P are distributed according to the planted
model, cf. Eq. (3.2). (For simplicity of notation, we drop the dependence on ¢ in the notation of H,y in
this section compared to the notation in Section 4.) In this section, we will estimate the mean of the Gibbs
measure given by H.
Recall that

Fue(m) = Ne(Ga,mow) + Hm) + (y,m) + S 0(Imi3) + 5 log(1 — fml%),

where 0(s) = £(1) — £(s) — (1 — 5)¢'(s).

Let m € RY and ¢ = |m|%. The following lemma follows from standard calculations.
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Lemma 7.14. The distribution of H (o) given V Frap(m) = 0 is a Gaussian process with

N'E[H(c) | VFrap(m) = 0,5y, ]

_{(myo)n Kz, oon - (@) m, z)N m. oS m. o
- g/(q) fl(qx(Q) £(< ) >N)< > >N7 (7.107)

with ((q) = €'(q) + ¢€"(q) and z = —y — ' (&, myn)z + (1 — ¢)¢"(¢)m + ™, and covariance

N~ Cov[H(c"), H(c?) | VFrap(m) = 0,y, ]
'(Um, ot '({m, o?
_ £(<0'170'2>N) _ f (< 9 >N)£ (< ) >N)

7 <017 02>N
£'(q)
(@) (Gm, e (. o) ) am, o) . 0Dy
: (o)) | I

Let ot = P(z,mj}. (o) be the projection of o on {z, m}t, and similarly define y*, z+. Define the
band

Dy(a,b) := {a eSy: {(o,m)Ny =aqand{o,x)N = b} , (7.109)

and let 7(a,b) = |o — o+|3 for o € Dn(a,b).
Throughout the rest of the section, we will condition on the event V. Frap(m) = 0, and on y — yi and
x. Conditional on VFrap(m) = 0,y — y*, x, we can write
! 4 !
N_1H<O') _ §<b)+§ (aq)/<z7 U>N _5 <Q)§ (?Q)aq<m7 Z>N
¢'(q) &' (q)¢(a)

where H is a centered Gaussian process with covariance

+N T H(oM)+yt o HnHy—yt o—a b,

N~'Cov(H(a""), H(a'?))

/a2 ’a2ra /a2// a2
_ f (r(a, b) + <0'J_7170'l72>N) _ gg(/(g; <0_J_,1’0_J_,2>N _ 5 ( Qé-)/<q§ ,b) + 5 ( qg)(;){/?;; Q) )

Let & = o /|o"| . We can then write
| eeto)
DN(avb)

Cex {'(ag){z +y,o)n  £"(9)€ (ag)ag{m, z)n ~ {(aq) oot
= =P <N {5“’) T ORI (1 (0) ) v >ND
é/

[, e (3 (1= G 0 vt Bt o+ 016 + T (1 = () ) ()

N -
= exp <NFN(y, m;a,b) + 5 5 log(1 — r(a, b))> f eN1/29“’b+ﬂ(”),uo(d&), (7.110)
Sn_2

where ,ug’b is the measure induced on Dy (a,b) by 1o, we defined Ty via

Tn(y.msab) = £(b) + W+ Yoo Sla)elag)agm, ) ( ~ ¢(ag)

L o _O_J_
£'(q) §'(q)¢(q) ¢'(q) ><y v N

(7.111)
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and H is a Hamiltonian on & with mixture & (@) = D=1 &, given by

S (1 / _ &(ag)? AR

& = (1—-r(a,b)) <§ (r(a,b)) &) + <1 Q) ) t> =: A7, (7.112)
& = 5€"(r(a, D)1 — (@)’ = 3, 7.113
& = ié(p)(r(a, b))(1 —r(a,b))?, p=3. (7.114)

Finally, g, 1 is a Gaussian independent of H with standard deviation 7, given by

_ €lagPr(a,b) | €(aq)*¢"(q)(aq)*

B0 = &) === (e ) @115

Note that
Eanls) = 3 ~€P(r(a,b)(1 - r(a,b)"s”
2 P
= &(r(a,b) + (1 —r(a,b))s) — &(r(a, b)) — &' (r(a,b))(1 — r(a,b))s

and therefore

Uo(s) = (1—7(a,0))%¢"(r(a,b) + (1 —r(a,b))s)

= (1~ r(a,0))’ _ (7.116)

S U= (@b) + (1-r(@b)s)’  (1—s2

Integrating twice shows {;2 satisfies condition (7.9), and thus the results in Subsection 7.1 apply to 522.
Similarly, note that

E25(1) = £01) — (@, B) — € (@, D)1 — r(a,8) — 5€" (@, D)1 —rl@B). (@117)

Following Subsection 7.1, we write the quadratic component of H as (A &%?) for A®) = AP (4, b)
a GOE matrix scaled by 72/v/2. Recall the definition of G(7) = G(v; A,u) in Eq. (7.10). We take u to
be the external field u = 719, and A = A®)_ Note that u and A® depend on the parameters a,b. Let
Yap = argmin,- ., G(z; A®) u), 2y 1= )\maX(A(2)). From Lemma 7.8 Egs. (7.38) and (7.39) and Lemma

7.3, when
&%_u_mmﬁ»<gwm$»_em@2+<r_emm>2>gNm47

' (q) §'(q)

we have (with probability at least 1 — N ~¢, conditional on VFrap(m) = 0,y — yl, x) that

J eH(”),ug’b(da)
Dy (a,b)

2
NG”(’Va,b; A(2)7 u)

= (1+ O(N"9))(2e)"WN-2/2 \/

exp (N [N_l/an,b + I'n(y,m;a,b) + ]\;;[3 log(1 — r(a,b)) + Zn;gi Gz A(2),u)
#5 (60) = €0 = €0an) - rab) - 3¢ - rwn)?) |)

(7.118)
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where we have simplified using Eq. (7.117). By independence of w, W), and the fact that W2 is a GOE
matrix scaled by J2/4/2, the following holds with probability at least 1 — exp(—N¢) provided z > F2v/2 4§

for some constant § > 0
G(z; AP ) = Gop(2) + O(1/N), (7.119)

where

/ 2
Gw@w—z—é(w@¢2%>+ba%A@»+{§Gf+u—mmm»(1—§$§)t>¢@¢2%»
(7.120)

and, for x > 2,

b = 5o~ —4), pla) = 5((w — ok — 4)/2) ~log((z —V/a? — 4)/2).

Note that ¢(z) = {(z — u) " usc(du) and ¥(z) = (log(z — u)psc(du) where ps is the semicircular law.
Moreover, ¢/ (z) = ¢(z).
Thus,

H(U) a,b d _ 2 <NE b 1/2 >
‘ 7 ex a,b) + NY2g,, + 0(1) ), 7.121
Jo ¢NG%%MA®JU p(NE(@b) + Ny +0M)), (12D

where we define

Ea,b) = —%1}&(26) + N8 e (1 = r(a,b) + min Gup(2) + T (g, msa. )
+ 5 (50— €000 ~ €@ m)a - rlet) - JEC @A - r@h)?) . @12

Let b, = (&, m)y. Note that r(1, b)) = ¢. Furthermore, we have

(b — a<w,m>N)2.
1- <m7 m>?v/q

We will next verify several properties of E(a,b), starting with the observation that (a,b) = (1,bs) is a
stationary point of E.

r(a,b) = a®q + (7.123)

Lemma 7.15. We have VE(a,b)|(qp)=(1,65) = 0. (Here V denotes gradient with respect to (a,b).)
Proof. We first compute V min, G ;(2). Let z(a,b) = argmin, G, 4(2) and 2z, = arg min, Gy 5, (2) so

1
V2%

0:Gap(2) sy (ap) =0 1 - ¢(2v2/72) = 0. (7.124)

For a € {a, b},
00z (a,0) = (02Gap(2)) ™ (b o (b)) 0a0=Gap(2)| (ah,2s (a.d) - (7.125)

A quick calculation shows that z, = 1/2 + 45 when (a,b) = (1,b,), and for « € {a, b},

Ca mzin Ga,b (Z) ‘ (a,b) = aaGa,b(Z* (a7 b)) ‘ (a,b)-
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Also note that

"(a 2 "(a 2
(oo (=), o (e (-5

From the definition of GG and the stationary condition (7.124), we obtain that

=0.

(17b*)
(7.126)

(17b*)

1

. o o . - R 1_
Vmin Gao(2)l1ps) = 5 (—52" + V235 20(2:V2/A0) ) Viz = VA2 = 3VGD).  (7.127)

2

Furthermore,

Vi3 = —€"(r(a,b))(1 — r(a,b))Vr(a,b) + 6”’( (a,b))(1 = 7(a,))*Vr(a,b).

We have

v (081 - rlab) + %(5(1) ~ (00,8 ~ €001 = r(0.b) = 3¢ @ D)1 = ra b))

g V) — 3 D)~ (0,8, (.12
and furthermore 0q7(a, b)|(1p,) = 2, %7(a,b)|(15,) = 0 and 7(1,bs) = .
Recall
(z+y,0)n = = ((z,m)n)b+ ag ((1 —q)¢"(q) + %q)
Moreover,

=0 = o = g + () = ooy o)

Hence,

§'(ag){y + 2,008 _ €'(q )6’ aq aQ<m ZN (
;
-

@) oy

5”( )¢ (ag)ag(m, 2
e(a)()
+(1-% )(a<y,m>N+ AR (g wn — Comonyms o))
 €lan)(€ (G, ot e D0 )
&)
~ Eag)\ b—alz,m)N e — (. m
+ (1= G ) f A e n — Gy o)
€ (4)€ (aa)ag (&G, mw) e, mo — g€ (0)(1 — ) — 157)
i JOR0)

+(y, myy (% a <1 - gé/’((aqq))» '

£'(q)
§'(aq)(=¢' (=, m>N)b+aq(( )é”( )+
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Note that
~ fag)\ b—alz,m)n
(%6 <m,m>%v/q>
and 0,(¢'(agq)aq)|(1,¢) = a¢(q) so

Oa (% +a <1 — %)) [(1,64) = O (% +a <1 - if&?)) |(wbs) = 0-

Thus, we can compute

D (5’(aQ)<y +z0)n _ @€ agagm )N (1 - Sl(aq)) (y—y*,o- UL>N> |(1,4)

= 07
(17b*)

o~ (0 =)

¢'(q) &' (q)¢(a) £'(q)
=q(1 - q)¢"(q) + 1%}- (7.129)
Similarly,
(g SO (L)oo
= —{({z,m)n). (7.130)
Combining (7.127), (7.128), (7.129), (7.130), we obtain the desired claim that V E(a, )| (a5 (1.6x) =
0. O

Lemma 7.16. We have

E [ o i |9 Fom) =02y~ ga,b] ~ exp {NB(a,b) ~ log(26) + Vg,
Dy (a,b

(7.131)
where
E(a,b) := %ln@e) + N]:[?) log(1 —r(a,b)) + <%ﬁ§ + %ﬁ%) +T'n(y, m;a,b)
+ % <§(1) - §<T(a7 b)) - SI(T(CL, b))<1 - T(av b)) - %g”(r(a, b))<1 - T(av b))2> . (7-132)

Furthermore, E(a,b) is uniformly upper bounded by E(a,b), E(1,by) = E(1,by), and VE(1,by) =
VE1,b,) = 0.

Proof. Eq (7.131) follows from a direct calculation. For the last claim, let 32 = 42 (a, b) and 41 = 41 (a, b).
Given a quadratic Hamiltonian Heo(o) = (o, Ao)/v/2 + 71{g, o) where A is a GOE matrix and
g~ N (O, I N),

E [J eH<2(")p0(da)] — N3/2+NA} /2.
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On the other hand, by Lemma 7.3, we have, for ; sufficiently small, with probability at least 1 — e,

[ =@ pa(der) = exp {11~ o(1)N(_min_Gus(:) - 5 los(20)) .

Since this holds for all NV, Markov inequality implies

1 1 1
min_ Gap(z) — = log(2e) < =32 + =53
ey a,b(2) 9 g(2e) 5 2t 2’Y
The last claim follows immediately upon this observation. U

When (z,m)y = q,{y,m)y =t,{y,x)n = t, |y|? =t + 2, under the constraint &'(q) +t = 7L
we can simplify £(a, b) as

) = =) + Y 31001 — r(a 1 bé(a flagag (1 €lag)
Bla,0) = 3 n(26) + 25D og(1 = r(a,0) + 37 + 60) - 0€'aq) + B (1 £

(6(1) = &(r(a, b)) — €' (r(a,0))(1 = r(a,b))) - (7.133)

DO | =

_|_

Indeed, under these values and constraints,

Ty(y.m:a.b) = £(b) + 5’(@@225 z,0) 6”(q)§;l(élq))a<Q<)m7 2 <1 5;(( ))> -yt o—ob
) - §"(@)€ (ag)ag(—t — &'(g)q + 55 + (1 — 9)¢"(9))
a §'(q)0(q)
& (ag)(—€' ()b + aq((1 — )" (q) + 1)) ¢ (aq)
" ¢(q) t (1 0 )
/ ¢'(aq)ag ¢'(aq)
=)~ + s+ (1= ).

Furthermore, in this case, by = q.

Lemma 7.17. Fore > 0 sufficiently small, there is ) > 0 such that for all (a, b) satisfying |aq—q|+[b—q| <
g, we have V2E(a,b) < —nI.

Proof. We have

BB =20 ~ (g * 58 @0~ @) ) Era g
1 "
=g ) (7.134)

and

aI)a¢J,E~‘(a7 b)|(1,q) == <m + 16 ( ((1 b))(l - T’(CL, b))> aa,b(’r(a7 b))|(1,q)

(7.135)
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Finally, we compute
agE(a7 b)|(1,q)
= —¢%¢"(q) +a(2¢"(q) + 46" (a)) + (1 = @)(¢*€" (a) + a€" (@) — ¢°€"(9)° /€' (@) + *v€"(9)° /€' (0)?)

I 21— () + a0 - DE'(0)
- O gl 2€) + (- (-0 @) + o€ @ 0 (7.136)
Using the constraints v = £ — “0=% and that ¢t = 12 — €'(q), we can simplify
02E(a,b) (1, = —% +q(g+2)¢"(q) — (1 — ¢)*¢"(9)*. (7.137)

Consider a change of variable @ = aq and let E(a,b) = E(d/q, b). Combining (7.134), (7.135), (7.137),

under the condition £”(q) < ﬁ, that F(a, b) is strictly concave at (a,b) = (g, q) is equivalent to

S(0-rer - e B > (2 - e)
1 , 1 \? 1

Notice that, for (a,b) in a neighborhood of (1,b), the Hessian of E(a,b) is a continuous rational

function of q, §<b)’ g(Q)’ gl(q)’ gll(q)’ f”’(Q), §,<<w7 m>N)’ and <:B, y>N7 <:B, m>N7 <y7 m>N7 HyH?\/ Hence,
we have the following implication of the previous lemma.

Corollary 7.18. There exist £,m > 0 such that, for |(x,myny—q| < ¢, <y,m>N—tL< g, Ky, x)n—t| <e,
and ||y|3 —t| < & all (a,b) such that |aq — a.q| + |b — bs| < &, we have V2E(a,b) < —nl. (Here
(ax,b5) = (1,9).)

We will next prove several simple preliminary estimates before giving the proof of Proposition 4.6.

Recall that on Dy (a,b), we have defined the Hamiltonian H (&), which is a spin glass with mixture
given by Eqs. (7.112) to (7.114). Let AP (a,b) = V?H(0) and u(a,b) = VH(0).

By Lemma 7.15, Lemma 7.16, and Corollary 7.18 and the preceding remark, there is a unique local
maxima (ax,bs) = (1,b,) of E(a,b) and E(a,b) with |gas — q| + |bs — q| < &, and E(a, b) is strongly
concave at (as,bs). In particular, there is 7 > 0 such that, for sufficiently small £ and (a,b) such that
lga — qay| + |b — bs| < &, we have

E(a,b) < E(as,by) — 1(|ga — qas|* + b — by|?). (7.138)

For each a, b let m(a, b) be the unique pointin V := span(m, x) with |m(a, b)|% = ga and (m(a,b), z)N =
b.

The following lemma follows from standard control on suprema of Gaussian processes (see, e.g. [MS23,
Lemma A.3]).

Lemma 7.19. For ¢ > O sufficiently small there exist ¢ = c(e), C = C(g) > 0 depending uniquely on €
such that the following holds with probability at least 1 — e~ conditional on ¥V Frap(m) = 0. For (a,b)
such that |qa — ga| + |b — bs| < €, we have

VH(m(a,b)) = VH(m) + V2H(m)(m(a,b) — m) + Err,
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where |Err| < CN~Y2|m(a,b)—m/|? Furthermore, P:(VH(m)) = 0, andforv eV,
C|v|? (Here V = span(m, x).)

V2H(m)v|? <

As a corollary of Lemma 7.19, we obtain the following control on the effective fields w(a,b) = (1 —
r(a,0)) 2P (VH(m)).

Lemma 7.20. For ¢, > 0 sufficiently small, the following holds with probability at least 1 — e~°N. There
exists wy, uy € RN73 with |uy |, |uz|| = O(NY?) such that, for any (a,b) with |qa — qas| + |b — bs| < ¢,
we have |u(a,b) — (qa — qas)u; — (b — by)us| < CNY?(|ga — qas|? + [b — by|?).

Furthermore, for 4 > 6 + EXpmax(A® (a4, by)) and i, j € {1,2}, there is ¢ = ¢(8) > 0 such that, with
probability 1 — e~ N, (u;, (7T — AP (ay, by)) "' u;), concentrates in a window of size O(N'?*¢) around
its expectation.

Proof. The first part follows from Lemma 7.19, using P{(VH (m)) = 0.

The second part holds by concentration of Lipschitz functions of Gaussian random variables. Indeed
note that u; depend linearly on A®) (a4, bs) as well as on independent Gaussian random variables. Under
the high probability event EXpax (A (a4, bs)) + 6/2 < Amax (AP (ax, b)) < O, the quantity (u;, (vT —
A®(ay, b)) u ) is indeed Lipschitz in these Gaussians as well as on A (a,, by). O

Let
R:= {(a,b) Dqla — ay] + b — by <N_1/2+C}- (7.139)

Recall the random shifts g, ; in Eq. (7.110). We have the following control on g, ;, again from standard
control on Gaussian processes.

Lemma 7.21. We have that gy, for (a,b) € R, forms a Gaussian process with E[(gap — gu )]
O(|m(a,b) — m(d’,V')|3). Furthermore, with probability at least 1 — e, we have, for all (a,b) €
that

R
90,6 = Gas | < Cllg(a — ax)| + [b = by]).

Proof. The first claim follows from a standard calculation, and the second claim follows Sudakov-Fernique
inequality, comparing with the linear process (g, m(a, b) — m(ax, bs)>/+/N for g a standard normal vector.
U

Lemma 7.22. The scaled GOE matrices A®) (a,b) for (a,b) € R form a Gaussian process with metric
E{||A(2) (a,b) — A®(d, b')”;} < CN(|ga — qd'|> + |b=V|?).

Furthermore, for any 1 > 0 there exist constants ¢, C' > 0 such that, with probability at least 1 — e~ ¢V,

|A®) (a,b) — AP (@', V)& < CN(lga — qd'* + [b—V[*)"*7, VY(a,b),(d', b)) e R, (7.140)
/(12

|A® (a,b) — AP (@, V)2 < C(lga — qas|* + |b— b)), ¥(a,b),(d/,b)) € R. (7.141)
and
sup | A (a,b) — A® (a,, ba)[F < CN, (7.142)
(a,b)eR
sup AP (a,b) — AP (ay,b,)|2 < CN7IT2. (7.143)
(a,b)eR
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Proof. The bound on the canonical distance of A® follows from a straightforward calculation.
The bounds (7.140) and (7.142) follow from chaining on R, together with the standard bound on chi-
squared random variables

P(1A® (a,b) = AP (@ V)[} > KE[AD (a,0) - AP, V) [} ) < 27N (1),

for k > 1.

The bound (7.141) and (7.143) follow from a similar chaining argument. Indeed, A® (a,b)—A® (a/, V)
is a matrix with independent entries with variance bounded by C(|ga — qa|? + |b — b4|?)/N, whence by
standard estimates on the norm of Gaussian random matrices, the following holds for all k > kg

P (HA<2> (a,b) — AP (d V)2 > k N'E| AP (a,b) — AP (d, b’)||%> < 2e7 Nk,

[

O

Recall G(v; A,u) in (7.10) and G 4(7) in (7.120). The next lemma gives control over G and G, for
(a,b) € R.

Lemma 7.23. Given a compact interval I < [M,0), M := & + EAmax(A® (ax, by)), the following holds
with probability at least 1 — eV ’ for appropriate Cy, c,d > 0 depending on & > 0:

1. We have
sup  |N(G(v; AP (a,b),u(a, b)) — Gop(7)) = N(G(v; AP (as, bs), w(as, bs)) — Gy s (7))
~vel,(a,b)ER
= O(N~YV2*ey, (7.144)
2. We have
sup NG(y; A®)(a,b), u(a, b)) = NG(y; A® (', V), u(a’, 1))
(a,b),(a’,b')eR:(a,b)+(a’ ,b')=2(ax,bx)
vyel
— O(N™YV2Fey, (7.145)

3. The event in Lemma 7.3 holds uniformly in (a,b) € R. Namely,

Z<2(a, b) _ fe(o’,A(Q)(a,b)a>+<u(a,b),a>ug,b(do_)

o 2 A
— (1 + Errg y(N))(2¢)~(N-2)/2 NCOap AT @b u(ab) (7,146
( ,b( ))( ) G”(’Ya,b;A(z)(a7b)’u(a’b)) ( :

where SUp(, p)er |Errgs(N)| < Co, N~“.
Proof. We can represent A® (a,b) = A® (a4, bs) + A(a,b) where each entry of A(a,b) forms an inde-

pendent Gaussian process with metric E[(A; ;(a,b) — A; ;(a’,¥))?]Y? < CN~Y2(gla — d'| + |b — V'),
and A(ax, bs) = 0.
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Letting Q. (7) = 7T — A® (a4, b,), we can expand
G(’}/; A(z) (a7 b)7 u(a7 b)) =

1 1
— _ A el —_ A2 1
iy log det(yI — A% (a, b)) + N (u(a,b),(vI — A% (a, b)) u(a,b))

= G(v; AP (a4, by), u(ax, by)) — % log det (I —Q.(7) 2A(a, b)Q*w)‘l/?) (7.147)

b Cu(a,), (@, (1) — Ala,b)ula, b)) — gCu(a,b), @, (1) ula, ).

Next, for k > 2, let

k
Xiaot) = T (@) 2 AGHQL) 1)), (7.148
We have
X B) — Xla!,B)] < G002 42 (a0, b) — AP )]

under the event in Lemma 7.22. Recall that this also guarantees

S {18 @0 v 1Qu0) ™A@ HQu0) Ty < OV, (7.149)
a,b)e

Hence, under the event in Lemma 7.22, we have | X (a,b) — X (a’, )| < N~(=D/2=¢)=L+1 whenever
gla—d|+1b—b| < NE
Let Pa and Ea denote probability and expectation with respect to A(a,b) only, i.e. conditional on
AP (ay,by). Also let
M(a,b) = Q.(7)"*A(a,0)Q, ()"

be the matrix appearing in Xj(a,b). On the A (ay,b,)-measurable, probability 1 — e~ event that
Q. (7)~Y/2 is bounded in operator norm, M (a,b) is (conditional on A (a,,b,), in a suitable basis) a
random matrix with independent centered gaussian entries, with variances not equal but bounded uniformly
by N=2+2¢_ Tt is well known, cf. [AGZ10, Chapter 2] that tracial moments of M (a,b) amount to certain
(weighted) cycle counts, and from this a routine calculation gives

cN

0 k odd,

_ —k(1—2¢)
Op(N1-F1/2=¢)) " k even, Vara[Xi(a, b)] = Ox(N )

IEAXk(a, b) = {

(The last estimate amounts to computing cycle counts for E[Tr(M (a,b)*)?] and E[Tr(M (a, b)*)]?, cf.
[AGZ10, Proof of Lemma 2.1.7].) For any fixed (a, b) € R, Gaussian hypercontractivity gives

Pa {|Xk(a, b) — EaXi(a,b)| = ty/Vara (X (a, b))} < exp(—t*),
because X} (a, b) is a degree k-polynomial in the entries of M (a,b). By a union bound over a N~ -net of

R (of size N2L), with probability 1 — e~V * over A(a,b) the following holds.
For k even, uniformly in (a,b) € R

Tr ((Q*(’Y)WA(CL, b)Q*(’Y)m)k) —ETr ((Q*(fy)lﬂA(a, b)Q*(’y)l/2)k) _ O (NP H1/2-0)y,
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and for k odd,

sup Tr ((Q*(7)1/2A(a, b)Q*w)l/?)k) = O(N°H127)),

(a,b)ER

Recall that |log(1 — z) + x + 22/2| < |z|? for all || < 1/4. Therefore, uniformly in (a,b) € R, for all
d, ¢ small enough

logdet (T~ Q.(7) " A(a,5)Q, () ?)
2

- Y (@0 amn@.e ) ) + o

k=1

= —ETr ((Q*(W”?A(a, b)Q*(v)‘m)z) + O(N~1/2Het?), (7.150)

We next turn to the term {u(a, b), (Q,(7)—A(a, b)) ~tu(a, b)) in Eq. (7.147). From Lemma 7.20, there
are uy, up with |uy |, [uz| = O(N'?) such that letting ug(a,b) := q(a — ax)u; + (b — by)usa, we have
|lu(a,b) — ug(a,b)|| < CN~Y2+2¢ and |ug(a,b)| < CNC for any (a,b) € R Therefore, with probability
1-— e_N(S,

<u0(a7 b)a (Q*(/}/) - A(a’ b))_luo(a, b)>
= Cuan(a,D), Qu () o, D)) + Cuo(a, ), @ (1)~ A, b)Qu () M un(a, b)) + O(N %)
= (ug(a,b),Q,(v) tug(a, b)) + O(N 1349,
where the first estimate follows from Eq. (7.149), and the second from independence of A(a,b) and u;, uo,

together with the fact that the entries of A(a,b) have variance bounded by N~2+2¢, Therefore, we obtain
that, with probability 1 — eV,

<u(a’ b)’ (Q*(’}/) - A(av b))ilu(a’ b)>
— (gla — ax)uy + (b—by)ug, Q. (7)1 (q(a — as)ut + (b — by)ug)) + O(N~1HeH), (7.151)

By similarly taking a union bound over a net of R of radius N % and using the continuity in Lemma 7.22,
we can guarantee Eq. (7.151) uniformly in (a,b) € R.

Combining the last conclusion in Lemma 7.20, Egs. (7.150) and (7.151) and a union bound over ~, over
any compact interval of 7, upon changing §, with probability at least 1 — e~ 5, that

sup N(G(7; AP (a,b),u(a, b)) — Gap(y) — G(r; AP (ay, by), w(as, bs)) + Gay s (7))
v,(a,b)ER
< O(N—l/z-'rc).

Thus, we have, with probability at least 1 — e~ 5, uniformly in (a,b) € R and 7, that Eq. (7.144) holds.
Given (a,b), (a’,b’) € R such that (a,b) + (a’,V) = 2(a, bx), we have that

BT ((@u) 2 A @.(0)2)") =BT ((@u) A 1)@, 0)2)°).

Combining with Egs. (7.150) and (7.151), we then obtain Eq. (7.145).
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Finally, we recall that for each (a,b) € R, the event in Lemma 7.3 holds with probability at least 1 —
e~°N. On the other hand, for appropriate C > C’ > 1, using Lemma 7.20 and Lemma 7.22, with probability
1 — e~“N, uniformly over (a,b), (a/,b’) € R with |g(a — a')| + |b — V| < N~¢, we have Z<a(a,b) =
(1+ O(N=Y"))Z<y(a',b'). Similar continuity estimates hold for the right hand side of Eq. (7.146). Taking
a net of radius N~ of R and apply the union bound, we obtain Eq. (7.146) uniformly in (a,b) € R. U

Proof of Proposition 4.6. Consider appropriate constants ¢ > ¢’ > 0. Define

Dy (e) := {a € Sy : N7V < (o, mdy — asq| + [(o, 2Dy — b < s} , (7.152)

Dy (e) = {(a, b) e RZ: N7V < |ag — awq| + b — b < &?} : (7.153)

Using Markov’s Inequality and that the annealing upper bound E(a, b) is strongly concave for (a,b) €
Dy (€) (see Lemma 7.16 and Corollary 7.18), we obtain that with probability 1 — exp(—N¢"), for all suffi-
ciently small € > 0, there is > 0 such that

J @) o(do) = J {jeH(U),ug’b(da)} dadb
Dy (e) Dy (e)

< e—n(\qa—qa* |24+ |b—bsx |2)+NE'(a*,b*)+\/Ngayb
~

— e laa—qax[?+[b=bx[>)+ N E(as bx)+VNoas (7.154)

Denote by (- ), the average with respect to the Gibbs measure restricted to band Dy (a,b), namely
with respect to u**(de)ocexp{ N H (o)} ug’b(da). Note that w(ax, byx) = 0, and for |ga — qa.| + [b—by| <
N~=Y2+¢ we have |u(a,b)| = O(N).

Recall 7o, = argmin,_, 1) (qp) G(z; A% (a,b),u(a,b)). Let

1
A(a7 b) = E(Va,b - A(z) (a7 b))ilu(av b)

+ = (Yap — A®(a,0)) AP (a,b), (vap — AP (a, b)) 7).

1

2

We have A(ax,by) = A(m) + O(N~¢), where A(m) is defined as per Eq. (2.13).
Let

Za.h)i= | " (@),
and

Zi= | exp(Hni(o)) podo).
Band (2¢)

Recall the definitions

R = {(a, b) € R2 : |qa—qa*| + ‘b_ b*‘ < ]\[—1/2+C}7
Ry ={(a,b) e R?: |ga — qay| + |b—by| < N7V2}.
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Using Eq. (7.154), we have that, with probability at least 1 — exp(—N¢),
. SBand*(2L) o eXp(HNvt (U)) M()(do')
SBand*(2L) eXp(HNﬂf(o-)) /LO(do-)

= O(einNQC) + jR Z(Z’ b <0>a,bd (a,b).

%gb(m)

Let
Zr(a,b) = fl{a e T(a,b)}e@ 12" (do), Zr = f 1{o € T(a,b)}e" ) o (do),
Bandy (2¢)

where T'(a,b) < Dy (a,b) is the typical set (7.31) defined for the effective model on Dy (a, b). Recall from
Lemma 7.7 that for each (a, b) € R, with probability 1 — eV,

Zr(a,b) = (1 —e M) Z(a,b),  Es3Zr(a,b) = (1 —e “N)E=3Z(a,b). (7.155)

By a union bound over a eV/10-net of R and standard continuity properties of H, with probability 1 —

e~¢N/2 this holds simultaneously for all (a,b) € R. By integrating, on this event we also have
Zr=>(1—-eMZ,  Eu3Zr =1 —e VN)ExsZ (7.156)
Note that, by Eq. (7.37) in Lemma 7.8, for k > L > 1, the following holds with probability at least 1 —e =V,
Ex3 [(ZT(G, b) —E>3Zr(a, b))%] < CLN L (B23Z7(a, b)), (7.157)
and therefore
Es | Zr(a,b)] < (1+ CLN™F) (EssZr(a,b))™ (7.158)

Again by standard continuity estimates and the union bound over a net of R of radius e N the above

estimates hold uniformly in (a,b) € R with probability at least 1 — e~c"2 By Eq. (7.156), the same
estimates hold for Z in place of Zp uniformly in (a,b) € R with probability at least 1 — e~ N,
By Egs. (7.144), (7.146) of Lemma 7.23, together with Egs. (7.110) and Lemma 7.21 (which implies

that ¢V N (9ab=0ar1) — O(1) for all (a,b), (a/,¥') € R.), with probability at least 1 — e¥*, uniformly in
(CL, b) € R-’ra

Ex3Z(a,b) = Q(Ex>37Z(ax, bs)) . (7.159)
From strict concavity of F(a,b) at (a, by) (see (7.138)), and the simple estimate

sup (N2 (lg(a = ac) + b= bel) = nN(ala = o) + b= b))

= Oy(1) = 1N(lg(a — ax)* + [b— bu*), (7.160)
we obtain that, uniformly in (a,b) € R,

E=3Z(a,b) < O <E>3Z(a*, by) - e*nN(lqa*qa*‘2+|b*b*‘2>/2) . (7.161)
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Further, by Lemma 7.8, we also have
_ 1 ~L/2
PJ|Zr — Ex3Z7| > 5 E=aZr < ONTH2. (7.162)
Since R has volume ©(N 1), on the event in (7.159) we have
BoaZ > | EsaZ(a,b) dla,b) = 2N EsaZ(as,b).
Ry
Furthermore, when (7.161) holds we have
BoZ = | Es02(0) da,b) < ON'EzaZ(as. b))
R
where the N~! comes from integrating the exponential in (7.161). Thus, with probability at least 1 — eV 6,
Fs3Z = O(N 'E=3Z(as, by)). (7.163)

Let £ denote the event that estimates (7.155), (7.157), (7.158), (7.159), (7.161), (7.162), (7 163) all hold.
By the above, we have P(£) = 1 — CN /2, Further, for Z(a,b) = eVF(@b) and Z = S Z(a,b)d(a,b),

Z(a,b)\ % B Z(a,b) *
jRE[15< . ) ]d(a,b)o(LE[lg< - ) d(a,b) (7.164)

Under the event &, from Egs. (7.159), (7.161), we thus obtain
1/2

jRE [15 (@)1 d(a,b) = O(1), (7.165)

By Jensen and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
2+5]

Ebg
Z(a,b) n
< [ B[1e 2 102 - Alwt) — mlan) P dlat

1/2 1/2
< fRE [15 (%b)ﬂ E [H(<0'>a7b — A(a,b) — m(a, b))u2<2+5>] 2 d(a.b).

By Lemma 7.2, we have

[ 22 (0as - A1)~ mla (e b)
R

E|Ko)as — Ala,b) = m(a,b) ) | < N7, (7.166)
Combining with Eq. (7.165), we obtain that

Ebg

246

<O(N™). (7.167)

| 222 (ran - B0~ mla (o,
R
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On the other hand, by Lemma 7.20, with probability 1 — e~“V, there are w1, us with |uy, |us| =
O(N'/2) such that, for |ga — qas| + |b — bs| < N7V/2+e,

|lu(a,b) — (q(a — as)ur + (b — by)us)| = O(N~V2+2), (7.168)

Using this, letting Z = E~37(a,, b) and defining @ := a — ay, b := b — by, we have

Z(a,b)
fR 200 o, b)d(a, b

Z -7 - 4 -
= j %(q&ul + bus)d(a,b) ~|—j —(qauy + bug)d(a,b) + O(N’1/2+2C)
R zZ rRZ

= f M<qaul 4 Bu2)d<a7 b) + O(N71/2+20)
R

VA
= f Z(a,b) ~ BxsZ(a,b) (gauy + bus)d(a, b)
R A
E-sZ —Ex3Z -
+ jR >32(a,b) 7 >32(as,bs) (qaus + bus)d(a,b) + O(N~V/2+2),
Furthermore, by Holder’s inequality on the measure %ﬁg(“’b),
Z(a,b) —Es3Z(a,b 2+9
E [15 f (a,0) Z>3 ( )(q(a —ax)uy + (b — by)uz)d(a,b)
R
Z(a,b) —E=3Z(a,b) 291 d(a,b)
< — _
fRE [(15 ~ lg(a — ax)us + (b — bs)uz| Vol(R) Vol (R)

By (7.161) and (7.163), Z = Q(N~'Z=3(a,b)). Moreover, we have the estimates |q(a — a)|,|b — bs| <

N~1/2+¢ by definition of R, Vol(R) < N='%2¢, and |u,|, us| < v/N. Combining these estimates, the
last display is bounded by

d(a,b)
Vol(R)

O(N3(2+9)) f E [15 (7.169)
R

Finally, since £ contains the event that (7.155), (7.157) holds for (a,b), for any (a,b) € R we have the
estimate
244

<E [1((7.155), (7.157) holds for (a, b))Ex3

Z(a7 b) — E>3Z(av b)
Z>3 (a7 b)

2+5]

_ 2k (246)/2k
<E [1((7.155), (7.157) holds for (a, b))(E>3|ZT(a’ b)| ~ E(z‘“’f)TP(f;b)' ) ] +e N,
=3\,

and by (7.157) this is bounded by N~'/2. Then, for ¢ small enough, (7.169) is bounded by O(N~°).

91



By Eqgs. (7.146) and (7.145) of Lemma 7.23,

f E>3Z(a,b) —Es3Z(ay,by)
R A

(qaw; + bus)d(a, b) H — O(N™).

Similarly, we have
Z(a,b Ex3Z(a,b
E[J Mm(a,b)d(a,b)—f E232(.b) 1 0 b)d(a, b)
R

7 w7
Again by Egs. (7.146) and (7.145) of Lemma 7.23, noting that m(a, b)+m(a’, V') = 2mif (a,b)+(a’, ') =
2(ax, by),

]E [

E [ngb(m) —m— A(m)||2+5] < O(NH9/2e=0N%) L O(N~¢) + O(N'+9/2 . N=L) = O(N ™).

246
] = O(N™9),

246

7 =O(N7),

[ 00, gty
R

Thus, we obtain

(7.170)
Proposition 4.6 then follows. O
8 Lognormal fluctuations of partition function
Proof of Lemma 3.2. Recall that H ) > denotes the degree-2 part of H y, which is of the form
an) 1/2
Hys(0) = S (Go. o),

for G ~ GOE(N). Let

ZN72 = j exXp HN72(0') duo(d).

SN
It follows from [BL16, Theorem 1.2] (with wy = 2, W4 = 3) that, with 0% = —% log(1 — ¢”(0)) and
W ~ N(—302,0%),
Z Z
AL Iv.2 4 exp(WW). (8.1)

EZns  exp(NE"(0)/2)

Recall that the results in Section 7.1 only assume (2.21) rather than (1.5), and thus apply in the present proof.
Let § > 0 be small and T = T'(0) as in (7.31), and recall the restricted partition function

Z3(1) = [ exp Hy (o) due),
T
By (7.36), in Lemma 7.7, we have
E[Zn — Zn(T)] < e N E[Zn].
cN

By Markov’s inequality, applied respectively to the randomness of H and H o, with probability 1 —e™“",

(Zn — Zn(T)) v Ess[Zy — Zn(T)] < e N E[Zy].
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By (7.70) (for k = 2), we also have, with probability 1 — o(1),
Ess |(Z3(T) — EsslZx()])?| = o(1) E[Zn].
Thus with probability 1 — o(1),
|ZN(T) — Ex3Zn(T)| < o(1) E[ZN].

On the intersection of these events,

In _EssZn| |Zn = ZN(D)] | |AN(T) —Ess Z(D)] | [Eos 2y — By Zn(D] _
EZyN EZn EZn EZyn EZy ’
Since
E>3 ZN o ZN72
EZy EZns’
the result follows from (8.1). O

9 Completing the proof of Theorem 2.1

The following two propositions are the final ingredients in the proof of Theorem 2.1. Let §, L be as in
Algorithm 2 and 7”7 = § L.

Proposition 9.1. Let (Hy,y7+) be sampled from the marginal of the planted distribution P (as defined in
Eq. (3.2)). Let y" be generated as in Algorithm 2, run on input Hy. Then,

Emy TV (L(yp | Hy), L(y"|HN)) = on(1).

MALA b e

Proposition 9.2. Let (Hy, o, yr/) be sampled from the marginal of the planted distribution IP. Let p
the (random) output of MALA run on ﬁg}?’yw (recall Eq. (2.10)) and & = o, (p"**) (recall Eq. (2.6)).
Then,

Bty yp TV (L(|Hy, y1), L(G|HN, Y1) = on(1).

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Let K : sy x RV — RY be the random map that, given input (Hy,y), generates
P by running MALA on v, 4 and outputs & = oy (p""*). Let (Hy, o, y7) be sampled from the
marginal of P. Let Pyg 7, denote the law of the output of y’ generated by Algorithm 2 on input Hy.
Then,

Eny~pTV(1my, 1) = EgypTV (EyT,~P(.\HN)£(U|HN7yT/)aEquPa.g,HNﬁ(’C(HN, ’yL)))
< Epy~pTV (EyT/~]P(-\HN)£<U|HN7 Y1), By b ) L(C(HN, yT’)))
+Egy~pTV (EyT/~]P(~\HN)£(’C(HN7 Y1) Byrp,,  LIC(HN, ’yL)))

< Enyy~p TV (L(o|HN,y), LIK(HN, Y717)))
+Egy~pTV (L(yp|Hy), L(y"|Hy)) -

The last inequality is by data processing. By Propositions 9.1 and 9.2, the final bound is on(1). Thus, with
probability 1 — ox(1) over Hy ~ P, TV(upy, #*8) = on(1). By Corollary 3.5, the same is true for
Hy ~ Q. O
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9.1 TV-closeness of Euler discretization: Proof of Proposition 9.1

We prove Proposition 9.1 by an application of Girsanov’s theorem, an approach introduced [CCL"22] in a
related context. For all 0 < ¢ < L — 1, define

7/’)’\L(y, 65) = malg(HN7 Yy, Eé)

to be the output of Algorithm 1 with these inputs. Then, define the process @t)te[o,T] by Y, = 0 and, for
t e [4s, (£ + 1)),
dy, = m(yys,¢d) dt + dB;. 9.1)

On each interval [£6, (¢ + 1)), the drift in (9.1) is constant, so this SDE can be integrated directly: condi-
tional on Hy, Yys,
Yer1ys = Yos + Om*E(HN, Uys, £0) + B(oy1)s — Bus.

Note that By, 1)s — B =4 Vow? for w' ~ N (0, In), so this is precisely the Euler discretization in
Algorithm 2. It follows that
L(GrlHy) = L{y"|Hy). 9.2)

Lemma 9.3. Given Hy;, let (yY;)se(o,1) be sampled from (1.3) and (Y,)e(0,1) be sampled from (9.1). Then,

€+1
Esry<eKL(L(y | Hy), LGzl Hy)) Zj Ep |7y, £6) — m(yy, £)]? dt.

Proof. Fix any realization of Hy. For0 < £ < L —1andt € [¢6, (¢ + 1)d), define the process

bt = m(y&% Eé) - m(yt7 t)'

t 1 t
£ = exp (J (by,dB,) — —f e ds> .
0 2 Jo

Let Q be the probability measure (conditional on H ') under which (Bt)te[o,T] is a Brownian motion and

Let

let P be the probability measure with j—g = &p. By Girsanov’s theorem [LG16, Theorem 5.22],

t
BtZBt—fbst
0

is a Brownian motion under P. (Since ||[72(yys,£6)]| , |m(y,,t)| < /N, by is a.s. bounded, and thus the
conditions of Girsanov’s theorem are satisfied.) The SDE (1.3) rearranges as

dy, = (m(y,,t) + by) dt + dB, = m(yys,£0) dt + d3,, t € [0, (¢ + 1)0).

Thus, under P, the law of (y)e[o,7 is that of (Y;).e[0,7]- By data processing,

- d I
KL(L(yr Hx). £ Hx) < KLQ. P) = Bolo 38 = 5 | B Ibil? ot

The result follows by taking expectation over H . O

Lemma 9.4. Forall0 < (<L —1,te [(5, (¢ + 1)8), we have Ep |mi(y 5, 05) — m(y,,t)|? = on(1).
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Proof. We first estimate
Ep [ (y s, £6) — m(y;, t)|* < 2Bp [M(yys, £6) — m(ygs, £0)]* + 2Bp |m(yys, £6) — m(y,. 1)

The first term on the right-hand side is o (1) by Theorem 4.1, so it suffices to bound the second term. Recall
that for (Hy, , (Y;)se[o,r]) ~ P, conditional on (Hy,y,) the posterior law on x is pi (o) oceInt(2) for
Hy (o) as in (4.1). Furthermore, for s =t — 46, g ~ N(0,In),

Hyi(o) = Hy (o) + (s + +/59,0).

Let A 45(0) = Hy (o) — Hy s5(o). With probability 1 — eV, |g|| < 2¢/N. Let € denote this event.
Oné&,
sup |Auss(o)] < VN 2] + VEN |g] < 3VON = 3/N. 03)

UGSN

So,

SS ogelnes(o) Ss gelni(o)
m (Y5, £0) — m(y,,t) = S;V (@) S;V Hn (o)
\ GNl (eHN,eé(Ul)JrHN,tI(VUZ) — eHN,Z6(0'2)+HN,t(°'1)) ,u0®2(d0)
(§ efines (@) +Hn . (02) 82 (o)
SSO'l(eAWS(Ul) — eAues(?)) N e (o) +Hy e5(0%) 1% (do)
SSeAt,ea(U2)eHN,za(Ul)JrHN,w(UQ) ,u0®2(d0')

By (9.3),
’ ot leAnesle) — eAuisle®)| = O(NT1/2)

for all o', o2 € Sy, and thus ||m(y;, £0) — m(y,,t)| = O(N~1/?). So,

Ep |m(ygs, £6) — m(y;,t)|* < Epl{E} |[m(ygs, £6) — m(y,, 1) + Ep1{E} [m(ygs, £6) — m(y,, 1)
SONTY2) 47N 4N = on(1).

O
Proof of Proposition 9.1. By (9.2) and Lemmas 9.3 and 9.4,
Enry~pKL(L(yr|Hy), L(y"|Hy)) = on(1).
The result follows from Pinsker’s inequality and Jensen’s inequality:
Epry~pKL(L(yr|HN), L(y"|HN)) = 2Bpy~p [TV(L(yr|HN), L(y* | HN))?]
> 2 [Bary~r TV(L(yr|Hn), Ly | HN))]
O
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9.2 Log-concavity of late measures

In this subsection, we prove Proposition 9.2. Let e1, ..., e be the standard basis. By a change of coordi-
nates, we may assume without loss of generality that y = y/[ly||y = envVN andU = (ey,...,en—_1).

Lemma 9.5. For any y # 0, the push-forward of jupr, (- [{o,y) > 0) under the stereographic projection
Tyis VEOJ - defined in (2.8).

Proof. Note that (denoting by D F’ the Jacobian of map F'):

[In-1,0]  poy(p)'/N

Do”y(p)T = P)
Vi+lely 1 lely
Since [IN_1,0]o =—L2 _ wehave
v, 00ey(0) = e
In_: pp' /N In_y pp' /N
Doy (p) Doy(p) = 5 — vl s | In1— —— |-
L+lply  (A+lely)?  1+lely 1+ ply
The stereographic projection thus incurs a change of density factor of
det(Day(p) Day(p))"? = (1+ |pl3) /.
This precisely accounts for the term —4 log(1 + | p| ) in (2.7). O

Lemma 9.6. For sufficiently large T, with probability 1 — on(1) over (Hn,yr) as in Proposition 9.2,

Vi yr (Pl < €0) = 1 —on(1) and ppry y, (o yr)n < 0) = on(1).

Proof. Let (Hy,z,yr) be a sample from PP, and let ¢, = g+ (T) be as in Fact 4.2. Note that g5 > 1 — 7., as

1-1/T

(1-1T)=2T+&(1-1YT)>2T>T—1= T

By Proposition 5.12, with probability 1 — on (1),
[y gy (o, 2)ny 21— 1/T) =1 —on(1).

With probability 1 — ox (1), we have |y|y = /T(T + 1) + on(1), so

~ _(xy __r
@ W=y ~V T e

On this event, {o € Sy : (o, x)y =21 —1/T} < {o € Sy : {o,y)n = 1 —2/T}. So, with probability
1-— ON(l),

Pty yr (09N =1 =2/T) =1 —on(1).
(This of course implies pry 4. (T, yr)n < ) = on(1).) For sufficiently large 7', the stereographic
projection Ty maps {o € Sy : (o, y)n > 1 —2/T} into {p € RV!: - |pll3 < €o0}. The conclusion
follows from Lemma 9.5. O

Corollary 9.7. Recall definition (2.10) of 1/5}? yr 17?};] yr For sufficiently large T, with probability 1 —

on (1) over (Hn,y7), TV(I/E};J - 172;1(3 vr ) = on(1).
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Proof. Since ¢(z) = 0 for x € [0,¢¢], and p(z) > 0 for z > £y, we have

r7Proj _ proj
Jp2 <eo exp Hyy, (p) dp = Jp2 <eo D i, (P) dp-
NS NS

r7Proj < proj
JP?\»sO exp Hyy, (p) dp < Jp?mo P iy, (0) dp-

Combined with Lemma 9.6, it follows that with probability 1 — ox (1),

~proj 2 j 2
el (ol <eo) = w83 (ol <o) =1 ox(D).

proj

and VHNny

Since 7P

. ) .
Ha are furthermore proportional on {|p| < €0}, the conclusion follows. O

Proposition 9.8. For sufficiently large T, there exist Cyin, Cnax > 0 (depending on T') such that with
probability 1 — oy (1), for all p e RN,

_CmaxINfl < Vzﬁ]'ifrg:r(ﬂ) =< _CminINfl-

Proof. Lety = yr § = y/|y|n. and assume without loss of generality = vNey. Let U' =
[Tx_1,0] € RIN=DXN pe the projection onto the orthogonal complement of 7 .
A direct calculation shows

arproj, y (VHNny(oy(p)),o4(p)) 3pp’
e T ( It Ny M))
<V2HN,y(Uy(P))va(P)®2> ) .0.0T n UTVZHN,y(Uy(P))U
N1+ |pl3)? N 1+ |pl3
_ pUy(P)TvzHNy(Uy(P))U + UTVzHN@(Uy(P))Uy(P)PT
N(1+ lpl3)

_ pPVHNy(oy(p)"U + U VHyy(ay(p))p"
N(1+ |pl3)32

]
- (Tso'(r\pr\?w#) IN_1—<T¢”<Hp?V>— e )2’}5 .

2 2
L+ oy 1+ ol )2

By Proposition 3.6, there exists C' > 0 (independent of T°) such that with probability 1 — on (1),

sup |VHy(o)|y , sup HV2HN(0') o S C.
oeSy oeSN
‘We will show that on this event,
o yly 3pp! (o2
VZHR (p) = ”—2 (—IN1 + 5 | ~ TPl ) I
Y 1+ lply)*? NI+ pln)
2pp"
=T (lpl}y) - =5~ + O, 0.4)

where O(1) denotes a matrix of operator norm O(1), independent of 7'. Note that

VHyy(oy(p).oy(p)) _ VHN(oy(p) +y.0y(p) (VHN(oy(P).oy(P)  _ lyly
N1+ loly) N(L+ ol N(L+|pl) (1 + o)
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The first term on the right-hand side is bounded independently of 7', as

VIS D: LN < 7y oy ()] ey ()] -

Similarly, all other terms in the expansion of Vzﬁ%‘i (p) above, aside from T'¢' (|| p|3) I n—1 and T" (| p|3)-

%, are bounded independently of 7', due to the following inequalities:

HV2HN,y(Uy(p)) = HV2HN(ay(p)) o= 0(1),
|[UTVHN y(oy(p)p”
N 2 < |UTVHyy(ay(p))|y o]y
= [UTVHN(oy ()] oIy < OQ) lply
and HPPT o /N = HPH?\/, pay(p)T o /N = ||p|ly- (Note that each of these terms, each copy of HPH?\/ in

the resulting bound is compensated by at least one copy of 1 + | pH?V in the denominator.) This proves (9.4).
With probability 1 — on (1), we have ||y|y = /T (T + 1) + on(1). On this event, (9.4) yields

VEHRS (p) = T(=M(p) + or(1)),
where o7 (1) denotes a matrix with operator norm vanishing with 7" and

2pp"
-

Iy 3pp’
(p) =

- + (I3 In-1 + " (lpl%) -
1+ lpl%)¥2 N+ |p|3)>? N N

From this it is clear that —C\ I n—1 < V2H %ET (p) for suitable Cyax. For the other direction, note that

M (p) has eigenvalue W + ¢ (| p|3) in all directions orthogonal to p, and
N
2
1 - 2|lply
(1+ lpl3)>?2

in the direction of p. By (2.9), M(p) > e9In_1, and thus V2ﬁ]'i,rc2T(p) < —CpinIn_1 for Cpin =
Teo/2. O

2 2 2
+ ¢ (lpln) +2lply ©"(lply)

Finally, we verify that ¢ satisfying (2.9) exists.
Fact 9.9. For suitable C > 0, the function
3 T
o(z) = C1{z > o} (m - ;0 — 2¢¢log 5)
is nonnegative, twice continuously differentiable, and satisfies (2.9).
Proof. Note that for z > &,
€02 2Ce €

dla)=C(1-2), o) =2 (1-2).
Thus lim, ., ¢"(z) = 0, so ¢ is twice continuously differentiable. Note that ¢’ > 0, so integrating shows
@ = 0. Let

O — mi 1—-2z
0 —1;121161 (1 + x)5/2
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and set C' so that Cy + ¢'(259) = &o. Note ¢” > 0, and thus ¢’ is increasing; thus (2.9) holds for all
x = 2¢eq. For all x € [0, 2¢¢], we verify that

1 - 1—2x - 1 —4eg -
= = = & 9
(L+2)32 7 L+a)p2 7~ 1+25)2 " 7"

so (2.9) holds. O

~proj

Proof of Proposition 9.2. By Proposition 9.8, Uy ° vr

Theorem 3], MALA run for time Xjoecone = POly(IN) outputs pM*A ~ pMAA wwhere TV (VM 1751(3 yT) <

1/N. Combined with Corollary 9.7, we find that (with probability 1 —ox (1)), TV(I/?;IC? yp? M) = o (1).

Lemma 9.5 completes the proof. ]

is O(1)-smooth and strongly log-concave. By [CLA 21,

10 Failure of stochastic localization in complementary regime

In this section, we prove Theorem 2.3. Similarly to Subsection 3.2, we may analyze the process (2.17) by
passing to a planted model. For any 7' > 0, let P, Q € P(Sy x s x C([0,T],RY x --- x (RV)®/)) be
the laws of (o, Hx, (§y)e[0,7])» generated as follows.

e Under @

HN'\’,unullv O ~ UHy, yg :Tj(t)a®j+Bij(t)v ijlv"'7J7

for (B},..., B/)i>o independent of (Hy, o). Equivalently, Hx ~ pinu. (§,)¢=0 is given by the
SDE (2.17), and for any odd j such that lim; ,,, 7j(t) = o0, o is the unique solution to o® =

limy o0 7 /7 (t).
e Under IF’, ‘ ' '
(Hy,0) ~ ppis Yyl = 7j(1)o® + Bl Vi=1....J
for (B},..., B{)i=o independent of (Hy, o). Equivalently, we can generate first Hy, then (%, )s>0

by (2.17), and finally o as above. Furthermore, the law of (Hx, o) ~ pp can be described by either
(3.3) or (3.4).

Analogously to Proposition 3.4, we have

dP Z(Hy)

@(U,HN, (Ge)tefor) = EZ(Hy)

and this ratio is tight by Lemma 3.2. Thus P and @ are mutually contiguous.

Therefore, it suffices to analyze the AMP jteration (2.20) under P. Similarly to (4.1), we find that
conditional on ¥, the posterior law of o under P is

- 1 ~
fu(do) = — exp Hy (o) po(do),

where

(yl,0®y L NE(z,0)n) + Hy (o),

J
I‘VIN,t(U) = Né(m, o)) + Hy(o) + Z Ni-1
j=1
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for H N, a spin glass with mixture

Let gawe = gawe(t) be the smallest solution to é(q) = 1%[1. Note that a solution exists because E{(O) >0
and limgyq l%q = 4o0.

Proposition 10.1. We have

hm p-lim{xz, m >N = hm p- hm<m m >N = Gavp-
k—o0 N0 k—o0 N0

Consequently, forall 1 < j < J,

1 Ckeil? ,
lim lim B—2® — (") =1 g
Pl e 71T (m”) ) Qe
Proof. Since q — %,q()q) is increasing, the sequence (qi)x>0 defined in (2.19) is increasing. Furthermore,
t
if g, < gawe, then
- &1 (dk §i(g
dk+1 = t<v ) < t(vAMP) = gawp;

1+ &(ék) 1+ SKQAMP)

and therefore by induction (g )x>0 is bounded above by gaye. As the limit of ({x)x>0 must be a fixed point
f s ﬁév(fI) ,

R 1)

the first conclusion follows. Since

we have limy_, o §r = gawp. BY state evolution, similarly to the proof of Proposition 4.3,

. 12 .
[ = @8R ] = Gyl — 2t T, + Rt RO
the second conclusion follows from the first. O

Let

Qbayes = Qoayes(t) = argmax {&(q) + ¢ + log(1 — ) | < [0,1) (10.1)
q€[0,1)

be the set of all maximizers of this quantity, and let
Qbayes = Qbayes (t) = inf Qbayes (t)

Lemma 10.2. For any t, the equation £i(q) = T, has finitely many solutions q € [0,1). Moreover,
Qbayes(t) is a finite set for all t. If T1 < [0, +00) is the set of t1 such that |Qpayes(t1)| > 1, then for each

t1 € Ty, there exists 6 > 0 such that (t; — 6,t1 + ) n Ty = {t1}.

Proof. Let fi(q) = (1 — q)&(q) — ¢, so any solution to &/(q) = T, is a zero of f;. Note that f; is not

identically zero: if it were, then é(q) = 1%[1, contradicting that the coefficients ’yg of ¢ satisfy 2;;22 27’75 <

0. Since f; is complex analytic in the unit disc, its zero set has no limit point, and in particular it has finitely
&7 q

many zeros in [0, 1). This shows that there are finitely many solutions to {i(q) = %

Note that dd—q(é(q) +q+1log(1—q)) = &(q) — T, Any interior maximizer of (10.1) must therefore

satisfy the stationarity condition &}(q) = T2, Since £(0) = 0, 0 can be a maximizer only if it also solves
this equation. Thus Qpayes(t) is finite.
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Consider an arbitrary ¢; € 77 and let Q = Qpayes(t1). Foreach § € Q, let I; = [¢ — €,q + €], where
¢ > 0 is small enough that these intervals do not overlap. By continuity, for sufﬁ01ent1y small § and all
te (t1 — 6,11 + 0), all maximizers of §(q) + ¢ + log(1 — ¢) lie in (Jzq I3 Let

m(t,q) = max {5((1) +q + log(1 — q)} ; q(t,q) = arg max {é(q) +q +log(1 — Q)} :
acly qel;

Note that ¢(t1,q) = ¢ for each ¢ € Q. Since the maximum of Etl (q) + q + log(1 — q) is attained over I;
uniquely at g, by continuity lim,_,+, ¢(¢,q) = q.
Forge Q,te (t1,t1 + J), we have

m(t,q) —m(t1,@) & la(t, D) — & 9(t1,) -y

J
/
t1)q(t1,9)? + Ot —t
— T, 2,7y (t)a(h. 3 +O(t = 1),

j=1
N g J
m(tﬁ)t - Z(hﬁ) < ét(q(t@i - tﬁfl(q(tﬁ)) _ g H(t)a(t, 3 +O(t — 1),

7j=1

Taking the limit ¢ | ¢; yields

jjn 2(00) = m(01,) 2

tit1 t—11
A similar argument shows the left-derivative is also equal to this. Therefore

J

(t’a)’t:h = Z Ty{(tl)aj'

j=1
This quantity is distinct for different ¢ € Q). Therefore, for all t € (t1 — 6, t1 4+ 0)\{t1}, |Qbayes(t)] = 1. O

Proposition 10.3. Suppose t ¢ T satisfies qpayes(t) > 0. Let Et(q) = szl ﬁgq” (where we suppress the
dependence of the (B, on t). For any p such that B, > 0, we have (recall the definition of my,(y;,t) in
Eq. (2.18)):

lim E Hw&” mp(gjt,t)Hg =1

_ 4P
N—ooo qbayes '

We first prove a preparatory lemma. In what follows, we let ﬁp/ = By be fixed for all p’ # p and
treat (3, as a variable. Define {(q) = Zp,>1 Bg,qp/; we sometimes emphasize the dependence on [3, by

writing EBI’ (q). Let P denote the Parisi functional for spherical spin glasses, see e.g. [Tal06, Equation
(1.12)]. (In the proof below we will only need the replica-symmetric case of this functional, which is given
in Proposition 5.14.) Further, for g € (—1, 1), let

~ ~ ~

Es) = €(@® + (1= ¢*)s) — E(dD),
and define

PG = swp {&a)+PE) + 3losl1 — )}
q€[0,1)
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Lemma 10.4. Assume the setting of Proposition 10.3. For all Bp in a neighborhood of (3,

P@) = sup {801) +&l0) + 4 +log(1 — )} (10.2)
g€V,

Furthermore, P is differentiable at 3, with

P'(Bp) = Bp(1 + dhayes)- (10.3)
Proof. By Proposition 5.14 with u = %q, forall ¢ € [0, 1),
~ 1 (~ ~ 1 (~ ~
P(&q) < 3 €q(1) = &(u) + T—at log(1 —u) ¢ = 3 { (1) —&(q) + g —log(1 + Q)} . (104)
and thus 1
P(By) < 5 sup {€(1) +&(a) +q +log(1— ).
q€[0,1)
Since limgy log(1 — ¢) = —oo, the supremum is attained. Let q(ﬁp) denote the maximizer. Arguing

identically to the proof of Proposition 5.15, (10.4) is an equality at ¢ = q(gp). This proves (10.2).
Note that ¢(3,) = gbayes by definition. Since ¢ ¢ 77, the maximum in (10.2) at 8, = f3, is attained
uniquely at gpayes- By continuity, lim 3,8 q(Bp) = dbayes as well. Note that for any 3, > 3,
P P

P(By) = P(By) _ & (1) + E(g(8,) &P (1) — &P (4(5,))

= = 26,(1 + q(Bp)P) + O(By — Bp),

B — B, N A Bp(1 +4(5,)7) + OBy = Bp)
Py = P(By) &)+ EalBh) ~ W) =GB _ g5 14 30 + 003, - 5).

By = Pp Bp — Bp P P p~ Fp

Taking the limit Bp | Bp yields

_ P(By) — P(5y) p
l m ——————— = 2 1 + .
Bt Bo— By 1 ooy

A similar argument shows the left derivative also equals this, proving (10.3). O

Proof of Proposition 10.3. Let H v be a spin glass Hamiltonian with mixture 5, and let

Fi(By) = Elog L exp { NE((@.0)n) + Hn(o) ) dun(o).

Since the restriction of H ~ to the band (@, o)y = ¢ is a spin glass with mixture 5,1, the Parisi formula
[Tal06, Theorem 1.1] implies

~

lim Fn(B8p) = sup {g(q) +PE,) + %log(l - q2)} .

N—a0 qe(—1,1)

This equals P(Bp) because the supremum over (—1,0] is clearly at most the supremum over [0,1). By
Hélder’s inequality, F'x(/3,) is convex in 3. So, for any § > 0,
En(Bp) = Fn(Bp = 9) Fn(Bp +6) = Fn(Bp)
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Differentiability of P (by Lemma 10.4) then implies

Jim Fn(Bp) = P'(Bp) = Bp(1 + qfyes)- (10.5)

Let (-) denote average w.r.t. the Gibbs measure corresponding to Hamiltonian H N,t» Which coincides in law
with Né((x, odn) + Hy (o) for B, = B,. Note that m, (g, t) = (o®P). We calculate that

Fi(By) = 28,B 0> + 6 (1~ B, 0)70)
=B, (1 + 2E<m®p7mp(:‘7t,t)> _ E<mp(g‘jt,t),mp(gt,t)>> |

NP NP

Comparing with (10.5) shows

lim {2E<w®7’7mp(gt7t)> _E<mp(ﬁt,t),mp(gt7t)>} )

N NP NP ~ Toayes:
inee @, my (G, t) | (G ), M (F, 1))
1 . 2 %P m,(y,,t my (Y, t), my,(y,,t
® _ y Top\Ft» p\Ye, ), Tp\Yys
ENP | p—mp(yt,t)H2 =1-2E Np +E N7 ,
the result follows. U

Lemma 10.5. [f there exists q € [0,1) such that {"(q) > ﬁ, then there exists t > 0 such that &(q) =
q

T has more than one solution.

Proof. Let g;(q) = &1(q) — T2, so solutions to &(q) = T2, are zeros of g;. Suppose for contradiction that
forall ¢ > 0, g¢ has unique zero gayp(t). Then, for all ¢, g; > 0 on [0, gayp(t)) (this is vacuous if gayp(t) = 0)
and g; < 0 on (gawe(t), 1). Note that for each ¢, g.(g) is continuous and increasing in ¢, and thus gawe(t) is
also continuous and increasing.

Recall that |7(¢)[|; = t for all t. For each ¢ € (0, 1),

q

J
. - _ q _ q
al@) =Y gt~ — T 2 P’ - =t -
j=1

. 10.
T—q T—q (10.6)

1

It follows that g;(q) > O for sufficiently large ¢. Thus lim;, ;5 gawe (f) = 1, SO gaup(t) ranges over all of
[0,1) as ¢ ranges over [0, +o0).

Since £"(q) > ﬁ for some ¢ € [0, 1), the function g is not monotonically decreasing. Let 0 < ¢; <
g2 < 1 be such that go(q1) < go(g2). Note that

J J
ge(a) — go(q) = > dmta] < D1 im (e = ge(a2) — gola2)-
j=1 j=1

Thus ¢¢(q1) < g+(g2). Set t such that g1 = gawe(t), so that g;(q1) = 0. This implies that g;(g2) > 0, and
therefore g; has another zero in [g2, 1). O

Lemma 10.6. If there exists t > 0 such that Eé(q) = 1%[1 has more than one solution, then there exists a
nontrivial interval I = [t_,t,] < [0, +00) such that for all t' € I, gaup(t') # qbayes(t’).
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Proof. Let g; be defined as in the proof of Lemma 10.5 and ¢; = gawp(t), so that g; is the smallest zero of
g¢. Let g2 > ¢1 be the next smallest zero of g;. Note that by Lemma 10.2, either g;(q) > 0 for all g € (g1, ¢2)
or g¢(q) < 0forall g € (q1,q2)-

Suppose the former case holds. We will show the conclusion holds with I = [t,¢ — ] for small 6. We
first show that we must have ¢t > 0, so this is a valid interval. Suppose for contradiction that { = 0; then

q1 = 0. So, go(q) = & (q) — 1%[1 is positive on (0, g2). This implies that for g € (0, g2],

£(q) +q+1log(l—q) = Lq go(s) ds >0,

contradicting (2.21). Note that

(é(qz) + g2 + log(1 — Q2)> - <5t(q1) +q1 + log(1 — ql)) = JqQ 9:(q) dg > 0.

q1

We claim that gayp(t') is continuous on ¢’ € I, for small enough 0. If ¢; = 0, this is clear because gayp(t) is
increasing. Otherwise, since ¢g;(0) > 0 and ¢ is the smallest zero of g, we have g;(¢q) > 0 for g € [0, q1).
Since the ¢;(q) are continuous and increasing in ¢, the claim follows. It follows that for sufficiently small 9,
forall t' € I and ¢} = qawe(t'),

<5ﬂ(qz) + g + log(1 — Q2)> - <5ﬂ(fﬁ) +q) +log(1 — fﬁ)) > 0.

Thus gaue(t') # Gbayes(t’) for all ¢’ € 1.

Finally, we consider the case that g;(q) < 0 for all ¢ € (¢1,¢2). Then, g; > 0 on [0, q1) (vacuously if
q1 = 0)and g; < 0 on (q1,q2). Let t" be the smallest time such that inf ¢4, 4, 97 () = O; this is finite
by the discussion surrounding (10.6). Since g;(q) is increasing in ¢, we have gy > 0 for g € [0, g2], with
equality attained at some g € [q1, ¢2|. By definition, gaye(¢”) is the smallest such q. As fi(g2) > g:(q2) = 0,
we have gae(t”) < go. The result now follows from the first case. O

Proof of Theorem 2.3. By the last two lemmas, there exists a nontrivial interval I = [t_,t;.] < [0, +0o0)

such that gawe (t) # qbayes(t) for all ¢ € I. Since gpayes(t) is @ maximizer of (10.1), it satisfies the stationarity
condition g{(q) = 1%[1, and therefore gawe(t) < gbayes(t). It also follows that gpayes(t) > 0.

Let U(t) be the number of nonzero coefficients of é of degree at most J. This is an increasing function
with at most J discontinuities; let Tj be the set of these discontinuities.

We will show the theorem holds with Z = I\(Tp u T1). (Recall the definition of 7} in Lemma 10.2.)
This is a positive measure set by Lemma 10.2. Consider any ¢t € Z. Since t ¢ Ty, there exists 1 < j < J

such that the ¢/ coefficient of é is positive and Tj/»(t) > (. By Propositions 10.1 and 10.3,

1 . 2
: :  e®i (k@i 1 J
Jim, i, Bz [ = O], =1~ que (.

. 1 . N .
lim B2 — m; (g, )] < 1= Ghayes(t)-

N—w
Since gawe(t) < Gbayes(t), the conclusion follows. O
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