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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

ξ2psq ă 1

p1 ´ sq2 , @s P r0, 1q.

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 γ2, γ3, . . . ě 0 satisfy
ř
pě2 2

pγ2p ă 8. The mixed p-spin glass Hamiltonian HN : RN Ñ R is

HN pσq “
ÿ

pě2

γp

N pp´1q{2

Nÿ

i1,...,ip“1

Gi1,...,ipσi1 ¨ ¨ ¨ σip , Gi1,...,ip
i.i.d.„ N p0, 1q. (1.1)

Define the mixture function ξpsq “ ř
pě2 γ

2
ps
p, so that HN is the Gaussian process with covariance

EHN pσ1qHN pσ2q “ Nξ
`
xσ1,σ2y{N

˘
.

The Gibbs measure of this model is the probability measure over the sphere SN “ tx P RN : }x}22 “ Nu
given by

µHN
pdσq “ 1

ZN
exppHN pσqq µ0pdσq, ZN “

ż

SN

exppHN pσqq µ0pdσq . (1.2)
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Here and below, µ0 denotes the uniform probability measure on SN . We will denote by G “ pGi1,...,ipqpě2,iℓďN

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 PpRN q (the set of probability measures over RN ), we seek a computationally efficient algorithm

that generates σalg whose law µalg satisfies distpµalg, µHN
q “ oN p1q, with high probability over HN .

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, SSDK`21] (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 RN :

dyt “ mpyt, tq dt ` dBt , y0 “ 0 , (1.3)

where pBtqtě0 is a standard Brownian motion and mpy, tq “ Erσ|tσ `
?
tg “ ys (conditioning over G is

implicit here), with the conditional expectation being taken with respect to pσ,gq „ µHN
bN p0, IN q. The

key remark (see Section 3.1) is that yt thus defined has the same distribution at tσ`B1
t (with B1

t a different

Brownian motion) and therefore yt{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 mp ¨ , tq 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 ΣN “ t´1, 1uN , up to vanishing normalized Wasserstein

error. That is, with probability 1 ´ oN p1q over the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick Hamiltonian HN , there is a

coupling of µHN
and µalg such that for pσ,σalgq drawn from this coupling,

1

N
E

σ,σalg
}σ ´ σalg}22 “ oN p1q. (1.4)

Our main result is an improved version of this general sampling scheme that samples from µHN
, in the

stronger sense of vanishing total variation error, for any spherical spin glass whose mixture satisfies

ξ2psq ă 1

p1 ´ sq2 , @s P r0, 1q. (1.5)

Remark 1.1. For the special case of pure models ξpsq “ β2sp, (1.5) holds for all β ă βSLppq, where we

defined the stochastic localization inverse temperature as

βSLppq :“ 1

2

dˆ
p

p´ 1

˙ˆ
p

p´ 2

˙p´2

.

For large p we have βSLppq “ e{2 `Op1{pq.

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 µHN
pdσq, as well as

its conditional mean given Gaussian observations. The latter corresponds to the mean of a exponential

tilt µHN ,ypdσq9 exppxy,σyqµHN
pdσq. Approximating mpyq 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) }mpyq ´ mTAPpyq}2 “
opNq. (For the case of a measure supported over SN , the function mp¨q does not depend on t, and we will

therefore omit this argument.)
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Note that }mpyq}2 “ ΘpNq, and therefore [AMS22] establishes the weakest non-trivial upper bound

on }mpyq ´mTAPpyq}2. However, in order to obtain a sampling algorithm with guarantees in total variation

distance, it is necessary to construct an efficient estimator xmpyq satisfying }mpyq ´ xmpyq}2 “ op1q. 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 }mpyq ´ mTAPpyq}2 “ Op1q.

2. We design a correction ∆pyq to the TAP estimator that can be computed efficiently and such that,

letting xmpyq “ mTAPpyq ` ∆pyq, we achieve the desired accuracy }mpyq ´ xmpyq}2 “ op1q.

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 SN

dσt “
ˆ
PK
σt
∇HNpσtq ´ N ´ 1

2N
σt

˙
dt`

?
2PK

σt
dBt , (1.6)

where Bt is a standardN -dimensional Brownian motion, and PK
σt

is the projector orthogonal to σt. Langevin

dynamics is a Markov process reversible for the measure µHN
of Eq. (1.2). Therefore, suitable discretiza-

tions of Langevin dynamics can be used to sample from µHN
.

An asymptotically exact characterization of Langevin dynamics on short times horizons t “ Op1q, in

the high-dimensional limit N Ñ 8, 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 [BADG06]. 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 ξpsq “ β2ξ1psq, for a fixed ξ1 and β small enough) [DGM07].

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

ξ1pqq ă q

1 ´ q
, @q P p0, 1q . (1.7)

and exponentially large in the opposite case, and more precisely when supqPp0,1qp1 ´ qqξ1pqq{q ą 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 ξptq “
β2tp, the above formula implies that the dynamical/shattering phase transition takes place at β “ βshppq
given by

βshppq “
d

pp´ 1qp´1

ppp´ 2qp´2
. (1.8)

For large p, βshppq “ ?
e`Op1{pq. We also recall that a second phase transition (‘condensation’ or ‘static’

or ‘replica symmetry breaking’) takes place at a lower temperature

β2c ppq “ inf
sPr0,1s

ˆ
1

sp
log

ˆ
1

1 ´ s

˙
´ 1

sp´1

˙
. (1.9)
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This corresponds to a non-analiticity of the free energy, and to the temperature at which the overlap stops

concentrating [Che13]. For large p, we have βcppq “
?
log pp1 ` opp1qq.

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 βshppq ă βcppq strictly. A order-optimal bound was proven in [AMS23b],

who proved βshppq ď 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 µHN
under

shattering.

In the positive direction Gheissari and Jagannath [GJ19] proved that there exists βppq ą 0 such that

Langevin dynamics mixes rapidly for β ă βppq. These authors also note that their proof technique extends

to mixed models.

A closely related model is the Ising version of model (1.2), whereby the uniform measure µ0 over the

sphere SN is replaced by the uniform measure over the hypercube t`1,´1uN . 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, }σ}N “ }σ} {
?
N “

a
σJσ{N is the norm corresponding to the inner product

xσ1,σ2yN “ xσ1,σ2y{N “ σJ
1 σ2{N . There will be no confusion with the ℓp norm, which will not

appear. Given a matrix A, we denote by }A}F its Frobenius norm. For m P RN , measurable I Ď R, and

ρ ą 0, we define

Bandpm, Iq :“ tσ P SN : xm,σyN P Iu ,
BN pm, ρq :“

 
x P RN : }x ´ m}N ď ρ

(
.

We will occasionally abuse notations and write, for q P R, Bandpm, qq instead of Bandpm, tquq.

We will often state that certain events occur with probability 1 ´ e´cN . When we do, c ą 0 is an

unspecified constant, which may change from line to line and may depend on all parameters other than N .

We use p-lim to denote limit in probability.

We write G „ GOEpNq if G is a symmetric matrix with independent centered Gaussian entries on or

above the diagonal with Gii „ N p0, 2{Nq and Gij „ N p0, 1{Nq for i ă j.

Throughout the paper, the mixture ξ is fixed and various constants can depend on ξ but we will track this

dependence. If ι is a small constant, we write ι1 “ oιp1q if |ι1| ď hpιq where h is a function independent of

N , such that limιÑ0 hpιq “ 0.

2 Main result

In this section we describe the sampling algorithm and state our main result. Throughout, we assume the

model ξ satisfies (1.5).
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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 µHN
. For y P RN , define

µHN ,ypdσq “ 1

Zpyq exp tHN pσq ` xy,σyu µ0pdσq . (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 t ą 0, which

this subroutine will take as input. The algorithm consists of three steps as outlined below. We defer the

description of the correction ∆pmq to Section 2.3.

(1) Let ξtpsq “ ξpsq ` ts, and define the sequence tqk : k ě 0u by q0 “ 0 and

qk`1 “ ξ1
tpqkq

1 ` ξ1
tpqkq . (2.2)

Starting from initialization m´1 “ w0 “ 0, run the approximate message passing (AMP) iteration

mk “ p1 ´ qkqwk, wk`1 “ ∇HN pmkq ` y ´ p1 ´ qkqξ2pqkqmk´1, (2.3)

for KAMP iterations. Let mAMP “ mKAMP .

(2) Define

θpsq “ ξp1q ´ ξpsq ´ p1 ´ sqξ1psq (2.4)

and the TAP free energy

FTAPpm;yq “ HN pmq ` xy,my ` N

2
θp}m}2N q ` N

2
logp1 ´ }m}2N q. (2.5)

Starting from mAMP, run gradient ascent on FTAPp¨;yq for KGDpNq :“ tK˚
GD logN u iterations, and let

the resulting point be mGD.

(3) Output malg :“ mGD ` ∆pmGDq, with ∆pmq defined as in Section 2.3.

Pseudocode for the computation of malg is provided in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: APPROXIMATE MEAN COMPUTATION

Input: HN , y P RN , t ą 0. Parameters: KAMP, KGDpNq, η ą 0

1 m´1 “ w0 “ 0,

2 For k “ 0, . . . ,KAMP, run iteration (2.3)

3 Let u0 “ mAMP “ mKAMP

4 for k “ 0, . . . ,KGDpNq ´ 1 do

5 uk`1 “ uk ´ η∇FTAPpuk;yq
6 end

7 Let mGD “ uKGDpNq

8 return malgpHN ,y, tq “ mGD ` ∆pmGDq

6



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 r0, T s, and to replace it by its Euler

discretization (see Step 6 in Algorithm 2 below).

We will prove that, for T a sufficiently large constant, the tilted measure of Eq. (2.1), with y “ yT 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

σypρq “ py ` Uρb
1 ` }ρ}2N

, py “ y

}y}N
, (2.6)

where U P RNˆpN´1q is an orthonormal basis of the orthogonal complement of y, and

H
proj
N,ypρq “ HN,ypσypρqq ´ N

2
logp1 ` }ρ}2N q. (2.7)

Note that σy is the inverse of the stereographic projection T y from SN X tσ : xσ,yy ą 0u to the affine

plane tpy`Uρ : ρ P RN´1u. We will see (Lemma 9.5) that the push-forward of µHN ,yp¨|xσ,yy ą 0q under

T y is precisely

ν
proj
HN ,y

pdρq “ 1

pZpyq
expH

proj
N,ypρq dρ. (2.8)

Let ε0 “ 0.1 and ϕ : r0,`8q Ñ r0,`8q be a twice continuously differentiable function satisfying

ϕpxq “ 0 for x P r0, ε0s and

1

p1 ` xq3{2 ` ϕ1pxq ě ε0,
1 ´ 2x

p1 ` xq5{2 ` ϕ1pxq ` 2xϕ2pxq ě ε0 (2.9)

for all x ě 0. (Existence of such a function is shown in Fact 9.9.) Define the following measure on RN´1:

rνprojHN ,y
pdρq “ 1

rZpyq
exp rHproj

N,ypρq dρ, rHproj
N,ypρq “ H

proj
N,ypρq ´ TN

2
ϕp}ρ}2N q. (2.10)

We will show that for sufficiently large T , rνprojHN ,y
is strongly log-concave (Proposition 9.8) and approximates

ν
proj
HN ,y

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

from µHN ,y by pushing forward through σy.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose ξ satisfies (1.5). There exist constants KAMP,K
˚
GD, η, T depending on ε and ξ such

that running Algorithm 2 with parameters KAMP, KGDpNq “ K˚
GD logN , η, T , the following holds. With

probability 1 ´ oN p1q over HN , µalg “ Lpσalgq satisfies

TVpµalg, µHN
q ď oN p1q.

Further the complexity of the algorithm is upper bounded by CN4 pN `χ∇Hq logN `χlog-conc, where χ∇H

is the complexity of evaluating ∇HN pmq at a point m with }m}N ď 1, and χlog-conc 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 [CLA`21] implies that, for a ‘warm start’ initialization χlog-conc is of order

N3{2 logN . In the present case we do not have a good warm start, and obtain χlog-conc ď C ¨N5{2. We believe

this bound is suboptimal, but made no attempt at improving it.
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Algorithm 2: SAMPLING

Input: HN . Parameters: KAMP, KGDpNq, η, T ą 0, where T is a multiple of N´4

1 Set δ “ N´4, L “ T {δ
2 Set y0 “ 0

3 for ℓ “ 0, . . . , L´ 1 do

4 Let mℓ “ malgpHN ,y
ℓ, ℓδq be the output of Algorithm 1 on input

pHN ,y
ℓ, ℓδ,KAMPpNq,KGD, ηq

5 Draw wℓ „ N p0, IN q independent of everything else

6 Set yℓ`1 “ yℓ ` δmℓ `
?
δwℓ

7 end

8 Let rνproj
HN ,yL be defined according to Eq. (2.10)

9 Use MALA to sample from ρMALA „ νMALA, to accuracy TVpνMALA, rνproj
HN ,yLq ď 1{N

10 return σyLpρMALAq

2.3 The correction ∆pmq

We now describe the computation of the correction ∆pmq. Let Tm be the pN ´ 1q-dimensional subspace

orthogonal to m and define HN p ¨ ;mq : Tm Ñ R via HN px;mq :“ HN pm ` xq. We then define the

tensors

Ap2qpmq :“ ∇2
xHN p0;mq , Ap3qpmq :“ ∇3

xHN p0;mq . (2.11)

These should be interpreted as tensors Apiqpmq P Tbi
m . Let γ˚,N pmq be the unique solution of

#
Tr
`
pγ˚,NIN´1 ´ Ap2qpmqq´1

˘
“ N ¨

´
1 ´ }m}2{N

¯
,

γ˚,N ą λmaxpAp2qpmqq .
(2.12)

Here IN´1 denotes the identity matrix acting on Tm, and the inverse is over quadratic forms on Tm.

Then we define

∆ipmq “ 1

2
xAp3qpmq,Qpmq b Qpmqi,¨y “ 1

2

Nÿ

a,b,c“1

A
p3q
abcpmqQiapmqQbcpmq , (2.13)

Qpmq :“
`
γ˚,N pmqIN´1 ´ Ap2qpmq

˘´1
. (2.14)

It is useful to make two additional remarks about the evaluation of ∆pmq:

1. For any fixed m, Ap2qpmq d“
b
ξ2p}m}2N q ¨ N´1

N
W , for W „ GOEpN ´ 1q. It turns out that,

although mTAP is itself random, this nonetheless gives the correct asymptotics for γ˚,N pmTAPq. Let

q˚ “ q˚ptq be the solution to q˚
1´q˚

“ ξ1
tpq˚q, existence and uniqueness of which is shown in Fact 4.2.

We will show (see Proposition 4.4) that typically }mTAP}2N “ q˚ ` oN p1q, and (see Lemma 6.22)

γ˚,N pmTAPq “ γ˚ ` oN p1q, for γ˚ “ p1 ´ q˚q´1 ` p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q. For the computation of ∆, we

can replace γ˚,N by γ˚ with negligible error.

2. The tensors Ap2qpmq and Ap3qpmq can be written as explicit linear functions of the couplings g, and

hence can be computed efficiently without need to take any numerical derivative.
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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

ξ1pqq ă q

1 ´ q
, @q P p0, 1q . (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].

ξpqq ` q ` logp1 ´ qq ď 0, @q P r0, 1q (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 [MRTS07].

By the key remark below (1.3), the process yt generated by (1.3) consists of observations of some

σ „ µHN
through a progressively less noisy Gaussian channel. A natural generalization of this process

outputs observations of σ,σb2,σb3, . . . through Gaussian channels of varying signal strengths, and can

similarly be converted to a sampling algorithm.

Consider any J P N and continuously differentiable, coordinate-wise increasing τ : r0,`8q Ñ
r0,`8qJ , normalized to }τptq}1 “ t for all t P r0,`8q, and such that limtÑ8 τjptq “ 8 for at

least one odd j ď J . For each j ď J , let pBj
t qtě0 be a standard Brownian motion in pRN qbj . Let

p~ytqtě0 “ py1
t , . . . ,y

J
t q P RN ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ pRN qbJ be given by the Ito diffusion

dy
j
t “ τ 1

jptqmjp~yt, tq dt` τ 1
jptq1{2 dBj

t , ~y0 “ 0, (2.17)

where, with expectation over σ „ µHN
and Gj „ N p0, Ibj

N q,

mjp~yt, tq “ Erσbj|τiptqσbi ` τiptq1{2Gi “ yit,@1 ď i ď Js. (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 ofmjp~yt, tq (see Remark 2.5 below).

For A P pRN qbj and 1 ď ℓ ď j, let Apℓq be the tensor obtained by rotating coordinates by i pmod jq,

that is

A
pℓq
i1,...,ij

“ Aiℓ`1,...,ij ,i1,...,iℓ .

Then, for B P pRN qbj´1, let pA,Bqsym P RN be the vector satisfying

xv, pA,Bqsymy “
jÿ

ℓ“1

xB b v,Apℓqy

9



for all v P RN . Let

qξtpsq “ ξpsq `
Jÿ

j“1

τjptqsj

and define sequence tqqk : k ě 0u by q0 “ 0 and

qqk`1 “
qξ1
tpqkq

1 ` qξ1
tpqkq

(2.19)

Finally define an AMP iteration analogous to (2.3) by

|mk “ p1 ´ qqjqqwk, qwk`1 “ ∇HNp|mkq `
Jÿ

j“1

1

N j´1
pp|mkqbj´1,y

j
t qsym ´ p1 ´ qqkqqξ2pqqkq|mk´1

.

(2.20)

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

ξ2p0q ă 1, ξpqq ` q ` logp1 ´ qq ă 0, @q P p0, 1q. (2.21)

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that (2.21) holds and that there exists q P r0, 1q such that ξ2pqq ą 1
p1´qq2 . There

exists a positive measure set I Ď r0,`8q such that for all t P I the following holds. There exists 1 ď j ď J

such that τ 1
jptq ą 0 and, for ~yt generated from (2.17),

lim
kÑ8

lim inf
NÑ8

E
1

N j

›››p|mkqbj ´ mjp~yt, tq
›››
2

2
ą 0.

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 |malg
for m1p~yt, tq. For some KAMP P N, the point |mKAMP is the result of

the first phase of this algorithm. The output |malg
of this algorithm satisfies }|mKAMP ´ |malg}N Ñ 0 as

KAMP Ñ 8; 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 mjp~yt, tq
with p|malgqbj . Theorem 2.3 shows that for a interval of t 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.
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3.1 Stochastic localization

Fix a realization of HN . The stochastic localization process is defined by the SDE (1.3), which has unique

strong solutions provided y ÞÑ mpy, tq is Lipschitz continuous. Note that, for µHN ,yt
as in (2.1), m is the

mean

mpy, tq “
ż
σ µHN ,ypdσq.

Therefore Lipschitz continuity is implied by supy }CovpµHN ,yq}op ă 8 which always holds since µHn,y

is supported on a compact set.

As already mentioned in the introduction, we have the following facts (see for instance [AM22]).

Proposition 3.1. Let pytqtě0 be the unique solution of the SDE (1.3). Then there exists a standard Brownian

motion B1
t independent of σ „ µHN

, such that, for all t, yt “ tσ ` B1
t.

Further, ECovpµHN ,yt
q ĺ IN { t. In particular µHN ,yt

ñ δσ almost surely as t Ñ 8.

3.2 Planted model and contiguity

Recall that µ0 denotes the uniform probability measure on SN . Further, let HN be the space of Hamiltonians

HN (i.e. continuous functions HN : SN Ñ R endowed with the uniform convergence topology and the

induced Borel sigma-algebra) and µnull P PpHN q be the law induced on HN by Eq. (1.1). Define the

planted measure µpl P PpSN ˆ HN q by

µplpdx, dHN q :“ 1

Zpl

exp
 
HN pxq

(
dµ0pxqdµnullpHN q.

For HN P HN , define the partition function

ZpHN q :“
ż
exp

 
HN pσq

(
µ0pdσq .

Lemma 3.2 (Proved in Section 8). Suppose ξ satisfies (2.21). Let W „ N p´1
2
σ2, σ2q, where σ2 “

´1
2
logp1 ´ ξ2p0qq. As N Ñ 8, for HN „ µnull, the Radon-Nykodym derivative of µpl with respect to

µnull is
dµpl

dµnull
pHN q “ ZpHN q

EZpHN q
dÑ exppW q.

Remark 3.3. In most of this paper, we are interested in ξ satisfying the condition (1.5), which implies (2.21)

by integrating twice. However, the proof of Theorem 2.3 in Section 10 only assumes ξ satisfies (2.21), so

we state this lemma with the more general condition.

For any T ą 0, let P,Q P PpSN ˆHN ˆCpr0, T s,RN qq be the laws of pσ,HN , pytqtPr0,T sq, generated

as follows.

• Under Q:

HN „ µnull, σ „ µHN
, yt “ tσ ` Bt , (3.1)

for Bt a standard Brownian motion independent of σ,HN . By Proposition 3.1, an equivalent descrip-

tion of this distribution is: HN „ µnull, pytqtě0 given by the SDE (1.3) and σ “ limtÑ8 yt{t.

11



• Under P:

pHN ,σq „ µpl, yt “ tσ ` Bt , (3.2)

for Bt a standard Brownian motion independent of σ,HN . As before, we can equivalently generate

first HN , then pytqtě0 given by the SDE (1.3) and finally σ.

The joint distribution of pHN ,σq „ µpl can be described in two equivalent ways. In the first one, we

generate first HN and then σ conditional on HN :

HN „ µplpdHN q “ ZpHN q
EZpHNqµnullpdHN q , σ „ µHN

. (3.3)

In the second, we generate first σ and then HN :

σ „ µ0 , HN „ µplpdHN |σq 9 eHN pσqµnullpdHN q. (3.4)

A short calculation shows that HN „ µplp¨|xq is given by

HN pσq “ Nξpxx,σyN q ` rHN pσq, (3.5)

where rHN „ µnull. The above definition has the following immediate consequence.

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

dP

dQ
pσ,HN , pytqtPr0,T sq “ ZpHN q

EZpHN q .

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 EN ,

PpEN q Ñ 0 if and only if QpEN q Ñ 0.

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

3.3 Basic regularity estimate

For a tensor A P pRN qbk, define the operator norm

}A}
op,N “ 1

N
sup

}σ1}N ,...,}σk}Nď1

|xA,σ1 b ¨ ¨ ¨ b σky|.

Notice that this normalization is different from the standard injective norm }¨}
inj

in that }A}
op,N “ N pk´2q{2 }A}

inj
.

Proposition 3.6 ([HS22, Proposition 2.3]). There exists a sequence of constants pCkqkě0 independent of N

for which the following holds. Define the event

KN :“
#

sup
}σ}Nď1

}∇kHN pσq}op,N ď Ck @k ě 0

+
.

Then PpKN q ě 1 ´ e´cN .
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3.4 Conditioning lemma

Lemma 3.7. Let D Ď RN be an open set and F : D Ñ R be a (not necessarily centered) C2 Gaussian

process on a probability space pΩ,Σ,Pq. Let X be a random variable on pΩ,Σq taking values in r0, 1s,
and m0 be a random vector on the same space taking values in RN . For ε, cspec, cop ą 0 satisfying ε ď
c2spec{10cop, define Um0

:“ BN pm0, 5ε{cspecq and the events

Gpε, cspecq :“
!

}∇Fpm0q}N ď ε , ∇2Fpm0q ĺ ´cspecIn
)
,

Hpcopq :“
!
sup
mPD

}∇2Fpmq}op,N ď cop, sup
mPD

}∇3Fpmq}op,N ď cop

)
,

Econd :“ Gpε, cspecq X Hpcopq X t}m0}N ď 1u X tUm0
Ď Du .

Finally, assume m ÞÑ E∇Fpmq is continuous and λminpCovp∇Fpmqqq is bounded away from 0 uniformly

over m P D. Then, with ϕ∇Fpmq the probability density of ∇Fpmq w.r.t. Lebesgue measure on RN and

dN denoting integration against this measure,

EpX1tEconduq “
ż

D

E
“
|det∇2Fpmq|X1tEcond X tm P Um0uu

ˇ̌
∇Fpmq “ 0

‰
ϕ∇Fpmqp0q dNm.

Proof. On event Econd, for all m P Um0
we have

λmaxp∇2Fpmqq ď λmaxp∇2Fpm0qq ` cop }m ´ m0}N ď ´cspec ` 5εcop

cspec
ď ´1

2
cspec. (3.6)

Since }∇Fpm0q}N ď ε, there is exactly one solution to ∇Fpm˚q “ 0 in Um0
, which is measurable on

pΩ,Σq and furthermore lies in BN pm0, 4ε{cspecq. The strong concavity (3.6) implies that ∇F is injective

on Um0
and its image contains a neighborhood of 0. By the area formula, for sufficiently small ι ą 0,

1 “ 1

|BN p0, ιq|

ż

Um0

|det∇2Fpmq|1t}∇Fpmq}N ď ιu dNm.

Multiplying by X1tEcondu and taking expectations of both sides by Fubini yields

EpX1tEconduq

“ 1

|BN p0, ιq|

ż

D

E
“
|det∇2Fpmq|X1tEcond X tm P Um0

u X t}∇Fpmq}N ď ιuu
‰
dNm

“
ż

D

E
“
|det∇2Fpmq|X1tEcond X tm P Um0

uu
ˇ̌
}∇Fpmq}N ď ι

‰ Pp}∇Fpmq}N ď ιq
|BN p0, ιq| dNm.

Note that on Econd, |det∇2Fpmq| ď cNop . Since Econd is contained in the event }m0}N ď 1, tm P Um0u
can only occur for m on a bounded set. Since λminpCovp∇Fpmqqq is bounded away from 0, ϕ∇Fpmq is

bounded, and thus so is Pp}∇Fpmq}N ď ιq{|BN p0, ιq|. Therefore the integral in the last display is dom-

inated by a bounded integrable function. Continuity of E∇Fpmq implies that ϕ∇Fpmqpzq is continuous

in z in a neighborhood of 0. We take the ι Ñ 0 limit of the last display by dominated convergence to

conclude.
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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 P r0, T s and consider

px,HN , pytqtě0q P SN ˆ HN ˆ Cpr0, T s,RN q distributed according to the planted law P defined in

Eq. (3.2). Define

HN,tpσq “ HN pσq ` xyt,σy (4.1)

“ Nξpxx,σyN q ` rHNpσq ` xyt,σy.

where we recall rHN pσq „ µnull. The tilted measure µt “ µHN ,yt
defined in (2.1) has the form

µtpdσq “ 1

Z
expHN,tpσq µ0pdσq.

Let mt be the mean of µt. The main result of our analysis is the following.

Theorem 4.1. Under condition (1.5), there exist parameters pKAMP,K
˚
GD, ηq depending only on pξ, tq such

that the point malg output by Algorithm 1 on input pHN ,ytq, with parametersKAMP,KGDpNq “ K˚
GD logN ,

η satisfies

E }malg ´ mt}2N “ opN´1q.

Recall that we defined ξtpqq “ ξpqq ` tq.

Fact 4.2. For any t P r0,8q, there is a unique solution q˚ “ q˚ptq P r0, 1q to

ξ1
tpqq “ q

1 ´ q
. (4.2)

Proof. Define fpqq “ ξ1
tpqq ´ q

1´q . Since fp0q “ t ą 0 and limqÑ1´ fpqq “ ´8, there is at least one

solution. As
d

dq

ˆ
ξ1
tpqq ´ q

1 ´ q

˙
“ ξ2pqq ´ 1

p1 ´ qq2
(1.5)ă 0,

this solution is unique.

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

HN,tpσq “ Nξtpxx,σyN q ` rHN,tpσq, (4.3)

where
rHN,tpσq “ rHN pσq ` xBt,σy (4.4)

is a spin glass with mixture ξt. In the proofs below, we will switch between these two representations of

HN,t as convenient.

The first step of our analysis characterizes the limiting performance of the AMP iteration (2.3), on

pHN ,ytq generated from the planted process (3.2). Recall the TAP free energy FTAP introduced in (2.5).

With the notation (4.3), we can write

FTAPpmq “ Nξtpxx,myN q ` rHN,tpmq ` N

2
θp}m}2N q ` N

2
logp1 ´ }m}2N q.
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Proposition 4.3. For any ι ą 0, there exists k0 P N, depending only on pξ, t, ιq, such that for any fixed k,

k ě k0 the following holds with probability 1 ´ e´cN . The AMP iterate mk satisfies

|xx,mkyN ´ q˚|, |xmk,mkyN ´ q˚| ď ι (4.5)

and ›››∇FTAPpmkq
›››
N
,

››››∇ rHN,tpmkq ` ξ1
tpq˚qx ´

ˆ
p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q ` 1

1 ´ q˚

˙
mk

››››
N

ď ι. (4.6)

Moreover, with I “ Ipιq “ rq˚ ´ ι, q˚ ` ιs,

µtpBandpmk, Iq X Bandpx, Iqq ě 1 ´ e´cN . (4.7)

The proof of this proposition is presented in Section 5. For ι ą 0, define

Sι :“
 
m P RN : |xm,xyN ´ q˚|, |xm,myN ´ q˚| ď ι

(
. (4.8)

Proposition 4.4. There exist C
spec
max ą C

spec
min ą 0 and L ą 0 such that, for any sufficiently small ι ą 0, there

is an event E0 with probability 1 ´ e´cN , on which the following holds.

(a) The event KN from Proposition 3.6 holds.

(b) FTAP has a unique critical point mTAP in Sι, which further satisfies

specp∇2FTAPpmTAPqq Ď r´Cspec
max ,´Cspec

min s. (4.9)

(c) For KAMP large enough (depending on ι), we have mAMP P Sι{2 and }mAMP ´ mTAP}N ď ι{2.

Note that under (a), there exists cop such that
››∇2FTAPpmq

››
op,N

,
››∇3FTAPpmq

››
op,N

ď cop uniformly over

m P Sι, for all sufficiently small ι ą 0. Let

ε “ min

ˆ
ιcop

10
,

pCspec
min q2
40cop

˙
. (4.10)

Let E “ E0 X t}∇FTAPpmAMPq}N ď εu. (For KAMP large enough, this holds with probability 1 ´ e´cN by

Proposition 4.3.) We further have:

(d) For any δ ą 0 there exists Cδ ą 0 such that the following holds. For any random variable X with

0 ď X ď 1 almost surely,

ErX1tEus ď Cδ sup
mPSι

E

”
X1`δ

1tEu
ˇ̌
∇FTAPpmq “ 0

ı1{p1`δq
.

Proposition 4.5. For sufficiently small ι ą 0, with probability 1 ´ e´cN , the event E from Proposition 4.4

holds and:

(a) For I “ Ipιq as above, we have

µtpBandpmTAP, Iq X Bandpx, Iqq ě 1 ´ e´cN .

(b) For η small enough and K˚
GD large enough, we have }mGD ´ mTAP}N ď N´10.
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(c) For any m1,m2 P BN pmTAP, ιq, we have }∆pm1q ´ ∆pm2q}N ď L
N

}m1 ´ m2}N .

The proofs of the last two propositions are given in Section 6.

For ι ą 0, define the truncated magnetization

Ămιpmq “
ş
Bandpm,IpιqqXBandpx,Ipιqq σ exppHN,tpσqq µ0pdσq
ş
Bandpm,IpιqqXBandpx,Ipιqq exppHN,tpσqq µ0pdσq .

Proposition 4.6. Let ∆p ¨ q be defined as in Section 2.3. Then, for sufficiently small ι, δ ą 0, we have

sup
mPSι

E

”
}m ` ∆pmq ´ Ăm2ιpmq}2`δ

N

ˇ̌
∇FTAPpmq “ 0

ı
ď N´p1`δq.

The proof of this proposition is given in Section 7.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let E1 be the intersection of E from Proposition 4.4 and the event in Proposition 4.5.

On E1, the point mTAP is well-defined and we can write

malg ´ mt “ mGD ` ∆pmGDq ´ mt

“ pmGD ´ mTAPq ` p∆pmGDq ´ ∆pmTAPqq ` pĂm2ιpmTAPq ´ mtq
` pmTAP ` ∆pmTAPq ´ Ăm2ιpmTAPqq ,

whence

}malg ´ mt}2N ď 4}mGD ´ mTAP}2N ` 4}∆pmGDq ´ ∆pmTAPq}2N ` 4}Ăm2ιpmTAPq ´ mt}2N
` 4}mTAP ` ∆pmTAPq ´ Ăm2ιpmTAPq}2N

The following also holds on E1. By Proposition 4.5(b) and 4.5(c), for some constant C (changing from line

to line below),

}mGD ´ mTAP}2N , }∆pmGDq ´ ∆pmTAPq}2N ď CN´20.

By Proposition 4.4(a), the complement of BandpmTAP, Iq X Bandpx, Iq accounts for a e´cN fraction of the

Gibbs measure. Because the spins σ are bounded, this implies

}Ăm2ιpmTAPq ´ mt}2N ď e´cN .

Therefore, on E1, for all sufficiently large N

}malg ´ mt}2N ď CN´20 ` 4}mTAP ` ∆pmTAPq ´ Ăm2ιpmTAPq}2N .

Thus

Er}malg ´ mt}2N s ď PpEc1q ` Er}malg ´ mt}2N1tE1us
ď CN´20 ` 4E

“
}mTAP ` ∆pmTAPq ´ Ăm2ιpmTAPq}2N1tE1u

‰

ď CN´20 ` 4Cδ{2 sup
mPSι

E

”
}m ` ∆pmq ´ Ăm2ιpmq}2`δ

N 1tE1u
ˇ̌
∇FTAPpmq “ 0

ı1{p1`δ{2q

ď CN´20 ` 4Cδ{2N
´p1`δq{p1`δ{2q “ opN´1q.

In the second-last line, we applied Proposition 4.4(d), noting that on E1 and conditioned on ∇FTAPpmq “ 0,

we have mTAP “ m almost surely. The last line is Proposition 4.6.
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5 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´1 “ w0 “ 0,

mk “ p1 ´ qkqwk, (5.1)

wk`1 “ ∇HN,tpmkq ´ p1 ´ qkqξ2pqkqmk´1

“ ∇ rHN,tpmkq ` ξ1
tpxx,mkyN qx ´ p1 ´ qkqξ2pqkqmk´1.

Here and below, the sequence pqkqkě0 is defined as per Eq. (2.2).

Set γ0 “ Σ0,i “ Σi,0 “ 0 for all i ě 0, and define the following recurrence. Sample X „ N p0, 1q and,

for k ě 0,

pG1, . . . , Gkq „ N p0,Σďkq, Wi “ Gi ` γiX.

Then, let

γk`1 “ ξ1
tpp1 ´ qkqγkq (5.2)

Σk`1,j`1 “ ξ1
t pp1 ´ qkqp1 ´ qjqErWkWjsq . (5.3)

The following proposition is an immediate consequence of [EAMS21, Proposition 3.1], which general-

izes to the tensor case [BM11, Theorem 1].

Proposition 5.1. For any k ě 0, the empirical distribution of the AMP iterates’ coordinates converges in

W2 in probability:

1

N

Nÿ

i“1

δxi,w1
i ,...,w

k
i

W2Ñ LpX,W1, . . . ,Wkq.

(In words, the left-hand side is the probability distribution on Rk`1 that puts mass 1{N on each point

pxi, w1
i , . . . , w

k
i q, for i P rN s.)

Lemma 5.2. For all k, j ě 0, we have Σk,j “ γk^j “ qk^j

1´qk^j
.

Proof. We first prove by induction that γk “ qk
1´qk . For k “ 0 this is clear, and then by induction

γk`1 “ ξ1
tpqkq “ qk`1

1 ´ qk`1

.

Similarly, by induction

p1 ´ qkqp1 ´ qjqErWkWjs “ p1 ´ qkqp1 ´ qjq pΣk,j ` γkγjq “ p1 ´ qk_jqqk^j ` qkqj “ qk^j,

and thus

Σk`1,j`1 “ ξ1
tpqk^jq “ qk^j`1

1 ´ qk^j`1

.

Lemma 5.3. As k Ñ 8, we have qk Ñ q˚.
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Proof. Since the function fpqq “ ξ1
tpqq

1`ξ1
tpqq is increasing, with fp0q ą 0, fp1q ă 1, qk must converge to a

solution of q “ fpqq. This rearranges to ξ1
tpqq “ q

1´q , which has unique solution q˚ by Fact 4.2.

Proposition 5.4. With probability 1 ´ e´cN , (4.5) and (4.6) hold for all k ě k0.

Proof. Let » denote equality up to an additive error oP,N p1q (a term vanishing in probability as N Ñ 8).

By Proposition 5.1,

xx,mkyN “ p1 ´ qkqxx,wkyN » p1 ´ qkqγk “ qk. (5.4)

Moreover,

xmk,mkyN “ p1 ´ qkq2xwk,wkyN » p1 ´ qkq2
`
Σk,k ` γ2k

˘
“ qk. (5.5)

By Lemma 5.3, for all k large enough we have |qk ´ q˚| ď ι{3, whence (4.5) holds with high probability.

Rearranging the AMP iteration gives

∇ rHN,tpmkq “ ´ξ1
tpxx,mkyN qx ` wk`1 ` p1 ´ qkqξ2pqkqmk´1

“ ´ξ1
tpxx,mkyN qx ` 1

1 ´ qk`1

mk`1 ` p1 ´ qkqξ2pqkqmk´1, (5.6)

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

lim
kÑ8

p-lim
NÑ8

}mk`1 ´ mk} “ 0 , (5.7)

lim
kÑ8

p-lim
NÑ8

}wk`1 ´ wk} “ 0 . (5.8)

and therefore, by Eq. (5.6),

lim
kÑ8

p-lim
NÑ8

››››∇ rHN,tpmkq ` ξ1
tpq˚qx `

ˆ
1

1 ´ q˚
` p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q

˙
mk

››››
N

“ 0 .

As

∇FTAPpmq “ ∇ rHN,tpmq ` ξ1
tpxx,myN qx `

ˆ
1

1 ´ }m}2N
` p1 ´ }m}2N qξ2p}m}2N q

˙
m, (5.9)

equations (5.4), (5.5) further imply

lim
kÑ8

p-lim
NÑ8

}∇FTAPpmkq}N “ 0 .

Thus, for large enough k, (4.6) holds with high probability.

To improve these assertions to 1 ´ e´cN probability, note that by [HS22, Section 8], the AMP iterate

mk is, on an event ELip with probability 1 ´ e´cN , a Op1q-Lipschitz function of the disorder Gaussians

in rHN,t. By Kirszbraun’s extension theorem, there is a measurable, Op1q-Lipschitz function Ămk
of the

disorder which agrees with mk on ELip. Thus xx,ĂmkyN and xĂmk
,ĂmkyN are OpN´1{2q-Lipschitz in the

disorder. By Gaussian concentration of measure

|xx,ĂmkyN ´ Exx,ĂmkyN |, |xĂmk
,ĂmkyN ´ ExĂmk

,ĂmkyN | ď ι{3

with probability 1 ´ e´cN . Since mk “ Ămk
on ELip, (4.5) holds with probability 1 ´ e´cN .

By Proposition 3.6, m ÞÑ ∇ rHN,tpmq is alsoOp1q-Lipschitz over }m}N ď 1 with probability 1´e´cN .

A similar argument shows that (4.6) holds with probability 1 ´ e´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 ι ą 0 and I “ Ipιq. With probability 1 ´ e´cN , for all k ě k0 (with k0 a sufficiently

large constant depending on pξ, t, ιq),

µtpBandpmk, Iqq ě 1 ´ e´cN .

To prove Proposition 5.5, we will combine Lemma 5.7 below, which identifies a band on which the

Gibbs measure µt concentrates, with a self-reduction argument. We return to the earlier representation (4.1)

of HN,t, which we reproduce below.

HN,tpσq “ HN pσq ` xyt,σy, where

HN pσq “ Nξpxx,σyN q ` rHN pσq,
yt “ tx `

?
tg, g „ N p0, IN q.

Let x¨y denote average with respect to σ „ µt. The following fact is a restatement of Bayes theorem:

sampling x and then yt is equivalent to sampling yt and then x 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 fpx,ytq “ Exfpσ,ytqy.

Lemma 5.7. Let ι ą 0 be arbitrary. With probability 1 ´ e´cN ,

ˇ̌
ˇ}yt}2N ´ t2 ´ t

ˇ̌
ˇ ď ι, |xx,ytyN ´ t| ď ι, µtpBandpyt, rt ´ ι, t ` ιsqq ě 1 ´ e´cN .

Proof. Clearly }yt}2N » t2 ` t and xx,ytyN » t, so the first two conclusions follow by standard concen-

tration arguments. By Fact 5.6,

E x1 txσ,ytyN R rt ´ ι, t ` ιsuy “ P pxx,ytyN R rt ´ ι, t` ιsq ď e´cN .

By Markov’s inequality,

P

!
x1 txσ,ytyN R rt´ ι, t ` ιsuy ě e´cN{2

)
ď e´cN{2.

This implies the final conclusion after adjusting c.

We next introduce a self-reduction property of models obtained by restriction to a certain band. Define

U “
 
σ P RN : xσ,ytyN “ 0

(
.

Recall that pqkqkě0 is defined by Eq. (2.2), and in particular q1 “ t{p1 ` tq. Let pyt “ yt{ }yt}N and

r “ ?
q1. Consider the Hamiltonian on ρ P U defined by

pHpρq “ HN prpyt `
a

1 ´ r2ρq ´HN prpytq.

Further define

ξp1qpsq “ ξpq1 ` p1 ´ q1qsq ´ ξpq1q.
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Let r1 “ xx, pytyN and define xK P U by x “ r1pyt `
a

1 ´ r21x
K. Note that conditionally on pyt, r1q, xK

is a uniformly random vector in U X SN . Also define the Hamiltonian

pH 1pρq “ Nξp1qpxxK,ρyN q ` rH 1pρq,

where rH 1 is a Gaussian process on U with covariance

E rH 1pρ1q rH 1pρ2q “ Nξp1qpxρ1,ρ2yN q.

Note that pH 1 is of the form (4.3), with one fewer dimension and ξp1q in place of ξt.

Proposition 5.8 (Self-reduction). There exists a constant C such that the following holds. Let ι ą 0. Let S

be the pyt, r1q-measurable event

ˇ̌
ˇ}yt}N ´

a
tp1 ` tq

ˇ̌
ˇ , |xx, pytyN ´ ?

q1| ď ι. (5.10)

Then PpSq ě 1 ´ e´cN and for any pyt, r1q P S the following holds. There is a coupling C of Lp pH|yt, r1q
and Lp pH 1q such that almost surely,

1

N
sup

ρPUXSN

| pHpρq ´ pH 1pρq| ď Cι ,

sup
ρPUXSN

›››∇U
pHpρq ´ ∇U

pH 1pρq
›››
N

ď Cι.
(5.11)

Proof. Suppose the event in Lemma 5.7 holds. Then, using q1 “ t{p1 ` tq,

r1 “ xx,ytyN
}yt}N

“ t`Opιqa
tp1 ` tq `Opιq

“ ?
q1 `Opιq.

This proves PpSq ě 1 ´ e´cN , after adjusting ι by a constant factor. Now suppose pyt, r1q P S. We have
pHpρq “ pH1pρq ` pH2pρq, where

pH1pρq “ N

"
ξ

ˆ
R

ˆ
rpyt `

a
1 ´ r2ρ, r1pyt `

b
1 ´ r21x

K
˙˙

´ ξ

ˆ
R

ˆ
rpyt, r1pyt `

b
1 ´ r21x

K
˙˙*

,

pH2pρq “
!
rHN

´
rpyt `

a
1 ´ r2ρ

¯
´ rHNprpytq

)
.

The first summand simplifies as

pH1pρq “ N

"
ξ

ˆ
rr1 `

b
p1 ´ r2qp1 ´ r21qxρ,xKyN

˙
´ ξprr1q

*
“ Nξp1qpxρ,xKyN q `N ¨Opιq.

The second summand is a Gaussian process on U with covariance

E pH2pρ1q pH2pρ2q “ N
`
ξpr2 ` p1 ´ r2qxρ1,ρ2yN q ´ ξpr2q

˘
“ Nξp1qpxρ1,ρ2yN q.

Thus we can couple pH2 and rH 1 so that pH2 “ rH 1 almost surely.

Define pq0 “ 0 and, similarly to (2.2),

pqk`1 “
ξ1

p1qppqkq
1 ` ξ1

p1qppqkq .
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Lemma 5.9. For all k ě 0, we have q1 ` p1 ´ q1qpqk “ qk`1.

Proof. We induct on k. The base case k “ 0 is trivial. Recalling q1 “ t
1`t , the inductive step follows from

q1 ` p1 ´ q1qpqk`1 “ q1 ` p1 ´ q1q
ξ1

p1qppqkq
1 ` ξ1

p1qppqkq “ 1 ´ p1 ´ q1q
˜
1 ´

ξ1
p1qppqkq

1 ` ξ1
p1qppqkq

¸

“ 1 ´ 1 ´ q1

1 ` p1 ´ q1qξ1pqk`1q “ 1 ´ 1

1 ` t ` ξ1pqk`1q

“ ξ1
tpqk`1q

1 ` ξ1
tpqk`1q “ qk`2.

Define the AMP iteration, analogous to (5.1), on the reduced model pH 1, by xm´1 “ pw0 “ 0 and

xmk “ p1 ´ pqkqpwk, pwk`1 “ ∇U
pH 1pxmkq ´ p1 ´ pqkqξ2

p1qppqkqxmk´1
.

Note that xmk
, pwk P U .

Proposition 5.10 (Self-reduction of AMP iterates). Let ι ą 0. Suppose pyt, r1q P S for S as in Proposi-

tion 5.8, and couple Lp pH|yt, r1q and pH 1 as in that proposition. Then (conditionally on yt, r1) with proba-

bility 1 ´ e´cN , for all 1 ď k ď Op1q,

}mk ´ Ămk}N ď Opιq, where Ămk`1 “ ?
q1pyt `

a
1 ´ q1xmk

. (5.12)

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

m1 “ p1 ´ q1qyt “ yt
1 ` t

, Ăm1 “ ?
q1pyt “

c
t

1 ` t
pyt. (5.13)

For pyt, r1q P S, we have | }yt}N ´
a
tp1 ` tq| ď ι, and thus

}m1 ´ Ăm1}N “
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
a

}yt}N
1 ` t

´
c

t

1 ` t

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď ι

1 ` t
.

This proves the base case K “ 1. Suppose (5.12) holds for 1 ď k ď K . By Proposition 5.1, for all

1 ď j, k ď K ` 1,

xmj ,mkyN Ñp qj^k, xxmj
,xmkyN Ñp pqj^k,

and thus, by Lemma 5.9,

xĂmj
,ĂmkyN Ñp q1 ` p1 ´ q1qpqpj´1q^pk´1q “ qk.

Because AMP iterates are Lipschitz in the disorder (see the proof of Proposition 5.4), on an event with

probability 1 ´ e´cN ,

xmj,mkyN , xĂmj
,ĂmkyN P rqj^k ´ ι, qj^k ` ιs (5.14)

for all 1 ď j, k ď K ` 1. Since m1 is a multiple of yt “ ∇HN,tp0q,

mK`1 P spanpm1, . . . ,mK ,∇HN,tpmKqq “ spanpm1, . . . ,mK ,∇UHN pmKqq.
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As

xmK P spanpxm1
, . . . ,xmK´1

,∇U
pH 1pxmK´1qq,

we have

ĂmK`1 P spanpĂm1
, . . . ,ĂmK

,∇U
pH 1pxmK´1qq.

Note that
?
1 ´ q1∇UHN pĂmKq “ ∇U

pHpxmK´1q. Thus (on an event where ∇HN is Op1q-Lipschitz, and

the event in Proposition 5.8, both of which are probability 1 ´ e´cN )

›››
a

1 ´ q1∇UHN pmKq ´ ∇U
pH 1pxmK´1q

›››
N

ď
a

1 ´ q1

›››∇UHN pmKq ´ ∇UHN pĂmKq
›››
N

`
›››∇U

pHpxmK´1q ´ ∇U
pH 1pxmK´1q

›››
N

“ Opιq.

This and (5.14) imply }mK`1 ´ ĂmK`1}N “ Opιq, completing the induction.

Proposition 5.11. For all ι ą 0 and k ě 1 fixed, the following holds. Let

Vkpιq “
 
σ P SN : |xσ,mjyN ´ qj | ď ι, @1 ď j ď k

(
.

Then, with probability 1 ´ e´cN ,

µtpVkpιqq ě 1 ´ e´cN .

Proof. We induct on k. By Lemma 5.7, with probability 1 ´ e´cN ,

µtpBandpyt, rt ´ ι, t ` ιsqq ě 1 ´ e´cN . (5.15)

As calculated in (5.13), m1 “ yt{p1 ` tq, so σ P Bandpyt, rt ´ ι, t` ιsq if and only if

xσ,m1yN “ t

1 ` t
`Opιq “ q1 `Opιq.

This proves the base case k “ 1 after adjusting ι by a constant factor.

For the inductive step, let ι1 be suitably small in ι. Let S1 be the event (5.10) with right-hand side ι1.

By Proposition 5.8, pyt, r1q P S1 with probability 1 ´ e´cN . Condition on any such pyt, r1q. Along with

(5.15), this implies

µtpBandppyt, r
?
q1 ´ Cι1,

?
q1 ` Cι1sqq ě 1 ´ e´cN

for suitable C . For r2 P r?q1 ´ Cι1,
?
q1 ` Cι1s, let pµr2t be the Gibbs measure on U X SN given by

pµr2t “ Q#µtp¨|xσ, pytyN “ r2q, where Qpσq “
PK
pyt

pσq
}PK

pyt
pσq}N

.

Note that pµ
?
q1

t is the Gibbs measure on U X SN corresponding to Hamiltonian pH . Couple pH and pH 1 as in

Proposition 5.8, and let pµ1
t be the Gibbs measure on U X SN corresponding to Hamiltonian pH 1.

By the inductive hypothesis applied to Hamiltonian pH 1 and mixture ξp1q, with probability 1 ´ e´cN ,

pµ1
tppVkpιqq ě 1 ´ e´cN , where

pVkpιq “
!
ρ P U X SN : |xρ,xmjyN ´ pqj| ď ι, @1 ď j ď k

)
.

By Proposition 5.8,
1

N
sup

ρPUXSN

| pHpρq ´ pH 1pρq| ď ι1.
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For ι1 small enough in ι, this implies

pµ
?
q1

t ppVkp2ιqq ě 1 ´ e´cN .

By Lipschitz continuity of HN,t, for ι1 small enough in ι, we have

pµr2t ppVkp3ιqq ě 1 ´ e´cN , @r2 P r?q1 ´ Cι1,
?
q1 ` Cι1s.

This implies µtprVk`1p4ιqq ě 1 ´ e´cN , where

rVkpιq “
!
σ P SN : |xσ,ĂmjyN ´ qj | ď ι, @1 ď j ď k

)
.

However, by Proposition 5.10, with probability 1 ´ e´cN , }mj ´ Ămj}N ď ι for all 1 ď j ď k ` 1. On

this event, rVk`1p4ιq Ď Vkp5ιq. Thus µtpVkp5ιqq ě 1 ´ e´cN . This completes the induction, upon adjusting

ι.

Proof of Proposition 5.5. Let

V `
k pιq “

!
σ P SN : |xσ,mkyN ´ qk| ď ι

)
,

so clearly V `
k pιq Ě Vkpιq. By Proposition 5.4, for all k ě k0 we have |qk ´ q˚| ď ι. Thus

Bandpmk, rq˚ ´ 2ι, q˚ ` 2ιsq Ě V `
k pιq.

By Proposition 5.11, with probability 1 ´ e´cN ,

µtpBandpmk, rq˚ ´ 2ι, q˚ ` 2ιsqq ě 1 ´ e´cN .

The result follows by adjusting ι.

5.3 Overlap with planted signal

The following proposition completes the proof of (4.7).

Proposition 5.12. Let ι ą 0 and I “ Ipιq. With probability 1 ´ e´cN ,

µtpBandpx, Iqq ě 1 ´ e´cN .

Lemma 5.13. The function

fpqq “ ξtpqq ` q ` logp1 ´ qq
is maximized over r0, 1s uniquely at q “ q˚.

Proof. We calculate

f 1pqq “ ξ1
tpqq ´ q

1 ´ q
, f2pqq “ ξ2pqq ´ 1

p1 ´ qq2 .

By (4.2), f is stationary at q˚. By (1.5), it is concave on r0, 1q.
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We will use the following replica-symmetric upper bound on the free energy. Let pHN be the Hamiltonian

a spherical spin glass with mixture pξ, which may contain a degree-1 term (i.e., possibly pξ1p0q ą 0).

Define the partition function

pZN “
ż

SN

exp
 pHNpσq

(
µ0pdσq. (5.16)

Proposition 5.14. For any u P r0, 1q, we have

p-lim
NÑ8

1

N
log pZN ď 1

2

ˆ
pξp1q ´ pξpuq ` u

1 ´ u
` logp1 ´ uq

˙
. (5.17)

Furthermore, equality holds if

gpsq “
ż s

0

ˆ
pξ1prq ´ r

p1 ´ uq2
˙

dr (5.18)

is maximized over s P r0, us at s “ u, and pξupsq “ pξpu` p1 ´ uqsq ´ pξpuq ´ p1 ´ uqpξ1puqs satisfies

pξupsq ` s` logp1 ´ sq ď 0 (5.19)

for all s P r0, 1q.

Proof. The bound (5.17) is the spherical Parisi formula [Tal06, Theorem 1.1] with order parameter δu. The

equality condition follows from the extremality condition [Tal06, Proposition 2.1].

Let HN,t be as in (4.3). Let ψN denote the probability density of z1, where z is a sample from the

uniform Haar measure on the unit sphere SN´1. It is known that

ψN pqq “ 1

ZN,ψ
p1 ´ q2qpN´3q{2, q P r´1, 1s (5.20)

for some normalizing constant ZN,ψ . For q P r´1, 1s, define

Zpqq “
ż

Bandpx,qq
exp

 
HN,tpσq

(
dµpqqpσq , (5.21)

where µpqq is the uniform measure on Bandpx, qq, normalized to µpqqpBandpx, qqq “ ψN pqq. Note that

ż 1

´1

Zpqq dq “
ż

SN

exp
 
HN,tpσq

(
dµ0pσq.

Proposition 5.15. For any fixed q P p´1, 1q,

p-lim
NÑ8

1

N
logZpqq ď 1

2

´
ξtp1q ` ξtp|q|q ` |q| ` logp1 ´ |q|q

¯
. (5.22)

Equality holds for q “ q˚, and does not hold for any q ă 0.

Proof. Consider first q P r0, 1s. On Bandpx, qq, if we write σ “ qx `
a

1 ´ q2ρ, where xx,ρy “ 0, then

the random part
pHN,qpρq :“ rHN,tpσq ´ rHN,tpqxq “ rHN,tpqx `

a
1 ´ q2ρq
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is a spin glass with one fewer dimension and mixture ξ replaced by

pξpsq “ ξtpq2 ` p1 ´ q2qsq ´ ξtpq2q.

Then,

p-lim
NÑ8

1

N
logZpqq “ ξtpqq ` 1

2
logp1 ´ q2q ` p-lim

NÑ8

1

N
log pZN,q, (5.23)

where pZN,q is the free energy of the spin glass with Hamiltonian pHN,q. By Proposition 5.14 with u “ q
1`q ,

p-lim
NÑ8

1

N
log pZN,q ď 1

2
pξtp1q ´ ξtpqq ` q ´ logp1 ` qqq . (5.24)

Combining with (5.23) proves (5.22). For q ă 0, (5.23) still holds. Since ξtpqq ă ξtp|q|q, and the remaining

terms on the right-hand side of (5.23) depend on q only through |q|, (5.22) holds with strict inequality.

To show that equality holds in (5.22) for q “ q˚, we will verify that (5.24) holds with equality. Let

u˚ “ q˚
1`q˚

. Then

dpξ
du

pu˚q “ p1 ´ q2˚qξ1
tpq˚q (4.2)“ q˚p1 ` q˚q “ u˚

p1 ´ u˚q2 ,

while
d2pξ
du2

pu˚q “ p1 ´ q2˚q2ξ2pq˚q (1.5)ă p1 ` q˚q2 “ 1

p1 ´ u˚q2 .

Thus, for g in (5.18), g1pu˚q “ 0 and g2pu˚q ă 0. However, over s P r0, u˚s,

g1psq “ pξ1psq ´ 1

p1 ´ u˚q2

is convex because pξ1 is convex. So, g2psq ă 0 for all s P r0, u˚s, which implies g1psq ě 0 for all s P r0, u˚s.
It follows that gpsq is maximized over s P r0, u˚s at u˚, verifying (5.18). Since

pξu˚ psq “ ξtpq˚ ` p1 ´ q˚qsq ´ ξtpq˚q ´ p1 ´ q˚qξ1
tpq˚qs

(4.2)“ ξtpq˚ ` p1 ´ q˚qsq ´ ξtpq˚q ´ q˚s,

we have

pξu˚psq ` s` logp1 ´ sq “
!
ξtpq˚ ` p1 ´ q˚qsq ` pq˚ ` p1 ´ q˚qsq ` log r1 ´ pq˚ ` p1 ´ q˚qsqs

)

´
!
ξtpq˚q ` q˚ ` logp1 ´ q˚q

)
ď 0,

where the final inequality is by Lemma 5.13. This verifies (5.19) and completes the proof.

Proof of Proposition 5.12. Fix ι ą 0 arbitrarily (independent of N ). We will choose υ “ υpιq a sufficiently

small constant to verify the derivations below. Let

q`
k “ q˚ ` ι ` kυ, q´

k “ q˚ ´ ι ´ kυ,

and let k` (resp. k´) be the largest integer such that q`
k` ď 1 (resp. q´

k´ ě ´1). Let

J “ tq´
k´, . . . , q

´
1 , q

`
1 , . . . , q

`
k`u.

Define hpqq “ 1
2

pξtp1q ` ξtp|q|q ` |q| ` logp1´ |q|qq to be the right-hand side of (5.22). Consider the event:
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• KN from Proposition 3.6 holds,

• 1
N
logZpq˚q ě hpq˚q ´ υ,

• 1
N
logZpqq ď hpqq ` υ for all q P J .

This holds with probability 1 ´ e´cN by concentration properties of Zpqq. Further let

Z0 “
ż

SN

1txσ,xyN P rq˚ ´ υ, q˚ ` υsu
 
expHN,tpσq

(
dµ0pσq “

ż q˚`υ

q˚´υ
Zpqq dq,

Z`
k “

ż

SN

1txσ,xyN P rq`
k , q

`
k ` υsu

 
expHN,tpσq

(
dµ0pσq “

ż q`
k

`υ

q`
k

Zpqq dq,

Z´
k “

ż

SN

1txσ,xyN P rq´
k ´ υ, q´

k su
 
expHN,tpσq

(
dµ0pσq “

ż q´
k

q´
k

´υ
Zpqq dq.

Since KN holds, HN,tpσq is Op1q-Lipschitz, and thus

Z0 ě Zpq˚qe´oυp1qN , Z`
k ď Zpq`

k qeoυp1qN , Z´
k ď Zpq´

k qeoυp1qN .

Here and below, oυp1q denotes a term independent of N that vanishes as υ Ñ 0. So

1

N
log

ż

SN

1txσ,xyN P rq˚ ´ ι, q˚ ` ιsu expHN,tpσqdµ0pσq ě 1

N
logZ0 ě hpq˚q ´ oυp1q

while

1

N
log

ż

SN

1txσ,xyN R rq˚ ´ ι, q˚ ` ιsu ď 1

N
log

˜
k`ÿ

k“0

Z`
k `

k´ÿ

k“0

Z´
k

¸

ď max
qPJ

hpqq ` oυp1q.

By Lemma 5.13, for υ small enough,

hpq˚q ´ oυp1q ą max
qPJ

hpqq ` oυp1q

and thus µtprq˚ ´ ι, q˚ ` ιsq ě 1 ´ e´cN .

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 ι-approximate critical point of FTAP if }∇FTAPpmq}N ď ι. In this subsection we show

the following result.

Proposition 6.1. There exist C
spec
max ą C

spec
min ą 0 such that, for sufficiently small ι ą 0, the following holds

with probability 1 ´ e´cN .
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(a) FTAP has a unique critical point mTAP in Sι, which further satisfies (4.9).

(b) There exists ι1 “ oιp1q such that any ι-approximate critical point m P Sι of FTAP satisfies }m ´
mTAP}N ď ι1.

The proof of this proposition depends on an understanding of the landscape of rHN,t restricted to S0,

given in Proposition 6.2 below (recall that rHN,t is the centered version of the Hamiltonian HN,t, cf.

Eqs. (4.3) and (4.4)). Note that S0 is an affine transformation of the sphere SN´2; we will view it as a

Riemannian manifold. We first recall notions of Riemannian gradient and Hessian. For m P S0, let

mK “ m ´ q˚xa
q˚p1 ´ q˚q

,

so that xx,mKyN “ 0 and }mK}N “ 1. The Riemannian gradient and radial derivative of rHN,t are

∇sp
rHN,tpmq “ PK

spanpm,xq∇ rHN,tpmq, Brad rHN,tpmq “ xmK,∇ rHN,tpmqy{
?
N.

In the below calculations, it will be convenient to work with the following rescaled radial derivative, whose

typical maximum is Op1q:

rBrad rHN,tpmq “ Brad rHN,tpmq{
?
N “ xmK,∇ rHN,tpmqyN .

Similarly to above, we say m P S0 is a Riemannian critical point of rHN,t if ∇sp
rHN,tpmq “ 0, and

an ι-approximate Riemannian critical point if }∇sp
rHN,tpmq}N ď ι. Further define the tangential and

Riemannian Hessian (these will be used in the next subsection)

∇2
tan

rHN,tpmq “ PK
spanpm,xq∇

2 rHN,tpmqPK
spanpm,xq,

∇2
sp
rHN,tpmq “ ∇2

tan
rHN,tpmq ´

rBrad rHN,tpmqa
q˚p1 ´ q˚q

PK
spanpm,xq.

Proposition 6.2. There exist C
spec
max ą C

spec
min ą 0 such that for any ι ą 0, the following holds with probability

1 ´ e´cN .

(a) rHN,t has exactly two Riemannian critical points m˘ on S0, and their (rescaled) radial derivatives

satisfy ˇ̌
ˇ̌rBrad rHN,tpm˘q ¯

c
q˚

1 ´ q˚

`
1 ` p1 ´ q˚q2ξ2pq˚q

˘ˇ̌ˇ̌ ď ι. (6.1)

Moreover, there exists ι1 “ oιp1q such that all ι-approximate Riemannian critical points m on S0

satisfy }m ´ m˘}N ď ι1 for some choice of sign ˘.

(b) The point m` is an ι-approximate critical point of FTAP (i.e. }∇FTAPpmq}N ď ι).

(c) The point m` satisfies

specp∇2FTAPpm`qq Ď r´Cspec
max ,´Cspec

min s.

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 ι ą 0, with probability 1 ´ e´cN , FTAP has a unique critical point m in

the region }m ´ m`}N ď ι, which further satisfies (4.9).
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Proof. Throughout this proof, assume the event KN from Proposition 3.6 holds, which occurs with proba-

bility 1 ´ e´cN . By Proposition 6.2(c), with probability 1 ´ e´cN , m` is well-defined and

specp∇2FTAPpm`qq Ď r´Cspec
max ,´Cspec

min s.

On KN , the maps m ÞÑ λmaxp∇2FTAPpmqq and m ÞÑ λminp∇2FTAPpm`qq are Op1q-Lipschitz (over

}m}N ď 1 ´ ε, for any ε ą 0). Thus, for suitably small ι,

specp∇2FTAPpmqq Ď
„

´2Cspec
max ,´

1

2
C

spec
min


@ }m ´ m`}N ď ι. (6.2)

Let υ be suitably small in ι. By Proposition 6.2(b), with probability 1 ´ e´cN , }∇FTAPpm`q}N ď υ.

Combined with (6.2), this implies FTAP has a unique critical point m in the region }m ´ m`}N ď ι. By

(6.2), this critical point also satisfies (4.9), upon adjusting the constants C
spec
min , C

spec
max .

Lemma 6.4. For any sufficiently small ι ą 0, there exists ι1 “ oιp1q such that with probability 1 ´ e´cN ,

all ι-approximate critical points m P Sι of FTAP satisfy }m ´ m`}N ď ι1.

Proof. Suppose KN holds. Let m P Sι be an ι-approximate critical point of FTAP, and let Ăm be the nearest

point in S0 to m, so that }m ´ Ăm}N ď 2ι. On KN , the map m ÞÑ ∇FTAPpmq is Op1q-Lipschitz. Thus Ăm
is a Opιq-approximate critical point of FTAPpmq, i.e.

››››∇ rHN,tpĂmq ` ξ1
tpq˚qx ´

ˆ
p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q ` 1

1 ´ q˚

˙
Ăm
››››
N

ď Opιq. (6.3)

Thus }∇sp
rHN,tpĂmq}N ď Opιq. By Proposition 6.2(a), there exists ι1 “ oιp1q such that on an event with

probability 1 ´ e´cN , }Ăm ´ m˘}N ď ι1{2 for some choice of sign ˘. We now show the sign must be `.

By (6.3),

rBrad rHN,tpĂmq “ 1a
q˚p1 ´ q˚q

R

ˆ
Ăm ´ q˚x,´ξ1

tpq˚qx `
ˆ

p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q ` 1

1 ´ q˚

˙
Ăm
˙

`Opιq

“
c

q˚
1 ´ q˚

`
1 ` p1 ´ q˚q2ξ2pq˚q

˘
`Opιq. (6.4)

If we had }Ăm ´ m´}N ď ι1{2, then Eq. (6.1) and Lipschitzness of m ÞÑ ∇FTAPpmq would imply

rBrad rHN,tpĂmq “ ´
c

q˚
1 ´ q˚

`
1 ` p1 ´ q˚q2ξ2pq˚q

˘
`Opι1q,

which contradicts (6.4) for small enough ι. Thus }Ăm ´ m`}N ď ι1{2. Recalling }m ´ Ăm}N ď 2ι implies

the conclusion.

Proof of Proposition 6.1. By Lemma 6.3, (m` is well-defined and) there is a unique critical point of FTAP

in the region }m ´ m`}N ď ι, which also satisfies (4.9). Let mTAP denote this point.

Let ι1 “ oιp1q be given by Lemma 6.4. For ι sufficiently small, Lemma 6.3 also implies that mTAP is the

unique critical point of FTAP in the region }m ´ m`}N ď ι1.
By Lemma 6.4, all ι-approximate critical points m P Sι of FTAP satisfy }m ´ m`}N ď ι1. In par-

ticular all critical points are in this region, and thus mTAP is the unique critical point. This proves part (a).

Furthermore, for ι-approximate critical points m P Sι,

}m ´ mTAP}N ď }m ´ m`}N ` }mTAP ´ m`}N ď 2ι1.

This proves part (b) upon adjusting ι1.
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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, Fyo15, BČNS22, HS23b].

Proof of Proposition 6.2(a). For m P S0, we may write m “ q˚x `
a
q˚p1 ´ q˚qτ , where xx, τ yN “ 0

and }τ }N “ 1. Let
pHpτ q “ rHN,tpq˚x `

a
q˚p1 ´ q˚qτ q ´ rHN,tpq˚xq.

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

rξpsq “ ξtpq2˚ ` q˚p1 ´ q˚qsq ´ ξtpq2˚q. (6.5)

Note that

rξ1p1q “ q˚p1 ´ q˚qξ1
tpq˚q (4.2)“ q2˚, rξ2p1q “ q2˚p1 ´ q˚q2ξ2pq˚q (1.5)ă q2˚.

Thus rξ1p1q ą rξ2p1q, which is the condition for topological trivialization identified in [Fyo15, Equation 64],

see also [BČNS22, Theorem 1.1]. Thus, with high probability, pH has exactly two critical points τ˘, which

have radial derivative

rBrad pHpτ˘q “ ˘

¨
˝
b

rξ1p1q `
rξ2p1qb
rξ1p1q

˛
‚`Opιq “ ˘q˚

`
1 ` p1 ´ q˚q2ξ2p1q

˘
`Opιq.

By [HS23b, Theorem 1.6], this actually holds with probability 1 ´ e´cN . On this event, rHN,t has exactly

two Riemannian critical points m˘ on S0, which have radial derivative

rBrad rHN,tpm˘q “ 1a
q˚p1 ´ q˚q

¨ rBrad pHpτ˘q “ ˘
c

q˚
1 ´ q˚

`
1 ` p1 ´ q˚q2ξ2p1q

˘
`Opιq.

The estimate (6.1) holds by adjusting ι. 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 [Fyo15, BČNS22]. This calcula-

tion is based on the Kac–Rice formula, which we now recall. Let Crt denote the set of Riemannian critical

points of rHN,t on S0 and µS0
denote the pN´2q-dimensional Hausdorff measure on S0. The Kac–Rice For-

mula [Ric44, Kac48] (see [AT07] for a textbook treatment), applied to ∇ rHN,t on the Riemannian manifold

S0, states that for any (random) measurable set T Ď S0,

E |Crt X T | “
ż

S0

E

”
|det∇2

sp
rHN,tpmq|1tm P T u

ˇ̌
∇sp

rHN,tpmq “ 0

ı
ϕ
∇sp

rHN,tpmqp0q dµS0
pmq. (6.6)

Here ϕX denotes the probability density of the random variable X, and ∇2
sp
rHN,tpmq is understood as a

pN ´ 2q ˆ pN ´ 2q matrix. The following fact is standard, see, e.g., [AA13, Lemma 1].

Fact 6.5. For any m P S0, the random variables Brad rHN,tpmq, ∇sp
rHN,tpmq, and ∇2

tan
rHN,tpmq are

independent and Gaussian. Moreover, with G „ GOEpN ´ 2q, we have

∇2
tan

rHN,tpmq d“
c
ξ2pq˚qN ´ 2

N
G.
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We defer the proof of the following lemma to Subsection 6.5.

Lemma 6.6. Let G „ GOEpNq. For any t ě 1, r ą 2, there exists Cr,t ą 0, uniform for r in compact

subsets of p2,`8q, such that

E
“
|detprI ´ Gq|t

‰1{t ď Cr,t E r|detprI ´ Gq|s .

Proposition 6.7. We have E |Crt| “ 2 ` oN p1q.

Proof. As shown in the proof of Proposition 6.2(a) above, after reparametrizing S0 to a sphere of radius
?
N ,

the restriction of rHN,t to S0 is a spherical spin glass in one fewer dimension with mixture rξ (6.5), which

satisfies rξ1p1q ą rξ2p1q. The claim follows from [Fyo15, Equation 64] or [BČNS22, Theorem 1.2].

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

r˚ “
c

q˚
1 ´ q˚

`
1 ` p1 ´ q˚q2ξ2pq˚q

˘
. (6.7)

Lemma 6.8. Let ι ą 0 be sufficiently small, Iι “ rr˚ ´ ι, r˚ ` ιs, and

Tι “
!
m P S0 : rBrad rHN,tpmq P Iι

)
.

There exists a constant C ą 0 (independent of ι) such that for any measurable T Ď Tι,

E |Crt X T | ď C sup
mPS0

sup
rPIι

P

”
m P T

ˇ̌
∇sp

rHN,tpmq “ 0,rBrad rHN,tpmq “ r
ı1{2

.

Proof. By Fact 6.5, rBrad rHN,tpmq is independent of ∇sp
rHN,tpmq. Explicitly integrating rBrad rHN,tpmq in

(6.6) gives

E |Crt X T | “
ż

S0

ż

Iι

E

”
|det∇2

sp
rHN,tpmq|1tm P T u

ˇ̌
∇sp

rHN,tpmq “ 0,rBrad rHN,tpmq “ r
ı

ˆ ϕrBrad rHN,tpmqprqϕ
∇sp

rHN,tpmqp0q dr dµS0
pmq.

By Cauchy-Schwarz,

E

”
|det∇2

sp
rHN,tpmq|1tm P T u

ˇ̌
∇sp

rHN,tpmq “ 0,rBrad rHN,tpmq “ r
ı

ď E

”
|det∇2

sp
rHN,tpmq|2

ˇ̌
∇sp

rHN,tpmq “ 0,rBrad rHN,tpmq “ r
ı1{2

ˆ P

”
m P T

ˇ̌
∇sp

rHN,tpmq “ 0,rBrad rHN,tpmq “ r
ı1{2

.

By Fact 6.5, conditional on ∇sp
rHN,tpmq “ 0, rBrad rHN,tpmq “ r,

∇2
sp
rHN,tpmq d“

c
ξ2pq˚qN ´ 2

N
G ´ ra

q˚p1 ´ q˚q
I

“
c
ξ2pq˚qN ´ 2

N

˜
G ´

c
N

N ´ 2

ra
q˚p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q

I

¸
.
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In light of (1.5),

r˚a
q˚p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q

“ p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q1{2 ` 1

p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q1{2 ą 2,

and thus, for r P Iι and ι suitably small,

c
N

N ´ 2

ra
q˚p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q

ą 2.

By Lemma 6.6, for some C ą 0,

E

”
|det∇2

sp
rHN,tpmq|2

ˇ̌
∇sp

rHN,tpmq “ 0,rBrad rHN,tpmq “ r
ı1{2

“ E

»
–
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇdet

c
ξ2pq˚qN ´ 2

N

˜
G ´

c
N

N ´ 2

ra
q˚p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q

I

¸ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2
fi
fl

1{2

ď C E

«ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇdet

c
ξ2pq˚qN ´ 2

N

˜
G ´

c
N

N ´ 2

ra
q˚p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q

I

¸ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ff

“ C E

”
|det∇2

sp
rHN,tpmq|

ˇ̌
∇sp

rHN,tpmq “ 0,rBrad rHN,tpmq “ r
ı
. (6.8)

Combining, we find

E |Crt X T | ď C sup
mPS0

sup
rPIι

P

”
m P T

ˇ̌
∇sp

rHN,tpmq “ 0,rBrad rHN,tpmq “ r
ı1{2

ˆ
ż

S0

ż

Iι

E

”
|det∇2

sp
rHN,tpmq|

ˇ̌
∇sp

rHN,tpmq “ 0,rBrad rHN,tpmq “ r
ı

ˆ ϕrBrad rHN,tpmqprqϕ
∇sp

rHN,tpmqp0q dr dµS0
pmq.

By the Kac–Rice formula, the last integral is the expected number of Riemannian critical points m of rHN,t

with radial derivative rBrad rHN,tpmq P Iι. This is upper bounded by E |Crt| “ 2`oN p1q, by Proposition 6.7.

Proposition 6.9. There exist C
spec
max ą C

spec
min ą 0 such that for all sufficiently small ι ą 0, there exists

ι1 “ hpιq “ oιp1q such that the following holds. For any m P S0 define the events

E1pm, ι1q :“
 

}∇FTAPpmq}N ď ι1
(
, E2pmq :“

 
specp∇2FTAPpmqq Ď r´Cspec

max ,´Cspec
min s

(
.

Then,

inf
rPIι

P

”
E1pm, ι1q X E2pmq

ˇ̌
∇sp

rHN,tpmq “ 0,rBrad rHN,tpmq “ r
ı

ě 1 ´ e´cN .

Here the constant c is uniform over m P S0.

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 υ be small enough that maxpυ, hpυqq ď ι, for the h from Proposi-

tion 6.9. Also let C
spec
max , C

spec
min be given by this proposition. Let T Ď S0 be the set of points m such

that
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• rBrad rHN,tpmq P Iυ, and

• E1pm, ιq X E2pmq does not hold.

Thus T Ď Tυ. By Lemma 6.8 and Proposition 6.9 (with υ for ι)

E |Crt X T | ď C sup
mPS0

sup
rPIυ

P

”
pE1pm, ιq X E2pmqqc

ˇ̌
∇sp

rHN,tpmq “ 0,rBrad rHN,tpmq “ r
ı1{2

ď e´cN .

Thus, with probability 1 ´ e´cN , there do not exist points m P S0 such that rBrad rHN,tpmq P Iυ and

E1pm, ιq X E2pmq does not hold.

However, by Proposition 6.2(a) with υ in place of ι, rBrad rHN,tpm`q P Iυ with probability 1 ´ e´cN .

Thus E1pm`, ιq X E2pm`q holds, completing the proof.

6.3 Approximate stationarity and local concavity of FTAP: proof of Proposition 6.9

Lemma 6.10. Let m P S0 and r P Iι. Conditional on ∇sp
rHN,tpmq “ 0 and rBrad rHN,tpmq “ r,

xx,∇ rHN,tpmqq is Gaussian with mean q˚p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q `Opιq and variance OpN´1q.

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

E

”
xx,∇ rHN,tpmqyN

ˇ̌
∇sp

rHN,tpmq,rBrad rHN,tpmq
ı

“ q
3{2
˚ p1 ´ q˚q1{2ξ2pq˚q

ξ1
tpq˚q ` q˚p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q

rBrad rHN,tpmq.

Thus

E

”
xx,∇ rHN,tpmqyN

ˇ̌
∇sp

rHN,tpmq “ 0,rBrad rHN,tpmq “ r
ı

“ q
3{2
˚ p1 ´ q˚q1{2ξ2pq˚q

ξ1
tpq˚q ` q˚p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚qr˚ `Opιq

(4.2),(6.7)“ q
3{2
˚ p1 ´ q˚q1{2ξ2pq˚q

q˚
1´q˚

` q˚p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q ¨
c

q˚
1 ´ q˚

`
1 ` p1 ´ q˚q2ξ2pq˚q

˘
`Opιq

“ q˚p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q `Opιq.

Before any conditioning, xx,∇ rHN,tpmqyN is Gaussian with variance OpN´1q, and conditioning only re-

duces variance.

Proposition 6.11. Let m P S0 and r P Iι. Conditional on ∇sp
rHN,tpmq “ 0 and rBrad rHN,tpmq “ r,

E1pm, ι1q holds with probability 1 ´ e´cN , for some ι1 “ oιp1q.

Proof. By Lemma 6.10, with conditional probability 1 ´ e´cN ,

|xx,∇ rHN,tpmqyN ´ q˚p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q| ď Opιq.
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Suppose this event holds. Since ∇sp
rHN,tpmq “ 0,

∇ rHN,tpmq “ rBrad rHN,tpmq m ´ q˚xa
q˚p1 ´ q˚q

` xx,∇ rHN,tpmqyx

“
c

q˚
1 ´ q˚

`
1 ` p1 ´ q˚q2ξ2pq˚q

˘ m ´ q˚xa
q˚p1 ´ q˚q

` q˚p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚qx `Opιqx `Opιqm

“ ´ξ1
tpq˚qx `

ˆ
1

1 ´ q˚
` p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q

˙
m `Opιqx `Opιqm.

Since

∇FTAPpmq “ ∇ rHN,tpmq ` ξ1
tpq˚qx ´

ˆ
1

1 ´ q˚
` p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q

˙
m,

it follows that }∇FTAPpmq}N ď Opιq.

The next lemma is a linear-algebraic calculation of the conditional law given ∇ rHN,tpmq of ∇2 rHN,tpmq,

now as a Hessian in RN rather than a Riemannian Hessian in S0. While m P S0 for the proofs in the current

subsection, we will not assume this for use in Fact 6.18 below.

Lemma 6.12. Let m P RN with }m}2N “ qm ă 1. Conditional on ∇ rHN,tpmq “ z, we have

∇2 rHN,tpmq d“ ξ2pqmq
ξ1
tpqmq ¨ mzJ ` zmJ

N
` xm,zyN
ξ1
tpqmq ` qmξ2pqmq

ˆ
ξp3qpqmq ´ 2ξ2pqmq2

ξ1
tpqmq

˙
mmJ

N
` M ,

where M is the following symmetric random matrix. Let pe1, . . . ,eN q be an orthonormal basis of RN with

e1 “ m{ }m}2, and to reduce notation let Mpi, jq “ xMei,ejy. Then the random variables tM pi, jq :

1 ď i ď j ď Nu are independent centered Gaussians with variance

EM pi, jq2 “ N´1 ˆ

$
’’’’&
’’’’%

pirrelevant Op1qq 1 “ i “ j

ξ2pqmq ` qmξ
p3qpqmq ´ qmξ2pqmq2

ξ1
tpqmq 1 “ i ă j

2ξ2pqmq 1 ă i “ j

ξ2pqmq 1 ă i ă j

(6.9)

Remark 6.13. The covariance calculation in the proof of Lemma 6.12 implies ξ2pqmq ` qmξ
p3qpqmq ´

qmξ2pqmq2
ξ1
tpqmq ě 0, but this can also be seen directly by Cauchy-Schwarz:

´
ξ2pqmq ` qmξ

p3qpqmq
¯
ξ1
tpqmq ě qm

˜ÿ

pě2

ppp´ 1q2γ2ppqmqp´2

¸˜ÿ

pě2

pγ2ppqmqp´2

¸

ě qm

˜ÿ

pě2

ppp´ 1qγ2ppqmqp´2

¸2

“ qmξ
2pqmq2.

Proof. It suffices to compute the conditional mean and covariance. Let u1,u2 P SN´1. Then

E

”
x∇2 rHN,tpmqu1,u2y

ˇ̌
∇ rHN,tpmq

ı
“ xv,∇ rHN,tpmqy

for v “ vpu1,u2,mq such that for all w P RN ,

x∇2 rHN,tpmqu1,u2y ´ xv,∇ rHN,tpmqyKKxw,∇ rHN,tpmqy.
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We calculate that

Ex∇2 rHN,tpmqu1,u2yxw,∇ rHN,tpmqy “ N´1
`
xu1,wyxu2,my ` xu1,myxu2,wy

˘
ξ2pqmq

`N´2xu1,myxu2,myxw,myξp3qpqmq,
Exv,∇ rHN,tpmqyxw,∇ rHN,tpmqy “ xv,wyξ1

tpqmq `N´1xv,myxw,myξ2pqmq.

Thus, v must satisfy

N´1
`
xu2,myu1 ` xu1,myu2

˘
ξ2pqmq `N´2xu1,myxu2,myξp3qpqmqm

“ ξ1
tpqmqv `N´1xv,myξ2pqmqm.

This has solution v “ a1u
1 ` a2u

2 ` a3m, where

a1 “ ξ2pqmq
Nξ1

tpqmqxu2,my, a2 “ ξ2pqmq
Nξ1

tpqmqxu1,my,

a3 “ xu1,myxu2,my
N2pξ1

tpqmq ` qmξ2pqmqq

ˆ
ξp3qpqmq ´ 2ξ2pqmq2

ξ1
tpqmq

˙
.

Thus

E

”
x∇2 rHN,tpmqu1,u2y

ˇ̌
∇ rHN,tpmq

ı
“ a1xu1,∇ rHN,tpmqy`a2xu2,∇ rHN,tpmqy`a3xm,∇ rHN,tpmqy,

which implies

E

”
∇2 rHN,tpmq

ˇ̌
∇ rHN,tpmq

ı
“ ξ2pqmq
Nξ1

tpqmqpm∇ rHN,tpmqJ ` ∇ rHN,tpmqmJq

` xm,∇ rHN,tpmqyN
Npξ1

tpqmq ` qmξ2pqmqq

ˆ
ξp3qpqmq ´ 2ξ2pqmq2

ξ1
tpqmq

˙
mmJ,

as desired. The conditionally random part of ∇2 rHN,t is thus

M “ ∇2 rHN,tpmq ´ E

”
∇2 rHN,tpmq

ˇ̌
∇ rHN,tpmq

ı
.

Direct evaluation of covariances EMpi1, j1qMpi2, j2q gives the covariance structure (6.9). The calcula-

tion is greatly simplified by the fact that xei,my “ 0 for all i ‰ 1, which implies e.g. that M pi, jq “
x∇2 rHN,tpmqei,ejy for all i, j ‰ 1.

Corollary 6.14. Let ι ą 0 be sufficiently small. Let m,z P RN with }m}2N “ qm and xm,xyN “ qx,

such that |qm ´ q˚|, |qx ´ q˚|, }z}N ď ι. Conditional on ∇FTAPpmq “ z,

∇2FTAPpmq d“
ˆ
2 ` q˚
q˚

ξ2pq˚q ´ p1 ´ q˚qξp3qpq˚q ´ 2

p1 ´ q˚q2
˙

mmJ

N
` ξ2pq˚qpx ´ mqpx ´ mqJ

N

´
ˆ

p1 ´ qmqξ2pqmq ` 1

1 ´ qm

˙
I ` M ` E. (6.10)

Here, M is as in (6.9), and E is a px,m,zq-measurable symmetric matrix satisfying }E}op ď oιp1q, whose

kernel contains spanpx,m,zqK.
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Proof. In the below calculations, E is an error term satisfying the above, which may change from line to

line. Conditioning on ∇FTAPpmq “ z is equivalent to conditioning on

∇ rHN,tpmq “ rz ” z ´ ξ1
tpqxqx `

ˆ
p1 ´ qmqξ2pqmq ` 1

1 ´ qm

˙
m.

By Lemma 6.12,

∇2 rHN,tpmq d“ ξ2pqmq
ξ1
tpqmq ¨ mrzJ ` rzmJ

N
` xm, rzyN
ξ1
tpqmq ` qmξ2pqmq

ˆ
ξp3qpqmq ´ 2ξ2pqmq2

ξ1
tpqmq

˙
mmJ

N
` M

“ ´ξ2pq˚qmxJ ` xmJ

N
` 2ξ2pq˚q

ξ1
tpq˚q

ˆ
p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q ` 1

1 ´ q˚

˙
mmJ

N

`
q˚p´ξ1

tpq˚q ` p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q ` 1
1´q˚

q
ξ1
tpq˚q ` q˚ξ2pq˚q

ˆ
ξp3qpq˚q ´ 2ξ2pq˚q2

ξ1
tpq˚q

˙
mmJ

N
` M ` E

(4.2)“ ´ξ2pq˚qmxJ ` xmJ

N
`
ˆ
2ξ2pq˚q
q˚

` p1 ´ q˚qξp3qpq˚q
˙

mmJ

N
` M ` E.

Then

∇2FTAPpmq “ ∇2 rHN,tpmq ` ξ2pq˚qxx
J

N
´
ˆ

p1 ´ q˚qξp3qpq˚q ´ ξ2pq˚q ` 1

p1 ´ q˚q2
˙

2mmJ

N

´
ˆ

p1 ´ qmqξ2pqmq ` 1

1 ´ qm

˙
I ` E.

Combining gives the conclusion.

Lemma 6.15. Let ι ą 0 be sufficiently small and |qm ´ q˚| ď ι. Fix an orthonormal basis e1, . . . ,eN of

RN as discussed above (6.9). Let M be as in (6.9). Let M˚ be sampled from the same law, except with qm
replaced by q˚, and with

M˚pi, jq “ 0, @i, j P t1, 2u.
There is a coupling of M ,M˚ such that with probability 1 ´ e´cN , }M ´ M˚}op ď oιp1q.

Proof. Let M 1 be the matrix with M 1pi, jq “ 0 for all i, j P t1, 2u, and otherwise M 1pi, jq “ Mpi, jq.

Since the Mpi, jq have variance OpN´1q, with probability 1 ´ e´cN , }M ´ M 1}op ď ι.

For all pi, jq R t1, 2u2, |EM pi, jq2 ´ EM˚pi, jq2| ď Opιq{N . We couple M and M˚ as follows. If

EMpi, jq2 ď EM˚pi, jq2, we first sample Mpi, jq from its law, and then sample

M˚pi, jq “ Mpi, jq ` υi,jgi,j,

for gi,j „ N p0, 1{Nq and suitable υi,j “ Opι1{2q. If EMpi, jq2 ě EM˚pi, jq2, we follow a similar

procedure, sampling M˚pi, jq first. Let E “ M 1 ´ M˚. Then

Epi, jq “ pεi,jυi,jgi,jqi,jPrNs,

for some (deterministic) signs εi,j P t˘1u. Let υ “ maxi,jpυi,jq. There exists a random symmetric

Gaussian matrix E1, independent of E, such that E ` E1 “d υG, where G „ GOEpNq. Define

K “
 
A P RNˆN symmetric : }A}op ď 3υ

(
,
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Note that

PpE ` E1 R Kq “ Pp}G}op ą 3q ď e´cN ,

while by convexity of K and symmetry of E1,

PpE ` E1 R K|E R Kq ě 1

2
.

It follows that PpE R Kq ď 2e´cN , concluding the proof.

Lemma 6.16. Let G „ GOEpNq and g „ N p0, IN{Nq. For any a, b P R, ι ą 0,
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ sup
vPSN´1

taxGv,vy ` 2bxg,vyu ´ 2
a
a2 ` b2

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď ι

with probability 1 ´ e´cN .

Proof. By [CS17, Proposition 1.1],

p-lim
NÑ8

sup
}v}2“1

axGv,vy ` 2bxg,vy “ 2
a
a2 ` b2.

For each fixed v P SN´1, axGv,vy ` 2bxg,vy has variance OpN´1q. The result follows from Borell-

TIS.

Proposition 6.17. Let ∇2FTAPpmq be as in Eq. (6.10). There exist C
spec
max ą C

spec
min ą 0 such that for

sufficiently small ι ą 0,

specp∇2FTAPpmqq Ď r´Cspec
max,´Cspec

min s
with probability 1 ´ e´cN .

Proof. Let Ăm “ m{ }m}2, rx “ PK
mx{}PK

mx}2. Throughout this proof, we will denote by E, E1, E2,

and so on error terms with the same meaning as in Corollary 6.14, namely px,m,zq-measurable symmetric

matrices satisfying }E}op ď oιp1q, whose kernel contains spanpx,m,zqK. In particular

q˚ĂmĂmJ ´ mmJ

N
“: E1, p1 ´ q˚qrxrxJ ´ px ´ mqpx ´ mqJ

N
“: E2.

Let e1, . . . ,eN be an orthonormal basis of RN with e1 “ Ăm, e2 “ rx. Let M˚ be defined in Lemma 6.15,

coupled to M so that }M ´ M˚}op ď oιp1q with probability 1 ´ e´cN . Taking ι small, it suffices to show

´Cspec
maxI ĺ A ĺ ´Cspec

min I, (6.11)

for

A “
ˆ

p2 ` q˚qξ2pq˚q ´ q˚p1 ´ q˚qξp3qpq˚q ´ 2q˚
p1 ´ q˚q2

˙
ĂmĂmJ ` p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚qrxrxJ

´
ˆ

p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q ` 1

1 ´ q˚

˙
I ` M˚.

By comparing M˚ to a large constant multiple of a GOE, identically to the proof of Lemma 6.15, we can

show }M˚}op “ Op1q with probability 1 ´ e´cN . On this event, all terms in A have bounded operator

norm, and thus ´Cspec
maxI ĺ A. For the upper bound in (6.11), let

ψ “ ξ2pq˚q ` q˚ξ
p3qpq˚q ´ q˚ξ2pq˚q2

ξ1
tpq˚q .
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which (recall Remark 6.13) is nonnegative. Then

A “
˜

´p1 ´ q˚qψ ` q˚

ˆ
ξ2pq˚q ´ 1

p1 ´ q˚q2
˙

´ p1 ´ q˚q2
ˆ
ξ2pq˚q ´ 1

p1 ´ q˚q2
˙2

¸
e1e

J
1

´ 1

1 ´ q˚
e2e

J
2 ´

ˆ
p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q ` 1

1 ´ q˚

˙ Nÿ

i“3

eie
J
i ` M˚

By (1.5), there exists c0 ą 0 depending only on ξ such that

A ĺ A1 ´ c0pe1eJ
1 ` e2e

J
2 q, where

A1 “ ´p1 ´ q˚qψe1eJ
1 ´ p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚qe2eJ

2 ´
ˆ

p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q ` 1

1 ´ q˚

˙ Nÿ

i“3

eie
J
i ` M˚

“ ´p1 ´ q˚qψe1eJ
1 ´ p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q

Nÿ

i“2

eie
J
i ´ 1

1 ´ q˚

Nÿ

i“3

eie
J
i ` M˚.

By (6.9), (with M˚pi, jq having the same meaning as above)

pM˚p1, iq : 3 ď i ď Nq d“
a
ψg1, g1 „ N p0, IN´2{Nq,

pM˚p2, iq : 3 ď i ď Nq d“
a
ξ2pq˚qg2, g2 „ N p0, IN´2{Nq,

pM˚pi, jq : 3 ď i, j ď Nq d“
c
ξ2pq˚q ¨ N ´ 2

N
G G „ GOEpN ´ 2q,

and g1,g2,G are independent. Fix a, b with a2 ` b2 ď 1 and consider temporarily the restricted set

SN´1
a,b “

 
v P SN´1 : xv,e1y “ a, xv,e2y “ b

(
.

For any v P SN´1
a,b we can write

v “ ae1 ` be2 `
a
1 ´ a2 ´ b2w,

where w P SN´1
0,0 . Because we defined M˚pi, jq “ 0 for all i, j P t1, 2u,

xM˚v,vy “ 2a
a

p1 ´ a2 ´ b2qψxg1,wy ` 2b
a

p1 ´ a2 ´ b2qξ2pq˚qxg2,wy

` p1 ´ a2 ´ b2q
c
ξ2pq˚q ¨ N ´ 2

N
xGw,wy.

By Lemma 6.16, with probability 1 ´ e´cN ,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ sup
vPSN´1

a,b

xM˚v,vy ´ 2
a
fpa, bq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď ι,

where

fpa, bq “ p1 ´ a2 ´ b2q2ξ2pq˚q ` a2p1 ´ a2 ´ b2qψ ` b2p1 ´ a2 ´ b2qξ2pq˚q
“ p1 ´ a2 ´ b2q

`
p1 ´ a2qξ2pq˚q ` a2ψ

˘
.
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On this event, for all v P SN´1
a,b ,

xAv,vy ď ´p1 ´ q˚qψa2 ´ p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚qp1 ´ a2q ´ 1 ´ a2 ´ b2

1 ´ q˚
` 2

a
fpa, bq ´ c0pa2 ` b2q ` ι

“ ´
˜
a

p1 ´ q˚q pp1 ´ a2qξ2pq˚q ` a2ψq ´
d

1 ´ a2 ´ b2

1 ´ q˚

¸2

´ c0pa2 ` b2q ` ι.

At a “ b “ 0, the first term is strictly negative by (1.5). So, there exists c1 ą 0, depending only on ξ, such

that for all a2 ` b2 ď 1,

´
˜
a

p1 ´ q˚q pp1 ´ a2qξ2pq˚q ` a2ψq ´
d

1 ´ a2 ´ b2

1 ´ q˚

¸2

´ c0pa2 ` b2q ď ´c1.

We have thus shown that, for fixed a, b, with probability 1 ´ e´cN ,

sup
vPSN´1

a,b

xAv,vy ď ´c1 ` ι. (6.12)

Recall that }A}op “ Op1q with probability 1 ´ e´cN . So, the map

pa, bq ÞÑ sup
vPSN´1

a,b

xAv,vy

is Op1q-Lipschitz. By a union bound, with proability 1 ´ e´cN (6.12) holds for all pa, bq in a ι-net of

a2 ` b2 ď 1. On this event,

sup
vPSN´1

xAv,vy ď ´c1 `Opιq.

Taking C
spec
min “ c1{2 and ι small enough completes the proof.

Proof of Proposition 6.9. Let ι1 be given by Proposition 6.11. By this proposition, for any m P S0, r P Iι,

P

´
E1pm, ι1qc

ˇ̌
∇sp

rHN,tpmq “ 0,rBrad rHN,tpmq “ r
¯

ď e´cN .

Since }∇FTAPpmq}N ď ι1 on E1pm, ι1q, and ∇sp
rHN,tpmq,rBrad rHN,tpmq are ∇FTAPpmq-measurable,

P

´
E1pm, ι1q X E2pmqc

ˇ̌
∇sp

rHN,tpmq “ 0,rBrad rHN,tpmq “ r
¯

ď sup
}z}Nďι1

P
`
E2pmqc

ˇ̌
∇FTAPpmq “ z

˘
.

By Corollary 6.14 and Proposition 6.17, this last probability is ď e´cN . This completes the proof.

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 υ ą 0 small enough that maxpυ, ι1pυqq ď ι{2, for the function ι1 from

Proposition 6.1. Suppose KN holds and the events in Propositions 4.3 and 6.1 hold with tolerance υ. This

occurs with probability 1 ´ e´cN .

By (4.5) and (4.6), for suitably large KAMP, mAMP P Sυ Ď Sι{2 and mAMP is an υ-approximate critical

point of FTAP. By Proposition 6.1(b), this implies }mAMP ´ mTAP}N ď ι{2.
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We now turn to the proof of part (d). Define

Kpmq “ PK
spanpx,mq∇

2FTAPpmqPK
spanpx,mq.

We will treat this as a pN ´ 2q ˆ pN ´ 2q matrix, after a suitable change of coordinates. The following fact

is a consequence of Corollary 6.14.

Fact 6.18. Let }m}2N “ qm ă 1. Conditional on ∇FTAPpmq “ 0,

Kpmq d“ ´
ˆ

p1 ´ qmqξ2pqmq ` 1

1 ´ qm

˙
I `

c
ξ2pqmqN ´ 2

N
G, G „ GOEpN ´ 2q.

The next fact is verified by direct calculation.

Fact 6.19. For any m, ∇ rHN,tpmq is Gaussian, with variance ξ1
tpqmq ` qmξ

2pqmq in the direction of m

and ξ1
tpqmq 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 ι ą 0 sufficiently small, there exists a constant C ą 0 such that

ż

Sι

E
“
|detKpmq|

ˇ̌
∇FTAPpmq “ 0

‰
ϕ∇FTAPpmqp0q dN pmq ď C.

Proof of Proposition 4.4(d). We will apply Lemma 3.7 with FTAP for F , mAMP for m0, the interior of Sι
for D, and C

spec
min {2 for cspec. Note that (4.10) implies ε ď c2spec{10cop. We next verify that the event E is

contained in the event Econd defined in Lemma 3.7. Suppose E holds. Then event Hpcopq holds by part (a).

}∇FTAPpmAMPq}N ď ε by definition, and by parts (a), (b), and (c),

λmaxp∇2FTAPpmAMPqq ď λmaxp∇2FTAPpmTAPqq ` cop

››mAMP ´ mTAP
››

op,N
ď ´Cspec

min ` copι{2 ď ´Cspec
min {2

for small enough ι. Thus Gpε, cspecq holds. We have }mAMP}N ď 1 because mAMP P Sι{2, by part (c). Also,

(4.10) implies 5ε
cspec

ď ι
2
, so U “ BN pmAMP, 5ε{cspecq Ď Sι.

By (5.9), E∇FTAPpmq is continuous in m, and by Fact 6.19, Covp∇FTAPpmqq is uniformly lower

bounded for all m P Sι. This verifies the regularity condition in Lemma 3.7. By this lemma,

ErX1tEus ď
ż

Sι

E
“
|det∇2FTAPpmq|X1tEu

ˇ̌
∇FTAPpmq “ 0

‰
ϕ∇FTAPpmqp0q dN pmq.

By Hölder’s inequality,

E
“
|det∇2FTAPpmq|X1tEu

ˇ̌
∇FTAPpmq “ 0

‰

ď E

”
|det∇2FTAPpmq|1`δ´1

1tEu
ˇ̌
∇FTAPpmq “ 0

ıδ{p1`δq
E

”
X1`δ

1tEu
ˇ̌
∇FTAPpmq “ 0

ı1{p1`δq
.

On event E , the eigenvalues of ∇2FTAPpmq lie in r´Cspec
max,´Cspec

min s and interlace those of Kpmq. So,

|det∇2FTAPpmq| ď pCspec
maxq2|detKpmq|.
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Thus,

E

”
|det∇2FTAPpmq|1`δ´1

1tEu
ˇ̌
∇FTAPpmq “ 0

ıδ{p1`δq

ď pCspec
maxq2 E

”
|detKpmq|1`δ´1 ˇ̌

∇FTAPpmq “ 0

ıδ{p1`δq

ď pCspec
maxq2C 1

δ E
“
|detKpmq|

ˇ̌
∇FTAPpmq “ 0

‰
.

for some C 1
δ ą 0. The last estimate is by Fact 6.18, (1.5), and Lemma 6.6, similarly to (6.8). Combining,

ErX1tEus ď pCspec
maxq2C 1

δ

ż

Sι

E
“
|detKpmq|

ˇ̌
∇FTAPpmq “ 0

‰
ϕ∇FTAPpmqp0q dN pmq

ˆ sup
mPSι

E

”
X1`δ

1tEu
ˇ̌
∇FTAPpmq “ 0

ı1{p1`δq
.

Finally, by Lemma 6.20, this integral is bounded by a constant C ą 0. Thus the result holds with Cδ “
pCspec

maxq2C 1
δC .

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 Ď p2,`8q, we may pick ε ą 0 such small enough that r ě 2`2ε

for all r P K . Let Eε be the event that }G}op ď 2 ` ε. It is classical that PpEεq ě 1 ´ e´cN . For r P K , let

fpxq “ log maxp|r ´ x|, εq,

which is ε´1-Lipschitz. Let λ1, . . . , λN be the eigenvalues of G and define

TrfpGq “
Nÿ

i“1

fpλiq.

By [GZ00, Theorem 1.1(b)], for all s ě 0,

P p|TrfpGq ´ ETrfpGq| ě sq ď 2 expp´ε2s2{8q. (6.13)

Note that |detprI ´ Gq| ď exppTrfpGqq, and equality holds if G P Eε. Thus,

E
“
|detprI ´ Gq|t

‰
ď E rexpptTrfpGqqs , E r|detprI ´ Gq|s ě E rexppTrfpGqq1tEεus .

By (6.13), there exists Cε,t depending on ε, t such that

E rexpptTrfpGqqs ď Cε,t expptETrfpGqq.

By Cauchy–Schwarz,

E rexppTrfpGqq1tEcεus ď E rexpp2TrfpGqqs1{2
PpEcε q1{2 ď C

1{2
ε,2 e

´cN{2 exppETrfpGqq,
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which implies

E rexppTrfpGqq1tEεus ě E rexppTrfpGqqs ´ C
1{2
ε,2 e

´cN{2 exppETrfpGqq
ě p1 ´ C

1{2
ε,2 e

´cN{2q exppETrfpGqq.

Thus,

E
“
|detprI ´ Gq|t

‰1{t

E r|detprI ´ Gq|s ď
C

1{t
ε,t exppETrfpGqq

p1 ´ C
1{2
ε,2 e

´cN{2q exppETrfpGqq
is bounded by a constant depending only on ε, t.

Lemma 6.21. Let G „ GOEpNq. For all r in any compact subset of p2,`8q, there exists C ą 0 such that

Er|detprI ´ Gq|s ď C exppNΦprqq,

where

Φprq “ 1

4
r2 ´ 1

2
´ 1

4
r
a
r2 ´ 4 ` log

r `
?
r2 ´ 4

2
.

Proof. Follows from [BČNS22, Lemma 2.1 and 2.2(i)] withN`1 forN and
b

N
2pN`1qr for x. Note that the

matrix GOEN´1pN´1q therein is defined with typical spectral radius
?
2, while our GOEpNq has spectral

radius 2.

Proof of Lemma 6.20. Throughout this proof, C ą 0 is a constant, uniform over m P Sι, which may change

from line to line. Let }m}2N “ qm and xx,myN “ qx, so that qm, qx P rq˚ ´ ι, q˚ ` ιs. By Fact 6.18, for

G „ GOEpN ´ 2q,

E
“
|detKpmq|

ˇ̌
∇FTAPpmq “ 0

‰
“

ˆ
ξ2pqmq ¨ N ´ 2

N

˙pN´2q{2
E

«ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇdet

˜c
N

N ´ 2
rmI ´ G

¸ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ff

where rm “ p1 ´ qmqξ2pqmq1{2 ` 1

p1 ´ qmqξ2pqmq1{2 .

By (1.5), for qm P rq˚ ´ ι, q˚ ` ιs, rm takes values in a compact subset of p2,`8q. By Lemma 6.21,

E
“
|detKpmq|

ˇ̌
∇FTAPpmq “ 0

‰
ď C exppNf1pqmqq, f1pqmq :“ 1

2
log ξ2pqmq ` Φprmq.

By (1.5), a
r2m ´ 4 “ 1

p1 ´ qmqξ2pqmq1{2 ´ p1 ´ qmqξ2pqmq1{2.

So, f1 simplifies to

f1pqmq “ 1

2
p1 ´ qmq2ξ2pqmq ´ logp1 ´ qmq.

On the other hand, by (5.9),

∇FTAPpmq “ ∇ rHN,tpmq ` ξ1
tpqxq

ˆ
x ´ qx

qm
m

˙
´
ˆ

p1 ´ qmqξ2pqmq ` 1

1 ´ qm
´ qxξ

1
tpqxq
qm

˙
m.
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Since x ´ qx
qm

m is orthogonal to m, Fact 6.19 yields

ϕ∇FTAPpmqp0q ď C exppNf2pqm, qxqq

where

f2pqm, qxq “ ´1

2
logp2πξ1

tpqmqq ´ ξ1
tpqxq2

2ξ1
tpqmq

ˆ
1 ´ q2x

qm

˙

´ qm

2pξ1
tpqmq ` qmξ2pqmqq

ˆ
p1 ´ qmqξ2pqmq ` 1

1 ´ qm
´ qxξ

1
tpqxq
qm

˙2

.

Combining the above,

ż

Sι

E
“
|detKpmq|

ˇ̌
∇FTAPpmq “ 0

‰
ϕ∇FTAPpmqp0q dN pmq

ď CN

ż q˚`ι

q˚´ι

ż q˚`ι

q˚´ι
exp pNpf1pqmq ` f2pqm, qxq ` f3pqm, qxqqq dqxdqm. (6.14)

Here CN exppNf3pqm, qxqq is a volumetric factor and

f3pqm, qxq “ 1

2
` 1

2
logp2πpqm ´ q2xqq.

Let

F pqm, qxq “ f1pqmq ` f2pqm, qxq ` f3pqm, qxq

“ 1

2
` 1

2
log

qm ´ q2x
ξ1
tpqmqp1 ´ qmq2 ` 1

2
p1 ´ qmq2ξ2pqmq ´ ξ1

tpqxq2
2ξ1
tpqmq

ˆ
1 ´ q2x

qm

˙

´ qm

2pξ1
tpqmq ` qmξ2pqmqq

ˆ
p1 ´ qmqξ2pqmq ` 1

1 ´ qm
´ qxξ

1
tpqxq
qm

˙2

.

To conclude, we will verify that F pq˚, q˚q “ 0, ∇F pq˚, q˚q “ 0, and F is Ωp1q-strongly concave over

qm, qx P rq˚ ´ ι, q˚ ` ιs. This will imply that the integral in (6.14) is OpN´1q and finish the proof.

Recall from (4.2) that ξ1
tpq˚q “ q˚

1´q˚
. The following identity will be used repeatedly in the calculations

below to simplify the final term in F and its derivatives:

1

ξ1
tpq˚q ` q˚ξ2pq˚q

ˆ
p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q ` 1

1 ´ q˚
´ ξ1

tpq˚q
˙

“ 1 ´ q˚
q˚

.

Using this, we verify that

F pq˚, q˚q “ 1

2
` 1

2
p1 ´ q˚q2ξ2pq˚q ´ q˚

2
´ q˚

2p q˚
1´q˚

` q˚ξ2pq˚qq
`
p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q ` 1

˘2

“ 1

2
p1 ´ q˚q2ξ2pq˚q ` 1 ´ q˚

2
´ 1 ´ q˚

2

`
p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q ` 1

˘
“ 0.

42



We also calculate

BF
Bqm

pqm, qxq “ 1

2pqm ´ q2xq ´ ξ2pqmq
2ξ1
tpqmq ` 1

1 ´ qm
´ p1 ´ qmqξ2pqmq ` 1

2
p1 ´ qmq2ξp3qpqmq

` ξ1
tpqxq2ξ2pqmq
2ξ1
tpqmq2

ˆ
1 ´ q2x

qm

˙
´ ξ1

tpqxq2
2ξ1
tpqmq

q2x
q2m

´ ξ1
tpqmq ´ qmξ

2pqmq ´ q2mξ
p3qpqmq

2pξ1
tpqmq ` qmξ2pqmqq2

ˆ
p1 ´ qmqξ2pqmq ` 1

1 ´ qm
´ qxξ

1
tpqxq
qm

˙2

´ qm

ξ1
tpqmq ` qmξ2pqmq

ˆ
p1 ´ qmqξ2pqmq ` 1

1 ´ qm
´ qxξ

1
tpqxq
qm

˙

ˆ
ˆ

´ξ2pqmq ` p1 ´ qmqξp3qpqmq ` 1

p1 ´ qmq2 ` qxξ
1
tpqxq
q2m

˙
,

BF
Bqx

pqm, qxq “ ´ qx

qm ´ q2x
´ ξ1

tpqxqξ2pqxq
ξ1
tpqmq

ˆ
1 ´ q2x

qm

˙
` qxξ

1
tpqxq2

qmξ
1
tpqmq

` ξ1
tpqxq ` qxξ

2pqxq
ξ1
tpqmq ` qmξ2pqmq

ˆ
p1 ´ qmqξ2pqmq ` 1

1 ´ qm
´ qxξ

1
tpqxq
qm

˙
.

Thus

BF
Bqm

pq˚, q˚q “ 1

2q˚p1 ´ q˚q ´ p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q
2q˚

` 1

1 ´ q˚
´ p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q ` 1

2
p1 ´ q˚q2ξp3qpq˚q

` p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q
2

´ q˚
2p1 ´ q˚q ´ p1 ´ q˚q2

2q2˚

ˆ
q˚

1 ´ q˚
´ q˚ξ

2pq˚q ´ q2˚ξ
p3qpq˚q

˙

´ p1 ´ q˚q
ˆ

´ξ2pq˚q ` p1 ´ q˚qξp3qpq˚q ` 1

p1 ´ q˚q2 ` 1

1 ´ q˚

˙
“ 0,

and

BF
Bqx

pq˚, q˚q “ ´ 1

1 ´ q˚
´ p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q ` ξ1

tpq˚q `
ˆ

p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q ` 1

1 ´ q˚
´ ξ1

tpq˚q
˙

“ 0.

By similar calculations, we find the following formulas for the second derivative. Let

∆0 “ ξ2pq˚q ´ 1

p1 ´ q˚q2
(1.5)ă 0

and

∆1 “ p1 ´ q˚q3∆3
0 ´ q˚p1 ´ q˚q∆2

0

2q2˚p1 ` p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚qq , ∆2 “ ´p1 ´ q˚q2
q˚

∆2
0 ` ∆0.

Then
B2F
Bq2m

pq˚, q˚q “ ∆1 ` ∆2,
B2F

BqmBqx
pq˚, q˚q “ ´∆2,

B2F
Bq2x

pq˚, q˚q “ ∆2.

It follows that

∇2F pq˚, q˚q “ ∆1p1, 0qb2 ` ∆2p1,´1qb2 ĺ ´CI2
for someC ą 0 depending only on ξ. Since ∇2F is clearly locally Lipschitz around pq˚, q˚q, ∇2F pqm, qxq ĺ
´CI2{2 for all qm, qx P rq˚ ´ ι, q˚ ` ιs for suitably small ι. 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),

µtpBandpmAMP, rq˚ ´ ι{2, q˚ ` ι{2sqq ě 1 ´ e´cN .

Since }mAMP ´ mTAP}N ď ι{2, we have

BandpmTAP, rq˚ ´ ι, q˚ ` ιsq Ě BandpmAMP, rq˚ ´ ι{2, q˚ ` ι{2sq.

Proof of Proposition 4.5(b). On KN , the maps m ÞÑ λmaxp∇2FTAPpmqq and m ÞÑ λminp∇2FTAPpm`qq
are Op1q-Lipschitz (over }m}N ď 1 ´ ε, for any ε ą 0). Combined with (4.9), this implies

specp∇2FTAPpmqq Ď
„

´2Cspec
max ,´

1

2
C

spec
min


, @}m ´ mTAP}N ď ι.

Thus ∇2FTAP is strongly concave and well-conditioned in the convex region }m´mTAP}N ď ι. It is classical

(see e.g. [Nes03]) that for suitable η ą 0, gradient descent

uk`1 “ uk ´ η∇FTAPpukq

initialized from u0 in this region satisfies

}uk ´ mTAP}N ď p1 ´ εqk}u0 ´ mTAP}N ď ιp1 ´ εqk.

for some ε ą 0. In particular u0 “ mAMP is in this region. Recalling mGD “ uKGDpNq and KGDpNq “
tK˚

GD logN u, we conclude

}mGD ´ mTAP}N ď ιp1 ´ εqKGDpNq ď N´10

for suitably large K˚
GD. This implies part (b).

We now turn to the proof of part (c). Recall from below (2.12) that IN´1 denotes the identity operator

on Tm; we sometimes write this as Im
N´1 to emphasize the dependence on m.

Lemma 6.22. Let γ˚ “ p1´ q˚q´1 ` p1´ q˚qξ2pq˚q. Let ι,mTAP P Sι be as in Proposition 4.4. There exists

ι1 “ oιp1q such that with probability 1 ´ e´cN , (mTAP is defined and)

specAp2qpmTAPq Ď r´p2 ` ι1q
a
ξ2pq˚q, p2 ` ι1q

a
ξ2pq˚qs (6.15)

and ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 1
N

Tr
´

pγ˚IN´1 ´ Ap2qpmTAPqq´1
¯

´ p1 ´ q˚q
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď ι1. (6.16)
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Proof. Let Espec be the event that (6.15), (6.16) both hold, and let E be as in Proposition 4.4. By Proposi-

tion 4.4(d) with δ “ 1{2,

PpEcspecq ď PpEcq ` PpEcspec X Eq
ď e´cN ` C1{2 sup

mPSι

P
“
Ecspec X E

ˇ̌
∇FTAPpmq “ 0

‰1{2
.

We will show that this probability is e´cN , uniformly in m P Sι. Note that on E , we have deterministically

mTAP “ m.

Let qm “ }m}2N “P rq˚ ´ ι, q˚ ` ιs. One checks analogously to Fact 6.5 that conditional on

∇FTAPpmq “ 0, we have Ap2qpmq “d

b
ξ2pqmqN´1

N
G, G „ GOEpN ´ 1q. It is classical that specpGq Ď

r´2 ´ ι, 2 ` ιs with probability 1 ´ e´cN , so (6.15) holds with conditional probability 1 ´ e´cN . Note that

by (1.5),

γ˚ ´ 2
a
ξ2pq˚q “ 1

1 ´ q˚

´
1 ´ p1 ´ q˚qξ2pq˚q1{2

¯2

ą 0. (6.17)

So, for small enough ι, when (6.15) holds the matrix γ˚IN´1 ´ Ap2qpmq is positive semidefinite with

smallest eigenvalue bounded away from 0. Recall the semicircle measure

ρscpλq “ 1

2π

a
4 ´ λ2 dλ. (6.18)

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

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
1

N
Tr

´
pγ˚IN´1 ´ Ap2qpmqq´1

¯
´
ż

ρscpdλq
γ˚ ´

a
ξ2pqmqλ

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ď ι.

This integral evaluates as ż
ρscpdλq

γ˚ ´
a
ξ2pq˚qλ

` oιp1q “ 1 ´ q˚ ` oιp1q.

Thus, for suitable ι1, (6.16) holds with conditional probability 1 ´ e´cN , as desired.

Lemma 6.23. Suppose the event KN in Proposition 3.6 holds. For any δ ą 0, there exists L such that for all

δ ď }m1}N , }m2}N ď 1, (treating Ap2qpmiq as a matrix in RNˆN , and Ap3qpmiq as a tensor in pRN qb3)

}Ap2qpm1q ´ Ap2qpm2q}op,N ď L}m1 ´ m2}N ,
}Ap3qpm1q ´ Ap3qpm2q}op,N ď L}m1 ´ m2}N .

Proof. Let PK
m denote the projection operator to the orthogonal complement of m. Then Ap2qpmq “

PK
m∇2HN pmqPK

m. So,

}Ap2qpm1q ´ Ap2qpm2q}op,N ď }PK
m1

∇2HN pm1qPK
m1

´ PK
m1

∇2HNpm1qPK
m2

}op,N

` }PK
m1

∇2HN pm1qPK
m2

´ PK
m2

∇2HNpm1qPK
m2

}op,N

` }PK
m2

∇2HN pm1qPK
m2

´ PK
m2

∇2HNpm2qPK
m2

}op,N

ď 2}PK
m1

´ PK
m2

}op,N maxp}∇2HNpm1q}op,N , }∇2HN pm2q}op,N q
` }∇2HN pm1q ´ ∇2HN pm2q}op,N
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On event KN ,

}∇2HNpm1q}op,N , }∇2HN pm2q}op,N ď C2,

}∇2HN pm1q ´ ∇2HN pm2q}op,N ď C3 }m1 ´ m2}N .

Finally, for a constant Cδ depending on δ,

}PK
m1

´ PK
m2

}op,N “
››››
m1m

J
1

}m1}2
´ m2m

J
2

}m2}2
››››

op,N

ď
››››
m1m

J
1

}m1}2
´ m1m

J
1

}m2}2
››››

op,N

`
››››
m1m

J
1

}m2}2
´ m2m

J
2

}m2}2
››››

op,N

ď Cδ }m1 ´ m2}N .

This proves the inequality for Ap2q. The proof for Ap3q is analogous.

Lemma 6.24. There exists L ą 0 such that with probability 1 ´ e´cN , for all m1,m2 P BN pmTAP, ιq
(treating Qpmiq as a matrix in RNˆN )

}Qpm1q}op,N ď L ,

}Qpm1q ´ Qpm2q}op,N ď L }m1 ´ m2}N .

Proof. Suppose KN holds and (6.15), (6.16) from Lemma 6.22 hold. Then, for some ι2 “ oιp1q and all

m P BN pmTAP, ιq,

specAp2qpmq Ď r´p2 ` ι2q
a
ξ2pq˚q, p2 ` ι2q

a
ξ2pq˚qs (6.19)

and ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 1
N

Tr
´

pγ˚IN´1 ´ Ap2qpmqq´1
¯

´ p1 ´ q˚q
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď ι2. (6.20)

When (6.19) holds, the calculation (6.17) shows γ˚ is bounded away from specAp2qpmq. Thus,

γ ÞÑ 1

N
Tr

´
pγIN´1 ´ Ap2qpmqq´1

¯

has derivative Ωp1q in a neighborhood of γ˚. It follows from (6.20) that γ˚,N pmq “ γ˚ ` oιp1q uniformly

for all m P BN pmTAP, ιq. This is also bounded away from specAp2qpmq, so

}Qpmq}op,N “ }pγ˚,N pmqIN ´ Ap2qpmqq´1}op,N

is bounded. Let m1,m2 P BN pmTAP, ιq. There exists a rotation operator R from Tm1
to Tm2

such that››R ´ Im1

N´1

››
op,N

ď }m1 ´ m2}N . Recall qm “ }m}2N . The definition of γ˚,N pmq implies

qm2
´ qm1

“ 1

N
Tr

´
pγ˚,N pm1qIm1

N´1 ´ Ap2qpm1qq´1 ´ pγ˚,N pm2qIm1

N´1 ´ Ap2qpm2qq´1
¯

“ 1

N
Tr

ˆ
Qpm1q

´
pγ˚,N pm2q ´ γ˚,N pm1qqIN ´ pAp2qpm1q ´ R´1Ap2qpm2qRq

¯

R´1Qpm2qR
˙
.
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Thus,

pγ˚,N pm1q ´ γ˚,N pm2qq 1

N
TrpQpm1qR´1Qpm2qRq

“ qm2
´ qm1

` 1

N
Tr

ˆ
Qpm1qpAp2qpm1q ´ R´1Ap2qpm2qRqR´1Qpm2qR

˙
. (6.21)

Note that

}Ap2qpm1q ´ R´1Ap2qRpm2q}op,N ď }Ap2qpm1q}op,N}Im1

N´1 ´ R}op,N ` }Ap2qpm1q ´ Ap2qpm2q}op,N ,

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

|qm2
´ qm1

| ` }Qpm1q}op,N}Qpm2q}op,N}Ap2qpm1q ´ R´1Ap2qRpm2q}op,N ď L }m1 ´ m2}N ,

by Lemma 6.23. As discussed above, Qpm1q,R´1Qpm2qR ľ cIm1

N´1 for some constant c ą 0, so

1

N
TrpQpm1qR´1Qpm2qRq ě 1

N
TrppcIm1

N´1q2q ě c2{2

is bounded away from 0. It follows that, after adjusting L,

|γ˚,N pm1q ´ γ˚,N pm2q| ď L }m1 ´ m2}N .

Finally, (adjusting L again)

}Qpm1q ´ Qpm2q}op,N

“
›››Qpm1q

´
pγ˚,N pm1q ´ γ˚,N pm2qqIN ´ pAp2qpm1q ´ Ap2qpm2qq

¯
Qpm2q

›››
op,N

ď }Qpm1q}op,N}Qpm2q}op,N

´
|γ˚,N pm1q ´ γ˚,N pm2q| ` }Ap2qpm1q ´ Ap2qpm2q}op,N

¯

ď L}m1 ´ m2}N .

Proof of Proposition 4.5(c). For any }v}2 “ 1,

2|x∆pm1q ´ ∆pm2q,vy| “ |xAp3qpm1q b v,Qpm1q b Qpm1qy ´ xAp3qpm2q b v,Qpm2q b Qpm2qy|
ď |xpAp3qpm1q ´ Ap3qpm2qq b v,Qpm1q b Qpm1qy|
` |xAp3qpm2q b v, pQpm1q ´ Qpm2qq b Qpm1qy|
` |xAp3qpm2q b v,Qpm2q b pQpm1q ´ Qpm2qqy|.

By the previous two lemmas, this is bounded by L?
N

}m1 ´ m2}N , for some L ą 0. Since this holds for

all v, we have }∆pm1q ´ ∆pm2q}2 ď L

2
?
N

, and thus }∆pm1q ´ ∆pm2q}N ď L
2N

.
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7 Local computation of magnetization: proof of Proposition 4.6

Recall that HN,tpσq “ HNpσq ` xyt,σy with yt “ tx ` Bt, and define

xK “ x ´ xx,myN
}m}2N

m .

as well as the bands (for }m}2N “ q)

Band˚pιq :“ Bandpm, Ipιqq X Bandpx, Ipιqq , Ipιq :“ rq˚ ´ ι, q˚ ` ιs , (7.1)

DN pa, bq “
!
σ P SN : xσ,myN “ aq, xσ,xyN “ b

)
. (7.2)

We recall the definition of truncated magnetization from Proposition 4.6:

Ăm2ιpmq “
ş
Band˚p2ιq σ exppHN,tpσqq µ0pdσq
ş
Band˚p2ιq exppHN,tpσqq µ0pdσq . (7.3)

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 A2 :“ Ap2qpmq, A3 :“ Ap3qpmq as per Eq. (2.11) and γ˚ “ γ˚,N as per

Eq. (2.12). Surther recall the definition of Sι on Eq. (4.8), namely Sι :“
 
m P RN : |xm,xyN ´ q˚|, |xm,myN ´ q˚| ď ι

(
.

Then we have, for appropriate constant δ, ι ą 0,

sup
mPSι

E

”
}m ` ∆pmq ´ Ăm2ιpmq}2`δ

N

ˇ̌
∇FTAPpmq “ 0

ı

“ sup
mPSι

E

»
–N´1´δ{2

¨
˝

Nÿ

i“1

ˆ“
Ăm2ιpmq ´ m

‰
i

´
ˆ
1

2
xA3,Qi,¨ b Qy

˙˙2
¸1`δ{2 ˇ̌ˇ̌

ˇ̌∇FTAPpmq “ 0

fi
fl

ď N´1´δ , (7.4)

Q :“ pγ˚I ´ A2q´1 . (7.5)

Our approach to proving Proposition 4.6 is based on decomposing

Band˚p2ιq “ Yr,sPIp2ιqBandpm, truq X Bandpx, tsuq “ Ya,bPLp2ιqDN pa, bq , (7.6)

where, for q “ }m}2N , c “ xx,myN ,

Lp2ιq “ tpa, bq : qa P Ip2ιq, b P Ip2ιqu .

Note that for m P Sι, we have q, c P Ipιq, and thus Lp2ιq is a neighborhood of p0, 0q of radius of order ι. For

any r, s P Ip2ιq, we will see that the Hamiltonian restricted to Bandpm, truq X Bandpx, tsuq (conditional

on ∇FTAPpmq “ 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.

48



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

Hpσq “ xu,σy `Hě2pσq “ xu,σy `
ÿ

pě2

Hppσq , (7.7)

Hppσq “ 1

N pp´1q{2

Nÿ

i1,...,ip“1

gi1,...,ipσi1 . . . σip , gi1,...,ip
i.i.d.„ N p0, β2pq . (7.8)

We will write throughout Hěipσq “
ř
pěiHppσq. We recast the mixture of Hě2 as ξpsq “

ř
pě2 β

2
ps
p.

The results of this subsection hold for all models satisfying the replica symmetry condition (2.21), which

we reproduce for convenience:

ξ2p0q ă 1, ξpqq ` q ` logp1 ´ qq ă 0 @q P p0, 1q. (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 Bandpm, truq X Bandpx, tsuq, for all r, s P Ip2ιq. Note that the first

inequality in (7.9) implies β22 ă 1{2.

We will always assume }u}2 ď c0
?
N , with c0 a small constant, and in some lemmas }u}2 ď N c0 . We

will denote by µpdσq9 exppHpσqqµ0pdσq the corresponding Gibbs measure.

Note that we can view H2 as a quadratic form with H2pσq “ xσ,W p2qσy (with entries W
p2q
ij “

pgij ` gjiq{2
?
N ). Hence W p2q is a GOE matrix scaled by β2{

?
2. We will work in the orthonormal

basis diagonalizing W p2q and its the spectrum of be Λ “ pΛiqiďN , with Λ1 ě Λ2 ě ¨ ¨ ¨ ě ΛN . We

will occasionally identify Λ with the diagonal matrix with diagonal entries Λi. We also write W p3q for the

symmetric 3rd-order tensor such that H3pσq “ xW p3q,σb3y, written in the basis of eigenvectors of W p2q.

That is, W p3q is obtained by rotating W̃
p3q

with entries W̃
p3q
ijk “ pgijk ` permutationsq{6N .

Given a symmetric matrix A P RNˆN , we define

Gpγq “ Gpγ;A,uq :“ γ ´ 1

2N
log detpγI ´ Aq ` 1

4N
xu, pγI ´ Aq´1uy, (7.10)

γ˚ “ γ˚pA,uq “ argmin
γąλmaxpAq

Gpγ;A,uq . (7.11)

Note that G is convex with limγÓλmaxpAqG
1pγq “ ´8, limγÒ`8 G1pγq “ `8, so γ˚ is also the unique

solution to G1pγq “ 0. We will omit the argument A or u whenever clear from the context (in particular,

we typically omit u and omit A when A “ Λ is the diagonal matrix containing the eigenvalues of W ).

Lemma 7.1. There exits c0 ą 0 such that, for }u} ď N c0 , and under the additional assumptions above, the

following holds. Let γ˚ “ γ˚pΛq and define, for j ď N

m̂j :“
uj

2pγ˚ ´ Λjq
` 1

2pγ˚ ´ Λjq

Nÿ

i“1

W
p3q
jii

γ˚ ´ Λi
. (7.12)

Then, for some c ą 0, with probability 1 ´N´c, the following holds for all i P rN s:
ż
σi µpdσq “ p1 `OpN´cqq

´
m̂i `OpN´1{2´cq

¯
.
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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 α ě 2. There exists c0 ą 0 such that, for }u} ď N c0 , and under the additional assumptions

above, we have for some c ą 0 that

E

„››››
ż
σ µpdσq ´ xm

››››
α

N


“ OpN´α{2´cq. (7.13)

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 [BL16]. We will however need accurate control over a number of statistics beyond the

free energy.

Lemma 7.3. For A P RNˆN a GOE matrix scaled by α ă 1{2, and u P RN such that }u}2 ď εN for

ε ą 0 depending only on 1{2 ´ α, there exists a constant c ą 0 such that, defining and Gpγq “ Gpγ;Aq,

γ˚ “ γ˚pAq, we have that the following claim holds with probability at least 1 ´ expp´cNq:

ż
exσ,Aσy`xu,σyµ0pdσq “ p1 `OpN´cqq

d
2

G2pγ˚q p2eq´N{2 eNGpγ˚q, (7.14)

and, for vk any eigenvector of A (uniformly over k)

ş
xvk,σyexσ,Aσy`xu,σy µ0pdσqş

exσ,Aσy`xu,σy µ0pdσq “ p1 `OpN´cqq xvk,uy
2pγ˚ ´ λkpAqq . (7.15)

Proof. By a change of basis, we can assume that A “ Λ is diagonal (and its entries ordered). Let

Epℓq :“ ℓN{2´1

ż
exp

´
xu,σy

?
ℓ` xΛ,σb2yℓ

¯
µ0pdσq . (7.16)

Then the Laplace transform of E is given by

F ptq “
ż 8

0

e´tℓ Epℓq dℓ,

and one has (for ℜpγq ą Λ1 “ maxiďN Λi)

Epℓq “ 1

2πi

ż Nγ`i8

Nγ´i8
etℓ F ptq dt.
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We evaluate, for ℜptq ą Λ1,

F pNtq “
ż 8

0

ż
e´Ntℓ exp

´
xu,σy

?
ℓ` xΛ,σb2yℓ

¯
ℓN{2´1µ0pdσq dℓ

“ ΓpN{2q
pNπqN{2

ż

RN

exp
´

´ t}y}2 ` xu,yy ` xΛ,yb2y
¯
dy

“ ΓpN{2q
pNπqN{2

ż

RN

exp
!

´
Nÿ

i“1

pt´ Λiqy2i `
Nÿ

i“1

uiyi

)
dy

“ ΓpN{2q
NN{2 exp

#
´1

2

Nÿ

i“1

logpt´ Λiq `
Nÿ

i“1

u2i
4pt ´ Λiq

+
.

Hence, by the inverse Laplace transform, for all γ P R, γ ą maxiďN Λi,

Ep1q “ N

2πi

ż γ`i8

γ´i8
eNt F pNtq dt

“ ΓpN{2q
2πNN{2´1

ż 8

´8
exp

#
Npγ ` izq ´ 1

2

Nÿ

i“1

logpγ ` iz ´ Λiq `
Nÿ

i“1

u2i
4pγ ` iz ´ Λiq

+
dz

“ ΓpN{2q
2πNN{2´1

ż 8

´8
exp

`
NGpγ ` izq

˘
dz, (7.17)

where Gpxq “ Gpx;Λq is defined as per Eq. (7.10).

Let γ˚ be defined as per Eq. (7.11). Per the discussion below (7.11), γ˚ is the unique solution to

G1pγ˚q “ 0. Explicitly,

N ´ 1

2

Nÿ

i“1

1

γ˚ ´ Λi
´

Nÿ

i“1

u2i
4pγ˚ ´ Λiq2

“ 0.

Our assumption on α and }u} implies that γ˚´maxiΛi ą δ for an appropriate δ depending only on 1{2´α.

We will set γ “ γ˚ in Eq. (7.17). Note that

ℜpGpγ˚ ` izq ´Gpγ˚qq “ ´ 1

4N

Nÿ

i“1

logp1 ` z2{pγ˚ ´ Λiq2q ´ 1

4N

Nÿ

i“1

u2i z
2

pγ˚ ´ Λiqpz2 ` pγ˚ ´ Λiq2q .

For |z| P pplogNq{
?
N, 1q, we have ℜpGpγ˚ ` izq ´Gpγ˚qq ă ´cz2, and for |z| ě 1, we have ℜpGpγ˚ `

izq ´Gpγ˚qq ă ´c logp1 ` cz2q. This implies that

ż

|z|ą logN?
N

exp
´
NGpγ˚ ` izq ´NGpγ˚q

¯
dz ă e´cplogNq2 .

On the other hand, for |z| ď plogNq{
?
N we use the Taylor expansion:

Gpγ˚ ` izq “ Gpγ˚q `
kÿ

j“1

pizqj
j!

Gpjqpγ˚q ` ErrN,k`1 ,

ErrN,k`1 ď C

k!

ˆ
logN?
N

˙k
sup

|z|ďplogNq{
?
N

ˇ̌
Gpkqpγ˚ ` izq

ˇ̌
.
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We have that

Gp1qpzq “ 1 ´ 1

2N

Nÿ

i“1

1

z ´ Λi
´ 1

4N

Nÿ

i“1

u2i
pz ´ Λiq2

,

Gpjqpzq “ p´1qjpj ´ 1q!
2N

Nÿ

i“1

1

pz ´ Λiqj
` p´1qjj!

4N

Nÿ

i“1

u2i
pz ´ Λiqj`1

.

In particular, with probability 1 ´ expp´cNq over A, sup|z|ďplogNq{
?
N |Gpjqpγ˚ ` izq| ď j!Cj for a finite

constant C ą 0 as long as }u}2 ď N . Hence, we have (for ℓN :“ plogNq{
?
N and JN :“ r´ℓN , ℓN s)

ż

JN

exp
´
NGpγ˚ ` izq ´NGpγ˚q

¯
dz “

ż

JN

e´NGp2qpγ˚qz2{2 exp
`
OpNℓ3N q

˘
dz

“
d

2π

NGp2qpγ˚q
´
1 `OpN´1{2`εq

¯
.

Together with Eq. (7.17), we get

Ep1q “ ΓpN{2q
2πNN{2´1

eNGpγ˚q
#d

2π

NGp2qpγ˚q `OpN´1`εq
+
,

which yields (7.14) by Stirling’s formula.

By a similar argument, we obtain the integral of the spin σk “ xvk,σy (recall we are working in the

basis in which A is diagonal). Let

Ekpℓq :“ ℓN{2´1

ż ?
ℓσk exp

´
xu,σy

?
ℓ` xΛ,σb2yℓ

¯
µ0pdσq.

Then the Laplace transform can be evaluated as

FkpNtq “
ż 8

0

ż
e´Ntℓ?ℓσk exp

´
xu,σy

?
ℓ` xΛ,σb2yℓ

¯
ℓN{2´1µ0pdσq dℓ

“ ΓpN{2q
pNπqN{2

ż

RN

yk exp
`
´t}y}2 ` xu,yy ` xΛ,yb2y

˘
dy

“ ΓpN{2q
NN{2

uk

2pt ´ Λkq exp
#

´1

2

Nÿ

i“1

logpt´ Λiq `
Nÿ

i“1

u2i
4pt ´ Λiq

+
.

Then we apply the same strategy as for computing Ep1q. By inverse Laplace transform:

Ekp1q “ ΓpN{2q
2πNN{2´1

uk

ż 8

´8

1

2pγ˚ ` iz ´ Λkq exp
`
NGpγ˚ ` izq

˘
dz, (7.18)

We make a negligible error in restricting to JN :“ r´ℓN , ℓN s (for ℓN :“ plogNq{
?
N )

Ekp1q “ ΓpN{2q
2πNN{2´1

uk

"ż

JN

1

2pγ˚ ` iz ´ Λkq exp
`
NGpγ˚ ` izq

˘
dz `Ope´cplogNq2q

*

“ ΓpN{2q
2πNN{2´1

uk

#d
2π

NGp2qpγ˚q
1

2pγ˚ ´ Λkq `OpN´1`εq
+
.
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Comparing with the above, we get

Ekp1q “ p1 `OpN´cqq uk

2pγ˚ ´ Λkq

ż
exσ,Aσy`xu,σyµ0pdσq.

This gives (7.15).

Lemma 7.4. Let A P RNˆN be a GOE matrix scaled by α ă 1{2. Assume that u P RN is such that

}u} ď N c0 . For ℓ P rLs, consider a collection of pairs of indices piℓ, jℓq with iℓ ‰ jℓ P r2ks and integers

rℓ ě 3. Let R “ řL
ℓ“1 rℓ. We have that the following claim holds with probability at least 1 ´ expp´cNq:

Uniformly in h P rN s,
şś2k

i“1 σ
i
h

śL
ℓ“1xσiℓ ,σjℓyrℓ exp

´ř2k
i“1xu,σiy ` xσi,Λσiy

¯
µb2k
0 pdσq

ş
exp

´ř2k
i“1xu,σiy ` xσi,Λσiy

¯
µb2k
0 pdσq

“ Ok,L

´
|uh|2k´2minpk,LqN pR´minpk,Lqq{2p1 ` }u}q2R

¯
. (7.19)

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

Epz1, . . . , z2kq

:“ p
2kź

i“1

ziqN{2´1

ż 2kź

i“1

pσih
?
ziq

Lź

ℓ“1

xσiℓ?ziℓ ,σjℓ
?
zjℓyrℓ exp

˜
2kÿ

i“1

xu,σiy?
zi ` xσi,Λσiyzi

¸
µb2k
0 pdσq.

Then the multivariate Laplace transform of E is

F pNpt1, . . . , t2kqq “ ΓpN{2q2k
pNπqkN

ż

RN

2kź

i“1

yih

Lź

ℓ“1

xyiℓ ,yjℓyrℓ exp
˜

´
2kÿ

i“1

`
ti}yi}2 ´ xu,yiy ´ xΛ, pyiqb2y

˘
¸
dy

“ ΓpN{2q2k
NkN

exp

#
´

2kÿ

i“1

˜
1

2

Nÿ

h1“1

logpti ´ Λh1q `
Nÿ

h1“1

u2h1

4pti ´ Λh1q

¸+
¨ G,

where, for yi “ 1
2
pti ´ Λq´1u ` wi and wi independently distributed according N

`
0, 1

2
pti ´ Λq´1

˘
,

G :“ E

«
2kź

i“1

yih

Lź

ℓ“1

xyiℓ ,yjℓyrℓ
ff

“ E

„ 2kź

i“1

ˆ
uh

2pti ´ Λhq ` wih

˙

Lź

ℓ“1

ˆ
xwiℓ ,wjℓy ` 1

2
xwiℓ , ptjℓ ´ Λq´1uy ` 1

2
xwjℓ , ptiℓ ´ Λq´1uy ` 1

4
xptjℓ ´ Λq´1u, ptiℓ ´ Λq´1uy

˙rℓ 
.

(7.20)

Assume that miniPr2ks ℜpti ´ maxh1 Λh1q ą c ą 0, and recall that }u} ď N c0 . Define R a tuple of sets of

length 2k ` R, where, for 1 ď a ď 2k, Ra is a subset of tau, and for a ą 2k, Ra is a subset of the pair of

indices tiℓ, jℓu in the corresponding term. As such, each tuple R represents a term in the expansion of (7.25).

If there exists an index in r2ks 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 BpRq be the collection of indices a ď 2k where Ra “ tau, and let bpRq “ |BpRq|. The indices

BpRq must appear an odd number of times among the remaining sets pRjq2k`R
j“2k`1. In each possible way

to pick out terms among pRjq2k`R
j“2k`1 so that each index in BpRq appears at least once, let dpRq denote the

number of sets |Rj| “ 1 among these terms. Among the remaining terms, each of the index in BpRq not

covered by the dpRq sets can be matched to terms among pRjq2k`R
j“2k`1. Consider an arbitrary way to pair up

all remaining indices appearing in the terms into pairs; let fpRq ď R ´ dpRq ´ pbpRq ´ dpRqq{2 be the

number of such pairs. For each such term and fixed pairing, we can upper bound its contribution to (7.25)

by

O
´

|uh|2k´bpRq`dpRqNfpRq{2p1 ` }u}2qR
¯

ď O

ˆ
max

aďminpk,Lq
|uh|2k´2aN pR´aq{2p1 ` }u}q2R

˙
,

noting the constraints 0 ď dpRq ď bpRq, fpRq ď R ´ dpRq ´ pbpRq ´ dpRqq{2. Thus, we have

G “ Ok,L

ˆ
max

aďminpk,Lq
|uh|2k´2aN pR´aq{2p1 ` }u}q2R

˙
.

Hence, for R “ ř
ℓ rℓ ě 3L,

G “ Ok,L

´
|uh|2k´2minpk,LqN pR´minpk,Lqq{2p1 ` }u}q2R

¯
.

Taking the inverse Laplace transform and integrating on ti “ γ˚ ` ixi, for γ˚ defined in Eq. (7.11), not-

ing that, similar to Lemma 7.3, we can restrict the integration to the range xi P r´ℓN , ℓN s for ℓN “
plogNq{

?
N , we obtain that

şś2k
i“1 σ

i
h

śL
ℓ“1xσiℓ ,σjℓyrℓ exp

´ř2k
i“1xu,σiy ` xσi,Λσiy

¯
µb2k
0 pdσq

ş
exp

´ř2k
i“1xu,σiy ` xσi,Λσiy

¯
µb2k
0 pdσq

“ Ok,L

´
|uh|2k´2minpk,LqN pR´minpk,Lqq{2p1 ` }u}q2R

¯
.

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

A2ptqc :“ tpσ1,σ2q P SN ˆ SN : |xσ1,σ2yN | ě tu .

Assuming that }u}2 ď δN for δ sufficiently small, we have for some constant c ą 0 that, with probability

1 ´ e´cN ,
ş
A2ptqc exppHď2pσ1q `Hď2pσ2qqµb2

0 pdσq
ş
exppHď2pσ1q `Hď2pσ2qqµb2

0 pdσq
ď exp

!
´ cN

`
t´ }u}N

˘2
`

)
. (7.21)

Proof. Consider the Hamiltonian Hpσ1,σ2q “ Hď2pσ1q ` Hď2pσ2q ` 2θxσ1,σ2y. Let Λi be the eigen-

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

´
xu,σ1 ` σ2y ` xA, pσ1qb2 ` pσ2qb2y

¯
exp

`
2θxσ1,σ2y

˘
µb2
0 pdσq

“
ˆ

ΓpN{2q
p2πqNN{2´1

˙2 ż 8

´8
exp

´
2NG̃θpγ1 ` iz1, γ2 ` iz2q

¯
dz1dz2,
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where

G̃θpz1, z2q “ z1 ` z2

2
´ 1

4N

Nÿ

i“1

logppz1 ´ Λiqpz2 ´ Λiq ´ θ2q ` 1

8N

Nÿ

i“1

u2i pz1 ` z2 ´ 2Λi ` 2θq
pz1 ´ Λiqpz2 ´ Λiq ´ θ2

.

We also denote

Gθpzq “ Gθpz, zq “ z ´ 1

4N

Nÿ

i“1

logppz ´ Λiq2 ´ θ2q ` 1

4N

Nÿ

i“1

u2i pz ´ Λi ` θq
pz ´ Λiq2 ´ θ2

.

Let γ˚pθq be a stationary point of Gθ on R so that γ˚pθq ą maxΛi ` θ (there exists a unique such point),

and γ˚ “ γ˚p0q.

As in Lemma 7.3, noting that

exp
`
2ℜ

`
logppγ˚pθq ´ Λi ` iz1qpγ˚pθq ´ Λi ` iz2q ´ θ2q ´ logppγ˚pθq ´ Λiq2 ´ θ2q

˘˘

“
ˆpγ˚pθq ´ Λiq2 ´ θ2 ´ z1z2

pγ˚pθq ´ Λiq2 ´ θ2

˙2

`
ˆpγ˚pθq ´ Λiqpz1 ` z2q

pγ˚pθq ´ Λiq2 ´ θ2

˙2

“ ppγ˚pθq ´ Λiq2 ´ θ2q2 ` pz1z2q2 ` 2θ2z1z2 ` pz21 ` z22qpγ˚pθq ´ Λiq2
ppγ˚pθq ´ Λiq2 ´ θ2q2

ě 1 ` z21 ` z22
pγ˚pθq ´ Λiq2 ´ θ2

. (7.22)

Furthermore,

ℜ

ˆ pγ˚pθq ´ Λi ` θq ` ipz1 ` z2q{2
Nppγ˚pθq ´ Λiq2 ´ θ2 ´ z1z2 ` ipγ˚pθq ´ Λiqpz1 ` z2qq ´ 1

Npγ˚pθq ´ Λi ´ θq

˙

“ ´pz1z2q2 ´ θpγ˚pθq ´ Λi ` θqpz1 ` z2q2{2 ´ ppγ˚pθq ´ Λiq2 ´ θ2qpz21 ` z22q{2
Npγ˚pθq ´ Λi ´ θqpppγ˚pθq ´ Λiq2 ´ θ2 ´ z1z2q2 ` ppγ˚pθq ´ Λiqpz1 ` z2qq2q

ď 0. (7.23)

Given (7.22) and (7.23), we can proceed as in Lemma 7.3 to restrict the integral over z1 and z2 to the range

|z1|, |z2| ă plogNq{
?
N , incurring an error e´cplogNq2 . Then by similarly expanding around pγ˚pθq, γ˚pθqq,

we obtain
ż
exp

´
xu,σ1 ` σ2y ` xA, pσ1qb2 ` pσ2qb2y

¯
exp

`
2θxσ1,σ2y

˘
µb2
0 pdσq

“
ˆ

ΓpN{2q
p2πqNN{2´1

˙2

e2NGθpγ˚pθqq
"

2π

N detp∇2G̃θpγ˚pθq, γ˚pθqqq1{2 `OpN´3{2`ǫq
*

When }u}2 ď δN , we have for G as in (7.10) that

Gθpγ˚pθqq ´Gpγ˚q “ Opθ2q `Opθ}u}2{Nq.

On the other hand, by Lemma 7.3,
ż
exppxu,σ1 ` σ2y ` xA, pσ1qb2 ` pσ2qb2yqµb2

0 pdσq

“ p1 `OpN´cqq
ˆ

ΓpN{2q
p2πqNN{2´1

˙2
˜d

2π

NG2pγ˚q `OpN´3{2`εq
¸2

.
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In particular,
ş
tď|xσ1,σ2yN | exppHď2pσ1q `Hď2pσ2qqµb2

0 pdσq
ş
σ1,σ2 exppHď2pσ1q `Hď2pσ2qqµb2

0 pdσq

ď expp´2Nθtq
ş
σ1,σ2 exppxu,σ1 ` σ2y `NxA, pσ1qb2 ` pσ2qb2yq exp

`
2θxσ1,σ2y

˘
µb2
0 pdσq

ş
σ1,σ2 exppxu,σ1 ` σ2y `NxA, pσ1qb2 ` pσ2qb2yqµb2

0 pdσq

ď exp
´

´ 2Nθt`OpNθ2q `Opθ}u}2q
¯
.

Optimizing over θ, we obtain Eq. (7.21).

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 P RNˆN be a GOE matrix scaled by α ă 1{2 with eigenvalues given by Λ. Let

∆ P RNˆN be an independent GOE matrix scaled by β ą 0 and |ζ1|, |ζ2| ď CplogNq{
?
N . For i “ 1, 2,

let Λ̃i “ Λ ` ζi∆. Assume that u P RN is such that }u} ď N c0 . Let r ě 0 and L ą 0. We have that the

following claim holds with probability at least 1´ expp´cNq: There exist Ci,j “ Or,Lp}u}2r `N tr{2uq for

i, j ď L such that

ş
xσ1,σ2yr exp

´ř2
i“1xu,σiy ` xσi, Λ̃iσ

iy
¯
µb2
0 pdσq

ş
exp

´ř2
i“1xu,σiy ` xσi,Λσiy

¯
µb2
0 pdσq

“ C0,0 `
Lÿ

i,j“0,pi,jq‰p0,0q
Ci,jζ

i
1ζ
j
2 `OLpN´L{2 ` e´Ncq. (7.24)

Proof. Consider

Epz1, z2q :“ p
2ź

i“1

ziqN{2´1

ż
xσ1?

z1,σ
2?
z2yr exp

˜
2ÿ

i“1

xu,σiy?
zi ` xσi, Λ̃iσ

iyzi
¸
µb2
0 pdσq.

Then the multivariate Laplace transform of E is

F pNpt1, t2qq “ ΓpN{2q2
pNπqN

ż

RN

xy1,y2yr exp
˜

´
2ÿ

i“1

´
ti}yi}2 ´ xu,yiy ´ xΛ̃i, pyiqb2y

¯¸
dy

“ ΓpN{2q2
NN

exp

#
´

2ÿ

i“1

˜
1

2
log detptiIN ´ Λ̃iq `

Nÿ

h1“1

1

4N
xptiIN ´ Λ̃iq´1,uuT y

¸+
¨ Gpσq,

where, for Zi “ ptiIN ´Λ̃iq´1, yi “ 1
2
Ziu`wi and wi independently distributed according N

`
0, 1

2
Zi

˘
,

Gpt1, t2;σ1, σ2q :“ E
“
xy1,y2yr

‰

“ E

„ˆ
xw1,w2y ` 1

2
xw1,Z2uy ` 1

2
xw2,Z1uy ` 1

4
xZ1u,Z2uy

˙r
. (7.25)

Let G0pt1, t2q “ Gpt1, t2; 0, 0q. Note that G is a rational function of ti, and hence extends to complex values

of ti. We next consider the Taylor expansion in ζ1, ζ2 of G. Write wi “ p1
2
Ziq1{2w̃i for w̃i „ N p0, IN q.

Note that

}Biζ1Z
1}op “ Oipβq.
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We can thus bound the derivatives of Gpt1, t2; ζ1, ζ2q for |t1 ´ γ˚|, |t2 ´ γ˚| ď CplogNq{
?
N as

|Biζ1Bjζ2Gpt1, t2; ζ1, ζ2q| ď Or,i`j
´

}u}2r `N r{2
¯

(7.26)

for r even, and

|Biζ1Bjζ2Gpt1, t2; ζ1, ζ2q| ď Or,i`j
´

}u}2r ` }u}2N pr´1q{2
¯

(7.27)

for r odd. We can thus write

Gpt1, t2; ζ1, ζ2q “ G0pt1, t2q `
ÿ

i,jďL,pi,jq‰p0,0q
Ci,jζ

i
1ζ
j
2 `Opmaxpζ1, ζ2qL`1q,

where |Ci,j| “ Or,i`j
`
}u}2r `N tr{2u

˘
.

Let

F pζ1, ζ2q :“
ş
xσ1,σ2yr exp

´ř2
i“1xu,σiy ` xσi, Λ̃iσ

iy
¯
µb2
0 pdσq

ş
exp

´ř2
i“1xu,σiy ` xσi,Λσiy

¯
µb2
0 pdσq

. (7.28)

Next, we take the inverse Laplace transform and integrate on ti “ γ˚ ` ixi, for γ˚ defined in Eq. (7.11). We

note that, for Gpγq “ Gpγ;Λ,uq and G̃ipγq “ Gpγ; Λ̃i,uq,

G̃1
ipzq “ G1pzq ` 1

2N
Trppz ´ Λq´1pI ´ pz ´ Λqpz ´ Λ̃iq´1qq

` 1

4N
xu, pz ´ Λq´1pI ´ pz ´ Λqpz ´ Λ̃iq´2pz ´ Λqqpz ´ Λq´1uy.

Moreover, pz ´ Λqpz ´ Λ̃q´1 “ pI ´ ζi∆pz ´ Λq´1q´1, and pz ´ Λqpz ´ Λ̃iq´2pz ´ Λq “ pI ´
ζi∆pz ´ Λq´1q´1pI ´ pz ´ Λq´1ζi∆q´1. Expanding in ζi∆, we can show that for |ζi| ď CplogNq{

?
N ,

|G̃1
ipγ˚q| ď N´1`op1q. Hence, by an argument similar to Lemma 7.3, we can restrict the integration on

ti “ γ˚ ` ixi to the range xi P r´ℓN , ℓN s for ℓN “ plogNq{
?
N , and obtain that

F pζ1, ζ2q “ F p0, 0q `
ÿ

i,jďL,pi,jq‰p0,0q
Ci,jζ

i
1ζ
j
2 `OLpN´L{2 ` e´Ncq.

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 σ, always under the assumption (7.9). Namely, for any Borel set U Ď pSN qbm,

ZmpUq :“
ż

U

e
řm

i“1Hpσiqµbm
0 pdσq , (7.29)

with subscript omitted if m “ 1. If U “ SN , we write simply Z “ ZpSN q. We also denote by Zď2,mpUq
the same integral whereby Hpσq is replaced by Hď2pσq:

ZmpUq :“
ż

U

e
řm

i“1Hď2pσiqµbm
0 pdσq , (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 xx,yyN “ xx,yy{N , so xx,xyN “ }x}2N .

As for the restrictions, an important role is played by the typical set:

T pδq “
#
σ P SN :

ż

σ1:|xσ1,σyN |ąδ
eHpσ1qµ0pdσ1q ă e´c1pδqN min

ˆż
eHpσqµ0pdσq; eNξp1q{2

˙+
.

(7.31)

We further defineAmpδq Ď pSN qm to be the set ofm-uples of vectors which are nearly orthogonal. Namely:

Ampδq :“
!

pσiqiďm : σi P SN , |xσi,σjyN | ď δ @i ‰ j
)
. (7.32)

Finally, we consider the set of m-uples in T “ T pδq that are nearly orthogonal:

AmpT, δq :“
!

pσiqiďm : σi P T, |xσi,σjyN | ď δ @i ‰ j
)
. (7.33)

In particular AmpT, δq “ Tm XAmpδq.

Our first lemma establishes that, under the Gibbs measure, non-typical points are exponentially rare.

Lemma 7.7 (Most points are typical). For any δ ą 0, there exists upδq, c1pδq, c2pδq ą 0 such that the

following holds. Let Hpσq be defined as per Eq. (7.7) and suppose }u} ď upδq
?
N . Let T pδq be defined as

per Eq. (7.31).

Then, with probability at least 1 ´ expp´c2pδqNq,

ZpT pδqq ě p1 ´ e´Nc2pδqq ¨ Z . (7.34)

Furthermore, there is c3pδq ą 0 such that, with probability at least 1 ´ expp´c3pδqNq,

Zď2pT pδqcq ď e´c3pδqNZď2. (7.35)

Finally

E

«ż

T pδqc
eHě2pσq µ0pdσq

ff
ď e´c1pδqN EZě2. (7.36)

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

ż

T pδq
eHě2pσq µ0pdσq ě p1 ´ e´c1pδqN qeNξp1q{2.

(While this proposition states a bound of p1 ´ op1qq exppNξp1q{2q, its proof shows the 1 ´ op1q is in fact

1 ´ e´c1pδqN .) As EZě2 “ exppNξp1q{2q, for Zě2 :“
ş
SN

expHě2pσq µ0pdσq, this implies Eq. (7.36).

By Markov’s inequality, with probability 1 ´ e´c1pδqN{5,

ż

T pδqc
eHě2pσq µ0pdσq ď e´4c1pδqN{5 EZě2.

By [Tal06, Proposition 2.3], (7.9) implies that 1
N
logZě2 Ñp ξp1q{2. By standard concentration properties

of 1
N
logZě2, with probability 1 ´ e´c2pδqN ,

Zě2 ě e´c1pδqN{5 EZě2.
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On the intersection of these events,
ż

T pδqc
eHě2pσq µ0pdσq ď e´3c1pδqN{5Zě2.

Finally, set upδq “ c1pδq{5, so that for all σ P SN ,

|Hpσq ´Hě2pσq| “ |xu,σy| ď c1pδqN{5.

Thus ż

T pδqc
eHpσq µ0pdσq ď e´c1pδqN{5

ż

SN

eHpσq µ0pdσq.

The conclusion (7.34) follows with cpδq “ minpc1pδq{6, c2pδq{2q.

Finally, from Markov’s inequality, we have with probability 1 ´ e´c3pδqN that

Zď2pT pδqcq ď e´c3pδqN eNξď2p1q{2.

Then (7.35) follows from standard concentration properties.

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 Hpσq be defined as per Eq. (7.7) and define T “ T pδq as in Eq. (7.31). Assume that

}u} ď N c0 for c0 sufficiently small given ξ. Under assumption (7.9), for all L, k ą 0 and ε ą 0, there exist

C “ CpL, kq ą 0 such that the following holds with probability at least 1 ´ expp´N{Cq

Eě3

!`
ZpT q ´ Eě3ZpT q

˘2k) ď C N´L{2 `Eě3ZpT q
˘2k

, (7.37)

and further

P

!ˇ̌
Z ´ Eě3ZpT q

ˇ̌
ą εEě3ZpT q

)
ď Cε´2LN´L{2 ` e´N{C . (7.38)

We also have, with probability at least 1 ´ expp´N{Cq

Eě3ZpT q “ p1 `Ope´N{CqqEě3Z. (7.39)

Further, letting pvkqkďN be the basis of eigenvectors of W 2, for each i P rN s,

P

ˆż

T

xvi,σy eHpσqµ0pdσq ě N ε}u}Ckp|xvi,uy| ` C N´1{2qEě3

ż
eHpσqµ0pdσq

˙
ď C

´
N´2εk ` e´N{C

¯
.

(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 A2kpδq is dominated by the

subset A2kpδ, T q.

Lemma 7.9 (Orthogonal frames are mostly typical). Define T “ T pδq as in Eq. (7.31). We have for δ ą 0

sufficiently small and appropriate c, c1 ą 0 that, if }u} ď c1?N ,

EZ2k

`
tpσiqiď2k P A2kpδq : σ1 P T c

(˘
ď e´cNEZ2k

`
A2kpδq

˘
. (7.41)

As a consequence,

EZ2k

`
A2kpδ, T q

˘
ě p1 ´ e´cN qEZ2k

`
A2kpδq

˘
. (7.42)
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Proof. We have

E

!
Hě2pρq

ˇ̌
ˇ
2kÿ

i“1

Hě2pσiq
)

“ EHě2pρqř2k
i“1Hě2pσiq

Epř2k
i“1Hě2pσiqq2

2kÿ

i“1

Hě2pσiq

“
ř2k
i“1 ξpxρ,σiyN qř

i,jPr2ks ξpxσi,σjyN q

2kÿ

i“1

Hě2pσiq,

and for pHpρq “ Hě2pρq ´ ErHě2pρq|ř2k
i“1Hě2pσiqs,

E
“ pHpρ1q pHpρ2q

‰
“ ξpxρ1,ρ2yN q ´ p

ř2k
i“1 ξpxρ1,σiyN qp

ř2k
i“1 ξpxρ2,σiyN qř

i,jPr2ks ξpxσi,σjyN q .

For each |q1| ě δ, and q2, . . . , q2k P r0, 1s, consider the band Band˚ptσiuq of vectors ρ with xρ,σiy “
qi for all i P r2ks. Write ρ “ x `

a
1 ´ q̃2τ where x P spanpσ1, . . . ,σ2kq and }τ }2 “ N , τ K

spanpσ1, . . . ,σ2kq. Define the process Hpτ q “ pHpρq, which is a p-spin model with corresponding mixture
rξptq “ rξpt; q, pσiq2ki“1q given by

rξpt; q, pσiq2ki“1q “ ξpq̃2 ` p1 ´ q̃2qt
˘

´
`ř2k

i“1 ξpqiq
˘2

ř
i,jPr2ks ξpxσi,σjyN q .

We define the free energy

Φpq; pσiq2ki“1q :“ 1

N
log

ż

Band˚ptσiuq
eHě2pρqµ0pdρq .

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

with high probability:

Φpq; pσiq2ki“1q ď
ř2k
i“1 ξpqiqř

i,jPr2ks ξpxσi,σjyN q

2kÿ

i“1

Hě2pσiq ` 1

2
ξp1q ´ 1

2
ξpq̃q ` 1

2
q̃ ` 1

2
logp1 ´ q̃q ` oN p1q.

(7.43)

By the generalized Bessel inequality, we have

2kÿ

i“1

xx,σiy2N ď }x}2N p2kq´1
ÿ

i,jPr2ks
xσi,σjy2N “ }x}2N p2kq´1p2k ` p2kq2δ2q.

Hence,

q̃2 “ }x}2N ě 1

1 ` 2kδ2

2kÿ

i“1

q2i ,

and since ξp0q “ ξ1p0q “ 0, this implies

2kÿ

i“1

ξpqiq ď ξ
`
p1 ` 2kδ2q1{2q̃

˘
.
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We pick δ sufficiently small in c and k, and η small in δ. Given
ř2k
i“1Hě2pσiq “ EN where E ďř

i,jPr2ks ξpxσi,σjyN q ` η, whenever q1 ě δ, we have by assumption (7.9), with high probability

Φpq; pσiq2ki“1q ď 1

2
ξp1q ´ 10η.

Integrating over the pqiqiď2k and using Gaussian concentration, we deduce that forE ď ř
i,jPr2ks ξpxσi,σjyN q`

η, we have

P

#ż

ρ:xρ,σ1yNąδ
eHě2pρqµ0pdρq ď eNpξp1q{2´9ηq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
2kÿ

i“1

Hě2pσiq “ EN

+
ě 1 ´ e´cpηqN .

Up until now we worked with the Hamiltonian Hě2pσq, which does not include the term linear in σ.

Recall that Hpσq “ xu,σy`Hě2pσq and }u} ď c1?N so |Hpσq´Hě2pσq| ď |xu,σy| ď c1N , assuming

that c1 ă η, we have

P

#ż

ρ:xρ,σ1yNąδ
eHpρqµ0pdρq ď eNpξp1q{2´8ηq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
2kÿ

i“1

Hě2pσiq “ EN

+
ě 1 ´ e´cpηqN .

Hence, under the same conditions

P

#
σ1 P T c

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
2kÿ

i“1

Hě2pσiq “ EN

+
ď e´cpηqN .

Define the event

Eptσiuq :“

$
&
%

2kÿ

i“1

Hě2pσiq ě N

¨
˝ ÿ

i,jPr2ks
ξpxσi,σjyN q ` η

˛
‚
,
.
- .

Thus, since |Hpσq ´Hě2pσq| ď c1N , we can then conclude that

E

#ż

A2kpδq:σ1PT c

e
ř2k

i“1Hpσiqµb2k
0 pdσq

+
“ E

#ż

A2kpδq
1σ1PT ce

ř2k
i“1Hpσiqµb2k

0 pdσq
+

“ E

#ż

A2kpδq
P

!
σ1 P T c

ˇ̌
ˇ
2kÿ

i“1

Hě2pσiq
)
e
ř2k

i“1Hpσiqµb2k
0 pdσq

+

ď e´cpηqN`c1NE

ż

A2kpδq
e
ř2k

i“1Hě2pσiqµb2k
0 pdσq ` ec

1NE

ż

A2kpδq
e
ř2k

i“1Hě2pσiq
1Eptσiuqµ

b2k
0 pdσq

ď e´cNE
ż

A2kpδq
e
ř2k

i“1Hpσiqµb2k
0 pdσq.

Here we assume c1 ă cpηq{4 and c “ cpηq{4, and in the last step we used, forUptσiuq :“ ř
i,jPr2ks ξpxσi,σjyN q,

E

ż

A2kpδq
e
ř2k

i“1Hě2pσiq
1Eptσiuqµ

b2k
0 pdσq ď

ż

A2kpδq
exp

!
Np1 ´ s` s2qUptσiuq ´Nsη

)
µb2k
0 pdσq ,

and chose δ, s suitably small.
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The next lemma shows that integrals of S2k
N 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 δ ą 0 sufficiently small and appropriate c, c0 ą 0, if

}u} ď N c0{2, then with probability 1 ´ e´cN over W p2q, the following holds:

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

restriction to A2kpN´1{2`cq:

Zď2,2k

`
A2kpN´1{2`cq

˘
ě p1 ´ e´Ncq ¨

`
Zď2

˘2k
. (7.44)

2. The contribution of A2kpδqzA2kpN´1{2`cq “ tpσiqiď2k : maxi‰j |xσi,σjyN | P rN´1{2`c, δsu is

small:

Eě3Z2k

`
A2kpδqzA2kpN´1{2`cq

˘
ď e´Nc`Nkξě3p1q`Zď2

˘2k
. (7.45)

3. Annealing the restricted partition function over Hě3 is roughly equivalent to complete annealing:

Eě3Z2k

`
A2kpδq

˘
ě e´4kp}u}`1q

?
NEZ2k

`
A2kpδq

˘
. (7.46)

Proof. Proof of 1. By Lemma 7.5, for some constants c1, C1 ą 0 that, with probability 1 ´ e´cN over

W p2q,

Zď2,2k

`
A2kpN´1{2`cq

˘
ď

ÿ

i‰j

ż

S2k
N

1|xσi,σjyN |ąN´1{2`ce
ř2k

i“1Hď2pσiqµb2k
0 pdσq

ď e´Nc

ż

S2k
N

e
ř2k

i“1Hď2pσiqµb2k
0 pdσq,

yielding (7.44).

Proof of 2. By a direct calculation, for any set U Ď pSN q2k:

Eě3Z2k

`
U
˘

“ eNkξě3p1q
ż

U

e
ř2k

i“1Hď2pσiq exp

¨
˝N

ÿ

iăjă2k

ξě3pxσi,σjyN q

˛
‚µb2k

0 pdσq .

Applying Lemma 7.5, we have for t ą 0 and εN “ N´1{2`c that, with probability 1´e´cN over W p2q,

1

pZď2q2k e
´Nkξě3p1qEě3Z2k

´
A2kpt ` εN qzA2kptq

¯
ď (7.47)

1

pZď2q2k
ż

maxi‰j |xσi,σjyN |Prt,t`εN s
exp

¨
˝

2kÿ

i“1

Hď2pσiq `N
ÿ

i‰jPr2ks
ξě3pxσi,σjyN q

˛
‚µb2k

0 pdσq ď

ď exp
!

´cN
`
t´ }u}2N

˘2
` `Np2kq2ξě3pt` εN q

)
. (7.48)

Under the assumption }u}2N ď N c0´1, c0 ă c ` 1{2, summing over the range N´1{2`c ă |t| ď δ, we

obtain the following with probability 1 ´ e´cN over W p2q,

ż

maxi‰j |xσi,σjyN |PrN´1{2`c,δs
exp

¨
˝

2kÿ

i“1

Hď2pσiq `N
ÿ

i‰jPr2ks
ξě3pxσi,σjyN q

˛
‚µb2k

0 pdσq

ď expp´N cq
ż

S2k
N

exp

˜
2kÿ

i“1

Hď2pσiq
¸
µb2k
0 pdσq.
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This gives (7.45).

Proof of 3. Note that

e´Nkξě3p1qEě3Z2k

`
A2kpN´1{2`cq

˘
“

“
ż

A2kpN´1{2`cq
exp

¨
˝

2kÿ

i“1

Hď2pσiq `N
ÿ

i‰jPr2ks
ξě3pxσi,σjyN q

˛
‚µb2k

0 pdσq

“ p1 `OpN´1{2`3cqq ¨ Zď2,2k

´
A2kpN´1{2`cq

¯
. (7.49)

Therefore, using Eq. (7.44), we get

Eě3Z2k

`
A2kpN´1{2`cq

˘
“ p1 `OpN´1{2`3cqqeNkξě3p1q`Zď2

˘2k
. (7.50)

Also,

EZď2,2k

´
A2kpN´1{2`cq

¯
ď e2k}u}

?
N exp

`
kβ22N ` p2kq2β22N2c

˘
. (7.51)

On the other hand, Lemma 7.3 readily implies that with probability at least 1 ´ e´cN ,

pZď2q2k ě e´op
?
Nq exppkβ22Nq. (7.52)

Combining Eqs. (7.51) and (7.51), we get

EZď2,2k

`
A2kpN´1{2`cq

˘
ď e2kp1`}u}q

?
N pZď2q2k . (7.53)

Finally, using Eq. (7.50) together with the last display, we get

Eě3Z2k

`
A2kpN´1{2`cq

˘
ě e´3kp}u}`1q

?
NEZ2k

`
A2kpN´1{2`cq

˘
. (7.54)

Combining this with Eq. (7.45) yields the claim.

Lemma 7.11. For any m ě 2, there exists a constant c ą 0 such that, for T “ T pδq,

Zm
`
AmpT, δq

˘
ď ZpT qm ď p1 ` e´cN q ¨ Zm

`
Ampδq

˘
` e´cN`Nmξp1q{2 . (7.55)

Proof. The left hand inequality is obvious since AmpT, δq Ď Tbm. For the right inequality consider first

the case m “ 2. Then we have

ZpT q2 ď Z2

`
A2pT, δq

˘
`
ż

TˆT
1|xσ1,σ2yN |ěδe

Hpσ1q`Hpσ2qµb2
0 pdσq (7.56)

ď Z2

`
A2pT, δq

˘
`
ż

T

eHpσ1q
„ż

T

1|xσ1,σ2yN |ěδe
Hpσ2qµ0pdσ2q


µ0pdσ1q (7.57)

ď Z2

`
A2pT, δq

˘
`
ż

T

eHpσ1qe´δN`Nξp1q{2µ0pdσ1q (7.58)

ď Z2

`
A2pT, δq

˘
` e´Nδ`Nξp1q{2ZpT q (7.59)

ď Z2

`
A2pT, δq

˘
` e´Nδ`Nξp1q ` e´NδZpT q2 . (7.60)
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where in the last step we used the AM-GM inequality. Solving this inequality for ZpT q2, we get:

ZpT q2 ď p1 ` e´cN qZ2

`
A2pT, δq

˘
` 2e´δN`Nξp1q . (7.61)

which proves the claim for m “ 2.

Consider now m ě 2. Note that

ż

T pδqm
e
řm

i“1Hpσiqµbm
0 pdσq ´

ż

AmpT pδq,δq
e
řm

i“1Hpσiqµb2m
0 pdσq

ď
ÿ

i‰j

˜ż

T pδq
eHpσqµ0pdσq

¸m´2 ż

σi,σjPT pδq:|xσi,σjyN |ąδ
eHpσiq`Hpσjqµ0pdσiqµ0pdσjq

whence

ZpT qm ´ Zm
`
AmpT, δq

˘
ď m2Z2pTb2zA2pT, δqq ¨ ZpT qm´2

ď m2 ¨ ZpT qm´1 ¨ e´Nδ`Nξp1q{2 ,

where in the last inequality we used Eq. (7.59). Using again the AM-GM inequality, we get

ZpT qm ´ Zm
`
AmpT, δq

˘
ď m2e´NδZpT qm `m2e´Nδ`Nmξp1q{2 ,

which yields the claim.

7.1.3 Proof of Lemma 7.8

We next prove Lemma 7.8. In the proof, we let c 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).

Estimating the partition function, Eq. (7.38). By Eq. (7.45) in Lemma 7.10, with probability 1 ´ e´cN

over W p2q,

ż

maxi‰j |xσi,σjyN |PrN´1{2`c,δs
exp

¨
˝

2kÿ

i“1

Hď2pσiq `N
ÿ

iăjď2k

ξě3pxσi,σjyN q

˛
‚µb2k

0 pdσq

ď expp´N cq
ż

S2k
N

exp

˜
2kÿ

i“1

Hď2pσiq
¸
µb2k
0 pdσq. (7.62)

On A2kpN´1{2`cqq “ t|xσi,σjyN | ď N´1{2`cu @i ‰ ju, we can expand

exp

˜
N

ÿ

iăj
ξě3pxσi,σjyN q

¸
“

L´1ÿ

ℓ“0

1

ℓ!

´
N

ÿ

iăj
ξě3pxσi,σjyN q

¯ℓ
`OpN´L{2`3cLq.
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Thus, for T “ T pδq, the following holds with probability at least 1 ´ e´cN over W 2,

Eě3

!`
ZpT q ´ Eě3ZpT q

˘2k)
(7.63)

paq
ď

ÿ

rď2k

ˆ
2k

2k ´ r

˙
p´1qr

`
Eě3ZpT q

˘2k´r ¨ Eě3Z
`
ArpT, δq

˘

` e´Nc ÿ

rď2k

ˆ
2k

2k ´ r

˙`
Eě3ZpT q

˘2k´r ¨
´
Eě3Z

`
ArpT, δq

˘
` eNrξp1q{2

¯

pbq
ď

ÿ

rď2k

ˆ
2k

2k ´ r

˙
p´1qr

`
Eě3ZpT q

˘2k´r ¨ Eě3Z
`
ArpT, δq

˘
(7.64)

` e´Ncmax
rď2k

eNp2k´rqξp1q{2 ¨
´
Eě3Z

`
ArpT, δq

˘
` eNrξp1q{2

¯
, (7.65)

where paq follows from Lemma 7.10, pbq holds because Eě3ZpT q ď ec
1NEZ with the claimed probability

by Markov inequality.

We define the error terms

Err1 :“ e´cN`Nkξp1q ` e´cN max
1ďrď2k

´
Eě3ZpArpT, δqq

¯2k{r
` Eě3ZpA2kpδq X tσ1 P T cu

˘
, (7.66)

Err2 :“ N´L{2eNkξě3p1qZď2,2kpA2kpδqq , (7.67)

so that the bound (7.65) implies

Eě3

!`
ZpT q ´ Eě3ZpT q

˘2k) ď
ÿ

rď2k

ˆ
2k

2k ´ r

˙
p´1qr

`
Eě3ZpT q

˘2k´r ¨ Eě3Z
`
ArpT, δq

˘
`OkpErr1q .

(7.68)

Next note that

`
Eě3ZpT q

˘2k´r ¨ Eě3Z
`
ArpT, δq

˘

“ eNkξě3p1q
˜ż

T pδq
eHď2pσqµ0pdσq

¸2k´r

¨

¨
ż

Arpδq
e
řr

i“1Hď2pσiq exp

˜
N

ÿ

iăj
ξě3pxσi,σjyN q

¸
µbr
0 pdσq `OkpErr1q

“ eNkξě3p1q
ż

A2kpδq
exp

˜
2k´rÿ

i1“1

Hď2ppσ1qi1 q `
rÿ

i“1

Hď2pσiq
¸

¨

¨

$
&
%
L´1ÿ

ℓ“0

1

ℓ!

˜
N

ÿ

iăjďr
ξě3pxσi,σjyN q

¸ℓ
,
.
-µbr

0 pdσqµbp2k´rq
0 pdσ1q `OkpErr1 ` Err2q,

where the last inequality holds with probability 1 ´ e´cN over W p2q by Eq. (7.45).
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Substituting in Eq. (7.68), we get

Eě3

!`
ZpT q ´ Eě3ZpT q

˘2k)

ď eNkξě3p1q
ż

A2kpδq
e
ř2k

i“1Hď2pσiq ÿ

ℓďL

1

ℓ!

ÿ

rď2k

p´1qr
ÿ

SĎr2ks:|S|“r

´
N

ÿ

iăjPS
ξě3pxσi,σjyN q

¯ℓ
µb2k
0 pdσq

`OkpErr1 ` Err2q, (7.69)

We can expand the ℓ-th power in (7.69), thus getting a sum indexed by sets of pairs S “ tpit, jtq : t ď
ℓu Ď

`r2ks
2

˘
. Denoting by npSq the number of distinct elements of r2ks appearing in S, the coefficient of

such therm is its coefficient is, for npSq ă 2k,

ÿ

ℓďrď2k

p´1qr
ˆ
2k ´ npSq
r ´ npSq

˙
“ 0

for |tit, jt : t ď ℓu| ă 2k. Hence, taking L ă k, we have

Eě3

!`
ZpT q ´ Eě3ZpT q

˘2k) “ OkpErr1 ` Err2q . (7.70)

We now estimate the error terms.

Error term Err2. Using Lemma 7.7, we have

`
Eě3ZpT q

˘2k “
´
Eě3Z ´ Eě3ZpT cq

¯2k

ě p1 ´ e´cN{8q
`
Eě3Z

˘2k

ě c eNkξě3p1q`Zď2

˘2k

ě c eNkξě3p1qZď2

`
A2kpδq

˘
.

From this estimate, we obtain with probability at least 1 ´ expp´cN{8q over W p2q that

Err2 ď C ¨ N´L{2 ¨
`
Eě3ZpT q

˘2k
. (7.71)

Error term Err1. Using Lemma 7.9 by Markov inequality, with probability 1 ´ expp´cN{2q over W p2q,

Eě3Z
`
A2kpδq X tσ1 P T cu

˘
ď e´cN{2EZpA2kpδqq. (7.72)

Further using Eq. (7.46) in Lemma 7.10, and using the assumption on }u}2, with probability 1´expp´cN{4q
over W p2q,

Eě3Z
`
A2kpδq X tσ1 P T cu

˘
ď e´cN{2Eě3ZpA2kpδqq. (7.73)

Hence, with probability at least 1 ´ expp´cN{8q over W p2q,

Err1 ď e´cN`Nkξp1q ` e´cN max
1ďrď2k

´
Eě3ZpArpδqq

¯2k{r
(7.74)

Further, with probability at least 1 ´ expp´cN{8q over W p2q,

Eě3Z
`
Arpδq

˘
“ Eě3Z

`
ArpN´1{2`cq

˘
` Eě3Z

`
ArpδqzArpN´1{2`cq

˘

ď 2 eNrξě3p1q{2Zď2

`
ArpN´1{2`cq

˘
` e´Nc`Nrξě3p1q{2pZď2qr , (7.75)
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where in the last line we used Eq. (7.45), and the fact that

Eě3Z
`
ArpN´1{2`cq

˘
“
ż

ArpN´1{2`cq
e
řr

i“1Hď2pσiq exp

˜
N

2

ÿ

i,jďr
ξě3pxσi,σjyN q

¸
µbr
0 pdσq

ď
`
1 `OpN´1{2`3cq

˘
eNkξě3p1qZď2

`
ArpN´1{2`cq

˘
.

Using Eq. (7.14) in Eq. (7.75), we get

Eě3Z
`
Arpδq

˘
ď NCeNrξp1q{2 , (7.76)

whence Eq. (7.74) simplifies to

Err1 ď e´cN`Nrξp1q . (7.77)

On the other hand, by Lemma 7.7 and Markov inequality, with probability 1 ´ expp´cN{4q over W p2q,

Eě3

ż

T pδqc
eHpσqµ0pdσq ď e´cN{4eNξp1q{2.

Using Lemma 7.3, we obtain that, with probability at least 1 ´ expp´cN{8q over W p2q,

Eě3Z “
ż
eNξě3p1q{2eHď2pσqµ0pdσq

ě eNξp1q{2´cN{10 ,

whence Eq. (7.77) yields

Err1 ď e´cN{16`Eě3ZpT q
˘2k

. (7.78)

We also note here the estimate

Eě3ZpT q “ Eě3Z ´ Eě3ZpT cq ě p1 ´ e´cN{10qEě3Z, (7.79)

which holds with probability at least 1 ´ expp´cN{8q over W p2q, 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 ´ expp´Ncq with respect to W 2,

Eě3

!`
ZpT q ´ Eě3ZpT q

˘2k) ď C N´L{2 `Eě3ZpT q
˘2k

. (7.80)

Adjusting c, we have

P p|Z ´ Eě3ZpT pδqq| ą εEě3ZpT pδqqq ď ε´2LN´L{2 ` e´cN .

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

we note that

Eě3

$
&
%

˜ż

T pδq
σ1e

Hpσqµ0pdσq
¸2k

,
.
- “ Eě3

ż

T pδq2k

2kź

i“1

σi1 e
ř2k

i“1Hpσiq µb2k
0 pdσq (7.81)

“ Eě3

ż

A2kpδq

2kź

i“1

σi1 e
ř2k

i“1Hpσiqµb2kpdσq ` Err3 , (7.82)
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where

Err3 :“ Eě3

ż

T pδq2k

2kź

i“1

σi1 e
ř2k

i“1Hpσiqµb2kpdσq ´ Eě3

ż

A2kpδq

2kź

i“1

σi1 e
ř2k

i“1Hpσiqµb2kpdσq. (7.83)

We have ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

T pδq2k

2kź

i“1

σi1e
ř2k

i“1Hpσiqµb2k
0 pdσq ´

ż

A2kpT pδq,δq

2kź

i“1

σi1e
ř2k

i“1Hpσiqµb2k
0 pdσq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

“
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

T pδq2k :maxi‰j |xσi,σjyN |ąδ

2kź

i“1

σi1e
ř2k

i“1Hpσiqµb2k
0 pdσq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

paq
ď Nkp2kq2e´cN`Nξp1q{2Z

`
T pδq

˘2k´1

pbq
ď e´cN{p2kq`Nkξp1q ` e´cN{p2kqZ

`
T pδq

˘2k

pcq
ď e´cN{p2kq`Nkξp1q ` e´cN{p2kq `Eě3Z

`
T pδq

˘˘2k
, (7.84)

where in paq we used Lemma 7.7, in pbq the AM-GM inequality, and pcq holds with probability at least

1 ´ expp´cNq by Eq. (7.37).

Using Eq. (7.84) and Lemma 7.3 we obtain that, with probability at least 1 ´ e´cN over W p2q,

|Err3| ď e´cN `
Eě3Z

`
T pδq

˘˘2k
. (7.85)

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

Eě3

ż

A2kpδq

2kź

i“1

σi1 e
ř2k

i“1Hpσiqµb2kpdσq

“ eNkξě3p1q
ż

A2kpδq

2kź

i“1

σi1 exp

#
2kÿ

i“1

Hď2pσiq ` N

2

ÿ

i‰j
ξě3pxσi,σjyN q

+
µb2k
0 pdσq

By Eqs. (7.44) and (7.45) in Lemma 7.10, we can bound

Eě3

ż

A2kpδq

2kź

i“1

σi1 e
ř2k

i“1Hpσiqµb2kpdσq

“ eNkξě3p1q
ż

A2kpN´1{2`cq

2kź

i“1

σi1 exp

#
2kÿ

i“1

Hď2pσiq ` N

2

ÿ

i‰j
ξě3pxσi,σjyN q

+
µb2k
0 pdσq

`O
´
Nke´Nc`Nkξě3p1qZď2,2k

`
A2kpδq

˘¯
.

To bound the first term, using Lemma 7.5,

ż

A2kpδq

2kź

i“1

σi1 exp

#
2kÿ

i“1

Hď2pσiq
+
µb2k
0 pdσq

“
ż

S2k
N

2kź

i“1

σi1 exp

#
2kÿ

i“1

Hď2pσiq
+
µb2k
0 pdσq `Ok

´
Nke´cδ2N`Zď2

˘2k¯

“
ˆż

SN

σ1 exp tHď2pσquµ0pdσq
˙2k

`Ok

´
Nke´cδ2N`Zď2q2k

¯
.
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By Lemma 7.3, we then obtain

ż

A2kpδq

2kź

i“1

σi1 exp

#
2kÿ

i“1

Hď2pσiq
+
µb2k
0 pdσq ď Ck

´
|u1|2k `Nke´cδ2N

¯
pZď2q2k . (7.86)

On the other hand, by taking the Taylor expansion of exp
!
N
2

ř
i‰j ξě3pxσi,σjyN q

)
up to terms of

order L “ Ck for C ą 2, we obtain that, for ξě3,ďℓpsq “ ř
3ďpďℓ β

2
ps
p,

1

pZď2q2k
ż

A2kpN´1{2`cq

2kź

i“1

σi1

˜
exp

˜
N

ÿ

iăj
ξě3pxσi,σjyN q

¸
´ 1

¸
e
ř2k

i“1Hď2pσiqµb2k
0 pdσq

“ OpN´kq ` 1

pZď2q2k
ÿ

ℓďL

N ℓ

ℓ!

ż

A2kpN´1{2`cq

2kź

i“1

σi1

˜ÿ

iăj
ξě3pxσi,σjyN q

¸ℓ

e
ř2k

i“1Hď2pσiqµb2k
0 pdσq

“ OpN´kq ` 1

pZď2q2k
ÿ

ℓďL

N ℓ

ℓ!

ż

A2kpN´1{2`cq

2kź

i“1

σi1

˜ÿ

iăj
ξě3,ď4kpxσi,σjyN q

¸ℓ

e
ř2k

i“1Hď2pσiqµb2k
0 pdσq

paq“ OpN´k ` e´Ncq ` 1

pZď2q2k
ÿ

ℓďL

N ℓ

ℓ!

ż

S2k
N

2kź

i“1

σi1

˜ÿ

iăj
ξě3,ď2kpxσi,σjyN q

¸ℓ

e
ř2k

i“1Hď2pσiqµb2k
0 pdσq

pbq“ OpN´k ` e´Ncq ` p1 ` }u}qOpk2qOk

˜ÿ

ℓďk
|u1|2k´2ℓN´ℓ `

ÿ

kăℓďL
N´ℓ{2´k{2

¸
(7.87)

“ p1 ` }u}qOpk2qOpN´k ` e´Nc ` |u1|2kq , (7.88)

where in paq we used again Lemma 7.10 and in pbq Lemma 7.4.

We thus have from Eqs. (7.85), (7.86), (7.88),

Eě3

#´ż

T pδq
σ1e

Hpσqµ0pdσq
¯2k

+

ď Ckp1 ` }u}qCk2
´

|u1|2k `N´k `Nke´Nc ` e´cN
¯ `

Eě3Z
`
T pδq

˘˘2k
.

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 µ the Gibbs measure associated to Hpσq, i.e.

µpdσq9 exppHpσqqµ0pdσq.

In the following we estimate the components of xσy “ pxσ1y, . . . , xσN yq in the basis of eigenvectors

of the quadratic part of the Hamiltonian W p2q. For simplicity of notation, we consider the component xσ1y
but we emphasize that this does not necessarily correspond to the largest (or smallest) eigenvalue of W p2q.
Defining σ´1 “ pσ2, . . . , σN q, we have

ż
σ1e

Hpσqµ0pdσq “ 1

Z

ż
σ1e

σ1u1`Λ1σ
2
1 Êpσ1qdσ1 . (7.89)
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where we defined

Êpσ1q “ CN p1 ´ σ21{NqpN´3q{2
ż
exp

´σ1
N

Nÿ

i,j“2

rg1ijσiσj
¯
eHσ1

pσ´1qµ
0,

?
N´σ21

pdσ´1q ,

µ0,ρ denotes the uniform measure over the sphere of radius ρ,

CN :“ ΓpN ´ 1q
ΓppN ´ 1q{2q22N´2

?
N

“ 1?
2π

`OpN´1q ,

and

Hσ1pσ´1q :“
Nÿ

i“2

pσiui ` Λiσ
2
i q `N´1

ÿ

i,j,ką1

g
p3q
ijkσiσjσk `

ÿ

pě4

Hppσq.

Here rg1ij is the sum of g over permutations of p1, i, jq. In particular rg1ij “ rg1ji

prg1ijq1ăiăj „iid N p0, 3β23 {2q , prg1iiq1ăi „iid N p0, 3β23 q . (7.90)

We set Êpσ1q “ 0 for |σ1| ą
?
N .

By Lemma 7.3 and Lemma 7.8, with probability 1 ´ e´cN ´N´C ,

Z “ p1 `OpN´cqq
d

2

G2pγ˚q ¨ exp
!
N
”
ξě3p1q ´ 1

2
logp2eq `Gpγ˚q

ı)
,

where Gpγq and γ˚ where defined in Eqs. (7.10) and (7.11).

In estimating xσ1y, we first anneal over gě4 and g3´ :“ pgijk : 1 ă i ă j ă kq. We have

Epσ1q :“ Eg3´,gě4
rÊpσ1qs “ CN

´
1 ´ σ21

N

¯pN´3q{2 ż
exp

˜
σ1

N

Nÿ

i,j“2

rg1ijσiσj
¸

exp
!
Hď2pσ´1q `Nξě4p1q{2 `Nβ23p1 ´ σ21{Nq3{2

)
µ
0,

?
N´σ21

pdσ´1q.

The next lemma show that this expectation is an accurate approximation of Êpσ1q.

Lemma 7.12. We have for an appropriate c P p0, 1{8q that, with probability 1 ´N´c,
ż
σ1e

u1σ1`Λ1σ
2
1 Êpσ1q dσ1 “

“
ż
σ1e

u1σ1`Λ1σ
2
1Epσ1qdσ1 `O

ˆ
N´1{2`cp|u1| `N´1{2q

ż
eu1σ1`Λ1σ

2
1Epσ1qdσ1

˙
.

Before proving Lemma 7.12, we use it to prove Lemma 7.1.

Proof of Lemma 7.1. For Upσ1q :“ Nξě4p1q{2 `Nβ23p1 ´ σ21{Nq3{2, we have

Epσ1q “ CN

´
1 ´ σ21

N

¯pN´3q{2 ż
exp

˜
σ1

N

Nÿ

i,j“2

rg1ijσiσj
¸
eHď2pσ´1q`Upσ1q µ

0,
?
N´σ21

pdσ´1q .
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Again by Lemma 7.3, for V “ V pσ1q :“ Λ´1 ` ∆, where Λ´1 is the diagonal matrix with entries

corresponding to the spectrum of W p2q, with Λ1 replaced by 0, and ∆ :“ σ1N
´1G̃ with G̃ij “ rg1ij ,

Epσ1q “ p1 `OpN´1qq 1

p2eqpN´1q{2?
2π

p1 ´ σ21{Nq´1

d
2

G2
σ1

pγ˚pσ1qq exp
`
Upσ1q `NGσ1pγ˚pσ1qq

˘
,

(7.91)

where we defined

Gσ1pγq :“ p1 ´ σ21{Nqγ ´ 1

2N
log detpγIN´1 ´ V q ` 1

4N
xu, pγIN´1 ´ V q´1uy , (7.92)

γ˚pσ1q “ argmaxGσ1pγq . (7.93)

By Lemma 7.12, we have

ż
σ1 µpdσq “

ş
σ1e

u1σ1`Λ1σ
2
1Epσ1qdσ1ş

eu1σ1`Λ1σ
2
1Epσ1qdσ1

`O
´
N´1{2`cp|u1| `N´1{2q

¯
. (7.94)

We next estimate these integrals by approximating their argument for small σ1. Note that by Lemma 7.5 and

Lemma 7.7, we can restrict these integrals to |σ1| ď C logN making a negligible error.

It is easy to see that, for σ1 “ 0, we recover Gσ1pγq “ G0pγq, where G0pγq is the same function defined

in Eq. (7.10), with N replaced by N ´ 1. To leading order, we can expand

Gσ1pγq “

“ p1 ´ σ21{Nqγ ´ 1

2N
log detpγI ´ V q ` 1

4N
xu, pγI ´ V q´1uy

“ p1 ´ σ21{Nqγ ´ 1

2N
log detpγI ´ V q ` 1

4N
xu, pI ` pγI ´ Λ´1q´1

∆ ` EN qpγI ´ Λ´1q´1uy.

where }EN }op “ OpN´1q with probability 1 ´ expp´cNq over W p3q.Therefore

Gσ1pγq ´G0pγq “ ´ γσ21
N

` 1

2N
logpγ ´ Λ1q ´ 1

2N
log det

`
I ´ pγI ´ Λ´1q´1{2

∆pγI ´ Λ´1q´1{2˘

` 1

4N
xu, pγI ´ Λ´1q´1

∆pγI ´ Λ´1q´1uy `Op}u}2{N2q . (7.95)

on γ ą maxi Λi`ε. Since the above difference (and its derivative with respect to λ) is of order σ1{
?
N and

G is strongly convex in a neighborhood of γ˚, it follows that γ˚pσ1q “ γ˚ ` Opσ21{Nq. We will therefore

restrict ourselves to |γ ´ γ˚| ď CN´1plogNq2.

We next expand the log-determinant term in the difference. Defining

D2 :“
Nÿ

i,j“1

`
N´1pγI ´ Λ´1q´1{2G̃pγI ´ Λ´1q´1{2˘2

ij
, (7.96)

we have

Tr
´

pγI ´ Λ´1q´1{2
∆pγI ´ Λ´1q´1{2q “ σ1

N

ÿ

i‰1

pγ ´ Λiq´1rg1ii `OpN´1q, (7.97)

Tr
´`
γI ´ Λ´1q´1{2

∆pγI ´ Λ´1q´1{2˘2¯ “ D2σ
2
1 , (7.98)

Tr
´`

pγI ´ Λ´1q´1{2
∆pγI ´ Λ´1q´1{2˘k¯ “ OpN´1q for k ě 3. (7.99)
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Thus, with high probability,

1

2N
log det

´
I ´ pγI ´ Λ´1q´1{2

∆pγI ´ Λ´1q´1{2
¯

“ ´ σ1

2N2

ÿ

i‰1

pγ ´ Λiq´1rg1ii ´ D2

4N
σ21 `OpN´2q .

For γ “ γ˚pσ1q “ γ˚ `Opσ21{Nq, we can compute

ED2 “ 3β23
2N2

´ÿ

i‰1

pγ˚ ´ Λiq´1
¯2

`OpN´1q

and

VarpD2q “ β43
N4

O
´

p
ÿ

i‰1

´
γ˚ ´ Λiq´2

¯2¯
“ OpN´2q.

Furthermore, recalling the stationarity condition G1pγ˚q “ 0, which yields

1

2N

Nÿ

i“1

1

γ˚ ´ Λi
“ 1 ` 1

4N

Nÿ

i“1

u2i
pγ˚ ´ Λiq2

which yields (for }u} ď N c0)
ř
iě1pγ˚ ´ Λiq´1 “ 2N `OpN2c0q, and therefore

ED2 “ 6β23 `OpN´1q . (7.100)

Substituting the above estimates in Eq. (7.95) the following holds with probability at least 1´expp´N cq,

for |σ1| ď C logN ,

min
γ
Gσ1pγq ´G0pγ˚q “ ´γ˚σ21

N
` 1

2N
logpγ˚ ´ Λ1q ` σ1

2N2

Nÿ

i“1

pγ˚ ´ Λiq´1rg1ii ` D2

4N
σ21 `OpN´2`3c0q.

Letting aN :“ C logN , and using Eq. (7.91),
ż
σ1e

σ1u1`Λ1σ
2
1Epσ1qdσ1

“ 1

p2eqpN´1q{2?
2π

d
2

G2pγ˚q

ż

r´aN ,aN s
p1 ´ σ21{Nq´1σ1

exp

"
NG0pγ˚q ` 1

2
logpγ˚ ´ Λ1q ` Upσ1q ` σ1

˜
u1 ` 1

2N

ÿ

i

pγ ´ Λiq´1rg1ii
¸

´
ˆ

´Λ1 ´ 1

4
D2 ` γ˚

˙
σ21 `OpN´1`3c0q

*
dσ1 ` δN

paq“ p2eq´pN´1q{2
d

1

πG2pγ˚q

ż

r´aN ,aN s
σ1 exp

"
NG0pγ˚q ` 1

2
logpγ˚ ´ Λ1q

` Upσ1q ` σ1

˜
u1 ` 1

2N

ÿ

i

pγ ´ Λiq´1rg1ii
¸

´
ˆ

´Λ1 ´ 3

2
β23 ` γ˚

˙
σ21 `OpN´1`3c0q

*
dσ1 ` δN

“ p1 `OpN´1qqp2eq´pN´1q{2
d

1

πG2pγ˚q

ż

r´aN ,aN s
σ1 exp

"
NG0pγ˚q ` 1

2
logpγ˚ ´ Λ1q

` N

2
pξě4p1q ` β23q{2 ` σ1

˜
u1 ` 1

2N

ÿ

i

pγ ´ Λiq´1rg1ii
¸

´ p´Λ1 ` γ˚qσ21 `OpN´1`3c0q
*
dσ1 ` δN ,
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where in paq we used Eq. (7.100), and

|δN | ď N´1

ż
eσ1u1`Λ1σ

2
1Epσ1qdσ1 . (7.101)

Therefore, we obtain

ş
σ1 exppσ1u1 ` Λ1σ

2
1qEpσ1qdσ1ş

exppσ1u1 ` Λ1σ
2
1qEpσ1qdσ1

“ u1 `N´1
ř
ipγ˚ ´ Λiq´1rg1ii

2pγ˚ ´ Λ1q `OpN´1q. (7.102)

which completes the proof using Eq. (7.94).

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 σ´1, which follows from

Laplace transform and expansion of the dependence on σ1.

Proof of Lemma 7.12. Define

W pσ1,σ2q :“ 1

N
E

!`
H3pσ1

´1q `Hě4pσ1q
˘`
H3pσ2

´1q `Hě4pσ2q
˘)

“ β23xσ1
´1,σ

2
´1y3N ` ξě4

`
xσ1

´1,σ
2
´1yN ` σ11σ

2
1{N

˘
,

where, with an abuse of notation, H3pσa´1q :“ N´1
řN
i,j,k“2 σ

a
i σ

a
j σ

a
k (and a similar notation will be used

for Hď2pσa´1q below). Note that W pσ1,σ1q “ ξě4p1q ` β23p1 ´ pσ11q2{Nq3. For a Borel set U Ď S2
N ,

define

QpUq :“
ż

U

σ11σ
2
1 e

u1pσ11`σ21q`Λ1ppσ11q2`pσ21q2q¨

¨ exp
#
N´1

´
σ11

Nÿ

i,j“2

rg1ijσ1i σ1j ` σ21

Nÿ

i,j“2

rg1ijσ2i σ2j
¯

`Hď2pσ1
´1q `Hď2pσ2

´1q
+

eNrW pσ1,σ1q`W pσ2,σ2qs{2 exprNW pσ1,σ2qs ´ 1
(
µb2
0 pdσq .

Expanding the square and taking expectation, we obtain

Egě4,g3´

»
–
#ż

T pδq
σ1

´
eHpσq ´ Egě4,g3´e

Hpσq
¯
µ0pdσq

+2
fi
fl “ Q

`
T pδq ˆ T pδq

˘
.

Further, writing T “ T pδq, andA2 “ A2pN´1{2`cq, we obtain that, with probability at least 1´expp´N cq,

ˇ̌
QpA2q ´QpT ˆ T q

ˇ̌
“ N ¨ Q

´
A2zT ˆ T

¯
`N ¨ Q

´
T ˆ T zA2

¯

paq
ď N ¨ Zď2,2

´
A2zT ˆ T

¯
eNξě3p1q `N ¨ Zď2,2

´
T ˆ T zA2

¯
eNξě3p1q

pbq
ď e´cN pZď2q2eNξě3p1q ` e´NcpZď2q2eNξě3p1q

where in paq we used the fact that |σ11σ21| ď N , and in pbq the first term was bounded by using Zď2,2ppT ˆ
T qcq ď 2Zď2pT cqZď2 and applying Lemma 7.7, see Eq. (7.35), and the second by Zď2,2pT ˆ T zA2q ď
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Zď2,2pAc2q and using Lemma 7.10, Eq. (7.44). Hence we conclude that

Egě4,g3´

»
–
#ż

T pδq
σ1

´
eHpσq ´ Egě4,g3´e

Hpσq
¯
µ0pdσq

+2
fi
fl (7.103)

“ QpA2pN´1{2`cqq `O
´
e´Nc`Nξě1p1qpZď2q2

¯
. (7.104)

By Taylor expansion, always using the shorthand A2 “ A2pN´1{2`cq,

QpA2q “
ż

A2

σ11σ
2
1 exp

! 2ÿ

i“1

´`
u1σ

i
1 ` Λ1pσi1q2

˘
`Hď2pσi´1q `NW pσi,σiq

¯)

exp
!σ11
N

Nÿ

i,j“2

rg1ijσ1i σ1j ` σ21
N

Nÿ

i,j“2

rg1ijσ2i σ2j
)

¨
" Lÿ

ℓ“1

1

ℓ!
pNW pσ1,σ2qqℓ `OpN´L{2`cq

*
µb2
0 pdσq .

We estimate each term

Tℓpa, bq :“
ż

A2

σ11σ
2
1 exp

! 2ÿ

i“1

´`
u1σ

i
1 ` Λ1pσi1q2

˘
`Hď2pσi´1q `NW pσi,σiq

¯)
(7.105)

exp
!σ11
N

ÿ

1ăiăj
rg1ijσ1i σ1j ` σ21

N

Nÿ

i,j“2

rg1ijσ2i σ2j
)

¨ N ℓxσ1
´1,σ

2
´1yaN pσ11σ21{Nqb µb2

0 pdσq .

We can restrict ourselves to terms with a ě 3ℓ and b “ 0, or a ` b ě 3ℓ ` 1, since these are the terms that

can arise in QpA2q. Let

pTℓpa, bq :“
ż

S2
N

σ11σ
2
1 exp

! 2ÿ

i“1

´`
u1σ

i
1 ` Λ1pσi1q2

˘
`Hď2pσi´1q `NW pσi,σiq

¯)

exp
!σ11
N

Nÿ

i,j“2

rg1ijσ1i σ1j ` σ21
N

Nÿ

i,j“2

rg1ijσ2i σ2j
)

¨N ℓxσ1
´1,σ

2
´1yaN pσ11σ21{Nqb µb2

0 pdσq .

By Lemma 7.10, Eq. (7.44), we have

|Tℓpa, bq ´ pTℓpa, bq| ď e´Nc

.

Applying Lemma 7.6, we have, for appropriate Ci,j “ Op}u}2a `N ta{2uq,

|pTℓpa, bq| ď N ℓ´b´a
ż

S2
N

pσ11σ21qb`1 exp
! 2ÿ

i“1

´`
u1σ

i
1 ` Λ1pσi1q2

˘
`Hď2pσi´1q `NW pσi,σiq

¯)

$
&
%C0,0 `

Lÿ

i,j“0,pi,jq‰p0,0q
Ci,jN

´pi`jq{2pσ11qipσ21qj `OLpN´L{2q

,
.
- µb2

0 pdσq.

Note that when b` 1 ` i or b ` 1 ` j is odd,

ş
S2
N

pσ11σ21qb`1 exp
!ř2

i“1

´`
u1σ

i
1 ` Λ1pσi1q2

˘
`Hď2pσi´1q `W pσi,σiq

¯)
Ci,jpσ11qipσ21qj µb2

0 pdσq
ş
S2
N

exp
!ř2

i“1

´`
u1σ

i
1 ` Λ1pσi1q2

˘
`Hď2pσi´1q `W pσi,σiq

¯)
µb2
0 pdσq

“ Ob`i`j
´

|u1|p1 ` |u1|q2pb`1q`i`jp}u}2a `N ta{2uq
¯
.
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When both of them are odd,

ş
S2
N

pσ11σ21qb`1 exp
!ř2

i“1

´`
u1σ

i
1 ` Λ1pσi1q2

˘
`Hď2pσi´1q `W pσi,σiq

¯)
Ci,jpσ11qipσ21qj µb2

0 pdσq
ş
S2
N

exp
!ř2

i“1

´`
u1σ

i
1 ` Λ1pσi1q2

˘
`Hď2pσi´1q `W pσi,σiq

¯)
µb2
0 pdσq

“ Ob`i`j
´

|u1|2p1 ` |u1|q2pb`1q`i`jp}u}2a `N ta{2uq
¯
.

Otherwise, when b` 1 ` i and b ` 1 ` j are both even,

ˇ̌
ˇ
ş
S2
N

pσ11σ21qb`1 exp
!ř2

i“1

´`
u1σ

i
1 ` Λ1pσi1q2

˘
`Hď2pσi´1q `W pσi,σiq

¯)
Ci,jpσ11qipσ21qj µb2

0 pdσq
ˇ̌
ˇ

ş
S2
N

exp
!ř2

i“1

´`
u1σ

i
1 ` Λ1pσi1q2

˘
`Hď2pσi´1q `W pσi,σiq

¯)
µb2
0 pdσq

ď Ob`i`j
´

p1 ` |u1|q2pb`1q`i`jp}u}2a `N ta{2uq
¯
.

Therefore, under the assumption }u} ď N c0 , for ℓ ď L,

| pTℓpa, bq|
ş
S2
N

exp
!ř2

i“1

´`
u1σ

i
1 ` Λ1pσi1q2

˘
`Hď2pσi´1q `W pσi,σiq

¯)
µb2
0 pdσq

ď pN ta{2u ` }u}2aq ¨
„
OL

˜
|u1|2

ÿ

i,jďL
N ℓ´b´a´pi`jq{2

¸
`

ÿ

i,jďL
i,j“b`1 mod 2

OL

´
N ℓ´b´a´pi`jq{2

¯

`
ÿ

i,jďL
i‰j mod 2

OL

´
|u1|N ℓ´b´a´pi`jq{2

¯

“ OLpN´2 `N´3{2|u1| `N´1|u1|2q “ OLpN´1|u1|2 `N´2q,

where in the last step we used the fact that ℓ ě 1, and a ě 3ℓ when b “ 0, or a` b ě 3ℓ ` 1, otherwise.

Take L “ 4, and combining the terms in Eq. (7.105), we obtain

QpA2pN´1{2`cqq ď O
´

pN´2 `N´1|u1|qpZď2q2eNξě3p1q
¯
,

and therefore, using Eq. (7.104)

Egě4,g3´

»
–
#ż

T pδq
σ1

´
eHpσq ´ Egě4,g3´e

Hpσq
¯
µ0pdσq

+2
fi
fl “ O

´
pN´2 `N´1|u1|2qpZď2q2eNξě3p1q

¯
.

Thus, with probability at least 1 ´N´c, we have

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ż

T pδq
σ1

´
eHpσq ´ Egě4,g3´e

Hpσq
¯
µ0pdσq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ ď Zď2N

cpN´1 `N´1{2|u1|q.

This yields the desired claim upon using Lemma 7.7.

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 ε, C ą 0, there exists c0 ą 0 such that, for }u} ď N c0 , with probability at least

1 ´N´C , we have

››››
ż
σµpdσq

››››
2

ď N ε , (7.106)

for N sufficiently large.

Proof. We work, as before, in the basis of eigenvectors of the quadratic part W 2 of the Hamiltonian. By

(7.40), with k “ 4C{ε, with probability at least 1 ´N´2C ,

ż

T

σie
Hpσqµ0pdσq ď N ε{4}u}Ckp|ui| ` CN´1{2qEě3

ż
eHpσqµ0pdσq.

By (7.38) with L “ 4C and the union bound over i P rN s, we then have, with probability at least 1 ´
ε´8CN´C , for all i P rN s,

1

Z

ż
σie

Hpσqµ0pdσq ď N ε{2}u}Ckp|ui| ` CN´1{2q.

Assuming that c0 is chosen so that c0L ă ε{4, we then obtain (7.106).

Lemma 7.2 now follows.

Proof of Lemma 7.2. Let m̂ “ m ` ∆pmq. From Lemma 7.1 we have, with probability at least 1 ´N´c

}xσy ´ m̂}2 ď O
`
N´c `N´c}u}2

˘
.

Therefore, using Lemma 7.13 and the trivial bound }xσy} ď
?
N , we can pick ε ą 0 sufficiently small and

k sufficiently large such that, upon adjusting the constant c,

Er}xσy ´ m̂}αs “ OpN´cα `N´cα}u}αq `N´C `OpN εα ¨ N´cq
“ OpN´c{2q.

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 Proposition 4.6. We sample x „ µunif , y “ tx ` Bt, and rHp ¨ q „ µnull (the Gaussian process

with covariance E rHpσ1q rHpσ2q “ Nξpxσ1,σ2yq) with x,B, rH independent. We define the tilted disorder

Hpσq “ rHpσq ` xy,σy ` Nξpxx,σyN q, so that px,H,yq „ P are distributed according to the planted

model, cf. Eq. (3.2). (For simplicity of notation, we drop the dependence on t 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

FTAPpmq “ Nξpxx,myN q ` rHpmq ` xy,my ` N

2
θp}m}2N q ` N

2
logp1 ´ }m}2N q,

where θpsq “ ξp1q ´ ξpsq ´ p1 ´ sqξ1psq.

Let m P RN and q “ }m}2N . The following lemma follows from standard calculations.
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Lemma 7.14. The distribution of rHpσq given ∇FTAPpmq “ 0 is a Gaussian process with

N´1Er rHpσq | ∇FTAPpmq “ 0,y,xs

“ ξ1pxm,σyN qxz,σyN
ξ1pqq ´ ξ2pqqxm,zyN

ξ1pqqζpqq ξ1pxm,σyN qxm,σyN , (7.107)

with ζpqq “ ξ1pqq ` qξ2pqq and z “ ´y ´ ξ1pxx,myN qx ` p1 ´ qqξ2pqqm ` m
1´q , and covariance

N´1 Covr rHpσ1q, rHpσ2q | ∇FTAPpmq “ 0,y,xs

“ ξpxσ1,σ2yN q ´ ξ1pxm,σ1yN qξ1pxm,σ2yN q
ξ1pqq xσ1,σ2yN

` ξ2pqqξ1pxm,σ1yN qξ1pxm,σ2yN qxm,σ1yNxm,σ2yN
ξ1pqqζpqq . (7.108)

Let σK “ Ptx,muK pσq be the projection of σ on tx,muK, and similarly define yK, zK. Define the

band

DN pa, bq :“
!
σ P SN : xσ,myN “ aq and xσ,xyN “ b

)
, (7.109)

and let rpa, bq “ }σ ´ σK}2N for σ P DN pa, bq.

Throughout the rest of the section, we will condition on the event ∇FTAPpmq “ 0, and on y ´ yK and

x. Conditional on ∇FTAPpmq “ 0,y ´ yK,x, we can write

N´1Hpσq “ ξpbq`ξ1paqqxz,σyN
ξ1pqq ´ξ2pqqξ1paqqaqxm,zyN

ξ1pqqζpqq `N´1 pHpσKq`xyK,σKyN`xy´yK,σ´σKyN ,

where pH is a centered Gaussian process with covariance

N´1Covp pHpσK,1q, pHpσK,2qq

“ ξ
`
rpa, bq ` xσK,1,σK,2yN

˘
´ ξ1paqq2

ξ1pqq xσK,1,σK,2yN ´ ξ1paqq2rpa, bq
ξ1pqq ` ξ1paqq2ξ2pqqpaqq2

ζpqqξ1pqq .

Let σ̃ “ σK{}σK}N . We can then write

ż

DN pa,bq
eHpσqµa,b0 pdσq

“ exp

ˆ
N

„
ξpbq ` ξ1paqqxz ` y,σyN

ξ1pqq ´ ξ2pqqξ1paqqaqxm,zyN
ξ1pqqζpqq `

ˆ
1 ´ ξ1paqq

ξ1pqq

˙
xy ´ yK,σ ´ σKyN

˙

ż

SN´2

exp

ˆ
N

ˆ
1 ´ ξ1paqq

ξ1pqq

˙
p1 ´ rpa, bqq1{2xyK, σ̃yN ` H̃pσ̃q ` N ´ 3

2
logp1 ´ rpa, bqq

˙
µ0pdσ̃q

“ exp

ˆ
NΓN py,m; a, bq ` N ´ 3

2
logp1 ´ rpa, bqq

˙ż

SN´2

eN
1{2ga,b`Hpσ̃qµ0pdσ̃q, (7.110)

where µ
a,b
0 is the measure induced on DN pa, bq by µ0, we defined ΓN via

ΓN py,m; a, bq :“ ξpbq ` ξ1paqqxz ` y,σyN
ξ1pqq ´ ξ2pqqξ1paqqaqxm,zyN

ξ1pqqζpqq `
ˆ
1 ´ ξ1paqq

ξ1pqq

˙
xy ´ yK,σ ´ σKyN ,

(7.111)
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and H is a Hamiltonian on σ̃ with mixture ξ̃pqq “ ř
kě1 ξ̃k given by

ξ̃1 “ p1 ´ rpa, bqq
˜
ξ1prpa, bqq ´ ξ1paqq2

ξ1pqq `
ˆ
1 ´ ξ1paqq

ξ1pqq

˙2

t

¸
“: γ̃21 , (7.112)

ξ̃2 “ 1

2
ξ2prpa, bqqp1 ´ rpa, bqq2 “: γ̃22 , (7.113)

ξ̃p “ 1

p!
ξppqprpa, bqqp1 ´ rpa, bqqp, p ě 3 . (7.114)

Finally, ga,b is a Gaussian independent of H with standard deviation γ̃0 given by

γ̃20 :“ ξprpa, bqq ´ ξ1paqq2rpa, bq
ξ1pqq ` ξ1paqq2ξ2pqqpaqq2

ζpqqξ1pqq . (7.115)

Note that

ξ̃ě2psq “
ÿ

pě2

1

p!
ξppqprpa, bqqp1 ´ rpa, bqqpsp

“ ξprpa, bq ` p1 ´ rpa, bqqsq ´ ξprpa, bqq ´ ξ1prpa, bqqp1 ´ rpa, bqqs
and therefore

ξ̃2
ě2psq “ p1 ´ rpa, bqq2ξ2prpa, bq ` p1 ´ rpa, bqqsq

(1.5)ă p1 ´ rpa, bqq2
p1 ´ prpa, bq ` p1 ´ rpa, bqqsqq2 “ 1

p1 ´ sq2 . (7.116)

Integrating twice shows ξ̃ě2 satisfies condition (7.9), and thus the results in Subsection 7.1 apply to ξ̃ě2.

Similarly, note that

ξ̃ě3p1q “ ξp1q ´ ξprpa, bqq ´ ξ1prpa, bqqp1 ´ rpa, bqq ´ 1

2
ξ2prpa, bqqp1 ´ rpa, bqq2. (7.117)

Following Subsection 7.1, we write the quadratic component of H as xAp2q, σ̃b2y for Ap2q “ Ap2qpa, bq
a GOE matrix scaled by γ̃2{

?
2. Recall the definition of Gpγq “ Gpγ;A,uq in Eq. (7.10). We take u to

be the external field u “ γ̃1g, and A “ Ap2q. Note that u and Ap2q depend on the parameters a, b. Let

γa,b “ argminząz˚ Gpz;Ap2q,uq, z˚ :“ λmaxpAp2qq. From Lemma 7.8 Eqs. (7.38) and (7.39) and Lemma

7.3, when

γ̃21 “ p1 ´ rpa, bqq
˜
ξ1prpa, bqq ´ ξ1paqq2

ξ1pqq `
ˆ
1 ´ ξ1paqq

ξ1pqq

˙2

t

¸
ď N c0´1,

we have (with probability at least 1 ´N´c, conditional on ∇FTAPpmq “ 0,y ´ yK,x) that
ż

DN pa,bq
eHpσqµa,b0 pdσq

“ p1 `OpN´cqqp2eq´pN´2q{2
d

2

NG2pγa,b;Ap2q,uq

exp

ˆ
N

„
N´1{2ga,b ` ΓN py,m; a, bq ` N ´ 3

2N
logp1 ´ rpa, bqq ` min

ząz˚
Gpz;Ap2q,uq

` 1

2

ˆ
ξp1q ´ ξprpa, bqq ´ ξ1prpa, bqqp1 ´ rpa, bqq ´ 1

2
ξ2prpa, bqqp1 ´ rpa, bqq2

˙˙
,

(7.118)
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where we have simplified using Eq. (7.117). By independence of u, W̃ p2q, and the fact that W̃ p2q is a GOE

matrix scaled by γ̃2{
?
2, the following holds with probability at least 1´expp´N cq provided z ą γ̃2

?
2`δ

for some constant δ ą 0

Gpz;Ap2q,uq “ Ga,bpzq `Op1{Nq, (7.119)

where

Ga,bpzq :“ z ´ 1

2

´
ψpz

?
2{γ̃2q ` logpγ̃2{

?
2q
¯

` 1

4

˜
γ̃21 ` p1 ´ rpa, bqq

ˆ
1 ´ ξ1paqq

ξ1pqq

˙2

t

¸
φpz

?
2{γ̃2q,

(7.120)

and, for x ą 2,

φpxq “ 1

2
px ´

a
x2 ´ 4q, ψpxq “ 1

2
ppx ´

a
x2 ´ 4q{2q2 ´ logppx ´

a
x2 ´ 4q{2q.

Note that φpxq “
ş
px ´ uq´1µscpduq and ψpxq “

ş
logpx ´ uqµscpduq where µsc is the semicircular law.

Moreover, ψ1pxq “ φpxq.

Thus,

ż

DN pa,bq
eHpσqµa,b0 pdσq “

d
2

NG2pγa,b;Ap2q,uq
exp

ˆ
NEpa, bq `N1{2ga,b `Op1q

˙
, (7.121)

where we define

Epa, bq :“ ´N ´ 2

2N
lnp2eq ` N ´ 3

2N
logp1 ´ rpa, bqq ` min

ząγ̃2
?
2
Ga,bpzq ` ΓN py,m; a, bq

` 1

2

ˆ
ξp1q ´ ξprpa, bqq ´ ξ1prpa, bqqp1 ´ rpa, bqq ´ 1

2
ξ2prpa, bqqp1 ´ rpa, bqq2

˙
. (7.122)

Let b˚ “ xx,myN . Note that rp1, b˚q “ q. Furthermore, we have

rpa, bq “ a2q ` pb ´ axx,myN q2
1 ´ xx,my2N {q . (7.123)

We will next verify several properties of Epa, bq, starting with the observation that pa, bq “ p1, b˚q is a

stationary point of E.

Lemma 7.15. We have ∇Epa, bq|pa,bq“p1,b˚q “ 0. (Here ∇ denotes gradient with respect to pa, bq.)

Proof. We first compute ∇minz Ga,bpzq. Let z˚pa, bq “ argminz Ga,bpzq and z˚ “ argminz G1,b˚ pzq so

BzGa,bpzq|z˚pa,bq “ 0 ô 1 ´ 1?
2γ̃2

φpz
?
2{γ̃2q “ 0. (7.124)

For α P ta, bu,

Bαz˚pa, bq “ pB2zGa,bpzqq´1|pa,b,z˚pa,bqqBαBzGa,bpzq|pa,b,z˚pa,bqq. (7.125)

A quick calculation shows that z˚ “ 1{2 ` γ̃22 when pa, bq “ p1, b˚q, and for α P ta, bu,

Bαmin
z
Ga,bpzq|pa,bq “ BαGa,bpz˚pa, bqq|pa,bq.
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Also note that

∇

˜
γ̃21 ` p1 ´ rpa, bqq

ˆ
1 ´ ξ1paqq

ξ1pqq

˙2

t

¸ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
p1,b˚q

“ 0;

˜
γ̃21 ` p1 ´ rpa, bqq

ˆ
1 ´ ξ1paqq

ξ1pqq

˙2

t

¸ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
p1,b˚q

“ 0.

(7.126)

From the definition of G and the stationary condition (7.124), we obtain that

∇min
z
Ga,bpzq|p1,b˚q “ 1

2

´
´γ̃´1

2 `
?
2γ̃´2

2 z˚φpz˚
?
2{γ̃2q

¯
∇γ̃2 “ γ̃2∇γ̃2 “ 1

2
∇pγ̃22q. (7.127)

Furthermore,

∇γ̃22 “ ´ξ2prpa, bqqp1 ´ rpa, bqq∇rpa, bq ` 1

2
ξ3prpa, bqqp1 ´ rpa, bqq2∇rpa, bq.

We have

∇

ˆ
1

2
logp1 ´ rpa, bqq ` 1

2
pξp1q ´ ξprpa, bqq ´ ξ1prpa, bqqp1 ´ rpa, bqq ´ 1

2
ξ2prpa, bqqp1 ´ rpa, bqq2q

˙

“ ´1

2p1 ´ rpa, bqq∇rpa, bq ´ 1

4
ξ3prpa, bqqp1 ´ rpa, bqq2∇rpa, bq, (7.128)

and furthermore Barpa, bq|p1,b˚q “ 2q, Bbrpa, bq|p1,b˚q “ 0 and rp1, b˚q “ q.

Recall

xz ` y,σyN “ ´ξ1pxx,myN qb` aq

ˆ
p1 ´ qqξ2pqq ` 1

1 ´ q

˙
.

Moreover,

xy ´ yK,σ ´ σKyN “ axy,myN ` b´ axx,myN
1 ´ xx,my2N{q pxy,xyN ´ xx,myNxy,myN{qq .

Hence,

ξ1paqqxy ` z,σyN
ξ1pqq ´ ξ2pqqξ1paqqaqxm,zyN

ξ1pqqζpqq `
ˆ
1 ´ ξ1paqq

ξ1pqq

˙
xy ´ yK,σ ´ σKyN

“
ξ1paqqp´ξ1pxx,myN qb` aqpp1 ´ qqξ2pqq ` 1

1´q qq
ξ1pqq ´ ξ2pqqξ1paqqaqxm,zyN

ξ1pqqζpqq

`
ˆ
1 ´ ξ1paqq

ξ1pqq

˙ˆ
axy,myN ` b ´ axx,myN

1 ´ xx,my2N{q pxy,xyN ´ xx,myNxy,myN{qq
˙

“
ξ1paqqp´ξ1pxx,myN qb` aqpp1 ´ qqξ2pqq ` 1

1´q qq
ξ1pqq

`
ˆ
1 ´ ξ1paqq

ξ1pqq

˙
b´ axx,myN
1 ´ xx,my2N{q pxy,xyN ´ xx,myNxy,myN{qq

`
ξ2pqqξ1paqqaq

´
ξ1pxx,myN qxx,myN ´ qξ2pqqp1 ´ qq ´ q

1´q

¯

ξ1pqqζpqq

` xy,myN
ˆ
ξ2pqqξ1paqqaq
ξ1pqqζpqq ` a

ˆ
1 ´ ξ1paqq

ξ1pqq

˙˙
.
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Note that

Ba
ˆˆ

1 ´ ξ1paqq
ξ1pqq

˙
b´ axx,myN
1 ´ xx,my2N{q

˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌
p1,b˚q

“ Bb
ˆˆ

1 ´ ξ1paqq
ξ1pqq

˙
b´ axx,myN
1 ´ xx,my2N{q

˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌
p1,b˚q

“ 0,

and Bapξ1paqqaqq|p1,qq “ qζpqq so

Ba
ˆ
ξ2pqqξ1paqqaq
ξ1pqqζpqq ` a

ˆ
1 ´ ξ1paqq

ξ1pqq

˙˙
|p1,b˚q “ Bb

ˆ
ξ2pqqξ1paqqaq
ξ1pqqζpqq ` a

ˆ
1 ´ ξ1paqq

ξ1pqq

˙˙
|p1,b˚q “ 0.

Thus, we can compute

Ba
ˆ
ξ1paqqxy ` z,σyN

ξ1pqq ´ ξ2pqqξ1paqqaqxm,zyN
ξ1pqqζpqq `

ˆ
1 ´ ξ1paqq

ξ1pqq

˙
xy ´ yK,σ ´ σKyN

˙
|p1,b˚q

“ qp1 ´ qqξ2pqq ` q

1 ´ q
. (7.129)

Similarly,

Bb
ˆ
ξ1paqqxy ` z,σyN

ξ1pqq ´ ξ2pqqξ1paqqaqxm,zyN
ξ1pqqζpqq `

ˆ
1 ´ ξ1paqq

ξ1pqq

˙
xy ´ yK,σ ´ σKyN

˙
|p1,b˚q

“ ´ξ1pxx,myN q. (7.130)

Combining (7.127), (7.128), (7.129), (7.130), we obtain the desired claim that ∇Epa, bq|pa,bq“p1,b˚ q “
0.

Lemma 7.16. We have

E

«ż

DN pa,bq
eHpσqµa,b0 pdσq

ˇ̌
ˇ∇FTAPpmq “ 0,x,y ´ yK, ga,b

ff
“ exp

!
NÊpa, bq ´ logp2eq `

?
Nga,b

)
,

(7.131)

where

Êpa, bq :“ 1

N
lnp2eq ` N ´ 3

2N
logp1 ´ rpa, bqq `

ˆ
1

2
γ̃22 ` 1

2
γ̃21

˙
` ΓN py,m; a, bq

` 1

2

ˆ
ξp1q ´ ξprpa, bqq ´ ξ1prpa, bqqp1 ´ rpa, bqq ´ 1

2
ξ2prpa, bqqp1 ´ rpa, bqq2

˙
. (7.132)

Furthermore, Epa, bq is uniformly upper bounded by Êpa, bq, Ep1, b˚q “ Êp1, b˚q, and ∇Ep1, b˚q “
∇Êp1, b˚q “ 0.

Proof. Eq (7.131) follows from a direct calculation. For the last claim, let γ̃2 “ γ̃2pa, bq and γ̃1 “ γ̃1pa, bq.

Given a quadratic Hamiltonian Hď2pσq “ γ̃2xσ,Aσy{
?
2 ` γ̃1xg,σy where A is a GOE matrix and

g „ N p0, IN q,

E

„ż
eHď2pσqµ0pdσq


“ eNγ̃

2
2{2`Nγ̃21{2.
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On the other hand, by Lemma 7.3, we have, for γ̃1 sufficiently small, with probability at least 1 ´ e´cN ,

ż
eHď2pσqµ0pdσq ě exp

!
p1 ´ op1qqN

´
min

ząγ̃2
?
2
Ga,bpzq ´ 1

2
logp2eq

¯)
.

Since this holds for all N , Markov inequality implies

min
ząγ̃2

?
2
Ga,bpzq ´ 1

2
logp2eq ď 1

2
γ̃22 ` 1

2
γ̃21 .

The last claim follows immediately upon this observation.

When xx,myN “ q, xy,myN “ t, xy,xyN “ t, }y}2 “ t ` t2, under the constraint ξ1pqq ` t “ q
1´q ,

we can simplify Êpa, bq as

Ẽpa, bq :“ 1

N
lnp2eq ` N ´ 3

2N
logp1 ´ rpa, bqq ` 1

2
γ̃21 ` ξpbq ´ bξ1paqq ` ξ1paqqaq

p1 ´ qqξ1pqq ` at

ˆ
1 ´ ξ1paqq

ξ1pqq

˙

` 1

2

`
ξp1q ´ ξprpa, bqq ´ ξ1prpa, bqqp1 ´ rpa, bqq

˘
. (7.133)

Indeed, under these values and constraints,

ΓN py,m; a, bq “ ξpbq ` ξ1paqqxy ` z,σy
ξ1pqq ´ ξ2pqqξ1paqqaqxm,zy

ξ1pqqθpqq `
ˆ
1 ´ ξ1paqq

ξ1pqq

˙
xy ´ yK,σ ´ σKy

“ ξpbq ´
ξ2pqqξ1paqqaqp´t´ ξ1pqqq ` q

1´q ` qp1 ´ qqξ2pqqq
ξ1pqqθpqq

`
ξ1paqqp´ξ1pqqb ` aqpp1 ´ qqξ2pqq ` 1

1´q qq
ξ1pqq ` t

ˆ
1 ´ ξ1paqq

ξ1pqq

˙

“ ξpbq ´ bξ1paqq ` ξ1paqqaq
p1 ´ qqξ1pqq ` at

ˆ
1 ´ ξ1paqq

ξ1pqq

˙
.

Furthermore, in this case, b˚ “ q.

Lemma 7.17. For ε ą 0 sufficiently small, there is η ą 0 such that for all pa, bq satisfying |aq´q|`|b´q| ď
ε, we have ∇2Ẽpa, bq ĺ ´ηI2.

Proof. We have

B2b Ẽpa, bq|p1,qq “ 2ξ2pqq ´
ˆ

1

2p1 ´ rpa, bqq ` 1

2
ξ2prpa, bqqp1 ´ rpa, bqq

˙
B2b prpa, bqq|p1,qq

“ ´ 1

p1 ´ qq2 ` ξ2pqq, (7.134)

and

BbBaẼpa, bq|p1,qq “ ´
ˆ

1

2p1 ´ rpa, bqq ` 1

2
ξ2prpa, bqqp1 ´ rpa, bqq

˙
Ba,bprpa, bqq|p1,qq

“ ´qξ2pqq ` q

p1 ´ qq2 . (7.135)
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Finally, we compute

B2aẼpa, bq|p1,qq

“ ´q3ξ3pqq ` qp2ξ2pqq ` qξ3pqqq ` p1 ´ qqpq2ξ3pqq ` qξ2pqq ´ q2ξ2pqq2{ξ1pqq ` q2vξ2pqq2{ξ1pqq2q

´ qp2q ` 1q
p1 ´ qq2 ´ 2q2p1 ´ qqξ3pqq ` qp2q ´ 1qξ2pqq

“ ´qp2q ` 1q
p1 ´ qq2 ` qpq ` 2qξ2pqq ` p1 ´ qqp´q2ξ2pqq2{ξ1pqq ` q2vξ2pqq2{ξ1pqq2q. (7.136)

Using the constraints v “ t´ t2p1´qq
q

, and that t “ q
1´q ´ ξ1pqq, we can simplify

B2aẼpa, bq|p1,qq “ ´qp2q ` 1q
p1 ´ qq2 ` qpq ` 2qξ2pqq ´ qp1 ´ qq2ξ2pqq2. (7.137)

Consider a change of variable ã “ aq and let Epã, bq “ Ẽpã{q, bq. Combining (7.134), (7.135), (7.137),

under the condition ξ2pqq ă 1
p1´qq2 , that Epã, bq is strictly concave at pã, bq “ pq, qq is equivalent to

1

q

ˆ
p1 ´ qq2ξ2pqq2 ´ pq ` 2qξ2pqq ` p2q ` 1q

p1 ´ qq2
˙

ą
ˆ

1

p1 ´ qq2 ´ ξ2pqq
˙

ô 1

q

ˆ
p1 ´ qqξ2pqq ´ 1

1 ´ q

˙2

` 1

p1 ´ qq2 ą 0.

Notice that, for pa, bq in a neighborhood of p1, b˚q, the Hessian of Êpa, bq is a continuous rational

function of q, ξpbq, ξpqq, ξ1pqq, ξ2pqq, ξ3pqq, ξ1pxx,myN q, and xx,yyN , xx,myN , xy,myN , }y}2N . Hence,

we have the following implication of the previous lemma.

Corollary 7.18. There exist ε, η ą 0 such that, for |xx,myN´q| ď ε, |xy,myN´t| ď ε, |xy,xyN´t| ď ε,

and |}y}2N ´ t| ď ε, all pa, bq such that |aq ´ a˚q| ` |b ´ b˚| ď ε, we have ∇2Êpa, bq ĺ ´ηI2. (Here

pa˚, b˚q “ p1, qq.)

We will next prove several simple preliminary estimates before giving the proof of Proposition 4.6.

Recall that on DN pa, bq, we have defined the Hamiltonian Hpσ̃q, which is a spin glass with mixture

given by Eqs. (7.112) to (7.114). Let Appqpa, bq “ ∇pHp0q and upa, bq “ ∇Hp0q.

By Lemma 7.15, Lemma 7.16, and Corollary 7.18 and the preceding remark, there is a unique local

maxima pa˚, b˚q “ p1, b˚q of Epa, bq and pEpa, bq with |qa˚ ´ q| ` |b˚ ´ q| ď ε, and pEpa, bq is strongly

concave at pa˚, b˚q. In particular, there is η ą 0 such that, for sufficiently small ε and pa, bq such that

|qa´ qa˚| ` |b´ b˚| ď ε, we have

Epa, bq ď Epa˚, b˚q ´ ηp|qa ´ qa˚|2 ` |b´ b˚|2q. (7.138)

For each a, b let mpa, bq be the unique point in V :“ spanpm,xq with }mpa, bq}2N “ qa and xmpa, bq,xyN “
b.

The following lemma follows from standard control on suprema of Gaussian processes (see, e.g. [MS23,

Lemma A.3]).

Lemma 7.19. For ε ą 0 sufficiently small there exist c “ cpεq, C “ Cpεq ą 0 depending uniquely on ε

such that the following holds with probability at least 1 ´ e´cN conditional on ∇FTAPpmq “ 0. For pa, bq
such that |qa ´ qa˚| ` |b´ b˚| ď ε, we have

∇Hpmpa, bqq “ ∇Hpmq ` ∇2Hpmqpmpa, bq ´ mq ` Err,
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where }Err} ď CN´1{2}mpa, bq´m}2. Furthermore, PK
V p∇Hpmqq “ 0, and for v P V , }∇2Hpmqv}2 ď

C}v}2. (Here V “ spanpm,xq.)

As a corollary of Lemma 7.19, we obtain the following control on the effective fields upa, bq “ p1 ´
rpa, bqq1{2PK

V p∇Hpmqq.

Lemma 7.20. For ε, δ ą 0 sufficiently small, the following holds with probability at least 1 ´ e´cN . There

exists u1,u2 P RN´3 with }u1}, }u2} “ OpN1{2q such that, for any pa, bq with |qa´ qa˚| ` |b ´ b˚| ď ε,

we have }upa, bq ´ pqa ´ qa˚qu1 ´ pb ´ b˚qu2} ď CN1{2p|qa´ qa˚|2 ` |b ´ b˚|2q.

Furthermore, for γ ą δ ` EλmaxpAp2qpa˚, b˚qq and i, j P t1, 2u, there is c “ cpδq ą 0 such that, with

probability 1 ´ e´Nc
, xui, pγI ´ Ap2qpa˚, b˚qq´1ujy, concentrates in a window of size OpN1{2`cq around

its expectation.

Proof. The first part follows from Lemma 7.19, using PK
V p∇Hpmqq “ 0.

The second part holds by concentration of Lipschitz functions of Gaussian random variables. Indeed

note that ui depend linearly on Ap2qpa˚, b˚q as well as on independent Gaussian random variables. Under

the high probability event EλmaxpAp2qpa˚, b˚qq ` δ{2 ď λmaxpAp2qpa˚, b˚qq ď C , the quantity xui, pγI ´
Ap2qpa˚, b˚qq´1ujy is indeed Lipschitz in these Gaussians as well as on Ap2qpa˚, b˚q.

Let

R :“
 

pa, bq : q|a ´ a˚| ` |b ´ b˚| ď N´1{2`c( . (7.139)

Recall the random shifts ga,b in Eq. (7.110). We have the following control on ga,b, again from standard

control on Gaussian processes.

Lemma 7.21. We have that ga,b, for pa, bq P R, forms a Gaussian process with Erpga,b ´ ga1,b1q2s “
Op}mpa, bq ´ mpa1, b1q}2N q. Furthermore, with probability at least 1 ´ e´cN , we have, for all pa, bq P R
that

|ga,b ´ ga˚,b˚ | ď Cp|qpa ´ a˚q| ` |b ´ b˚|q.

Proof. The first claim follows from a standard calculation, and the second claim follows Sudakov-Fernique

inequality, comparing with the linear process xg,mpa, bq´mpa˚, b˚qy{
?
N for g a standard normal vector.

Lemma 7.22. The scaled GOE matrices Ap2qpa, bq for pa, bq P R form a Gaussian process with metric

E

!››Ap2qpa, bq ´ Ap2qpa1, b1q
››2
F

)
ď CNp|qa´ qa1|2 ` |b ´ b1|2q .

Furthermore, for any η ą 0 there exist constants c, C ą 0 such that, with probability at least 1 ´ e´cN ,

}Ap2qpa, bq ´ Ap2qpa1, b1q}2F ď CNp|qa´ qa1|2 ` |b´ b1|2q1`η , @pa, bq, pa1, b1q P R , (7.140)

}Ap2qpa, bq ´ Ap2qpa1, b1q}2op ď Cp|qa´ qa˚|2 ` |b´ b˚|2q1`η , @pa, bq, pa1, b1q P R . (7.141)

and

sup
pa,bqPR

}Ap2qpa, bq ´ Ap2qpa˚, b˚q}2F ď CN2c , (7.142)

sup
pa,bqPR

}Ap2qpa, bq ´ Ap2qpa˚, b˚q}2
op

ď CN´1`2c . (7.143)
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Proof. The bound on the canonical distance of Ap2q 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

´
}Ap2qpa, bq ´ Ap2qpa1, b1q}2F ą κE}Ap2qpa, bq ´ Ap2qpa1, b1q}2F

¯
ď 2e´cN2rpκ´1q^pκ´1q2s,

for κ ą 1.

The bound (7.141) and (7.143) follow from a similar chaining argument. Indeed, Ap2qpa, bq´Ap2qpa1, b1q
is a matrix with independent entries with variance bounded by Cp|qa ´ qa˚|2 ` |b ´ b˚|2q{N , whence by

standard estimates on the norm of Gaussian random matrices, the following holds for all κ ą κ0

P

´
}Ap2qpa, bq ´ Ap2qpa1, b1q}2

op
ą κN´1E}Ap2qpa, bq ´ Ap2qpa1, b1q}2F

¯
ď 2e´cNκ.

Recall Gpγ;A,uq in (7.10) and Ga,bpγq in (7.120). The next lemma gives control over G and Ga,b for

pa, bq P R.

Lemma 7.23. Given a compact interval I Ď rM,8q, M :“ ε ` EλmaxpAp2qpa˚, b˚qq, the following holds

with probability at least 1 ´ e´Nδ
for appropriate C0, c, δ ą 0 depending on ε ą 0:

1. We have

sup
γPI,pa,bqPR

ˇ̌
ˇNpGpγ;Ap2qpa, bq,upa, bqq ´Ga,bpγqq ´NpGpγ;Ap2qpa˚, b˚q,upa˚, b˚qq ´Ga˚,b˚pγqq

ˇ̌
ˇ

“ OpN´1{2`cq. (7.144)

2. We have

sup
pa,bq,pa1 ,b1qPR:pa,bq`pa1 ,b1q“2pa˚ ,b˚q

γPI

ˇ̌
ˇNGpγ;Ap2qpa, bq,upa, bqq ´NGpγ;Ap2qpa1, b1q,upa1, b1qq

ˇ̌
ˇ

“ OpN´1{2`cq. (7.145)

3. The event in Lemma 7.3 holds uniformly in pa, bq P R. Namely,

Zď2pa, bq “
ż
exσ,Ap2qpa,bqσy`xupa,bq,σyµa,b0 pdσq

“ p1 ` Erra,bpNqqp2eq´pN´2q{2
d

2

G2pγa,b;Ap2qpa, bq,upa, bqq
eNGpγa,b;Ap2qpa,bq,upa,bqq , (7.146)

where suppa,bqPR |Erra,bpNq| ď C0, N
´c.

Proof. We can represent Ap2qpa, bq “ Ap2qpa˚, b˚q ` ∆pa, bq where each entry of ∆pa, bq forms an inde-

pendent Gaussian process with metric Erp∆i,jpa, bq ´ ∆i,jpa1, b1qq2s1{2 ď CN´1{2pq|a ´ a1| ` |b ´ b1|q,

and ∆pa˚, b˚q “ 0.
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Letting Q˚pγq “ γI ´ Ap2qpa˚, b˚q, we can expand

Gpγ;Ap2qpa, bq,upa, bqq “

“ γ ´ 1

2N
log detpγI ´ Ap2qpa, bqq ` 1

4N
xupa, bq, pγI ´ Ap2qpa, bqq´1upa, bqy

“ Gpγ;Ap2qpa˚, b˚q,upa˚, b˚qq ´ 1

2N
log det

´
I ´ Q˚pγq´1{2

∆pa, bqQ˚pγq´1{2
¯

(7.147)

` 1

4N
xupa, bq, pQ˚pγq ´ ∆pa, bqq´1upa, bqy ´ 1

4N
xupa, bq,Q˚pγq´1upa, bqy.

Next, for k ě 2, let

Xkpa, bq “ Tr

ˆ´
Q˚pγq´1{2

∆pa, bqQ˚pγq´1{2
¯k˙

. (7.148)

We have

|Xkpa, bq ´Xkpa1, b1q| ď CkN
´pk´1qp1{2´cq`1{2}Ap2qpa, bq ´ Ap2qpa1, b1q}F,

under the event in Lemma 7.22. Recall that this also guarantees

sup
pa,bqPR

!
}∆pa, bq}op _ }Q˚pγq´1{2

∆pa, bqQ˚pγq´1{2}op

)
ď CN´1{2`c , (7.149)

Hence, under the event in Lemma 7.22, we have |Xkpa, bq ´ Xkpa1, b1q| ď N´pk´1qp1{2´cq´L`1 whenever

q|a´ a1| ` |b´ b1| ă N´L.

Let P∆ and E∆ denote probability and expectation with respect to ∆pa, bq only, i.e. conditional on

Ap2qpa˚, b˚q. Also let

Mpa, bq “ Q˚pγq´1{2
∆pa, bqQ˚pγq´1{2

be the matrix appearing in Xkpa, bq. On the Ap2qpa˚, b˚q-measurable, probability 1 ´ e´cN event that

Q˚pγq´1{2 is bounded in operator norm, M pa, bq is (conditional on Ap2qpa˚, b˚q, in a suitable basis) a

random matrix with independent centered gaussian entries, with variances not equal but bounded uniformly

by N´2`2c. It is well known, cf. [AGZ10, Chapter 2] that tracial moments of Mpa, bq amount to certain

(weighted) cycle counts, and from this a routine calculation gives

E∆Xkpa, bq “
#
0 k odd,

OkpN1´kp1{2´cqq k even,
Var∆rXkpa, bqs “ OkpN´kp1´2cqq.

(The last estimate amounts to computing cycle counts for ErTrpM pa, bqkq2s and ErTrpMpa, bqkqs2, cf.

[AGZ10, Proof of Lemma 2.1.7].) For any fixed pa, bq P R, Gaussian hypercontractivity gives

P∆

!
|Xkpa, bq ´ E∆Xkpa, bq| ě t

a
Var∆pXkpa, bqq

)
ď expp´tckq,

because Xkpa, bq is a degree k-polynomial in the entries of Mpa, bq. By a union bound over a N´L-net of

R (of size N2L), with probability 1 ´ e´Nckδ
over ∆pa, bq the following holds.

For k even, uniformly in pa, bq P R

Tr

ˆ´
Q˚pγq´1{2

∆pa, bqQ˚pγq´1{2
¯k˙

´ETr

ˆ´
Q˚pγq´1{2

∆pa, bqQ˚pγq´1{2
¯k˙

“ OkpN δ´kp1{2´cqq,
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and for k odd,

sup
pa,bqPR

Tr

ˆ´
Q˚pγq´1{2

∆pa, bqQ˚pγq´1{2
¯k˙

“ OkpN δ´kp1{2´cqq.

Recall that | logp1 ´ xq ` x` x2{2| ď |x|3 for all |x| ď 1{4. Therefore, uniformly in pa, bq P R, for all

δ, c small enough

log det
´
I ´ Q˚pγq´1{2

∆pa, bqQ˚pγq´1{2
¯

“ ´
2ÿ

k“1

1

k
Tr

ˆ´
Q˚pγq´1{2

∆pa, bqQ˚pγq´1{2
¯k˙

`OpN´1`cq

“ ´ETr

ˆ´
Q˚pγq´1{2

∆pa, bqQ˚pγq´1{2
¯2
˙

`OpN´1{2`c`δq. (7.150)

We next turn to the term xupa, bq, pQ˚pγq´∆pa, bqq´1upa, bqy in Eq. (7.147). From Lemma 7.20, there

are u1,u2 with }u1}, }u2} “ OpN1{2q such that letting u0pa, bq :“ qpa ´ a˚qu1 ` pb ´ b˚qu2, we have

}upa, bq ´ u0pa, bq} ď CN´1{2`2c and }u0pa, bq} ď CN c for any pa, bq P R Therefore, with probability

1 ´ e´Nδ
,

xu0pa, bq, pQ˚pγq ´ ∆pa, bqq´1u0pa, bqy
“ xu0pa, bq,Q˚pγq´1u0pa, bqy ` xu0pa, bq,Q˚pγq´1

∆pa, bqQ˚pγq´1u0pa, bqy `OpN´1`3cq
“ xu0pa, bq,Q˚pγq´1u0pa, bqy `OpN´1`3c`δq.

where the first estimate follows from Eq. (7.149), and the second from independence of ∆pa, bq and u1,u2,

together with the fact that the entries of ∆pa, bq have variance bounded by N´2`2c. Therefore, we obtain

that, with probability 1 ´ e´Nδ
,

xupa, bq, pQ˚pγq ´ ∆pa, bqq´1upa, bqy
“ xqpa´ a˚qu1 ` pb ´ b˚qu2,Q˚pγq´1pqpa ´ a˚qu1 ` pb ´ b˚qu2qy `OpN´1`4c`δq. (7.151)

By similarly taking a union bound over a net of R of radius N´L and using the continuity in Lemma 7.22,

we can guarantee Eq. (7.151) uniformly in pa, bq P R.

Combining the last conclusion in Lemma 7.20, Eqs. (7.150) and (7.151) and a union bound over γ, over

any compact interval of γ, upon changing δ, with probability at least 1 ´ e´Nδ
, that

sup
γ,pa,bqPR

ˇ̌
ˇNpGpγ;Ap2qpa, bq,upa, bqq ´Ga,bpγq ´Gpγ;Ap2qpa˚, b˚q,upa˚, b˚qq `Ga˚,b˚pγqq

ˇ̌
ˇ

ď OpN´1{2`cq.

Thus, we have, with probability at least 1 ´ e´Nδ
, uniformly in pa, bq P R and γ, that Eq. (7.144) holds.

Given pa, bq, pa1, b1q P R such that pa, bq ` pa1, b1q “ 2pa˚, b˚q, we have that

ETr

ˆ´
Q˚pγq´1{2

∆pa, bqQ˚pγq´1{2
¯2
˙

“ ETr

ˆ´
Q˚pγq´1{2

∆pa1, b1qQ˚pγq´1{2
¯2
˙
.

Combining with Eqs. (7.150) and (7.151), we then obtain Eq. (7.145).

87



Finally, we recall that for each pa, bq P R, the event in Lemma 7.3 holds with probability at least 1 ´
e´cN . On the other hand, for appropriate C ą C 1 ą 1, using Lemma 7.20 and Lemma 7.22, with probability

1 ´ e´cN , uniformly over pa, bq, pa1, b1q P R with |qpa ´ a1q| ` |b ´ b1| ď N´C , we have Zď2pa, bq “
p1 `OpN´C1 qqZď2pa1, b1q. Similar continuity estimates hold for the right hand side of Eq. (7.146). Taking

a net of radius N´C of R and apply the union bound, we obtain Eq. (7.146) uniformly in pa, bq P R.

Proof of Proposition 4.6. Consider appropriate constants c ą c1 ą 0. Define

DN pεq :“
!
σ P SN : N´1{2`c ď |xσ,myN ´ a˚q| ` |xσ,xyN ´ b˚| ď ε

)
, (7.152)

D̂N pεq :“
!

pa, bq P R2 : N´1{2`c ď |aq ´ a˚q| ` |b´ b˚| ď ε
)
, (7.153)

Using Markov’s Inequality and that the annealing upper bound pEpa, bq is strongly concave for pa, bq P
D̂N pεq (see Lemma 7.16 and Corollary 7.18), we obtain that with probability 1 ´ expp´N c1q, for all suffi-

ciently small ε ą 0, there is η ą 0 such that

ż

DN pεq
eHpσqµ0pdσq “

ż

D̂N pεq

"ż
eHpσqµa,b0 pdσq

*
dadb

ď e´ηp|qa´qa˚ |2`|b´b˚|2q`N pEpa˚,b˚q`
?
Nga,b

“ e´ηp|qa´qa˚ |2`|b´b˚|2q`NEpa˚,b˚q`
?
Ngab . (7.154)

Denote by x ¨ ya,b the average with respect to the Gibbs measure restricted to band DN pa, bq, namely

with respect to µa,bpdσq9 exptNHpσquµa,b0 pdσq. Note that upa˚, b˚q “ 0, and for |qa´qa˚|` |b´b˚| ď
N´1{2`c, we have }upa, bq} “ OpN c1q.

Recall γa,b “ argminząλmaxpAp2qpa,bqq Gpz;Ap2qpa, bq,upa, bqq. Let

∆pa, bq :“ 1

2
pγa,b ´ Ap2qpa, bqq´1upa, bq

` 1

2
pγa,b ´ Ap2qpa, bqq´1xAp3qpa, bq, pγa,b ´ Ap2qpa, bqq´1y.

We have ∆pa˚, b˚q “ ∆pmq `OpN´cq, where ∆pmq is defined as per Eq. (2.13).

Let

Zpa, bq :“
ż
eHpσqµa,b0 pσq,

and

Z :“
ż

Band˚p2ιq
exppHN,tpσqq µ0pdσq.

Recall the definitions

R “ tpa, bq P R2 : |qa´ qa˚| ` |b´ b˚| ď N´1{2`cu ,
R` “ tpa, bq P R2 : |qa´ qa˚| ` |b´ b˚| ď N´1{2u .
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Using Eq. (7.154), we have that, with probability at least 1 ´ expp´N c1q,

Ăm2ιpmq “
ş
Band˚p2ιq σ exppHN,tpσqq µ0pdσq
ş
Band˚p2ιq exppHN,tpσqq µ0pdσq

“ Ope´ηN2cq `
ż

R

Zpa, bq
Z

xσya,bdpa, bq.

Let

ZT pa, bq “
ż
1tσ P T pa, bqueHpσqµa,b0 pdσq, ZT “

ż

Band˚p2ιq
1tσ P T pa, bqueHpσqµ0pdσq,

where T pa, bq Ď DN pa, bq is the typical set (7.31) defined for the effective model on DN pa, bq. Recall from

Lemma 7.7 that for each pa, bq P R, with probability 1 ´ e´cN ,

ZT pa, bq ě p1 ´ e´cN qZpa, bq, Eě3ZT pa, bq ě p1 ´ e´cN qEě3Zpa, bq. (7.155)

By a union bound over a e´cN{10-net of R and standard continuity properties of H , with probability 1 ´
e´cN{2 this holds simultaneously for all pa, bq P R. By integrating, on this event we also have

ZT ě p1 ´ e´cN qZ, Eě3ZT ě p1 ´ e´cN qEě3Z. (7.156)

Note that, by Eq. (7.37) in Lemma 7.8, for k ą L ě 1, the following holds with probability at least 1´e´cN ,

Eě3

”
pZT pa, bq ´ Eě3ZT pa, bqq2k

ı
ď CLN

´L pEě3ZT pa, bqq2k , (7.157)

and therefore

Eě3

”
ZT pa, bq2k

ı
ď p1 ` CLN

´Lq pEě3ZT pa, bqq2k . (7.158)

Again by standard continuity estimates and the union bound over a net of R of radius e´c1N , the above

estimates hold uniformly in pa, bq P R with probability at least 1 ´ e´cn{2. By Eq. (7.156), the same

estimates hold for Z in place of ZT uniformly in pa, bq P R with probability at least 1 ´ e´c1N .

By Eqs. (7.144), (7.146) of Lemma 7.23, together with Eqs. (7.110) and Lemma 7.21 (which implies

that e
?
Npga,b´ga1,b1 q “ Op1q for all pa, bq, pa1, b1q P R`), with probability at least 1 ´ e´Nδ

, uniformly in

pa, bq P R`,

Eě3Zpa, bq ě Ω pEě3Zpa˚, b˚qq . (7.159)

From strict concavity of Epa, bq at pa˚, b˚q (see (7.138)), and the simple estimate

sup
a,b

´
N1{2p|qpa ´ a˚q| ` |b´ b˚|q ´ ηNp|qpa ´ a˚q|2 ` |b´ b˚|2q

¯

“ Oηp1q ´ ηNp|qpa ´ a˚q|2 ` |b´ b˚|2q, (7.160)

we obtain that, uniformly in pa, bq P R,

Eě3Zpa, bq ď O
´
Eě3Zpa˚, b˚q ¨ e´ηNp|qa´qa˚ |2`|b´b˚|2q{2

¯
. (7.161)
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Further, by Lemma 7.8, we also have

P

!ˇ̌
ZT ´ Eě3ZT

ˇ̌
ą 1

2
Eě3ZT

)
ď CN´L{2. (7.162)

Since R` has volume ΘpN´1q, on the event in (7.159) we have

Eě3Z ě
ż

R`
Eě3Zpa, bq dpa, bq “ ΩpN´1Eě3Zpa˚, b˚qq.

Furthermore, when (7.161) holds we have

Eě3Z “
ż

R

Eě3Zpa, bq dpa, bq ď OpN´1Eě3Zpa˚, b˚qqq,

where the N´1 comes from integrating the exponential in (7.161). Thus, with probability at least 1´ e´Nδ
,

Eě3Z “ ΘpN´1Eě3Zpa˚, b˚qq. (7.163)

Let E 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 PpEq ě 1 ´CN´L{2. Further, for Ẑpa, bq “ eNEpa,bq and Ẑ “
ş
R
Ẑpa, bqdpa, bq,

ż

R

E

«
1E

ˆ
Zpa, bq
Z

˙2k
ff
dpa, bq “ O

¨
˝
ż

R

E

»
–1E

˜
Ẑpa, bq
Ẑ

¸2k
fi
fl dpa, bq

˛
‚ (7.164)

Under the event E , from Eqs. (7.159), (7.161), we thus obtain

ż

R

E

«
1E

ˆ
Zpa, bq
Z

˙2
ff1{2

dpa, bq “ Op1q, (7.165)

By Jensen and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

E

«
1E

››››
ż

R

Zpa, bq
Z

pxσya,b ´ ∆pa, bq ´ mpa, bqqdpa, bq
››››
2`δ

ff

ď
ż

R

E

„
1E
Zpa, bq
Z

}pxσya,b ´ ∆pa, bq ´ mpa, bqq}2`δ

dpa, bq

ď
ż

R

E

«
1E

ˆ
Zpa, bq
Z

˙2
ff1{2

E

”
}pxσya,b ´ ∆pa, bq ´ mpa, bqq}2p2`δq

ı1{2
dpa, bq.

By Lemma 7.2, we have

E

”
}xσya,b ´ ∆pa, bq ´ mpa, bq}2p2`δq

ı
ď N´c. (7.166)

Combining with Eq. (7.165), we obtain that

E

«
1E

››››
ż

R

Zpa, bq
Z

pxσya,b ´ ∆pa, bq ´ mpa, bqqdpa, bq
››››
2`δ

ff
ď OpN´cq. (7.167)
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On the other hand, by Lemma 7.20, with probability 1 ´ e´cN , there are u1,u2 with }u1}, }u2} “
OpN1{2q such that, for |qa´ qa˚| ` |b ´ b˚| ď N´1{2`c,

}upa, bq ´ pqpa ´ a˚qu1 ` pb´ b˚qu2q} “ OpN´1{2`2cq. (7.168)

Using this, letting Z “ Eě3Zpa˚, b˚q and defining ā :“ a´ a˚, b̄ :“ b´ b˚, we have

ż

R

Zpa, bq
Z

upa, bqdpa, bq

“
ż

R

Zpa, bq ´ Z

Z
pqāu1 ` b̄u2qdpa, bq `

ż

R

Z

Z
pqāu1 ` b̄u2qdpa, bq `OpN´1{2`2cq

“
ż

R

Zpa, bq ´ Z

Z
pqāu1 ` b̄u2qdpa, bq `OpN´1{2`2cq

“
ż

R

Zpa, bq ´ Eě3Zpa, bq
Z

pqāu1 ` b̄u2qdpa, bq

`
ż

R

Eě3Zpa, bq ´ Eě3Zpa˚, b˚q
Z

pqāu1 ` b̄u2qdpa, bq `OpN´1{2`2cq.

Furthermore, by Hölder’s inequality on the measure
1tpa,bqPRudpa,bq

VolpRq ,

E

«
1E

››››
ż

R

Zpa, bq ´ Eě3Zpa, bq
Z

pqpa ´ a˚qu1 ` pb´ b˚qu2qdpa, bq
››››
2`δ

ff

ď
ż

R

E

«ˆ
1E

ˇ̌
ˇ̌Zpa, bq ´ Eě3Zpa, bq

Z

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ }qpa´ a˚qu1 ` pb ´ b˚qu2}VolpRq

˙2`δ
ff

dpa, bq
VolpRq

By (7.161) and (7.163), Z “ ΩpN´1Zě3pa, bqq. Moreover, we have the estimates |qpa ´ a˚q|, |b ´ b˚| ď
N´1{2`c by definition of R, VolpRq ď N´1`2c, and }u1} , }u2} ď

?
N . Combining these estimates, the

last display is bounded by

OpN3cp2`δqq
ż

R

E

«
1E

ˇ̌
ˇ̌Zpa, bq ´ Eě3Zpa, bq

Zě3pa, bq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2`δff

dpa, bq
VolpRq (7.169)

Finally, since E contains the event that (7.155), (7.157) holds for pa, bq, for any pa, bq P R we have the

estimate

E

«
1E

ˇ̌
ˇ̌Zpa, bq ´ Eě3Zpa, bq

Zě3pa, bq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2`δff

ď E

«
1p(7.155), (7.157) holds for pa, bqqEě3

ˇ̌
ˇ̌Zpa, bq ´ Eě3Zpa, bq

Zě3pa, bq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
2`δff

ď E

«
1p(7.155), (7.157) holds for pa, bqqpEě3|ZT pa, bq ´ Eě3ZT pa, bq|2kqp2`δq{2k

|Zě3pa, bq|2`δ

ff
` e´cN ,

and by (7.157) this is bounded by N´1{2. Then, for c small enough, (7.169) is bounded by OpN´cq.
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By Eqs. (7.146) and (7.145) of Lemma 7.23,

››››
ż

R

Eě3Zpa, bq ´ Eě3Zpa˚, b˚q
Z

pqāu1 ` b̄u2qdpa, bq
›››› “ OpN´cq.

Similarly, we have

E

«››››
ż

R

Zpa, bq
Z

mpa, bqdpa, bq ´
ż

R

Eě3Zpa, bq
Z

mpa, bqdpa, bq
››››
2`δ

ff
“ OpN´cq,

Again by Eqs. (7.146) and (7.145) of Lemma 7.23, noting that mpa, bq`mpa1, b1q “ 2m if pa, bq`pa1, b1q “
2pa˚, b˚q,

E

«››››
ż

R

Eě3Zpa, bq
Z

mpa, bqdpa, bq ´ m

››››
2`δ

ff
“ OpN´cq,

Thus, we obtain

E

”
}Ăm2ιpmq ´ m ´ ∆pmq}2`δ

ı
ď OpN1`δ{2e´ηNcq `OpN´cq `OpN1`δ{2 ¨N´Lq “ OpN´cq.

(7.170)

Proposition 4.6 then follows.

8 Lognormal fluctuations of partition function

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Recall that HN,2 denotes the degree-2 part of HN , which is of the form

HN,2pσq “ ξ2p0q1{2

2
xGσ,σy,

for G „ GOEpNq. Let

ZN,2 “
ż

SN

expHN,2pσq dµ0pσq.

It follows from [BL16, Theorem 1.2] (with w2 “ 2,W4 “ 3) that, with σ2 “ ´1
2
logp1 ´ ξ2p0qq and

W „ N p´1
2
σ2, σ2q,

ZN,2

EZN,2
“ ZN,2

exppNξ2p0q{2q
dÑ exppW q. (8.1)

Recall that the results in Section 7.1 only assume (2.21) rather than (1.5), and thus apply in the present proof.

Let δ ą 0 be small and T “ T pδq as in (7.31), and recall the restricted partition function

ZN pT q “
ż

T

expHN pσq dµ0pσq.

By (7.36), in Lemma 7.7, we have

ErZN ´ ZN pT qs ď e´cN ErZN s.

By Markov’s inequality, applied respectively to the randomness ofHN andHN,2, with probability 1´e´cN ,

pZN ´ ZN pT qq _ Eě3rZN ´ ZN pT qs ď e´cN ErZN s.
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By (7.70) (for k “ 2), we also have, with probability 1 ´ op1q,

Eě3

”
pZN pT q ´ Eě3rZN pT qsq2

ı
“ op1qErZN s2.

Thus with probability 1 ´ op1q,

|ZN pT q ´ Eě3ZN pT q| ď op1qErZN s.

On the intersection of these events,

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ZN
EZN

´ Eě3 ZN

EZN

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď |ZN ´ ZN pT q|

EZN
` |ZN pT q ´ Eě3 ZN pT q|

EZN
` |Eě3 ZN ´ Eě3 ZN pT q|

EZN
“ op1q.

Since
Eě3 ZN

EZN
“ ZN,2

EZN,2
,

the result follows from (8.1).

9 Completing the proof of Theorem 2.1

The following two propositions are the final ingredients in the proof of Theorem 2.1. Let δ, L be as in

Algorithm 2 and T 1 “ δL.

Proposition 9.1. Let pHN ,yT 1q be sampled from the marginal of the planted distribution P (as defined in

Eq. (3.2)). Let yL be generated as in Algorithm 2, run on input HN . Then,

EHN
TV

`
LpyT 1 |HN q,LpyL|HN q

˘
“ oN p1q.

Proposition 9.2. Let pHN ,σ,yT 1q be sampled from the marginal of the planted distribution P. Let ρMALA be

the (random) output of MALA run on rνprojHN ,yT 1 (recall Eq. (2.10)) and pσ “ σyT 1 pρMALAq (recall Eq. (2.6)).

Then,

EHN ,yT 1TV pLpσ|HN ,yT 1q,Lppσ|HN ,yT 1qq “ oN p1q.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Let K : HN ˆ RN Ñ RN be the random map that, given input pHN ,yq, generates

ρMALA by running MALA on νHN ,y and outputs pσ “ σypρMALAq. Let pHN ,σ,yT 1q be sampled from the

marginal of P. Let Palg,HN
denote the law of the output of yL generated by Algorithm 2 on input HN .

Then,

EHN„PTVpµHN
, µalgq “ EHN„PTV

´
EyT 1 „Pp¨|HN qLpσ|HN ,yT 1 q,EyL„Palg,HN

LpKpHN ,y
Lqq

¯

ď EHN„PTV
´
EyT 1 „Pp¨|HN qLpσ|HN ,yT 1 q,EyT 1 „Pp¨|HN qLpKpHN ,yT 1qq

¯

` EHN„PTV
´
EyT 1 „Pp¨|HNqLpKpHN ,yT 1qq,EyL„Palg,HN

LpKpHN ,y
Lqq

¯

ď EpHN ,yT 1 q„PTV pLpσ|HN ,yT 1q,LpKpHN ,yT 1qqq
` EHN„PTV

`
LpyT 1 |HN q,LpyL|HN q

˘
.

The last inequality is by data processing. By Propositions 9.1 and 9.2, the final bound is oN p1q. Thus, with

probability 1 ´ oN p1q over HN „ P, TVpµHN
, µalgq “ oN p1q. By Corollary 3.5, the same is true for

HN „ Q.
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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 ď ℓ ď L´ 1, define

xmpy, ℓδq “ malgpHN ,y, ℓδq

to be the output of Algorithm 1 with these inputs. Then, define the process ppytqtPr0,T s by py0 “ 0 and, for

t P rℓδ, pℓ ` 1qδq,

dpyt “ xmppyℓδ, ℓδq dt` dBt. (9.1)

On each interval rℓδ, pℓ ` 1qδq, the drift in (9.1) is constant, so this SDE can be integrated directly: condi-

tional on HN , pyℓδ,
pypℓ`1qδ “ pyℓδ ` δmalgpHN , pyℓδ, ℓδq ` Bpℓ`1qδ ´ Bℓδ.

Note that Bpℓ`1qδ ´ Bℓδ “d

?
δwℓ for wℓ „ N p0, IN q, so this is precisely the Euler discretization in

Algorithm 2. It follows that

LppyT |HN q “ LpyL|HN q. (9.2)

Lemma 9.3. Given HN , let pytqtPr0,T s be sampled from (1.3) and ppytqtPr0,T s be sampled from (9.1). Then,

EHN„PKLpLpyT |HN q,LppyT |HN qq ď 1

2

L´1ÿ

ℓ“0

ż pℓ`1qδ

ℓδ

EP }xmpyℓδ, ℓδq ´ mpyt, tq}2 dt.

Proof. Fix any realization of HN . For 0 ď ℓ ď L´ 1 and t P rℓδ, pℓ ` 1qδq, define the process

bt “ xmpyℓδ, ℓδq ´ mpyt, tq.

Let

Et “ exp

ˆż t

0

xbs, dBsy ´ 1

2

ż t

0

}bs}2 ds

˙
.

Let Q be the probability measure (conditional on HN ) under which pBtqtPr0,T s is a Brownian motion and

let P be the probability measure with dP
dQ

“ ET . By Girsanov’s theorem [LG16, Theorem 5.22],

βt “ Bt ´
ż t

0

bs ds

is a Brownian motion under P . (Since }xmpyℓδ, ℓδq} , }mpyt, tq} ď
?
N , bt is a.s. bounded, and thus the

conditions of Girsanov’s theorem are satisfied.) The SDE (1.3) rearranges as

dyt “ pmpyt, tq ` btq dt` dβt “ xmpyℓδ, ℓδq dt` dβt, t P rℓδ, pℓ ` 1qδq.

Thus, under P , the law of pytqtPr0,T s is that of ppytqtPr0,T s. By data processing,

KLpLpyT |HN q,LppyT |HN qq ď KLpQ,P q “ EQ log
dQ

dP
“ 1

2

ż T

0

EQ }bt}2 dt.

The result follows by taking expectation over HN .

Lemma 9.4. For all 0 ď ℓ ď L ´ 1, t P rℓδ, pℓ ` 1qδq, we have EP }xmpyℓδ, ℓδq ´ mpyt, tq}2 “ oN p1q.
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Proof. We first estimate

EP }xmpyℓδ, ℓδq ´ mpyt, tq}2 ď 2EP }xmpyℓδ, ℓδq ´ mpyℓδ, ℓδq}2 ` 2EP }mpyℓδ, ℓδq ´ mpyt, tq}2 .

The first term on the right-hand side is oN p1q by Theorem 4.1, so it suffices to bound the second term. Recall

that for pHN ,x, pytqtPr0,T sq „ P, conditional on pHN ,ytq the posterior law on x is µtpσq9eHN,tpσq, for

HN,tpσq as in (4.1). Furthermore, for s “ t´ ℓδ, g „ N p0, IN q,

HN,tpσq “ HN,ℓδpσq ` xsx `
?
sg,σy.

Let ∆t,ℓδpσq “ HN,tpσq ´ HN,ℓδpσq. With probability 1 ´ e´cN , }g} ď 2
?
N . Let E denote this event.

On E ,

sup
σPSN

}∆t,ℓδpσq} ď δ
?
N }x} `

?
δN }g} ď 3

?
δN “ 3{N. (9.3)

So,

mpyℓδ, ℓδq ´ mpyt, tq “
ş
SN

σeHN,ℓδpσq
ş
SN

eHN,ℓδpσq ´
ş
SN

σeHN,tpσq
ş
SN

eHN,tpσq

“
ť
σ1peHN,ℓδpσ1q`HN,tpσ2q ´ eHN,ℓδpσ2q`HN,tpσ1qq µb2

0 pdσqť
eHN,ℓδpσ1q`HN,tpσ2q µb2

0 pdσq

“
ť
σ1pe∆t,ℓδpσ1q ´ e∆t,ℓδpσ2qqeHN,ℓδpσ1q`HN,ℓδpσ2q µb2

0 pdσqť
e∆t,ℓδpσ2qeHN,ℓδpσ1q`HN,ℓδpσ2q µb2

0 pdσq
.

By (9.3), ››σ1
›› |e∆t,ℓδpσ1q ´ e∆t,ℓδpσ2q| “ OpN´1{2q

for all σ1,σ2 P SN , and thus }mpyℓδ, ℓδq ´ mpyt, tq} “ OpN´1{2q. So,

EP }mpyℓδ, ℓδq ´ mpyt, tq}2 ď EP1tEu }mpyℓδ, ℓδq ´ mpyt, tq}2 ` EP1tEcu }mpyℓδ, ℓδq ´ mpyt, tq}2

ď OpN´1{2q ` e´cN ¨ 4N “ oN p1q.

Proof of Proposition 9.1. By (9.2) and Lemmas 9.3 and 9.4,

EHN„PKLpLpyT |HN q,LpyL|HN qq “ oN p1q.

The result follows from Pinsker’s inequality and Jensen’s inequality:

EHN„PKLpLpyT |HN q,LpyL|HN qq ě 2EHN„P

“
TVpLpyT |HN q,LpyL|HN qq2

‰

ě 2
“
EHN„PTVpLpyT |HN q,LpyL|HN qq

‰2
.
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9.2 Log-concavity of late measures

In this subsection, we prove Proposition 9.2. Let e1, . . . ,eN be the standard basis. By a change of coordi-

nates, we may assume without loss of generality that py “ y{ }y}N “ eN
?
N and U “ pe1, . . . ,eN´1q.

Lemma 9.5. For any y ‰ 0, the push-forward of µHN ,yp ¨ |xσ,yy ą 0q under the stereographic projection

T y is ν
proj
HN ,y

, defined in (2.8).

Proof. Note that (denoting by DF the Jacobian of map F ):

DσypρqJ “ rIN´1,0sb
1 ` }ρ}2N

´ ρσypρqJ{N
1 ` }ρ}2N

.

Since rIN´1,0sσypρq “ ρ?
1`}ρ}2N

, we have

DσypρqJDσypρq “ IN´1

1 ` }ρ}2N
´ ρρJ{N

p1 ` }ρ}2N q2
“ IN´1

1 ` }ρ}2N

˜
IN´1 ´ ρρJ{N

1 ` }ρ}2N

¸
.

The stereographic projection thus incurs a change of density factor of

detpDσypρqJDσypρqq1{2 “ p1 ` }ρ}2N q´N{2.

This precisely accounts for the term ´N
2
logp1 ` }ρ}2N q in (2.7).

Lemma 9.6. For sufficiently large T , with probability 1 ´ oN p1q over pHN ,yT q as in Proposition 9.2,

ν
proj
HN ,yT

p}ρ}2N ď ε0q “ 1 ´ oN p1q and µHN ,yT
pxσ,yT yN ď 0q “ oN p1q.

Proof. Let pHN ,x,yT q be a sample from P, and let q˚ “ q˚pT q be as in Fact 4.2. Note that q˚ ą 1´ 1
T

, as

ξ1
T

`
1 ´ 1{T

˘
ě T ` ξ1

T

`
1 ´ 1{T

˘
ě T ą T ´ 1 “ 1 ´ 1{T

1{T .

By Proposition 5.12, with probability 1 ´ oN p1q,

µHN ,yT
pxσ,xyN ě 1 ´ 1{T q “ 1 ´ oN p1q.

With probability 1 ´ oN p1q, we have }y}N “
a
T pT ` 1q ` oN p1q, so

xx, pyy “ xx,yy
}y}N

“
c
1 ´ 1

T ` 1
` oN p1q.

On this event, tσ P SN : xσ,xyN ě 1 ´ 1{T u Ď tσ P SN : xσ, pyyN ě 1 ´ 2{T u. So, with probability

1 ´ oN p1q,

µHN ,yT
pxσ, pyyN ě 1 ´ 2{T q “ 1 ´ oN p1q.

(This of course implies µHN ,yT
pxσ,yT yN ď 0q “ oN p1q.) For sufficiently large T , the stereographic

projection T y maps tσ P SN : xσ, pyyN ě 1 ´ 2{T u into tρ P RN´1 : }ρ}2N ď ε0u. The conclusion

follows from Lemma 9.5.

Corollary 9.7. Recall definition (2.10) of ν
proj
HN ,yT

, rνprojHN ,yT
. For sufficiently large T , with probability 1 ´

oN p1q over pHN ,yT q, TVpνprojHN ,yT
, rνprojHN ,yT

q “ oN p1q.
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Proof. Since ϕpxq “ 0 for x P r0, ε0s, and ϕpxq ě 0 for x ą ε0, we have

ż

}ρ}2Nďε0
exp rHproj

N,yT
pρq dρ “

ż

}ρ}2Nďε0
expH

proj
N,yT

pρq dρ,
ż

}ρ}2Nąε0
exp rHproj

N,yT
pρq dρ ď

ż

}ρ}2Nąε0
expH

proj
N,yT

pρq dρ.

Combined with Lemma 9.6, it follows that with probability 1 ´ oN p1q,

rνprojHN ,yT
p}ρ}2N ď ε0q ě ν

proj
HN ,yT

p}ρ}2N ď ε0q ě 1 ´ oN p1q.

Since rνprojHN ,yT
and ν

proj
HN ,yT

are furthermore proportional on t}ρ}2N ď ε0u, the conclusion follows.

Proposition 9.8. For sufficiently large T , there exist Cmin, Cmax ą 0 (depending on T ) such that with

probability 1 ´ oN p1q, for all ρ P RN´1,

´CmaxIN´1 ĺ ∇2 rHproj
N,yT

pρq ĺ ´CminIN´1.

Proof. Let y “ yT py “ y{}y}N , and assume without loss of generality py “
?
N eN . Let UJ “

rIN´1,0s P RpN´1qˆN be the projection onto the orthogonal complement of py .

A direct calculation shows

∇2 rHproj
N,ypρq “ x∇HN,ypσypρqq,σypρqy

Np1 ` }ρ}2N q

˜
´IN´1 ` 3ρρJ

Np1 ` }ρ}2N q

¸

` x∇2HN,ypσypρqq,σypρqb2y
Np1 ` }ρ}2N q2

¨ ρρ
J

N
` UJ∇2HN,ypσypρqqU

1 ` }ρ}2N

´ ρσypρqJ∇2HN,ypσypρqqU ` UJ∇2HN,ypσypρqqσypρqρJ

Np1 ` }ρ}2N q

´ ρ∇HN,ypσypρqqJU ` UJ∇HN,ypσypρqqρJ

Np1 ` }ρ}2N q3{2

´
˜
Tϕ1p}ρ}2N q ` 1

1 ` }ρ}2N

¸
IN´1 ´

˜
Tϕ2p}ρ}2N q ´ 1

p1 ` }ρ}2N q2

¸
2ρρJ

N
.

By Proposition 3.6, there exists C ą 0 (independent of T ) such that with probability 1 ´ oN p1q,

sup
σPSN

}∇HNpσq}N , sup
σPSN

››∇2HN pσq
››

op
ď C.

We will show that on this event,

∇2 rHproj
N,ypρq “ }y}N

p1 ` }ρ}2N q3{2

˜
´IN´1 ` 3ρρJ

Np1 ` }ρ}2N q

¸
´ Tϕ1p}ρ}2N qIN´1

´ Tϕ2p}ρ}2N q ¨ 2ρρ
J

N
`Op1q, (9.4)

where Op1q denotes a matrix of operator norm Op1q, independent of T . Note that

x∇HN,ypσypρqq,σypρqy
Np1 ` }ρ}2N q

“ x∇HNpσypρqq ` y,σypρqy
Np1 ` }ρ}2N q

“ x∇HNpσypρqq,σypρqy
Np1 ` }ρ}2N q

` }y}N
p1 ` }ρ}2N q3{2 .
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The first term on the right-hand side is bounded independently of T , as

|x∇HN pσypρqq,σypρqy|
N

ď }∇HN pσypρqq}N }σypρq}N .

Similarly, all other terms in the expansion of ∇2 rHproj
N,ypρq above, aside from Tϕ1p}ρ}2N qIN´1 and Tϕ2p}ρ}2N q¨

2ρρJ

N
, are bounded independently of T , due to the following inequalities:

››∇2HN,ypσypρqq
››

op
“
››∇2HN pσypρqq

››
op

“ Op1q,
››UJ∇HN,ypσypρqqρJ››

op

N
ď
››UJ∇HN,ypσypρqq

››
N

}ρ}N
“
››UJ∇HN pσypρqq

››
N

}ρ}N ď Op1q }ρ}N ,

and
››ρρJ››

op
{N “ }ρ}2N ,

››ρσypρqJ››
op

{N “ }ρ}N . (Note that each of these terms, each copy of }ρ}2N in

the resulting bound is compensated by at least one copy of 1` }ρ}2N in the denominator.) This proves (9.4).

With probability 1 ´ oN p1q, we have }y}N “
a
T pT ` 1q ` oN p1q. On this event, (9.4) yields

∇2 rHproj
N,ypρq “ T p´Mpρq ` oT p1qq,

where oT p1q denotes a matrix with operator norm vanishing with T and

M pρq “ IN´1

p1 ` }ρ}2N q3{2 ´ 3ρρJ

Np1 ` }ρ}2N q5{2 ` ϕ1p}ρ}2N qIN´1 ` ϕ2p}ρ}2N q ¨ 2ρρ
J

N
.

From this it is clear that ´CmaxIN´1 ĺ ∇2 rHproj
N,yT

pρq for suitable Cmax. For the other direction, note that

Mpρq has eigenvalue 1

p1`}ρ}2N q3{2 ` ϕ1p}ρ}2N q in all directions orthogonal to ρ, and

1 ´ 2 }ρ}2N
p1 ` }ρ}2N q5{2 ` ϕ1p}ρ}2N q ` 2 }ρ}2N ϕ2p}ρ}2N q

in the direction of ρ. By (2.9), Mpρq ľ ε0IN´1, and thus ∇2 rHproj
N,yT

pρq ĺ ´CminIN´1 for Cmin “
Tε0{2.

Finally, we verify that ϕ satisfying (2.9) exists.

Fact 9.9. For suitable C ą 0, the function

ϕpxq “ C1tx ą ε0u
ˆ
x´ ε20

x
´ 2ε0 log

x

ε0

˙

is nonnegative, twice continuously differentiable, and satisfies (2.9).

Proof. Note that for x ą ε0,

ϕ1pxq “ C
´
1 ´ ε0

x

¯2

, ϕ2pxq “ 2Cε

x2

´
1 ´ ε0

x

¯
.

Thus limxÓε0 ϕ
2pxq “ 0, so ϕ is twice continuously differentiable. Note that ϕ1 ě 0, so integrating shows

ϕ ě 0. Let

C0 “ min
xě0

1 ´ 2x

p1 ` xq5{2

98



and set C so that C0 ` ϕ1p2ε0q ě ε0. Note ϕ2 ě 0, and thus ϕ1 is increasing; thus (2.9) holds for all

x ě 2ε0. For all x P r0, 2ε0s, we verify that

1

p1 ` xq3{2 ě 1 ´ 2x

p1 ` xq5{2 ě 1 ´ 4ε0

p1 ` 2ε0q5{2 ě ε0,

so (2.9) holds.

Proof of Proposition 9.2. By Proposition 9.8, rνprojHN ,yT
isOp1q-smooth and strongly log-concave. By [CLA`21,

Theorem 3], MALA run for time χlog-conc “ polypNq outputs ρMALA „ νMALA, where TVpνMALA, rνprojHN ,yT
q ď

1{N . Combined with Corollary 9.7, we find that (with probability 1´oN p1q), TVpνprojHN ,yT
, νMALAq “ oN p1q.

Lemma 9.5 completes the proof.

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 T ą 0, let qP, qQ P PpSN ˆ HN ˆ Cpr0, T s,RN ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ pRN qbJqq be

the laws of pσ,HN , p~ytqtPr0,T sq, generated as follows.

• Under qQ,

HN „ µnull, σ „ µHN
, y

j
t “ τjptqσbj ` B

j
τjptq, @j “ 1, . . . , J,

for pB1
t , . . . ,B

J
t qtě0 independent of pHN ,σq. Equivalently, HN „ µnull, p~ytqtě0 is given by the

SDE (2.17), and for any odd j such that limtÑ8 τjptq “ 8, σ is the unique solution to σbj “
limtÑ8 y

j
t{τjptq.

• Under qP,

pHN ,σq „ µpl, y
j
t “ τjptqσbj ` B

j

τjptq, @j “ 1, . . . , J,

for pB1
t , . . . ,B

J
t qtě0 independent of pHN ,σq. Equivalently, we can generate first HN , then p~ytqtě0

by (2.17), and finally σ as above. Furthermore, the law of pHN ,σq „ µpl can be described by either

(3.3) or (3.4).

Analogously to Proposition 3.4, we have

dqP
dqQ

pσ,HN , p~ytqtPr0,T sq “ ZpHN q
EZpHNq ,

and this ratio is tight by Lemma 3.2. Thus qP and qQ are mutually contiguous.

Therefore, it suffices to analyze the AMP iteration (2.20) under qP. Similarly to (4.1), we find that

conditional on ~yt, the posterior law of σ under qP is

qµtpdσq “ 1

Z
exp qHN,tpσqµ0pdσq,

where

qHN,tpσq “ Nξpxx,σyN q ` rHN pσq `
Jÿ

j“1

1

N j´1
xyjt ,σbjy d“ N qξtpxx,σyN q ` rHN,tpσq,
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for rHN,t a spin glass with mixture

qξtpqq “ ξpqq `
Jÿ

j“1

τjptq2qj .

Let qAMP “ qAMPptq be the smallest solution to qξ1
tpqq “ q

1´q . Note that a solution exists because qξ1
tp0q ě 0

and limqÒ1
q

1´q “ `8.

Proposition 10.1. We have

lim
kÑ8

p-lim
NÑ8

xx,|mkyN “ lim
kÑ8

p-lim
NÑ8

x|mk
,|mkyN “ qAMP.

Consequently, for all 1 ď j ď J ,

lim
kÑ8

lim
NÑ8

E
1

N j

›››xbj ´ p|mkqbj
›››
2

2
“ 1 ´ q

j
AMP.

Proof. Since q ÞÑ qξ1
tpqq

1`qξ1
tpqq is increasing, the sequence pqqkqkě0 defined in (2.19) is increasing. Furthermore,

if qqk ď qAMP, then

qqk`1 “
qξ1
tpqqkq

1 ` qξ1
tpqqkq

ď
qξ1
tpqAMPq

1 ` qξ1
tpqAMPq

“ qAMP,

and therefore by induction pqqkqkě0 is bounded above by qAMP. As the limit of pqqkqkě0 must be a fixed point

of q ÞÑ qξ1
tpqq

1`qξ1
tpqq , we have limkÑ8 qqk “ qAMP. By state evolution, similarly to the proof of Proposition 4.3,

the first conclusion follows. Since

1

N j

›››xbj ´ p|mkqbj
›››
2

2
“ xx,xyjN ´ 2xx,|mkyjN ` x|mk

,|mkyjN ,

the second conclusion follows from the first.

Let

Qbayes “ Qbayesptq “ argmax
qPr0,1q

!
qξtpqq ` q ` logp1 ´ qq

)
Ď r0, 1q (10.1)

be the set of all maximizers of this quantity, and let

qbayes “ qbayesptq “ inf Qbayesptq.

Lemma 10.2. For any t, the equation qξ1
tpqq “ q

1´q has finitely many solutions q P r0, 1q. Moreover,

Qbayesptq is a finite set for all t. If T1 Ď r0,`8q is the set of t1 such that |Qbayespt1q| ą 1, then for each

t1 P T1, there exists δ ą 0 such that pt1 ´ δ, t1 ` δq X T1 “ tt1u.

Proof. Let ftpqq “ p1 ´ qqqξ1
tpqq ´ q, so any solution to qξ1

tpqq “ q
1´q is a zero of ft. Note that ft is not

identically zero: if it were, then qξ1
tpqq “ q

1´q , contradicting that the coefficients γ2p of ξ satisfy
ř
pě2 2

pγ2p ă
8. Since ft is complex analytic in the unit disc, its zero set has no limit point, and in particular it has finitely

many zeros in r0, 1q. This shows that there are finitely many solutions to qξ1
tpqq “ q

1´q .

Note that d
dq

pqξtpqq ` q ` logp1 ´ qqq “ qξ1
tpqq ´ q

1´q . Any interior maximizer of (10.1) must therefore

satisfy the stationarity condition qξ1
tpqq “ q

1´q . Since qξ1
tp0q ě 0, 0 can be a maximizer only if it also solves

this equation. Thus Qbayesptq is finite.
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Consider an arbitrary t1 P T1 and let Q “ Qbayespt1q. For each rq P Q, let Irq “ rrq ´ ε, rq ` εs, where

ε ą 0 is small enough that these intervals do not overlap. By continuity, for sufficiently small δ and all

t P pt1 ´ δ, t1 ` δq, all maximizers of qξtpqq ` q ` logp1 ´ qq lie in
Ť

rqPQ Irq. Let

mpt, rqq “ max
qPIrq

!
qξtpqq ` q ` logp1 ´ qq

)
, qpt, rqq “ argmax

qPIrq

!
qξtpqq ` q ` logp1 ´ qq

)
.

Note that qpt1, rqq “ rq for each rq P Q. Since the maximum of qξt1pqq ` q ` logp1 ´ qq is attained over Irq
uniquely at rq, by continuity limtÑt1 qpt, rqq “ rq.

For rq P Q, t P pt1, t1 ` δq, we have

mpt, rqq ´mpt1, rqq
t´ t1

ě
qξtpqpt1, rqqq ´ qξt1pqpt1, rqqq

t´ t1
“

Jÿ

j“1

τ 1
jpt1qqpt1, rqqj `Opt´ t1q,

mpt, rqq ´mpt1, rqq
t´ t1

ď
qξtpqpt, rqqq ´ qξt1pqpt, rqqq

t´ t1
“

Jÿ

j“1

τ 1
jpt1qqpt, rqqj `Opt ´ t1q.

Taking the limit t Ó t1 yields

lim
tÓt1

mpt, rqq ´mpt1, rqq
t´ t1

“
Jÿ

j“1

τ 1
jpt1qrqj .

A similar argument shows the left-derivative is also equal to this. Therefore

B
Btmpt, rqq

ˇ̌
t“t1 “

Jÿ

j“1

τ 1
jpt1qrqj .

This quantity is distinct for different rq P Q. Therefore, for all t P pt1 ´ δ, t1 ` δqztt1u, |Qbayesptq| “ 1.

Proposition 10.3. Suppose t R T1 satisfies qbayesptq ą 0. Let qξtpqq “ ř
pě1 β

2
pq
p (where we suppress the

dependence of the βp on t). For any p such that βp ą 0, we have (recall the definition of mpp~yt, tq in

Eq. (2.18)):

lim
NÑ8

E
1

Np

››xbp ´ mpp~yt, tq
››2
2

“ 1 ´ q
p
bayes.

We first prove a preparatory lemma. In what follows, we let rβp1 “ βp1 be fixed for all p1 ‰ p and

treat rβp as a variable. Define rξpqq “ ř
p1ě1

rβ2p1qp
1
; we sometimes emphasize the dependence on rβp by

writing rξ rβppqq. 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 q P p´1, 1q, let

rξqpsq “ rξpq2 ` p1 ´ q2qsq ´ rξpq2q,

and define

P prβpq “ sup
qPr0,1q

"
rξpqq ` Pprξqq ` 1

2
logp1 ´ q2q

*
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Lemma 10.4. Assume the setting of Proposition 10.3. For all rβp in a neighborhood of βp,

P prβpq “ 1

2
sup
qPr0,1q

!
rξp1q ` rξpqq ` q ` logp1 ´ qq

)
. (10.2)

Furthermore, P is differentiable at βp, with

P 1pβpq “ βpp1 ` q
p
bayesq. (10.3)

Proof. By Proposition 5.14 with u “ q
1`q , for all q P r0, 1q,

Pprξqq ď 1

2

"
rξqp1q ´ rξqpuq ` u

1 ´ u
` logp1 ´ uq

*
“ 1

2

!
rξp1q ´ rξpqq ` q ´ logp1 ` qq

)
, (10.4)

and thus

P prβpq ď 1

2
sup
qPr0,1q

!
rξp1q ` rξpqq ` q ` logp1 ´ qq

)
.

Since limqÒ1 logp1 ´ qq “ ´8, the supremum is attained. Let qprβpq denote the maximizer. Arguing

identically to the proof of Proposition 5.15, (10.4) is an equality at q “ qprβpq. This proves (10.2).

Note that qpβpq “ qbayes by definition. Since t R T1, the maximum in (10.2) at rβp “ βp is attained

uniquely at qbayes. By continuity, limrβpÑβp
qprβpq “ qbayes as well. Note that for any rβp ą βp,

P prβpq ´ P pβpq
rβp ´ βp

ě
rξ rβpp1q ` rξ rβppqpβpqq ´ rξβpp1q ´ rξβppqpβpqq

rβp ´ βp
“ 2βpp1 ` qpβpqpq `Oprβp ´ βpq,

P prβpq ´ P pβpq
rβp ´ βp

ď
rξ rβpp1q ` rξ rβppqprβpqq ´ rξβpp1q ´ rξβppqprβpqq

rβp ´ βp
“ 2βpp1 ` qprβpqpq `Oprβp ´ βpq.

Taking the limit rβp Ó βp yields

lim
rβpÓβp

P prβpq ´ P pβpq
rβp ´ βp

“ 2βpp1 ` q
p
bayesq.

A similar argument shows the left derivative also equals this, proving (10.3).

Proof of Proposition 10.3. Let rHN be a spin glass Hamiltonian with mixture rξ, and let

FN prβpq “ 1

N
E log

ż

SN

exp
!
N rξpxx,σyN q ` rHNpσq

)
dµ0pσq.

Since the restriction of rHN to the band xx,σyN “ q is a spin glass with mixture rξq, the Parisi formula

[Tal06, Theorem 1.1] implies

lim
NÑ8

FN prβpq “ sup
qPp´1,1q

"
rξpqq ` Pprξqq ` 1

2
logp1 ´ q2q

*
.

This equals P prβpq because the supremum over p´1, 0s is clearly at most the supremum over r0, 1q. By

Hölder’s inequality, FN prβpq is convex in rβp. So, for any δ ą 0,

FN pβpq ´ FN pβp ´ δq
δ

ď F 1
N pβpq ď FN pβp ` δq ´ FN pβpq

δ
.
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Differentiability of P (by Lemma 10.4) then implies

lim
NÑ8

F 1
N pβpq “ P 1pβpq “ βpp1 ` q

p
bayesq. (10.5)

Let x¨y denote average w.r.t. the Gibbs measure corresponding to Hamiltonian qHN,t, which coincides in law

with N rξpxx,σyN q ` rHN pσq for rβp “ βp. Note that mpp~yt, tq “ xσbpy. We calculate that

F 1
N pβpq “ 2βpExxx,σypN y ` βp

`
1 ´ Exxσ,σypNy

˘

“ βp

ˆ
1 ` 2E

xxbp,mpp~yt, tqy
Np

´ E
xmpp~yt, tq,mpp~yt, tqy

Np

˙
.

Comparing with (10.5) shows

lim
NÑ8

"
2E

xxbp,mpp~yt, tqy
Np

´ E
xmpp~yt, tq,mpp~yt, tqy

Np

*
“ q

p
bayes.

Since

E
1

Np

››xbp ´ mpp~yt, tq
››2
2

“ 1 ´ 2E
xxbp,mpp~yt, tqy

Np
` E

xmpp~yt, tq,mpp~yt, tqy
Np

,

the result follows.

Lemma 10.5. If there exists q P r0, 1q such that ξ2pqq ą 1
p1´qq2 , then there exists t ě 0 such that qξ1

tpqq “
q

1´q has more than one solution.

Proof. Let gtpqq “ qξ1
tpqq ´ q

1´q , so solutions to qξ1
tpqq “ q

1´q are zeros of gt. Suppose for contradiction that

for all t ě 0, gt has unique zero qAMPptq. Then, for all t, gt ą 0 on r0, qAMPptqq (this is vacuous if qAMPptq “ 0)

and gt ă 0 on pqAMPptq, 1q. Note that for each q, gtpqq is continuous and increasing in t, and thus qAMPptq is

also continuous and increasing.

Recall that }τptq}1 “ t for all t. For each q P p0, 1q,

gtpqq ě
Jÿ

j“1

jτjptqqj´1 ´ q

1 ´ q
ě }τptq}1qJ´1 ´ q

1 ´ q
“ tqJ´1 ´ q

1 ´ q
. (10.6)

It follows that gtpqq ą 0 for sufficiently large t. Thus limtÑ`8 gAMPptq “ 1, so qAMPptq ranges over all of

r0, 1q as t ranges over r0,`8q.

Since ξ2pqq ą 1
p1´qq2 for some q P r0, 1q, the function g0 is not monotonically decreasing. Let 0 ď q1 ă

q2 ă 1 be such that g0pq1q ă g0pq2q. Note that

gtpq1q ´ g0pq1q “
Jÿ

j“1

jτjptqqj´1
1 ď

Jÿ

j“1

jτjptqqj´1
2 “ gtpq2q ´ g0pq2q.

Thus gtpq1q ă gtpq2q. Set t such that q1 “ qAMPptq, so that gtpq1q “ 0. This implies that gtpq2q ą 0, and

therefore gt has another zero in rq2, 1q.

Lemma 10.6. If there exists t ě 0 such that qξ1
tpqq “ q

1´q has more than one solution, then there exists a

nontrivial interval I “ rt´, t`s Ď r0,`8q such that for all t1 P I , qAMPpt1q ‰ qbayespt1q.
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Proof. Let gt be defined as in the proof of Lemma 10.5 and q1 “ qAMPptq, so that q1 is the smallest zero of

gt. Let q2 ą q1 be the next smallest zero of gt. Note that by Lemma 10.2, either gtpqq ą 0 for all q P pq1, q2q
or gtpqq ă 0 for all q P pq1, q2q.

Suppose the former case holds. We will show the conclusion holds with I “ rt, t ´ δs for small δ. We

first show that we must have t ą 0, so this is a valid interval. Suppose for contradiction that t “ 0; then

q1 “ 0. So, g0pqq “ ξ1pqq ´ q
1´q is positive on p0, q2q. This implies that for q P p0, q2s,

ξpqq ` q ` logp1 ´ qq “
ż q

0

g0psq ds ą 0,

contradicting (2.21). Note that

´
qξtpq2q ` q2 ` logp1 ´ q2q

¯
´
´
qξtpq1q ` q1 ` logp1 ´ q1q

¯
“

ż q2
q1

gtpqq dq ą 0.

We claim that qAMPpt1q is continuous on t1 P I , for small enough δ. If q1 “ 0, this is clear because qAMPptq is

increasing. Otherwise, since gtp0q ě 0 and q1 is the smallest zero of gt, we have gtpqq ą 0 for q P r0, q1q.

Since the gtpqq are continuous and increasing in t, the claim follows. It follows that for sufficiently small δ,

for all t1 P I and q1
1 “ qAMPpt1q,

´
qξt1 pq2q ` q2 ` logp1 ´ q2q

¯
´
´
qξt1pq1

1q ` q1
1 ` logp1 ´ q1

1q
¯

ą 0.

Thus qAMPpt1q ‰ qbayespt1q for all t1 P I .

Finally, we consider the case that gtpqq ă 0 for all q P pq1, q2q. Then, gt ą 0 on r0, q1q (vacuously if

q1 “ 0) and gt ă 0 on pq1, q2q. Let t2 be the smallest time such that infqPrq1,q2s gt2 pqq ě 0; this is finite

by the discussion surrounding (10.6). Since gtpqq is increasing in t, we have gt2 ě 0 for q P r0, q2s, with

equality attained at some q P rq1, q2s. By definition, qAMPpt2q is the smallest such q. As ft2pq2q ą gtpq2q “ 0,

we have qAMPpt2q ă q2. The result now follows from the first case.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. By the last two lemmas, there exists a nontrivial interval I “ rt´, t`s Ď r0,`8q
such that qAMPptq ‰ qbayesptq for all t P I . Since qbayesptq is a maximizer of (10.1), it satisfies the stationarity

condition qξ1
tpqq “ q

1´q , and therefore qAMPptq ă qbayesptq. It also follows that qbayesptq ą 0.

Let Uptq be the number of nonzero coefficients of qξt of degree at most J . This is an increasing function

with at most J discontinuities; let T0 be the set of these discontinuities.

We will show the theorem holds with I “ IzpT0 Y T1q. (Recall the definition of T1 in Lemma 10.2.)

This is a positive measure set by Lemma 10.2. Consider any t P I . Since t R T0, there exists 1 ď j ď J

such that the qj coefficient of qξt is positive and τ 1
jptq ą 0. By Propositions 10.1 and 10.3,

lim
kÑ8

lim
NÑ8

E
1

N j

›››xbj ´ p|mkqbj
›››
2

2
“ 1 ´ qAMPptqj ,

lim
NÑ8

E
1

N j
}xbj ´ mjp~yt, tq}2 ď 1 ´ qbayesptqj .

Since qAMPptq ă qbayesptq, the conclusion follows.
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