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Abstract
We study the fixed points of outer-totalistic cellular automata on sparse random regular

graphs. These can be seen as constraint satisfaction problems, where each variable must
adhere to the same local constraint, which depends solely on its state and the total number of
its neighbors in each possible state. Examples of this setting include classical problems such
as independent sets or assortative/dissasortative partitions. We analyse the existence and
number of fixed points in the large system limit using the cavity method, under both the replica
symmetric (RS) and one-step replica symmetry breaking (1RSB) assumption. This method
allows us to characterize the structure of the space of solutions, in particular, if the solutions are
clustered and whether the clusters contain frozen variables. This last property is conjectured to
be linked to the typical algorithmic hardness of the problem. We bring experimental evidence
for this claim by studying the performance of the belief-propagation reinforcement algorithm,
a message-passing-based solver for these constraint satisfaction problems.

Introduction
Systems with seemingly simple local interactions have been known to possibly present complex
and unexpected behavior at a macroscopic scale. Cellular automata (CAs) are a prime example
of this phenomenon. Conway’s game of life [1], probably the most famous cellular automaton, has
for example been proven to be Turing complete [2]. Self-reproducing cellular automata have been
studied by von Neumann as early as the 1940s [3]. Even elementary cellular automata have been
shown to exhibit complex behaviors [4], and some of them have been proven to be Turing complete
[5]. CAs are usually defined on regular grids, which impose strong correlations between the cells.
Following [6], we relax this structure by considering cellular automata evolving synchronously on
random regular graphs. This will enable analysis of their behaviour in the large size limit.

In this paper, we study the fixed points, or stationary configurations, of these cellular automata
on random regular graphs. The stationary configurations can be seen as solutions to constraint
satisfaction problems (CSPs) where each variable must adhere to the same local constraint. Con-
straint satisfaction problems, due to their analogies with disordered systems, have been extensively
studied using methods from statistical physics. The existence and entropy of solutions can be ob-
tained by studying the uniform measure over the solutions. The partition function of this measure,
or its proxy the free entropy, then counts the number of solutions. The computation of the parti-
tion function is hard in general, but approximations of the free entropy can be computed using the
replica symmetric cavity method [7, 8, 9, 10], which is particularly suited to sparse graphs. Refin-
ing the replica symmetric approach, one can introduce assumptions of replica symmetry breaking
within the cavity formalism [11, 12, 13]. These advancements lead to the development of new effi-
cient algorithms [14, 15]. The statistical physics approach also allows the study of phase transitions
in the space of solutions, of which the clustering [16, 17, 18] and the freezing [19, 20] transitions
are of particular interest due to their conjectured link to the typical computational algorithmic
complexity of the problem [21, 22].

In this paper, we systematically investigate the class of outer-totalistic CSPs on random
3−regular graphs using the cavity method, with the aim to discover novel interesting problems
and structural similarities between them. In Section 1, we define the outer-totalistic CSPs and
provide a brief overview of some outer-totalistic CSPs studied in the literature. In Section 2,
we derive the RS cavity fixed point equation, which we use to estimate the entropy of solutions.
In Section 3, we detail the classification based on the entropy of solutions. Section 4 introduces
the general one-step replica symmetry breaking formalism, including an overview of the different
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phases, and the 1RSB cavity equations. The presence of replica symmetry breaking and its relation
to the structure of the space of solutions is discussed in Section 5. Finally, the connection between
the phase and the experimental computational hardness of the outer-totalistic CSPs is explored in
Section 6.

The code to generate the data and plot the figures can be found at https://github.com/
SPOC-group/fixed_points_graph_CA.

1 Background and Notation
Outer-totalistic constraint satisfaction problems. Consider an undirected d-regular graph
G with N nodes i = {1, . . . , n}. We denote the set of edges E(G) and the edge between node i
and j as ij. Each node i is in a state si ∈ S from a discrete alphabet S. In this work S = {0, 1},
and we denote node i as empty if si = 0 and occupied if si = 1. We refer to s = (s1, ..., sN ) as
a configuration. A configuration is said to be homogeneous if all nodes are in the same state, i.e.
si = sj ∀i, j = 1, . . . , N .

A configuration is said to be a solution of a CSP if all its nodes respect all the given constraints.
In our case, every node of the graph must respect the same local constraint. We call this constraint a
rule. Let us denote as f(si, {sj}j∈∂i) the indicator function that is 1 if node i with value si respects
the rule when its direct neighbors ∂i take values {sj}j∈∂i, and 0 if it does not. We study outer-
totalistic rules, rules that depend only on the value of a node and the total number of occupied
nearest neighbors. In the case where S = {0, 1}, we have that f(si, {sj}j∈∂i) = f(si,

∑
j∈∂i sj),

but we will keep the first notation for generality.
To denote an outer-totalistic rule, we extend the notation introduced by [23]. This notation

consists of an ordered list of d + 1 symbols, indicating what value a node can take to satisfy the
constraint for 0, 1, . . . , d occupied neighbors. The symbols are

0 : the node must be empty to satisfy the constraint,

1 : the node must be occupied to satisfy the constraint,

+ : the constraint is satisfied regardless of the value of the node,

- : the constraint cannot be satisfied.

As an example, consider rule -+10: the constraint is not satisfied if a node has 0 occupied neighbors,
the node can take any value for 1 occupied neighbor, it must be occupied for 2 occupied neighbors,
and it must be empty if it has 3 occupied neighbors. Note that inverting the empty and occupied
states gives rise to equivalent rules. To avoid studying twice the same problem, we remove this
equivalence with the procedure explained in Appendix A. For example, we have only 136 non-
equivalent rules out of 44 = 256 rules for d = 3. This notation was originally used to describe
the dynamics of outer-totalistic cellular automata, but we adopt it here to describe static CSPs.
While we use the cavity method to study the static case, note that it can also be used to study
dynamical systems, for instance in [24] where the same rule notation as here is used.

Note that this notation introduces a hierarchy between the rules: starting from rule ++++ for
which every configuration is a solution, one can add constraints, first turning + into 0 or 1 and
then into -. This gives a simple criterion when comparing the number of solutions of a given rule:
all the rules with more constraints should have at most the same number of solutions.

Number of stationary configurations. Our aim is to count the number of solutions to a given
outer-totalistic rule. The uniform probability measure over solutions of an outer-totalistic rule on
a given d-regular graph G is

PG(s) =
∏N
i=1 f(si, {sj}j∈∂i)

ZG
, (1)

where f(si, {sj}j∈∂i) indicates whether the rule is satisfied by taking the value 1, and taking the
value 0 otherwise. ZG is the normalization constant (i.e. the partition function) and is given by

ZG =
∑
s∈C

N∏
i=1

f(si, {sj}j∈∂i) (2)

where
∑

s∈C indicates a sum over all possible configurations C = {0, 1}N . Then, Z is the number
of stationary configurations. We define the free entropy density ϕG on a given d-regular graph G
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as
ϕG = logZG

N
. (3)

These quantities can be analyzed on d-regular graphs in the large size limit. The cavity method
(see Section 2) allows us to compute the quenched free entropy density ϕ defined as

ϕ = lim
N→∞

1
N

EG[logZG] (4)

where EG denotes the average over the ensemble of random d-regular graphs of N nodes. In
statistical physics, it is standard that the quenched free entropy density, as well as other averaged
quantities of interest, are self-averaging, i.e. concentrate around their mean. In particular, this
means that the free entropy density (3) for a typical large d-regular graph G is equal to the
quenched free entropy density (4) with high probability. It is instructive to also define the annealed
free entropy density ϕann

ϕann = lim
N→∞

1
N

log (EG[ZG]) (5)

that provides an upper bound to the quenched free entropy density.

Relation to other constraint satisfaction problems. Multiple well-studied CSPs are en-
compassed within the introduced rule notation. We present a non-exhaustive list of them, along
with relevant literature that studied them using statistical physics approaches, in particular the
cavity method.

The independent set or its complement, the vertex cover, was studied using the cavity method
in [25, 26]. The corresponding rules are of the form +0. . .0. To study the maximum independent
set, a Lagrange multiplier µ can be introduced and taken to infinity.

The outer-totalistic CSPs are related to the lattice glass model proposed in [27] and further
studied by Rivoire et al. [28]. In this model, occupied nodes can have at most k occupied neighbors.
This corresponds to rule +. . .+0. . .0. They obtained an analytic expression for the densest packing
(µ→∞) within the 1RSB approximation.

Another problem that can be recast in the language of outer-totalistic CSPs is the maximal
independent set problem (rule 10. . .0), studied with the cavity method in [29], or the dominating
set problem (rule 1+. . .+), studied with the cavity method in [30].

The assortative/dissasortative partition problems were studied in [31]. The corresponding rules
are of the form 0. . .0±. . .±1. . .1 and 1. . .1±. . .±0. . .0. These problems were studied for balanced
partitions, where the number of occupied and empty nodes are the same. This balance can be
imposed by choosing an appropriate value of the parameter µ or by forcing the 0 ↔ 1 symmetry
of the messages.

Occupation problems on hyper-graphs were studied in [20], and interestingly the averaged
entropy of their solutions correspond to outer-totalistic rules composed only of + and -. More
specifically, the free entropy obtained in the replica symmetric case is the same even if the un-
derlying graphical model is not, and there is no clear mapping from the solutions of one to the
solutions of the other on a single instance. The BP equation in present outer-totalistic CSPs seem
to reduce to the BP equation in occupation problems from [20], but we were only able to show this
by assuming a structure in our messages that we do not know how to justify. The correspondence
was verified numerically for d = 3, 4. See Appendix F for a more detailed discussion.

2 Replica Symmetric Solution using Belief Propagation
The free entropy density for a given graph (3) and the quenched free entropy density (4) are in
general challenging to compute. Both can be estimated on large random graphs using the replica
symmetric cavity method [9, 10]. The approximation on a given graph G is known as the Bethe-
Peierls approximation, and yields the so-called Bethe free entropy. Averaging the Bethe free entropy
over the ensemble of d-regular graphs gives the replica symmetric approximation of the quenched
free entropy density (4). If this approximation is exact, we say that the problem is replica symmetric
(RS). The cavity method yields a fixed-point equation, which can be iterated as an algorithm. This
algorithm is known as belief propagation (BP), message passing or sum-product. We use the general
method of casting the problem into a graphical model to obtain the BP equations.
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Figure 1: Left: original graph and naive factor graph. The edges forming a short loop are drawn
in red. Right: original graph and factor graph. Notice that the nodes become the factor nodes
and the edges the variable nodes.

Graphical model. A graphical model is the representation of a factorized probability distribu-
tion, such as eq. (1) on a factor graph. A factor graph is a graph with two types of nodes: variable
nodes, one for each variable, and factor nodes, one for each interaction (or constraint in our case).
Variable nodes are usually drawn as circles and factor nodes as squares. An edge is present between
a variable node and a factor node if its associated constraint depends on the value of the variable.
The factor graph is thus bipartite: edges exist only between variable nodes and factor nodes.

The naive way of constructing the graphical model of the probability distribution (1) is to have
one variable for each state si, and a factor node that checks if the constraint on si is satisfied. We
say that the graph G on which the problem is set is the original graph (or simply the graph when
clear from the context). An example of an original graph and associated factor graph is illustrated
in Figure 1 (left). We notice that, even if the original graph is a tree, the factor graph contains
short loops (in red). This can be problematic, because the belief propagation algorithm presented
below is heuristically known to work better on factor graphs with large loops [32]. Therefore, we
use an alternative graphical model.

Consider the variables to be on the edges and the factor nodes to be on the nodes of the original
graph. This means that the variables are tuples si, sj . We denote the variables nodes as ij and
the factor nodes as i (since they are equivalent to the nodes of the original graph). The variable
si, sj take value in S × S. For S = {0, 1}, this gives 4 different possible values. By construction,
the factor nodes have an edge towards each variable needed to check the constraint. An example
of the original graph and obtained factor graph is presented in Figure 1 (right). Notice that the
factor graph has exactly the same structure as the original graph. In particular, the loops are the
same as in the original graph. Similar constructions are done e.g. in [29, 31, 24].

Belief propagation on a given graph. From the graphical model, we can deduce a fixed point
equation named the replica symmetric cavity or belief propagation (BP) equation. The equation
is derived in detail in Appendix B for the case of trees, where the Bethe-Peierls approximation is
exact and yields the true free entropy density (7). A broader condition for BP to be exact is the
independence of the incoming messages for each variable node. This is evidently the case if the
factor graph is a tree. However, one also heuristically expects locally tree-like factor graphs, such
as typical d-regular graphs for large N and constant d, to give good results if the correlations decay
fast enough in the different loops. This motivates the construction of a graphical model with no
short loops. The equation derived for tree graphs can be used heuristically on general graphs and
is given by

ψi→j
si,sj

= 1
Zi→j

∑
{sk}k∈∂i\j

f(si, sj , {sk}k∈∂i\j)
∏

k∈∂i\j

ψk→i
sk,si

. (6)

where we write {sk}k∈∂i as sj , {sk}k∈∂i\j to emphasise that sj is fixed by ψi→j
si,sj

. We denote
a configuration of the neighbors of node i with node j removed as {sk}k∈∂i\j , and the sum is
over all these possible configurations. ψi→j

si,sj
is called the message from node i to j, and can be

used to compute the free entropy density, and thus also other quantities of interest. Zi→j is the
normalization such that

∑
si

∑
sj
ψi→j
si,sj

= 1. The Bethe free entropy density ϕBethe for a given
graph G, also derived in Appendix B, is given by

ϕBethe = 1
N

N∑
i=1

logZi − 1
N

∑
ij∈E(G)

logZij (7)
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with
Zi =

∑
si

∑
{sk}k∈∂i

f(si, {sk}k∈∂i)
∏
k∈∂i

ψk→i
sk,si

, (8)

Zij =
∑
si

∑
sj

ψi→j
s(ij)

ψj→i
sj ,si

. (9)

Belief propagation on large random d-regular graphs. In this work, we study the outer-
totalistic CSPs on large random d-regular graphs. Under the assumption that all the nodes are
locally equivalent, which is motivated by the tree-like structure of random regular graphs, the fixed
point equation in the N →∞ limit reduces to 4 self-consistent equations:

ψsi,sj
= 1
Zψ

∑
{sk}d−1

k=1

f(si, sj , {sk}d−1
k=1)

d−1∏
k=1

ψsk,si
. (10)

Recall that f(si, sj , {sk}d−1
k=1) is 1 if the constraint is satisfied and 0 otherwise. Zψ is the normal-

ization and is given by

Zψ =
∑
si

∑
sj

∑
{sk}d−1

k=1

f(si, sj , {sk}d−1
k=1)

d−1∏
k=1

ψsk,si . (11)

The iteration scheme to obtain a fixed point is presented in Appendix B.1. As before, the messages
allow us to compute what we call the replica symmetric free entropy density ϕRS:

ϕRS = log (Zn)− d

2 log (Ze) , (12)

where

Zn =
∑

si,{sk}d
k=1

f(si, {sk}dk=1)
d∏
k=1

ψsk,si , (13)

Ze =
∑
si,sj

ψsi,sj
ψsj ,si

. (14)

Note that in this setting the graph is no longer specified. Moreover, in the specific case of regular
graphs, it can be shown that the replica symmetric free entropy is equal to the annealed free
entropy (5) [33] so that we have ϕann = ϕRS. In the following sections we will investigate for which
rules we also have equality ϕRS = ϕ with the quenched free energy defined in (4).

Stability and validity of the RS solution. A necessary (but not sufficient) condition for the
validity of the belief propagation and the resulting free entropy is the so-called stability [34, 35].
Stability is equivalent to the convergence of the BP equations on a single large graph. This can
be verified numerically using a population dynamics algorithm. The algorithm is presented in
Appendix D. We investigate the stability of each rule by initializing the population dynamics
with the BP messages with added noise. We use Gaussian noise with standard deviation 10−6,
ψnoisy
si,sj

= max(ψsi,sj
+η, 0), η ∼ N (0, 10−12), which we then normalize. If the population dynamics

goes back to the BP fixed point, the fixed point is stable [35].
If the fixed point is not stable, then the replica symmetric assumption is incorrect and the

problem presents replica symmetry breaking. In that case, we analyse the problem within the
one-step replica symmetry breaking (1RSB) assumption, which is presented in Section 4. Note
that the reciprocal is not necessarily true: the replica symmetric assumption can be incorrect even
if the RS fixed point is stable.

We find that the RS solution is stable for all rules with existing solutions (ϕ ≥ 0), except for
two rules: +-00 and +-0+. As will be seen in Section 5, these rules indeed present replica symmetry
breaking. More generally, the validity of the RS solution can also be checked by doing the 1RSB
calculation: if only the trivial 1RSB solutions exist (i.e. the only 1RSB solution is the replica
symmetric one), then the RS solution is correct. This was verified for all rules marked ‘RS’ in
Tables 2 and 3.
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3 Classification of Outer-totalistic Rules for d = 3
We classify all possible non-equivalent outer totalistic rules depending on the number of solutions.
To compute the RS fixed point, we start the BP iteration (see Appendix B.1) with 106 different
initializations ψsi,sj = 0, 0.01, 0.02, ..., 1∀ si, sj ∈ S. It is possible that multiple fixed points exist,
and that they are found numerically depending on the initialization. In that case, the fixed point
with the highest free entropy is kept. In the following section, we present a classification based on
the number and type of solutions.

The first clear distinction is whether a rule admits homogeneous solutions or not. The formula
of the rule clearly indicates if the rule admits a homogeneous solution. In this case, there are three
possible scenarios:

• Only homogeneous solution: The problem only admits homogeneous solutions. This
means that ϕ = 0 and that the fixed point messages are only compatible with homogeneous
solutions.

• Subexponentially many solutions: Other solutions than the homogeneous ones exist,
but their number is subexponential in N , i.e. ϕ = 0.

• Exponentially many solutions: An exponential number of solutions exist (ϕ > 0) in
addition to the homogeneous solutions.

Table 1 and 2 list all the rules that have homogeneous solutions, Table 1 listing the rules that have
only homogeneous solutions. Table 3 presents all the rules that have no homogeneous solutions.

In the latter case, the following possibilities arise:

• Locally contradictory: It is not possible to find a solution on a d-regular tree of depth 2
for any boundary condition.

• No solution: The rule is not locally contradictory but the free entropy density is negative.

• Subexponentially many solutions: The free entropy density is 0, there exists a subex-
ponential number of solutions.

• Exponentially many solutions: The free entropy density is strictly positive, there is an
exponentially number solutions.

For the rules that are locally contradictory, either the message is not normalisable (all the entries
of the messages are 0) or there is no convergence. In this case, we define the free entropy density
to be −∞ and the phase as unsatisfiable (UNSAT) as there are no solutions. The rules with no
solutions but that are not locally contradictory admit a fixed point with negative free entropy
density. Thus, the obtained fixed point allows us to distinguish between the rules that are locally
contradictory and the rules that have no solutions but are not locally contradictory.

The classification in Tables 1, 2 and 3 are done using the replica symmetric free entropy, which
is not necessarily the same as the true free entropy. To study the validity of the replica symmetric
free entropy and correct it if necessary, we compute the free entropy within the one-step replica
symmetry breaking framework which is presented below in Sections 4 and 5. As we will see, for
d = 3, most rules are replica symmetric. The inclusion of one-step replica symmetry breaking does
not change the classification.

4 One-step Replica Symmetry Breaking
In this section, we give a brief overview of one-step replica symmetry breaking viewed from the
lens of the cavity method. The method was introduced in [12, 13], and for more details we refer
the reader to [10, 32].

Clustering. When the replica symmetric assumption holds, almost all stationary solutions are
said to be in a cluster or pure state in configuration space. When the replica symmetric assumption
is not correct, we say that there is a replica symmetry breaking. If the configuration space is
correctly described by decomposing the replica symmetric cluster into smaller clusters, we say
that there is a one-step replica symmetry breaking (1RSB). For a given graph G there are two
messages ψi→j and ψj→i for each edge ij ∈ E(G). We identify each cluster by the fixed point
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ψ̃ = {ψi→j , ψj→i}ij∈E(G). The probability measure ν over the cluster associated to a fixed point
ψ̃ is

ν(ψ̃) = 1
Zν
eNmϕint(ψ̃) (15)

where m is the Parisi parameter, Zν is the normalization and ϕint(ψ̃) is the Bethe free entropy den-
sity associated to the fixed point ψ̃. We will call ϕint the internal free entropy density. The free en-
tropy density associated with the measure ν is called the replicated free entropy Ψ(m) = log(Zν)/N .
The complexity or configurational entropy density Σ is the entropy density at the level of the clus-
ters, i.e. Nc(ϕ) = eNΣ(ϕint) where Nc(ϕint) is the number of cluster with internal entropy ϕint.
Then we have that

eNΨ(m) =
∑
ϕint

eN(mϕint+Σ(ϕint)) (16)

where the sum is over all the possible different internal free entropy densities. Applying the Laplace
method we obtain

Ψ(m) = mϕint + Σ(ϕint) (17)
where ϕint extremizes Ψ(m). Thus, ∂Σ/∂ϕint = −m from the properties of the Legendre transform.
To obtain the internal free entropy ϕ̂int of the clusters containing the typical solutions (i.e. the
solutions that dominate the measure 1), we maximize the total free entropy ϕint +Σ(ϕint) under the
constraint Σ(ϕint) ≥ 0. Indeed, assuming that solutions exist, there must be at least one cluster. If
we first ignore this constraint, the maximal total entropy is obtained for m = 1. If the complexity
is positive, we call such a clustered phase the dynamical one-step replica symmetry breaking phase
(d1RSB). In that case, there exists an exponential number of clusters with internal free entropy
ϕ̂int. However, if the corresponding complexity is negative for m = 1, then the total free entropy
is maximized for the largest internal free entropy density ϕ̂′

int such that Σ(ϕ̂′
int) ≥ 0. We write

ϕ̂′
int = ϕs. In that case we are in the static one-step replica symmetry breaking phase (s1RSB),

there are subexponentially many clusters with internal free entropy ϕs. Since the RS free entropy
is equal to the annealed free entropy in the case of regular graphs [33], the s1RSB phase indicates
that the annealed free entropy is different from the quenched free entropy. If no ϕ̂′

int exist such
that Σ(ϕ̂′

int) ≥ 0, then the problem is said to be unsatisfiable (note that the problem can of course
also be unsatisfiable without replica symmetry breaking). Figure 2 (left) shows a sketch of the
space of solutions for the different phases.

Freezing. A variable si is said to be frozen if it takes the same value for every configuration
within a cluster. If an extensive number of variables are frozen within a cluster, we say that the
cluster is frozen. Using the usual nomenclature (summarized for example in [36]), the rigidity
transition happens when frozen variables appear in typical solutions, and such a phase is called
rigid. The transition where all clusters become frozen is called the freezing transition, and such a
phase is called frozen. If almost all the variables within a cluster are frozen, the cluster is said to
be locked. In that case the internal free entropy of the cluster is 0.

1RSB cavity solution. To estimate Zν , we write similar equations as BP for the probability
distribution ν. Again assuming that the graph is d-regular and that the messages are locally
equivalent we obtain

P (ψ) = 1
ZP

∫ ∏
k=1,...,d−1

dP (ψ(k))
(
Zn

Ze

)m
δ
(
ψ −F({ψ(k)}k=1,...,d−1)

)
. (18)

where P is a continuous probability distribution over the messages. The integral is over all possible
d−1 messages that are normalized. ψ and ψ(k) indicate the 4-component message introduced in eq.
(10). F

(
{ψ(k)}k=1,...,d−1

)
indicates the message ψ obtained from eq. (10) with the substitution

ψsk,si = ψ
(k)
sk,si . ZP is the normalization and Zn and Ze are defined in eq. (13) and (14). For

notational purposes we do not explicitly write the dependence of Zn and Ze on the message.
Supposing that the 1RSB solution holds, the replicated free entropy is given by

Ψ1RSB(m) = log (Zn)− d

2 log (Ze) (19)

where
Zn =

∫ ∏
k=1,...,d−1

dP (ψ(k))(Zn)m, (20)
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Ze =
∫
dP (ψ(1))dP (ψ(2))(Ze)m. (21)

The internal entropy density can be obtained from

ϕint = ∂Ψ(m)
∂m

(22)

which allows to compute the complexity using (17). A detailed derivation of eq. (18), (19) and
(22) is given in Appendix C. Since the fixed point equation is now over a continuous distribution,
we must usually approximate it numerically. For this, we use the population dynamics algorithm
described in Appendix D. The fraction of frozen variables can be determined by counting the
number of messages in the population that imply that a node has to take a fixed value.

5 Structure of the Space of Solutions

RS d1RSB

s1RSB No solutions
0.020 0.025 0.030 0.035 0.040 0.045 0.050

i

0.005

0.000

0.005

0.010

0.015

s

Obtained  and i for m [0, 1].

Figure 2: Left: Sketch of the space of configurations for the different phases. Blue indicate typical
solutions. For the 1RSB phases the complexity vs internal entropy curves are sketch on the top
left, the blue doted line indicates the tangent line where the slope of the complexity curve is −1,
which is where m = 1. Right: Complexity as function of the internal free entropy to estimate ϕs
for the s1RSB rule +-00.

Population dynamics and phases. As mentioned in Section 4, we estimate the solution to
the 1RSB equation (18) using a population dynamics algorithm (see Appendix D). This also
allows one to determine the phase. The population dynamics is conducted with a population
of M = 107 messages initialized on hard-fields (i.e. each message of the population dynamics
is 1 for one of the variables (si, sj), and 0 on the others, which fixes the state of the nodes)
proportionally to the obtained message from BP, e.g. if ψ0,0 = 0.3 then we initialize 0.3M messages
with ψ0,0 = 1. The initialization on hard-fields is justified by the problem of reconstruction on
trees. Indeed, the existence of non-trivial solutions is linked to the reconstruction on trees property
[37]: consider a tree with a valid configuration, and remove all information about the state of the
nodes except on the leaves. If the leaves contain some information about the value of the root,
then the reconstruction on trees is possible. The initial population plays the role of the leaves and
is thus initialized on hard-fields.

Another initialization of interest corresponds to the small noise reconstruction on trees. It is
similar to the initialization on hard-fields, but with a small noise added on the messages. It can
happen that both initializations do not give the same results, in particular that the hard-fields
initialization yields a non-trivial solution whereas the small noise initialization converges to the
RS fixed point. In that case, the solutions are ‘fake clustered’ in the same sense as was proposed
in [20] where a similar situation arises. In these cases, we posit that the RS solution in fact
correctly describes the problem. An illustrative case of the phenomenon can be seen for rule 0010.
This rule admits as solutions all configurations that have non-intersecting loops. Thus, we can
go from one solution to another by removing or adding one loop, which can be of subextensive
length. This phenomenon seems to happen particularly for graphs with a small average degree.
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Rules with only homogeneous solutions.

0000, 000+, 000-, 0001, 00-0, 00-+, 00--, 00-1, 0-00, 0-0+, 0-0-, 0-01, 0-+0, 0-+-, 0--0,
0--+, 0---, 0--1, 0-10, 0-1-, 010-, 01-0, 01-+, 01--, 011-, +-0-, +--0, +--+, +---, +-10,

+-1-, +1-0, +1--, +11-.

Table 1: All the non-equivalent rules with d = 3 neighbors that only have homogeneous solutions.

The ‘phase’ of the rules were the hard-fields initialization has a non-trivial solution but the small
noise initialization converges to the RS fixed point are noted RS*, and the complexity and internal
free entropy are those obtained from the hard-field initialization.

The other phases are described in Sections 3, 4 and are

• UNSAT: No RS fixed point or contradictory RS fixed point

• RS: Replica symmetric

• d1RSB: Dynamical one-step replica symmetry breaking

• s1RSB: Static one-step replica symmetry breaking

They are shown in both Tables 2 and 3. The d1RSB phase is identified when the population
dynamics solution at Parisi parameter m = 1 is not trivial (i.e. not the same as the RS solution)
and both the internal free entropy density and complexity are positive (see Figure 2 left for a
sketch). The dynamical 1RSB phase holds the same entropy as the RS solution [35]. Frozen
variables were found in all identified d1RSB rules. In brackets the standard deviation of the
sampled observables at different iterations (see Appendix D) is indicated. This quantity is not
indicated if it is smaller than 10−5.

Subexponentially many solutions

rule phase ϕRS ϕint, m = 1 Σ, m = 1 ϕs

0101 RS 0.0000
+-+- d1RSB 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

Exponentially many solutions

rule phase ϕRS ϕint, m = 1 Σ, m = 1 ϕs

00+0 RS* 0.2046 0.0000 0.2046(1)
00++ RS 0.4133
00+- RS* 0.1925 0.0000 0.1925(2)
00+1 RS 0.3793
0010 RS* 0.1204 0.0000 0.1203(1)
001+ RS 0.2833
001- RS* 0.1160 0.0000 0.1160(1)
0011 RS 0.2350
0+00 RS 0.3671
0+0+ RS 0.3967
0+0- RS 0.3484
0+01 RS 0.3740
0++0 RS 0.5548
0+++ RS 0.6350
0++- RS 0.5134
0++1 RS 0.5829
0+-0 RS 0.2443
0+-+ RS 0.2601
0+-- RS 0.2359
0+-1 RS 0.2497
0+10 RS 0.3603
0+1+ RS 0.4265
0+1- RS 0.3348
0-++ RS 0.3456
0-1+ RS 0.2833
0100 d1RSB 0.0416 0.0107(2) 0.0309(2)
010+ d1RSB 0.1303 0.0071(2) 0.1232(2)
01+0 RS 0.3715

01++ RS 0.5219
01+- RS 0.2107
0110 RS 0.1893
011+ RS 0.4131
+000 RS 0.4354
+00+ RS 0.4354
+00- RS 0.4131
+0+0 RS 0.4354
+0++ RS 0.4616
+0+- RS 0.4131
+0-0 RS 0.2938
+0-+ RS 0.2938
+0-- RS 0.2833
+010 RS 0.2938
+01+ RS 0.2964
+01- RS 0.2833
++00 RS 0.5513
++0+ RS 0.5605
++0- RS 0.5143
+++0 RS 0.6489
++++ RS 0.6931
+++- RS 0.5975
++-0 RS 0.3610
++-+ RS 0.3662
++-- RS 0.3415
++10 RS 0.4233
++1- RS 0.3900
+-00 s1RSB 0.0448 0.0491(2) -0.0044(1) 0.0445
+-0+ s1RSB 0.0448 0.0491(1) -0.0044(1) 0.0445
+-+0 RS* 0.1304 0.0259(3) 0.1045(2)
+100 RS 0.2681
+10+ RS 0.2964
+10- d1RSB 0.1038 0.0000 0.1038(2)
+1+0 RS 0.4584
+1+- RS 0.2782
+110 RS 0.2617

Table 2: Classification of all non-equivalent outer-totalistic CSPs with homogeneous solutions for 3-
regular graphs. The rules with only homogeneous solutions are indicated in Table 1. RS* indicates
that the hard-fields initialization yields a non-trivial solution while the small-noise initialization
does not. The internal free entropy ϕint and complexity Σ and are those obtained from the hard-
field initialization at Parisi parameter m = 1. ϕs indicates the free entropy for the rules presenting
a static 1RSB phase.

Static 1RSB. The RS estimation of the free entropy density is wrong in the case of s1RSB. The
rules +-00 and +-0+ are in the s1RSB phase. In that case, the static one-step replica symmetry
free entropy density ϕs is found by computing the complexity as a function of the internal free
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entropy. This is done by varying the Parisi parameter between 0 and 1 (in our case we used 30
values of m), and fitting the obtained points with a function of the form Σ(ϕint) = a+b2ϕint +c3ϕint

as done in [19]. The intersection of this curve with Σ = 0 gives the value of ϕs. Figure 2 (right)
shows the complexity versus internal free entropy curve for rule +-00. We also recall that the RS
solution of rule +-00 and +-0+ is unstable (see the discussion on stability in Section 2), indicating
the presence of replica symmetry breaking. We recall that the annealed free entropy is equal to
the RS free entropy in the case of regular graphs [33]. Thus, rules +-00 and +-0+ are the only
rules in the d = 3 case where according to our study the quenched free entropy is not equal to the
annealed one.

The classification introduced in Section 3 does not change by considering the 1RSB solution.
Thus, at least for d = 3, the RS solution is sufficient to determine if solutions exist.

Locally contradictory

rule phase ϕRS ϕint, m = 1 Σ, m = 1
-000 UNSAT −∞
-00- UNSAT −∞
-0-0 UNSAT −∞
-0-- UNSAT −∞
--00 UNSAT −∞
--0- UNSAT −∞
---0 UNSAT −∞
---- UNSAT −∞

No solutions but not locally contradictory

rule phase ϕRS ϕint, m = 1 Σ, m = 1
-010 UNSAT -0.1116 0.0000 -0.1116(2)
-01- UNSAT -0.2027 0.0000 -0.2027(2)
-+-0 UNSAT -0.0774 0.0000 -0.0774(3)
-+-- UNSAT -0.1744 0.0000 -0.1745(3)
--+0 UNSAT -0.0303 0.0000 -0.0308(2)
--10 UNSAT -0.1733 0.0000 -0.1733(2)
-100 UNSAT -0.0012 0.0000 -0.0012(2)
-10- UNSAT -0.2027 0.0000 -0.2027(3)
-1-0 UNSAT -0.2502 0.0000 -0.2502(2)
10-0 UNSAT -0.0760 0.0000 -0.0760(2)
1-00 UNSAT -0.0189 0.0000 -0.0189(1)
1--0 UNSAT -0.3466 0.0000 -0.3466(2)

Subexponentially many solutions

rule phase ϕRS ϕint, m = 1 Σ, m = 1
1010 d1RSB 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000(2)

Exponentially many solutions

rule phase ϕRS ϕint, m = 1 Σ, m = 1
-0+0 RS* 0.1016 0.0000 0.1016(2)
-0+- RS* 0.0523 0.0000 0.0523(2)
-+00 RS 0.2191
-+0- RS 0.1541
-++0 RS 0.4880
-++- RS 0.4055
-+10 RS* 0.2149 0.0817(3) 0.1331(3)
-1+0 RS 0.3551
-110 RS 0.1893
1000 RS 0.2617
10+0 RS* 0.2845 0.1460(4) 0.1384(4)
1+00 RS 0.4414
1++0 RS 0.5829
1+-0 d1RSB 0.1038 0.0000 0.1038(2)
1100 RS 0.2350

Table 3: Classification of all non-equivalent outer-totalistic CSPs without homogeneous solutions
for 3-regular graphs. RS* indicates that the hard-fields initialization yields a non-trivial solution
while the small-noise initialization does not. The internal free entropy ϕint and complexity Σ and
are those obtained from the hard-field initialization at Parisi parameter m = 1. In the case of rules
with no homogeneous solutions for d = 3, no rule presents a static 1RSB phase.

Stability of the 1RSB solution Checking the validity of the 1RSB solution is more delicate
than in the RS case. We only numerically check the so-called type II stability [38, 35], which
is done by adding noise to the obtained messages of the population dynamics. We add a noise
|η|, η ∼ N (0, 10−8) and normalize the messages. If the population dynamics starting from the
noisy messages converges back to the previous non-noisy messages, we say that the solution is
stable. If the noisy messages go to the RS fixed point, we are in the case where the small noise
reconstruction is not possible, and we are in the ‘fake cluster’ case discussed above. However, if
the noisy messages converge to another non-trivial fixed point, there is an instability of type II
which indicates that further steps of replica symmetry breaking are required. This last case did
not arise, giving an indication that the 1RSB result is correct.

6 Freezing and Computational Hardness
It has been proven that a large class of algorithm fail to find solutions to problems presenting
the overlap gap property (OGP) [39, 40]. Informally, a problem presents OGP if the clusters of
solutions are well separated, in the sense that there are no pairs of solutions at a certain intermediate
distance. Works in statistical physics put forward a conjecture that solutions within frozen clusters
(a weaker condition than OGP) are algorithmically difficult to find (e.g. require exponential time)
[20, 41, 21, 22]. It is also believed that solutions to problems that are replica symmetric can be
found in polynomial time. We provide experimental evidence for these conjectures by solving outer-
totalistic CSPs using the belief propagation reinforcement algorithm. The algorithm is presented
below.

It is important to keep in mind that we only characterized the thermodynamically relevant
clusters, which contain typical solutions. However, it is possible that non-dominating clusters have
very different properties in terms of the hardness of finding solutions that belong to them. It has
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been shown that in the presence of atypical clusters with large local entropy, solutions can still be
found in polynomial time [42, 43]. One such case arises for a rule of degree d = 4 and is discussed
below.

Belief propagation reinforcement The belief propagation reinforcement algorithm, intro-
duced in [15], is a solver based on BP. Given a graph and a rule, the solver tries to produce a
solution. The main idea is to reinforce, i.e. to bias, the variables in the direction of the marginals
obtained by BP. The BP-reinforcement equation reads

ψi→j
si,sj

= 1
Zi→j

∑
{sk}k∈∂i\j

f(si, sj , {sk}k∈∂i\j)
∏

k∈∂i\j

b(k)
sk
ψk→i
sk,si

. (23)

where b(k)
sk is the bias. To update the bias, we use the same heuristics as in [20]:

b
(i)
1 = π, b

(i)
0 = 1− π, ifχ(i)

0 > χ
(i)
1

b
(i)
1 = 1− π, b(i)

0 = π, ifχ(i)
0 ≤ χ

(i)
1

(24)

where 0 ≤ π ≤ 1/2 is a hyperparameter and χ
(i)
si is the BP estimate of the marginal probability

that node i is in state si. χ(i)
si is given by

χ(i)
si

= 1
Zsite
χ

∏
k∈∂i

(
χk→i

0,si
+ χk→i

1,si

)
(25)

where Zsite
χ is the normalization. χi→j

si,sj
are the BP estimate of the marginal probability that the

variable node ij in the factor graph takes values (si, sj). This is given by

χi→j
si,sj

=
ψi→j
si,sj

ψj→i
sj ,si

Zχ
(26)

where Zχ is the normalization. Each bias b(i)
si is updated following (24), but the update is done

only with probability
p(t) = 1− (1 + t)−γ (27)

where t is the iteration step and γ a hyperparameter. We fix γ = 0.1 in our case. To obtain a
possible solution s from the algorithm, we take

si = argmaxsl
b(i)
sl
∀i = 1, ..., N. (28)

The pseudocode is given in Algorithm 1. In practice, π is found by doing a grid search starting
with π = 0.5 and decreasing it until a solution is found or π = 0 is reached. In that last case, the
algorithm failed to find a solution. We use 25 values of π equidistant between 0 and 0.5, and a
maximum number of iterations T = 104. Each time the algorithm is restarted, the bias and the
messages are initialized at random.

Algorithm 1 BP-REINFORCEMENT (G,T, γ, π, ϵ)
1: Initialize the bias bisi

and the messages ψi→j
si,sj

randomly on the factor graph of G and normalize
them.

2: t← 0
3: Compute the current configuration si = argmaxsl

bisl

4: while s is not a solution and t ≤ T do
5: Update all the messages ψi→j

si,sj
according to (23) with dampening ϵ.

6: Update every bias b(i)
si with probability p(t) according to (24)

7: Update si = argmaxsl
b

(i)
sl

8: t← t+ 1
9: end while
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Satisfiable d = 3 rules with no homogeneous solutions

Rule Phase Rate of success

-0+0 RS* 1
-0+- RS* 1
-+00 RS 1
-+0- RS 1
-++0 RS 1
-++- RS 1
-+10 RS* 1
-1+0 RS 1
-110 RS 1
1000 RS 1
10+0 RS* 1
1+00 RS 1
1++0 RS 1
1+-0 d1RSB 0.1
1100 RS 1
1010 d1RSB 0

Rigid d1RSB d = 4 rules
with no homogeneous solution

Rule Rate of success

-0+-0 0.5
-0+-- 0
-+-+0 0
-+-+- 0
-+10- 0
--+00 0
-1000 0
-10+0 0
-1+-0 0
-1-+0 0
10100 0
1+-00 1

Table 4: Left: Rate of success of the belief propagation reinforcement algorithm on random 3-
regular graphs with N = 105 nodes for 10 different graphs. The studied rules have ϕ ≥ 0 and
no homogeneous solutions. Right: Rate of success using the belief propagation reinforcement
algorithm on random 4-regular graphs with N = 105 nodes for 10 different graphs for the stable
and frozen d1RSB rules with no homogeneous solutions.

d=3 rules We focus on the problems that have ϕ ≥ 0 with no homogeneous solutions, since the
rules that have a homogeneous solution are trivial to solve. In the case d = 3, we tried to find
solutions on 10 different graphs of size N = 105 for each rule. Solutions were found for all 10
graphs for all rules except for the 1RSB rules with frozen variables 1+-0, where a solution on only
one graph was found (which we attribute to a finite size effect). For the rule 1010 no solutions were
found. This is shown in Table 4 (left). These results are in agreement with the conjecture that
frozen solutions are hard to find for robust algorithms, and are also coherent with the hypothesis
that the ‘fake clustered’ rules (marked RS*) are algorithmically easy. We also found no solution
for the rules with negative free entropy density but that are not locally contradictory.

Note the special case of rule 1010, which can be mapped to a system of linear equations modulo
2 and can thus be solved in polynomial time. Using Gaussian elimination, we found a solution for
each of the 10 graphs of size 8 · 104 that we tested. Rules +---, -+--, +-+-, --10, -10-, 0101
and 0-10 can also be mapped to a system of linear equations over finite fields, but are of lesser
interest presenting either a trivial homogeneous solution or no solutions at all. The 1010 rule is a
parity check and is known to be solvable in polynomial time. A similar situation arises in XORSAT
problems, where the space of solutions also exhibits clusters and frozen variables [44, 45] while the
problem is solvable in polynomial time [46, 47]. However, note that the algebraic structure allowing
Gaussian elimination disappears if one adds noise to the problem [46]. If we focus on algorithms
robust to noise the problem 0101 will also be algorithmically hard.

d=4 rules and local entropy We investigate the case d = 4, for which we identify 12 stable
d1RSB rules with no homogeneous solutions and containing frozen variables out of the possible
528 non-equivalent rules. Using again BP reinforcement on 10 graphs of size N = 105, we find no
solution except for rule -0+-0 for which we found solutions on 5 out of the 10 graphs, and rule
1+-00 for which a solution was found on every tested graph, see Table 4 (right).

As discussed before, we expect the found solutions to belong to non-dominating clusters with
large local entropy. To investigate this, [48] or more recently [49] study the local entropy density
sLE(s, d), which is the logarithm of the number of solutions at a given (normalized) Hamming
distance d from a given solution s′ (note the difference with the entropy of the Franz-Parisi potential
[50], which is equivalent to the local entropy in the case where the given solution s′ is typical).
They argue that solutions in wide and flat connected regions of solutions can be algorithmically
easy to find. These regions are characterized by the absence of a gap in their local entropy. More
precisely, we say that there is a gap if there exist two distances α > 0 and β > 0 with α < β such
that ϕLE(s, α) ≥ 0, ϕLE(s, β) ≥ 0 and for some γ ∈ [α, β] we have ϕLE(s, γ) < 0. We compute the
local entropy within the RS approximation using belief propagation on a given graph by adding a
Lagrange multiplier κ tuning the distance to a given solution. The studied partition function then
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Figure 3: Left: Local entropy SLE as function of the normalized distance d for an empirical solution
for rule 1+-00, N = 105. The grey line in the inset is the entropy with no constraints. While
typical solutions are frozen, the found solution is in a subdominant cluster with large local entropy
(for small d the local entropy is close to the entropy with no constraints) and contains no frozen
variables. Right: Local entropy as a function of the normalized distance for an empirical solution
containing frozen variables for rule 1+-0, N = 1000. Notice the presence of a gap in the zoomed-in
region close to 0.

is

ZLE(s′, d) =
∑
s∈C

N∏
i=1

eκ1(si ̸=s′
i)f(si, {sj}j∈∂i)f(s′

i, {s′
j}j∈∂i) (29)

where 1 is the indicator function that is 1 if the argument is true and is 0 otherwise. The local free
entropy density is ϕLE(s′, d) = log(ZLE(s′, d))/N . The local entropy is obtained by a Legendre
transform and is given by sLE = ϕLE − κd. The BP equation, the distance and the local entropy
density are obtained following a similar procedure as in Appendix B. To obtain the local entropy
density at a chosen distance, the Lagrange multiplier κ is tuned dynamically during the BP itera-
tions. The derivation of the BP equation and the iteration algorithm is presented in more details
in Appendix E.

Figure 3 (left) presents the local entropy density as a function of the distance to a solution found
by using BP reinforcement on a graph of size N = 105 for the rule 1+-00. We notice that there is
no gap, indicating a flat and wide minima. This also indicates that the solution is atypical, since
typical solutions are clustered and thus present a gap. However, recall that the RS free entropy is
an upper bound of the true free entropy, which is not necessarily reached, so a gap might emerge
by considering further steps of replica symmetry breaking.

On the other hand, Figure 3 (right) shows the local entropy density for rule 1+-0. Since
finding solutions for this rule on large graphs is hard, we use N = 1000 where solutions could be
consistently found. We notice the presence of a gap, as expected for a solution within a cluster.
However, note that the gap is small and the obtained curve can slightly change depending on the
generated graph, probably due to its small number of nodes. We also checked the unique solution
found for N = 105, and it does not present a gap in its local entropy. We suppose that this solution
was found from an atypical generation of the graph due to finite N . The solutions of rule -0+-0
also do not present a gap in their local entropy. However, solutions are found more frequently in
this case which means that the explanation of atypical graphs is unlikely. It is possible that, in
this case, sub-dominant dense clusters (in which solutions have a large local entropy) exist, but
that the solutions are not always found by our choice of hyperparameters in the BP reinforcement
algorithm.

Conclusion
In this work, we provided the cavity equation under both the replica symmetric and 1-step
replica symmetry-breaking assumptions for all outer-totalistic constraint satisfaction problems on
d-regular graphs. By numerically solving these equations, we determined the existence and num-
ber of solutions. The 1RSB calculation also allowed to characterize the structure of the space
of typical solutions. Additionally, the computational hardness of the problems was explored ex-
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perimentally using the belief propagation reinforcement algorithm. This analysis uncovered the
following interesting phenomena:

• For the d = 3 rules, we find that the annealed free entropy is equal to the quenched free
entropy with the exception of rules +-00 and +-0+ which present a static 1-step replica
symmetry breaking. Thus, for these two rules, the quenched free entropy is strictly lower
than the annealed one.

• For the d = 3 rules, we uncovered one rule, 1+-0, where solutions are hard to find algorith-
mically. This rule presents clustering and frozen variables.

• In the d = 4 case, multiple rules were found to present clustering and frozen variables and
no trivial homogeneous solution. While no solutions were found for most of them, solutions
to rule 1+-00 were easy to find. An analysis of the local entropy near the found solutions
indicates that these solutions belong to a subdominant dense cluster, which does not contain
frozen variables.

Several extensions of this work could be interesting to consider. While we limited our study to
a binary alphabet, expanding our approach to more states is straightforward using our formalism,
which would then also include problems such as graph-coloring. Additionally, investigating rules
that go beyond the nearest neighbors could also yield interesting insights. Concerning the typical
algorithmic complexity, the overlap gap property could be studied using the cavity method. In-
deed, the overlaps can be estimated using this method, which could potentially provide additional
insights into the algorithmic hardness of certain problems. Finally, the outer-totalistic CSPs were
introduced in this work through the lens of stationary solutions of cellular automata on graphs.
Going beyond stationarity to study the dynamics of graph cellular automata is feasible with the
cavity method as shown in recent works [24, 6]. Extending this line of work could prove an exciting
avenue into the dynamic properties of complex systems.
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[17] Marc Mézard, Giorgio Parisi, and Riccardo Zecchina. Analytic and algorithmic solution of
random satisfiability problems. Science (New York, N.Y.), 297:812–5, 2002.
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lattices. Eur Phys J B, 37:55–78, 2003.

[29] Luca Dall’Asta, Paolo Pin, and Abolfazl Ramezanpour. Statistical mechanics of maximal
independent sets. Physical Review E, 80(6):061136, 2009.

[30] Jin-Hua Zhao, Yusupjan Habibulla, and Hai-Jun Zhou. Statistical mechanics of the minimum
dominating set problem. Journal of Statistical Physics, 159:1154–1174, 2015.

[31] Freya Behrens, Gabriel Arpino, Yaroslav Kivva, and Lenka Zdeborová. (dis)assortative par-
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A Non-equivalent Outer-totalistic Rules
We want to remove the “empty ↔ occupied” symmetry that produces equivalent rules. Extending
the procedure of [23], the operator T : ξ → 1 − ξ, ξ ∈ {0, 1}, which switches 0s and 1s, is
introduced. Abusing the notation, T can be applied to a configuration s using the notation T s,
e.g. T (0, 1, 0, 1, 1) = (1, 0, 1, 0, 0). T can also be applied to a rule α0α1 . . . αd with α0, α1, . . . , αd ∈
{0,1,+,-} using the notation T (α0α1 . . . αd), where the elements {+,-} are invariant under T .
For example, T (0+1-) = 1+0-. We consider here that the rule is describing the dynamics for the
next time step: + indicates that the node stays in the same state, - that it switches state, 0 that is
becomes 0 and 1 that it becomes 1. One time-step update of a configuration s under rule α0α1 . . . αd
is denoted α0α1 . . . αd · s. It can be observed that α0α1 . . . αd · s = T (T (αd . . . α1α0) · T s) where
αd . . . α1α0 is α0α1 . . . αd in reverse order. Thus, it can be said that the rule T (αd . . . α1α0) is
symmetric to the rule α0α1 . . . αd. Notice that some rules are self-symmetric, e.g. rule 0-1.

If each node has two neighbors, a total of 43 = 64 outer-totalistic rules exist. 8 of them are
self-symmetric: 0+1, 1+0, 0-1, 1-0, +++, +-+, -+- and ---. All the other rules have exactly one
different symmetric rule. Thus, a total of 8 + (64− 8)/2 = 36 nonequivalent outer-totalistic rules
are obtained1. This procedure can easily be extended to identify the nonequivalent rules for d > 2.

B Derivation of the BP Equation and Observables on a Tree
In this appendix, we give a detailed derivation of eq. (10) and (12) starting from the graphical
model presented in Section 2. We will treat a more general case than the probability distribution
defined in eq. (1):

PG(s) =
∏N
i=1 e

µsif(si, {sj}j∈∂i)
ZG

. (30)

where µ is the chemical potential, a Lagrange multiplier allowing us to tune the density of occupied
nodes r =

∑N
i=1 si/N . Note that additional Lagrange multipliers can easily be added to compute

other quantities of interest, such as the local entropy as done in Section 6. To obtain eq.(10) and
(12), simply set µ = 0.

BP equation. Suppose that the original graph is a tree. From our construction of the graphical
model, this implies that the factor graph is also a tree. We define the auxiliary partition function
V i→j
si,sj

as being the partition function of the system above ij with the values of si, sj fixed. This
corresponds to all the variables in the branch of the tree that include i but with the edge ij
removed. Let us name this sub-graph Gi→j . Gi→j is shown in red in Figure 4. The auxiliary
partition function reads

V i→j
si,sj

=
∑

{sl}l∈Gi→j

∏
l∈Gi→j

eµslf(sl, {sm}m∈∂l). (31)

Note that we indicate the neighborhood on the original graph for simplicity. Supposing that the
factor graph is a tree, fixing the value of variable si, sj makes the branches above i independent of
each other. Let us name these branches Gk→i with k ∈ ∂i \ j. They are shown in blue in Figure 4.
Thus, we can split the sum according to the branch they belong to into a recursive relation:

V i→j
si,j

=
∑

{sk}k∈∂i\j

eµsif(si, sj , {sk}k∈∂i\j)

×
∏

k∈∂i\j

∑
{sl}

l∈Gk→i

∏
l∈Gk→i

eµslf(sl, {sm}m∈∂l)

=
∑

{sk}k∈∂i\j

eµsif(si, sj , {sk}k∈∂i\j)
∏

k∈∂i\j

V k→i
sk,i

.

(32)

Using (32) starting from the leaves, one can obtain all the auxiliary partition functions of the tree.
Define the message ψi→j

si,j
as the normalized auxiliary partition function

ψi→j
si,sj

:=
V i→j
si,sj∑

si,sj
V i→j
si,sj

, (33)

1Note that [23] only identifies 34 nonequivalent outer-totalistic rules using the same method. The authors were
contacted about this discrepancy, and came to the conclusion that it was a typo.
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Figure 4: Factor graph with the subgraph Gi→j in red and the subgraphs {Gk→i}k∈∂i\j in blue.

where
∑
si,sj

is the sum over all possible values of si and sj , e.g. in our case si = sj = 0,
si = 0 and sj = 1, si = 1 and sj = 0, si = sj = 1. Messages are more convenient to work with
than the auxiliary partition function, since they do not scale exponentially in N and represent
the probability that variable ij takes value si, sj when restricted to the sub-graph Gi→j (the red
part of Figure 4). Using the recursion relation (32) and the definition (33), we can also obtain a
recursion relation for the messages:

ψi→j
si,sj

=
∑

{sk}k∈∂i\j
eµsif(si, sj , {sk}k∈∂i\j)

∏
k∈∂i\j V

k→i
sk,si∑

si,sj

∑
{sk}k∈∂i\j

eµsif(si, sj , {sk}k∈∂i\j)
∏
k∈∂i\j V

k→i
sk,si

×

=1︷ ︸︸ ︷∏
k∈∂i\j

∑
sk,si

V k→i
sk,si∏

k∈∂i\j
∑
sk,si

V k→i
sk,si

=
∑

{sk}k∈∂i\j
eµsif(si, sj , {sk}k∈∂i\j)

∏
k∈∂i\j ψ

k→i
sk,si∑

si,sj

∑
{sk}k∈∂i\j

eµsif(si, sj , {sk}k∈∂i\j)
∏
k∈∂i\j ψ

k→i
sk,si

(34)

Noticing that
Zi→j :=

∑
si,sj

∑
{sk}k∈∂i\j

eµsif(si, sj , {sk}k∈∂i\j)
∏

k∈∂i\j

ψk→i
s(ki)

(35)

is a normalization, we obtain the following self-consistent equation for the message:

ψi→j
si,sj

= 1
Zi→j

∑
{sk}k∈∂i\j

eµsif(si, sj , {sk}k∈∂i\j)
∏

k∈∂i\j

ψk→i
sk,si

. (36)

This is the Belief Propagation equation given in eq. (6). As for the auxiliary partition functions,
one can obtain recursively each message by starting from the leaves of the tree.

Observables. Starting from the leaves, we can collect recursively the contribution of each branch
to the partition function of the original problem to obtain the full partition function:

ZG =
∑
sr

∑
{sk}k∈∂r

eµsrf(sr, {sk}k∈∂r)
∏
k∈∂r

V k→r
sk,sr

(37)
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where r indicates a root of the tree. We can write this expression as a function of the messages
instead of the auxiliary partition function:

ZG = ZG

=1︷ ︸︸ ︷∏N
i=1,i̸=r

∑
si

∑
sj
V j→i
sj ,si

V i→j
si,sj∏

(ij)∈E(G)
∑
si

∑
sj
V j→i
sj ,siV

i→j
si,sj

= ZG

∏N
i=1,i̸=r

∑
si

∑
{sk}k∈∂i

eµsif(si, {sk}k∈∂i)
∏
k∈∂i V

k→i
sk,si∏

ij∈E(G)
∑
si

∑
sj
V j→i
sj ,siV

i→j
si,sj

=
∏N
i=1
∑
si

∑
{sk}k∈∂i

eµsif(si, {sk}k∈∂i)
∏
k∈∂i V

k→i
sk,si∏

ij∈E(G)
∑
si

∑
sj
V j→i
sj ,siV

i→j
si,sj

=
(

N∏
i=1

∑
si

∑
{sk}k∈∂i

eµsif(si, {sk}k∈∂i)
∏
k∈∂i V

k→i
sk,si∏

k∈∂i
∑
sk,si

V k→i
sk,si

)

×

 ∏
ij∈E(G)

∑
si

∑
sj
V j→i
sj ,si

V i→j
si,sj∑

si,sj
V i→j
si,sj

∑
sj ,si

V j→i
sj ,si

−1

=
∏N
i=1
∑
si

∑
{sk}k∈∂i

eµsif(si, {sk}k∈∂i)
∏
k∈∂i ψ

k→i
sk,si∏

ij∈E(G)
∑
si

∑
sj
ψi→j
si,sjψ

j→i
sj ,si

(38)

where E(G) denotes the set of edges of G. The property of the first line can be seen if one considers
a tree with i→ j going in the direction of the root. To go from the 1st to the 2nd line, we used the
recursion equation (32). From the 2nd to 3rd line, we see from (37) that ZG can be absorbed in the
product over the nodes. We multiplied line 3 by (

∏
k∈∂i

∑
sk,si

V k→i
sk,si

)(
∑
si,sj

V i→j
si,sj

∑
sj ,si

V j→i
sj ,si

)−1

(which is equal to 1) to get to line 4. In the last equality we simply used the definition of the
message (33).

Defining
Zi =

∑
si

∑
{sk}k∈∂i

eµsif(si, {sk}k∈∂i)
∏
k∈∂i

ψk→i
sk,si

, (39)

Zij =
∑
si

∑
sj

ψi→j
si,sj

ψj→i
sj ,si

, (40)

we can more succinctly write

ZG =
∏N
i=1 Z

i∏
ij∈E(G) Z

(ij) . (41)

From definition (3), the expression (7) for the free entropy density as a function of the messages is
obtained:

ϕG = 1
N

N∑
i=1

logZi − 1
N

∑
ij∈E(G)

logZij . (42)

The mean density of occupied nodes ρ as a function of the message is given by

ρ = ∂ϕ

∂µ
= 1
N

N∑
i=1

∑
si

∑
{sk}k∈∂i

sie
µsif(si, {sk}k∈∂i)

∏
k∈∂i ψ

k→i
sk,si

Zi
. (43)

B.1 Belief Propagation Iterations on d-regular Graphs
We now consider the case of d-regular graphs. We will assume that the messages are locally
equivalent, i.e. that they are the same independently of the nodes. This means that we reduce
from 2|E(G)| messages to only one. The fixed point equation (6) then reduces to (10), and we can
iterate it:

ψ̃si,sj (t+ 1) = 1
Z̃

∑
{sk}d−1

k=1

eµsif(si, sj , {sk}d−1
k=1)

d−1∏
k=1

ψsk,si(t). (44)

where t indicates the iteration and Z̃ is the normalization. In practice, the message is updated
with a dampening ϵ ∈ [0, 1):

ψsi,sj
(t+ 1) = ϵψsi,sj

(t) + (1− ϵ)ψ̃si,sj
(t+ 1) (45)
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The message can be represented by a 2× 2 matrix ψ indexed by si and sj . We stop the iterations
when the Frobenius norm of ψ(t+ 1)−ψ(t) is smaller than a given tolerance (or after a maximum
number of steps). We used a tolerance of 10−12 and a damping ϵ = 0.8. The estimated free entropy
(7) simplifies to

ϕRS = log

 ∑
si,{sk}d

k=1

eµsif(si, {sk}dk=1)
d∏
k=1

ψsk,si

− d

2 log

∑
si,sj

ψsi,sj
ψsj ,si

 (46)

which we call the replica symmetric free entropy density. The d/2 factor comes from the fact that
a random d-regular graph of N nodes has Nd

2 edges. This is the expression given in eq. (12) where
we write Zi → Zn and Zij → Ze to avoid referencing the graph.

C One-step Replica Symmetry Breaking Cavity Equation
In this annex we recover the 1RSB eq. (18), the expression for the replicated free entropy density
(19) and an explicit formula of the internal free entropy as function of the messages.

Suppose again that the graph is a tree. Let us write the self-consistent equation (36) as

ψi→j
si,sj

= 1
Zi→j

∑
{sk}k∈∂i\j

eµsif(si, sj , {sk}k∈∂i\j)
∏

k∈∂i\j

ψk→i
sk,si

=: F({ψk→i
sk,si
}k∈∂i\j).

(47)

If this is valid for every si, sj ∈ S, then we write

ψi→j = F
(
{ψk→i}k∈∂i\j

)
(48)

where a message ψa→b without the subscript indicates all the components of the message (e.g. in
the form of a matrix).

Supposing that the internal free entropy density ϕint(ψ̃) = ϕBethe(ψ̃) (i.e. that the Bethe-Peierls
approximation holds within each cluster) and using the expression (42) for ϕBethe, we can write
the partition function of (15)

Zν =
∑
{ψ̃}

eNmϕint(ψ̃)

N→∞=
∫ ∏

ij∈E(G)

[dψi→j ]e
m

(∑N

i=1
logZi−

∑
ij∈E(G)

logZij

)

×
N∏
i=1

∏
j∈∂i

δ
(
ψi→j −F({ψk→i}k∈∂i\j)

)
=
∫ ∏

ij∈E(G)

[dψi→j ]
N∏
i=1

(
Zi
)m ∏

ij∈E(G)

(
Zij
)−m

N∏
i=1

∏
j∈∂i

δ
(
ψi→j −F({ψk→i}k∈∂i\j)

)
(49)

where the integral is over all possible messages with the condition that they are normalized (i.e.
that they are indeed summing to 1) and δ(·) is the Dirac delta. For notational purposes, we do
not write the dependence of Zi, Z(ij) to ψi→j . We see that eq. (49) is the partition function of
the probability distribution

P̃
(
{ψi→j}ij∈E(G)

)
= 1
Zµ

N∏
i=1

(
Zi
)m ∏

ij∈E(G)

(
Z(ij)

)−m

×
N∏
i=1

∏
j∈∂i

δ
(
ψi→j −F({ψk→i}k∈∂i\j)

)
.

(50)

If the graph is a tree we can take the product over ij such that the i’s are never the same. Using
the fact that δ(x)δ(x) = δ(x), equation (50) becomes

P̃
(
{ψi→j}ij∈E(G)

)
= 1
Zµ

∏
ij∈E(G)

(
Zi
)m (

Z(ij)
)−m

δ
(
ψi→j −F({ψk→i}k∈∂i\j)

)
. (51)
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We can apply the cavity formalism on this probability distribution. Following the same procedure
as in B, the obtained self-consistent equation is

P i→j(ψi→j) = 1
Zi→j

∫ ∏
k∈∂i\j

[dψk→i]
(
Zi

Zij

)m
δ
(
ψi→j −F({ψk→i}k∈∂i\j)

)
×

∏
k∈∂i\j

[P k→i(ψk→i)]
(52)

where Zi→j is the normalization. We will from here on write∏
k∈∂i\j

[dψk→i]×
∏

k∈∂i\j

[P k→i(ψk→i)] =
∏

k∈∂i\j

dP k→i. (53)

In the population dynamics algorithm (see Appendix D), we use the fact that Zi/Zij = Zi→j .
Indeed,

Zi

Zij
=
∑
si

∑
{sk}k∈∂i

eµsif(si, {sk}k∈∂i)
∏
k∈∂i ψ

k→i
sk,si∑

si

∑
sj
ψi→j
si,sjψ

j→i
sj ,si

=
∑
si

∑
{sk}k∈∂i

eµsif(si, {sk}k∈∂i)
∏
k∈∂i ψ

k→i
sk,si∑

si

∑
sj

(
1

Zi→j

∑
{sk}k∈∂i\j

eµsif(si, sj , {sk}k∈∂i\j)
∏
k∈∂i\j ψ

k→i
sk,si

)
ψj→i
sj ,si

=
∑
si

∑
{sk}k∈∂i

eµsif(si, {sk}k∈∂i)
∏
k∈∂i ψ

k→i
sk,si

1
Zi→j

∑
si

∑
sj

(∑
{sk}k∈∂i\j

eµsif(si, sj , {sk}k∈∂i\j)ψj→i
sj ,si

∏
k∈∂i\j ψ

k→i
sk,si

)
= Zi→j

(54)

where we used the definitions (39), (40) of Zi, Zij in the first line and the BP eq. (36) to go from
the first to the second line.

The replicated free entropy density is obtained similarly as (42):

Ψ(m) = 1
N

N∑
i=1

logZi − 1
N

∑
ij∈E(G)

logZij (55)

with
Zi :=

∫ ∏
k∈∂i

dP k→i
(
Zi
)m

, (56)

Zij :=
∫
dP i→jdP j→i

(
Zij
)m

. (57)

To obtain the free entropy density of a cluster, we use

ϕint = ∂Ψ(m)
∂m

= 1
N

N∑
i=1

1
Zi

∫ ∏
k∈∂i

dP k→i log(Zi)
(
Zi
)m

− 1
N

∑
ij∈E(G)

1
Zij

∫
dP i→jdP j→i log(Zij)

(
Zij
)m

.

(58)

The density is given by

ρ = ∂ϕ

∂µ
= 1
N

N∑
i=1

∫ ∏
k∈∂i

dP k→i ∂

∂µ

(
log(Zi)(Zi)m

Zi

)

= 1
N

N∑
i=1

∫ ∏
k∈∂i

dP k→i

(
∂µZ

i

Zi
(Zi)m
Zi

+ log(Zi)2(Zi)m∂µZi
Zi

− log(Zi)(Zi)m
(Zi)2 ∂µZi

)

= 1
N

N∑
i=1

∫ ∏
k∈∂i

dP k→i (Zi)m−1∂µZ
i

Zi

(59)

where we notice that Zij , Zij do not depend on the Lagrange multiplier µ and the two last terms
of the second line cancel each other out.
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Moving to d-regular graphs, we will suppose again that the messages are locally equivalent.
Thus, there is no more dependence on the graph and we use the RS free entropy density (12)
instead of the Bethe free entropy density (7). Eq. (52) becomes eq. (18) using the notation
dP a→b → dP (ψ). Similarly, the replicated free entropy density (55) becomes (19) following the
same procedure as for eq. (46) with Zi → Zn and Zij → Ze. The internal free entropy density
(58) becomes

ϕint = 1
Zn

∫ ∏
k=1,...,d

dP (ψ(k)) log(Zn) (Zn)m − d

2
1
Ze

∫
dP (ψ(1))dP (ψ(2)) log(Ze) (Ze))m . (60)

The complexity can be obtained from (17) and is given by

Σ(ϕint) = Ψ(m)−mϕint. (61)

The density (59) becomes

ρ =
∫ ∏

k=1,...,d
dP (ψ(k)) (Zn)m−1∂µZn

Zn
. (62)

D Population Dynamics
The pseudocode for population dynamics algorithms can be found for instance in [35] or [10].
Below we describe it informally:

1. Initialize a list of M messages ψ. This list is called the population

2. Choose uniformly at random L = ⌈(1 − ϵ)M⌉ messages from the population. We will call
them the subpopulation. ϵ is the damping parameter and plays a similar role as in the BP
algorithm.

3. Update each message of the subpopulation by doing one BP iterations. The BP iteration is
done by sampling d−1 neighbors uniformly at random from the population for each message
of the subpopulation.

4. Compute the normalization Zl for each message of the updated subpopulation.

5. Sample L messages from the updated subpopulation from the distribution P (l) = Zm
l∑L

i=1
Zm

i

.

6. Replace the subpopulation from the sampled messages from step 5.

7. Repeat from step 2.

The algorithm is stopped when the obtained distribution stabilizes (this is checked by comparing
distances between histograms of the population), or after a maximal number of iterations. In the
case were the algorithm is used to determine the stability of the RS solution, the messages of the
population are initialize on noisy copies of the RS solutions. To approximate the solution of the
1RSB equation, the messages of the population are initialized on hard-fields, i.e. one component
of the message is 1 and the others are 0, as prescribed by the reconstruction on trees presented in
Section 5.

The observables are then sampled from the population. This is done by sampling uniformly
at random K messages from the population and computing the observables by approximating the
integrals (55) and (58). This is repeated many times, and the average is then taken. Since the
population can still fluctuate after many iterations, the computation of the observables can be
done during the iterations of the population dynamics, after a stabilization of the population.
However, to avoid correlations, sampling should not be done at each iteration. The average over
the observables at different iterations is then taken, and the standard deviation is used to indicate
the error.

This task was vectorized and implemented using pytorch [51] to allow for large populations (we
use M = 107) to be run in acceptable time. We use ϵ = 0.8 and we consider that the populations
stabilize after 8000 iterations or when the distribution of the messages in the population ceases
to change significantly. The sampling of the observables is then done with K = 2 · 108 every 50
iteration for a total of 2000 iterations.
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For the rules that are locked (when ϕint = 0), the numerical result is not exactly zero due
to the fact that a variable can be frozen but the message is not a hard-field (e.g. for ψ0,0 =
ψ0,1 = 0.5). This can lead to numerical errors due to the estimation of the integrals (20), (21) and
the fluctuations of the population. To circumvent this problem, we check if each message of the
population implies the value of a node, and put the internal free entropy to 0 in Tables 2 and 3 if
this is the case.

E Local Entropy
Following the procedure of Appendix B with the partition function given by (29), we obtain the
following BP equations on a graph of size N :

ψi→j
si,sj

= 1
Zi→j

∑
{sk}k∈∂i\j

eκ1(s′
i ̸=si)f(si, sj , {sk}k∈∂i\j)

∏
k∈∂i\j

ψk→i
sk,si

. (63)

where we did not write the dependence to the given configuration s′, and suppose that this con-
figuration is a solution so as to avoid an additional indicator function. Zi→j is the normalization
such that

∑
si

∑
sj
ψi→j
si,sj

= 1.
The free entropy density is given by

ϕLE = 1
N

N∑
i=1

logZi − 1
N

∑
(ij)∈E(G)

logZij . (64)

where
Zi =

∑
si

∑
{sk}k∈∂i

eκ1(s′
i ̸=si)f(si, {sk}k∈∂i)

∏
k∈∂i

ψk→i
sk,si

(65)

Zij =
∑
si

∑
sj

ψi→j
si,sj

ψj→i
sj ,si

. (66)

The (normalized) distance d(s, s′) between two configurations s and s′ is defined as

d(s, s′) =
∑N
i=1 1(si ̸= s′

i)
N

, (67)

where the indicator function 1 is 1 if the argument is true, and 0 otherwise. In the large N limit,
the average distance is very peaked and is equal to the distance. The distance to s′ as function of
the messages is given by

d = ∂ϕLE
∂κ

= 1
N

N∑
i=1

∑
si

∑
{sk}k∈∂i

eκ1(s′
i ̸=si)f(si, {sk}k∈∂i)

∏
k∈∂i ψ

k→i
s(ki)

Zi
. (68)

Let N (s′, d) be the exponential leading term of the number of solutions at distance d of s′. The
local entropy density sLE(s, d) is defined as N (s′, d) = eNsLE(s′,d). Writing

eNϕLE =
∑

d=i/N,i=0,...,N

eκNd(s′,d)N (s′, d) (69)

and applying the Laplace method we obtain

sLE = ϕLE − κd. (70)

This standard reasoning of statistical physics is also used to obtain eq. (17).
The Legendre transform only gives the concave envelope of the local entropy. To obtain non-

concave behavior, we can fix the distance d∗ and adapt κ to obtain this distance. In practice,
at every tκ iterations of the BP eq. (63) we update κ ← κ + γ(d∗ − d), where d is the distance
computed from (68) at the current BP messages. γ is a factor determining how much κ is changed.
We use γ = 5 and tκ = 1 to obtain Figures 3. The pseudocode is given in Algorithm 2. After
convergence or after T steps, the free local entropy, the distance and the local entropy can be
computed from the messages using eqs. (64), (68) and (70).
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Algorithm 2 BP-LOCAL ENTROPY (G, s′, d∗, T, γ, tκ, ϵ, ϵBP , ϵd)
1: Initialize the messages ψi→j

si,sj
randomly on the factor graph of G and normalize them, we denote

ψi→j =
(
ψi→j

0,0 ψi→j
0,1

ψi→j
1,0 ψi→j

1,1

)
a 2× 2 matrix and ψ the list of all the messages.

2: ψi→j
old ← ψi→j

3: κ← 0
4: t← 0
5: while 1

2|E|
∑

(i→j) ||ψi→j − ψi→j
old ||F > ϵBP and |d(ψ)− d∗| > ϵd and t ≤ T do

6: ψi→j
old ← ψi→j

7: if tκ divides t then
8: κ← κ+ γ(d∗ − d(ψ))
9: end if

10: Update all the messages ψi→j
si,sj

according to (63) with dampening ϵ.
11: t← t+ 1
12: end while
13: return ψ, κ.

F Equivalence between the Occupation Problems and the
+- Rules

The occupation problems studied in [20] can be seen as the rules containing only + and - (the rules
does not depend on the state of the middle node). It was found that, even though the graphical
model is not the same, the entropy matches.

Fixing L = K = d, [20] gives the following BP fixed point equation:

ψ0 = 1
Zreg

d−1∑
r=0

Ar

(
d− 1
r

)
ψ

(d−1)r
1 ψ

(d−1)(d−1−r)
0

ψ1 = 1
Zreg

d−1∑
r=0

Ar+1

(
d− 1
r

)
ψ

(d−1)r
1 ψ

(d−1)(d−1−r)
0

(71)

where Ar is 1 if the symbol at position r + 1 of the rule is a + and 0 otherwise.
Our eq. (10) simplifies in this case to

ψ0,0 = 1
Zψ

d−1∑
r=0

Ar

(
d− 1
r

)
ψd−1−r

0,0 ψr1,0

ψ1,0 = 1
Zψ

d−1∑
r=0

Ar

(
d− 1
r

)
ψd−1−r

0,1 ψr1,1

ψ0,1 = 1
Zψ

d−1∑
r=0

Ar+1

(
d− 1
r

)
ψd−1−r

0,0 ψr1,0

ψ1,1 = 1
Zψ

d−1∑
r=0

Ar+1

(
d− 1
r

)
ψd−1−r

0,1 ψr1,1.

(72)

ψsi indicates the probability that a node takes the value si when we have a cavity. We verified
numerically that ψsi

= ψ0,si
+ ψ1,si

on all the occupation rules for d = 3, 4.
Summing ψ0,0 + ψ1,0 and ψ0,1 + ψ1,1 we obtain

ψ0,0 + ψ1,0 =
d−1∑
r=0

Ar

(
d− 1
r

)
1
Zψ

:=B(r)︷ ︸︸ ︷
(ψd−1−r

0,0 ψr1,0 + ψd−1−r
0,1 ψr1,1)

ψ0,1 + ψ1,1 =
d−1∑
r=0

Ar+1

(
d− 1
r

)
1
Zψ

(ψd−1−r
0,0 ψr1,0 + ψd−1−r

0,1 ψr1,1).

(73)
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Let ψ0 = ψ0,0 + ψ1,0 and ψ1 = ψ0,1 + ψ1,1. The BP equations (71) become

ψ0 =
d−1∑
r=0

Ar

(
d− 1
r

)
1

Zreg

:=C(r)︷ ︸︸ ︷(
d−1∑
r′=0

(
d− 1
r′

)
ψd−1−r′

0,1 ψr
′

1,1

)r ( d−1∑
r′′=0

(
d− 1
r′′

)
ψd−1−r′′

0,0 ψr
′′

1,0

)d−1−r

ψ1 =
d−1∑
r=0

Ar+1

(
d− 1
r

)
1

Zreg

(
d−1∑
r′=0

(
d− 1
r′

)
ψd−1−r′

0,1 ψr
′

1,1

)r ( d−1∑
r′′=0

(
d− 1
r′′

)
ψd−1−r′′

0,0 ψr
′′

1,0

)d−1−r

(74)

where we used the binomial expansion of (ψ0,0 + ψ1,0)d−1 and (ψ0,1 + ψ1,1)d−1.
We would like to show that the BP equations are equivalent, which is the case if B(r)Zreg =

C(r)Zψ for every r. We verified numerically that the found fixed point satisfies this equation for
each occupation problem for d = 3, 4. Additionally, inspecting the numerical values of the fixed
point we notice that

ψ0,1ψ1,0 = ψ0,0ψ1,1 (75)

ψd−1
1,0 = ψd−2

1,1 ψ0,1. (76)

However, we do not know how to justify these relations. From these equations, we obtain the
substitutions

ψ0,1 =
ψd−1

1,0

ψd−2
1,1

(77)

and
ψ0,0 = ψ0,1ψ1,0

ψ1,1
=

ψd1,0

ψd−1
1,1

. (78)

Using these substitutions we obtain analytically the desired relation B(r)Zreg = C(r)Zψ ∀r for
d = 3, 4, 5, 6, 7.
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