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Abstract

The interpolation method is a powerful tool for rigorous analysis of mean-field spin glass models, both

with and without dilution. In this study, we show that the interpolation method can be applied to Ising spin

glass models in one dimension, such as a one-dimensional chain and a two-leg ladder. In one dimension,

the replica symmetric (RS) cavity method is naturally expected to be rigorous for Ising spin glass models.

Using the interpolation method, we rigorously prove that the RS cavity method provides lower bounds on

the quenched free energies of Ising spin glass models in one dimension at any finite temperature in the

thermodynamic limit.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Rigorous analysis of mean-field spin glass models has made remarkable progress through the

interpolation method [1]. The full-step replica symmetry breaking solution [2] has been proven to

be an exact solution for the free energy of the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick model [3–5]. The interpo-

lation method is also a powerful tool for diluted mean-field spin glass models, demonstrating that

the replica symmetric (RS) and one-step replica symmetry breaking cavity methods [6] provide

lower bounds on the free energies of these models [7–9]. Efforts to obtain inverse bounds for

diluted mean-field spin glass models are ongoing [10–17].

Unfortunately, the interpolation method does not work well in finite dimensions. In one di-

mension, the Ising spin glass models have been analyzed using the replicated transfer matrix

method [18–22]. Notably, a recent study [22] has proved that the RS cavity method is rigor-

ous for the Ising spin glass model on a one-dimensional chain with free boundary condition (by

computing the n-replicated partition function for any real number n and then rigorously taking

the limit n → 0). However, to the best of our knowledge, the interpolation method has not been

applied in one dimension.

In the present study, we used the interpolation method to analyze the Ising spin glass models

in one dimension, such as a one-dimensional chain and a two-leg ladder. The key element is the

use of dilution variables introduced in the analysis of diluted mean-field models [7]. However, our

interpolation method employs a slightly different parameter setup compared to that of a previous

study [7]. We rigorously prove that the RS cavity method provides lower bounds on the free

energies of the Ising spin glass models in one dimension.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we define the Ising spin glass models

in one dimension and state the main results. In Sec. III, we use the interpolation method to prove

that the RS cavity method provides lower bounds on the free energies of these models. Our results

are discussed in Sec. IV. For completeness, the derivation of the RS cavity formula is provided in

Appendices A and B.
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II. DEFINITIONS AND RESULTS

A. One-dimensional chain

Let us consider the Ising spin glass model on a one-dimensional chain with periodic boundary

conditions:

Hchain
N = −

N
∑

i=1

Jiσiσi+1 −

N
∑

i=1

Hiσi, (1)

where σi = ±1, Ji are i.i.d. random variables following any symmetric distribution P(Ji) = P(−Ji),

and Hi are i.i.d. random variables following any distribution (the probability distribution of Hi is

allowed to present no randomness, for example, a uniform magnetic field). We assume that these

distributions are regular enough to guarantee that all expressions below are well-defined.

The partition function is defined as

Zchain
N = Tr

(

e−βH
chain
N

)

, (2)

where Tr(· · ·) denotes the summation over all spin variables, and β is the inverse temperature. The

thermal average 〈· · · 〉 is given by

〈g(σ)〉 =
Tr

(

g(σ)e−βH
chain
N+1

)

Zchain
N

. (3)

The quenched free energy is

f chain
N = −

1

βN
E

[

log Zchain
N

]

, (4)

where E [· · · ] denotes the expectation with respect to all random variables. The thermodynamic

limit of the quenched free energy is defined as

f chain
= lim

N→∞
f chain
N . (5)

The existence of the thermodynamic limit of the quenched free energy is proved through the con-

ventional approach [23, 24].

By applying the RS cavity method [25] to the Ising spin glass model on a one-dimensional

chain, we obtain the RS cavity formula (see Appendix A for the derivation)

f chain
RS = −

1

β
E

[

log
2 cosh βJ cosh β(ĥ + H)

cosh βĥ

]

, (6)
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where J is an independent copy of the coupling Ji, H is an independent copy of the magnetic field

Hi, and the cavity field ĥ satisfies

tanh βĥ
d
= tanh βJ tanh β(H + ĥ′), (7)

where the equality holds in distribution and ĥ′ is an independent copy of the cavity field ĥ. This

equation can be rewritten by the distribution P(ĥ) as

P(ĥ) = EJ,H

[∫

dĥ′P(ĥ′)δ
(

tanh βĥ − tanh βJ tanh β(H + ĥ′)
)

]

, (8)

where EJ,H [· · · ] denotes the expectation with respect to J and H.

Then, our first main result is as follows:

Theorem 1. In the thermodynamic limit, the quenched free energy of the Ising spin glass model

on a one-dimensional chain is bounded below by the RS cavity formula

f chain
RS ≤ f chain. (9)

B. Two-leg ladder

Next, we consider the Ising spin glass model on a two-leg ladder with periodic boundary con-

ditions:

Hladder
N = −

N
∑

i=1

Liσi,1σi,2 −

N
∑

i=1

(Ki,1σi,1σi+1,1 + Ki,2σi,2σi+1,2), (10)

where σi,1 = ±1, σi,2 = ±1, Ki,1 are i.i.d. random variables following any symmetric distribution

P(Ki,1) = P(−Ki,1), Ki,2 are i.i.d. random variables following any symmetric distribution P(Ki,2) =

P(−Ki,2), and Li are i.i.d. random variables following any distribution. The probability distribution

of Li is allowed to present no randomness.

The partition function is given by

Zladder
N = Tr

(

e−βH
ladder
N

)

. (11)

The quenched free energy and its thermodynamic limit are defined as

f ladder
N = −

1

βN
E

[

log Zladder
N

]

, (12)

f ladder
= lim

N→∞
f ladder
N . (13)
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By applying the RS cavity method to the Ising spin glass model on a two-leg ladder, we obtain

the RS cavity formula (see Appendix B for the derivation)

f ladder
RS = −

1

β
E

[

log
4 cosh βK1 cosh βK2 cosh β(L + l̂)

cosh βl̂

]

, (14)

where K1 is an independent copy of the coupling Ki,1, K2 is an independent copy of the coupling

Ki,2, L is an independent copy of the coupling Li, and the cavity coupling l̂ satisfies

tanh βl̂
d
= tanh βK1 tanh βK2 tanh β(L + l̂′), (15)

where the equality holds in distribution, and l̂′ is an independent copy of the cavity coupling l̂.

This equation can be rewritten using the distribution P(l̂) as

P(l̂) = EL,K1,K2

[∫

dl̂′P(l̂′)δ
(

tanh βl̂ − tanh βK1 tanh βK2 tanh β(L + l̂′)
)

]

, (16)

where EL,K1,K2 [· · · ] denotes the expectation with respect to L, K1, and K2.

The second main result is as follows:

Theorem 2. The thermodynamic limit of the quenched free energy of the Ising spin glass model

on the two-leg ladder is bounded by the RS cavity formula

f ladder
RS ≤ f ladder. (17)

III. PROOF

A. Proof of Theorem 1

We define the interpolating Hamiltonian as

Hchain
N (t) = −

N
∑

i=1

(

JiMi(t)σiσi+1 + (1 − Mi(t))(ĥi,1σi + ĥi,2σi+1)
)

−

N
∑

i=1

Hiσi, (18)

Hchain
N (1) = Hchain

N , (19)

Hchain
N (0) = −

N
∑

i=1

(Hi + ĥi,1 + ĥi−1,2)σi, (20)

where Mi(t) are i.i.d. Bernoulli variables with average t, and ĥi,1 and ĥi,2 are independent copies of

the cavity field ĥ (see Eq. (7)). We define the interpolating quenched free energy as

f chain
N (t) = −

1

βN
E

[

log Zchain
N (t)

]

. (21)
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At t = 1, we recover the free energy of the Ising spin glass model on the one-dimensional chain

f chain
N (1) = f chain

N . (22)

For any function g(x), the following identity holds:

d

dt
E
[

g(Mi(t))
]

= g(1) − g(0). (23)

Using this identity, we have

d

dt
f chain
N (t) = −

1

βN

N
∑

i=1

E

















log
〈eβJiσiσi+1〉Hchain

\i
(t)

〈eβ(ĥi,1σi+ĥi,2σi+1)〉Hchain
\i

(t)

















= −
1

β
E

















log
〈eβJiσiσi+1〉Hchain

\i
(t)

〈eβ(ĥi,1σi+ĥi,2σi+1)〉Hchain
\i

(t)

















, (24)

where we have applied the translation invariance property, and 〈· · · 〉Hchain
\i

(t) denotes the thermal

average with respect to Hchain
\i

(t). Here, Hchain
\i

(t) is defined as

Hchain
\i (t) = Hchain

N (t) + JiMi(t)σiσi+1 + (1 − Mi(t))(ĥi,1σi + ĥi,2σi+1). (25)

Note that Hchain
\i

(t) does not contain Ji, ĥi,1, and ĥi,2. The lattice structure of Hchain
\i

(t) is that of a

one-dimensional chain with free boundary conditions instead of periodic boundary conditions.

By using the identity exp(βJiσiσi+1) = cosh βJi(1 + σiσi+1 tanh βJi) and Eq. (7), we obtain

f chain
N (0) +

d

dt
f chain
N (t)

∣

∣

∣

t=0
= f chain

RS . (26)

This equation implies that the information at t = 0 coincides with the result of the RS cavity

method. This structure is also common in the analysis of mean-field models using the interpolation

method [3, 7]. By using the fundamental theorem of calculus and Eq. (26), we have

f chain
N (1) = f chain

N (0) +

∫ 1

0

dt
d

dt
f chain
N (t)

= f chain
RS +

∫ 1

0

dt

(

d

dt
f chain
N (t) −

d

dt
f chain
N (t)

∣

∣

∣

t=0

)

. (27)

Thus, to obtain Theorem 1, it is sufficient to prove

∫ 1

0

dt

(

d

dt
f chain
N (t) −

d

dt
f chain
N (t)

∣

∣

∣

t=0

)

≥ O(N−1). (28)
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We obtain

−β

(

d

dt
f chain
N (t) −

d

dt
f chain
N (t)

∣

∣

∣

t=0

)

= E

[

log

(

1 + tanh βJi〈σiσi+1〉Hchain
\i

(t)

)]

− E

[

log〈(1 + tanh βĥi,1σi)(1 + tanh βĥi,2σi+1)〉Hchain
\i

(t)

]

+E

[

log
(

1 + tanh βJi tanh β(Hi + ĥi,1) tanh β(Hi+1 + ĥi+1,1)
)]

. (29)

Here, we recall that, in the thermal average 〈· · · 〉Hchain
\i

(t), sites i and i + 1 are both ends of a one-

dimensional chain with free boundary conditions. This fact implies that sites i and i + 1 are

connected with probability tN−1, given that the existence probability of each interaction is t. In

other words, the correlation function is decoupled,

〈σiσi+1〉Hchain
\i

(t) = 〈σi〉Hchain
\i

(t)〈σi+1〉Hchain
\i

(t), (30)

with probability 1 − tN−1. Then, we have

−E

[

log〈(1 + tanh βĥi,1σi)(1 + tanh βĥi,2σi+1)〉Hchain
\i

(t)

]

= −E

[

log

(

1 + tanh βĥi,1〈σi〉Hchain
\i

(t)

)(

1 + tanh βĥi,2〈σi+1〉Hchain
\i

(t)

)]

+ O(tN−1)

= −2E

[

log

(

1 + tanh βJi tanh β(Hi + ĥi,1)〈σi〉Hchain
\i

(t)

)]

+ O(tN−1), (31)

where we have used Eq. (7) in the last equality. By substituting Eq. (31) into Eq. (29), we obtain

−β

(

d

dt
f chain
N (t) −

d

dt
f chain
N (t)

∣

∣

∣

t=0

)

= E

[

log

(

1 + tanh βJi〈σiσi+1〉Hchain
\i

(t)

)]

− 2E

[

log

(

1 + tanh βJi tanh β(Hi + ĥi,1)〈σi〉Hchain
\i

(t)

)]

+E

[

log
(

1 + tanh βJi tanh β(Hi + ĥi,1) tanh β(Hi+1 + ĥi+1,1)
)]

+ O(tN−1). (32)

Given that

| tanh βJi〈σiσi+1〉Hchain
\i

(t)| < 1, (33)

| tanh βJi tanh β(Hi + ĥi,1)〈σi〉Hchain
\i

(t)| < 1, (34)

| tanh βJi tanh β(Hi + ĥi,1) tanh β(Hi+1 + ĥi+1,1)| < 1, (35)
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we can expand the logarithm of the three terms as

−β

(

d

dt
f chain
N (t) −

d

dt
f chain
N (t)

∣

∣

∣

t=0

)

=

∞
∑

n=1

(−1)n−1

n
E

[(

tanh βJi〈σiσi+1〉Hchain
\i

(t)

)n

− 2

(

tanh βJi tanh β(Hi + ĥi,1)〈σi〉Hchain
\i

(t)

)n

+

(

tanh βJi tanh β(Hi + ĥi,1) tanh β(Hi+1 + ĥi+1,1)
)n]

+ O(tN−1),

= −

∞
∑

n=1

1

2n
E

[

tanh2n βJi

]

(

E

[

〈σiσi+1〉
2n

Hchain
\i

(t)

]

− 2E
[

tanh2n β(Hi + ĥi,1)
]

E[〈σi〉
2n

Hchain
\i

(t)
] + E

[

tanh2n β(Hi + ĥi,1)
]2
)

+O(tN−1), (36)

where we have used E[tanh2n−1 βJi] = 0 for any positive integer n that follows from P(Ji) = P(−Ji).

Again, we use the fact that sites i and i + 1 are connected with probability tN−1, which implies

E

[

〈σiσi+1〉
2n

Hchain
\i

(t)

]

= E

[

〈σi〉
2n

Hchain
\i

(t)

]2

+ O(tN−1). (37)

By applying Eq. (37) to Eq. (36), we obtain

−β

(

d

dt
f chain
N (t) −

d

dt
f chain
N (t)

∣

∣

∣

t=0

)

= −

∞
∑

n=1

1

2n
E

[

tanh2n βJi

]

E

[

〈σi〉
2n

Hchain
\i

(t)
− tanh2n β(Hi + ĥi,1)

]2

+ O(tN−1)

≤ O(tN−1). (38)

Thus, we have

f chain
N = f chain

N (1) = f chain
RS +

∫ 1

0

dt

(

d

dt
f chain
N (t) −

d

dt
f chain
N (t)

∣

∣

∣

t=0

)

≥ f chain
RS +

∫ 1

0

dtO(tN−1)

= f chain
RS + O(N−1). (39)

Finally, taking the thermodynamic limit, we obtain

f chain ≥ f chain
RS , (40)

which proves Theorem 1.
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B. Proof of Theorem 2

We define the interpolating Hamiltonian as

Hladder
N (t) = −

N
∑

i=1

Liσi,1σi,2 −

N
∑

i=1

Mi(t)(Ki,1σi,1σi+1,1 + Ki,2σi,2σi+1,2),

−

N
∑

i=1

(1 − Mi(t))(l̂i,1σi,1σi,2 + l̂i,2σi+1,1σi+1,2), (41)

Hladder
N (1) = Hladder , (42)

Hladder
N (0) = −

N
∑

i=1

(Li + l̂i,1 + l̂i−1,2)σi,1σi,2, (43)

where Mi(t) are i.i.d. Bernoulli variables with average t, and l̂i,1 and l̂i,2 are independent copies of

the cavity coupling l̂ (see Eq. (15)). We define the interpolating quenched free energy as

f ladder
N (t) = −

1

βN
E

[

log Zladder
N (t)

]

. (44)

Note that

f ladder
N (1) = f ladder

N . (45)

Then, we have

d

dt
f ladder
N (t) = −

1

βN

N
∑

i=1

E



















log
〈eβ(Ki,1σi,1σi+1,1+Ki,2σi,2σi+1,2)〉Hladder

\i
(t)

〈eβ(l̂i,1σi,1σi,2+l̂i,2σi+1,1σi+1,2)〉Hladder
\i

(t)



















= −
1

β
E



















log
〈eβ(Ki,1σi,1σi+1,1+Ki,2σi,2σi+1,2)〉Hladder

\i
(t)

〈eβ(l̂i,1σi,1σi,2+l̂i,2σi+1,1σi+1,2)〉Hladder
\i

(t)



















, (46)

where we have applied the translation invariance property, and 〈· · · 〉Hladder
\i

(t) denotes the thermal

average with respect to Hladder
\i

(t). Here, Hladder
\i

(t) is defined as

Hladder
\i (t)

= Hladder
N (t) + Mi(t)(Ki,1σi,1σi+1,1 + Ki,2σi,2σi+1,2) + (1 − Mi(t))(l̂i,1σi,1σi,2 + l̂i,2σi+1,1σi+1,2).(47)

Note that Hladder
\i

(t) does not contain Ki,1, Ki,2, l̂i,1, and l̂i,2. The lattice structure of Hladder
\i

(t) is a

two-leg ladder with free boundary conditions.

After some calculations based on Eq. (15), we obtain

f ladder
N (0) +

d

dt
f ladder
N (t)

∣

∣

∣

t=0
= f ladder

RS . (48)
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Then,

f ladder
N (1) = f ladder

RS +

∫ 1

0

dt

(

d

dt
f ladder
N (t) −

d

dt
f ladder
N (t)

∣

∣

∣

t=0

)

. (49)

Thus, to obtain Theorem 2, it is sufficient to prove

lim
N→∞

∫ 1

0

dt

(

d

dt
f ladder
N (t) −

d

dt
f ladder
N (t)

∣

∣

∣

t=0

)

≥ 0. (50)

We obtain

−β

(

d

dt
f ladder
N (t) −

d

dt
f ladder
N (t)

∣

∣

∣

t=0

)

= E

[

log〈(1 + σi,1σi+1,1 tanh βKi,1)(1 + σi,2σi+1,2 tanh βKi,2)〉Hladder
\i

(t)

]

−E

[

log〈(1 + tanh βl̂i,1σi,1σi,2)(1 + tanh βl̂i,2σi+1,1σi+1,2)〉Hladder
\i

(t)

]

+E

[

log
(

1 + tanh βKi,1 tanh βKi,2 tanh β(Li + l̂i,1) tanh β(Li+1 + l̂i+1,1)
)]

. (51)

The proof procedure from this point onwards is identical to that of Theorem 1, albeit with the

need for a few additional calculations to expand the logarithm of the three terms in Eq. (51).

In the thermal average 〈· · · 〉Hladder
\i

(t), spins σi,1σi,2 and σi+1,1σi+1,2 are located at both ends of the

two-leg ladder with free boundary conditions, and the probability of each interaction’s existence

is determined by t. Thus, the correlation functions are decoupled,

〈σi,1σi,2σi+1,1σi+1,2〉Hladder
\i

(t) = 〈σi,1σi,2〉Hladder
\i

(t)〈σi+1,1σi+1,2〉Hladder
\i

(t), (52)

〈σi,1σi+1,1〉Hladder
\i

(t) = 〈σi,1〉Hladder
\i

(t)〈σi+1,1〉Hladder
\i

(t) = 0, (53)

〈σi,2σi+1,2〉Hladder
\i

(t) = 〈σi,2〉Hladder
\i

(t)〈σi+1,2〉Hladder
\i

(t) = 0, (54)

with probability 1−(1−(1−t)2)N , where we have used 〈σi,1〉Hladder
\i

(t) = 0 owing to spin-flip symmetry.

Then, we have

E

[

log〈(1 + σi,1σi+1,1 tanh βKi,1)(1 + σi,2σi+1,2 tanh βKi,2)〉Hladder
\i

(t)

]

= E

[

log

(

1 + tanh βKi,1 tanh βKi,2〈σi,1σi,2〉Hladder
\i

(t)〈σi+1,1σi+1,2〉Hladder
\i

(t)

)]

+ O((1 − (1 − t)2)N),(55)

and

−E

[

log〈(1 + tanh βl̂i,1σi,1σi,2)(1 + tanh βl̂i,2σi+1,1σi+1,2)〉Hladder
\i

(t)

]

= −E

[

log

(

1 + tanh βl̂i,1〈σi,1σi,2〉Hladder
\i

(t)

)

(1 + tanh βl̂i,2〈σi+1,1σi+1,2〉Hladder
\i

(t))

]

+ O((1 − (1 − t)2)N)

= −2E

[

log

(

1 + tanh βK1
i tanh βK2

i tanh β(Li + l̂i,1)〈σi,1σi,2〉Hladder
\i

(t)

)]

+ O((1 − (1 − t)2)N), (56)

10



where we have used Eq. (15) in the last equality. By substituting Eqs. (55) and (56) into Eq. (51),

we obtain

−β

(

d

dt
f ladder
N (t) −

d

dt
f ladder
N (t)

∣

∣

∣

t=0

)

= E

[

log

(

1 + tanh βKi,1 tanh βKi,2〈σi,1σi,2〉Hladder
\i

(t)〈σi+1,1σi+1,2〉Hladder
\i

(t)

)]

−2E

[

log

(

1 + tanh βK1
i tanh βK2

i tanh β(Li + l̂i,1)〈σi,1σi,2〉Hladder
\i

(t)

)]

+E

[

log
(

1 + tanh βKi,1 tanh βKi,2 tanh β(Li + l̂i,1) tanh β(Li+1 + l̂i+1,1)
)]

+O((1 − (1 − t)2)N). (57)

In addition, given that

| tanh βKi,1 tanh βKi,2〈σi,1σi,2〉Hladder
\i

(t)〈σi+1,1σi+1,2〉Hladder
\i

(t)| < 1, (58)

| tanh βK1
i tanh βK2

i tanh β(Li + l̂i,1)〈σi,1σi,2〉Hladder
\i

(t)| < 1, (59)

| tanh βKi,1 tanh βKi,2 tanh β(Li + l̂i,1) tanh β(Li+1 + l̂i+1,1)| < 1, (60)

we can expand the logarithm of the three terms as

−β

(

d

dt
f ladder
N (t) −

d

dt
f ladder
N (t)

∣

∣

∣

t=0

)

= −

∞
∑

n=1

1

2n
E

[

tanh2n βKi,1

]

E

[

tanh2n βKi,2

]

(

E

[

〈σi,1σi,2〉
2n

Hladder
\i

(t)
〈σi+1,1σi+1,2〉

2n

Hladder
\i

(t)

]

−2E
[

tanh2n β(Li + l̂i,1)
]

E[〈σi,1σi,2〉
2n

Hladder
\i

(t)
] + E

[

tanh2n β(Li + l̂i,1)
]2
)

+O((1 − (1 − t)2)N), (61)

where we have used E
[

tanh2n−1 βKi,1

]

= 0 for any positive integer n that follows from P(Ki,1) =

P(−Ki,1). Again, we use the fact that, in the thermal average 〈· · · 〉Hladder
\i

(t), both ends of the two-leg

ladder are connected with probability O((1 − (1 − t)2)N), which implies

E

[

〈σi,1σi,2〉
2n

Hladder
\i

(t)
〈σi+1,1σi+1,2〉

2n

Hladder
\i

(t)

]

= E

[

〈σi,1σi,2〉
2n

Hladder
\i

(t)

]2

+ O((1 − (1 − t)2)N). (62)

Then, we obtain

−β

(

d

dt
f ladder
N (t) −

d

dt
f ladder
N (t)

∣

∣

∣

t=0

)

= −

∞
∑

n=1

1

2n
E

[

tanh2n βKi,1

]

E

[

tanh2n βKi,2

]

E

[

〈σi,1σi,2〉
2n

Hladder
\i

(t)
− tanh2n β(Li + l̂i,1)

]2

+O((1 − (1 − t)2)N)

≤ O((1 − (1 − t)2)N). (63)
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Finally, by taking the thermodynamic limit, we obtain

lim
N→∞

f ladder
N = f ladder

RS + lim
N→∞

∫ 1

0

dt

(

d

dt
f ladder
N (t) −

d

dt
f ladder
N (t)

∣

∣

∣

t=0

)

≥ f ladder
RS + lim

N→∞

∫ 1

0

dtO((1 − (1 − t)2)N)

= f ladder
RS , (64)

which proves Theorem 2.

IV. DISCUSSIONS

Using the interpolation method, we rigorously proved that the RS cavity method provides lower

bounds on the free energies of Ising spin glass models in one dimension, such as a one-dimensional

chain and a two-leg ladder. Our proof relies strongly on the property that correlations at both ends

are neglected in the thermal average with respect to the one-dimensional interpolating Hamiltoni-

ans (25) and (47). Thus, our method does not extend to more than two dimensions.

The interpolation method was effective in one dimension owing to the validity of Eqs. (26)

and (48). We emphasize that the left-hand sides of Eqs. (26) and (48) are equivalent to Oguchi’s

approximate free energies [26] in the case of ferromagnetic interactions. It is known that Oguchi’s

approximate free energy coincides with the exact solution of the free energy for ferromagnetic

systems in one dimension. This excellent property is closely related to the equality of Eqs. (26)

and (48).

In one dimension, it is naturally expected that the RS cavity method is rigorous for Ising spin

glass models. Indeed, on a one-dimensional chain, the replicated transfer matrix method allows for

proving that the RS cavity formula is rigorous in the thermodynamic limit [22]. Thus, an important

future direction is to prove the converse bound of the present study, especially for a two-leg ladder.

This study was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Nos. 24K16973 and 23H01432. This

study received financial support from the Public\Private R&D Investment Strategic Expansion

PrograM (PRISM) and programs for Bridging the gap between R&D and the IDeal society (society

5.0) and Generating Economic and social value (BRIDGE) from Cabinet Office.
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Appendix A: Derivation of RS cavity formula (6) on one-dimensional chain

Let us consider an Ising spin glass model on a one-dimensional chain with free boundary con-

ditions:

Hchain
N,free = −

N−1
∑

i=1

Jiσiσi+1 −

N
∑

i=1

Hiσi. (A1)

First, we assume that, when we take the summation over spin variables from σ1 to σN−1, its contri-

bution is represented by a cavity field ĝN−1 and a constant factor AN−1 as follows (this assumption

that the contribution from σ1 to σN−1 can be expressed in terms of a simple random field corre-

sponds to the RS assumption):

E

[

log Zchain
N,free

]

= E

[

AN−1 log TrσN

(

eβ(ĝN−1+HN )σN

)]

= E
[

AN−1 log 2 cosh β(ĝN−1 + HN)
]

, (A2)

where TrσN
is the summation over σN . By repeating the same assumption for a system with one

more spin number, we obtain

E

[

log Zchain
N+1,free

]

= E

[

AN−1 log TrσN ,σN+1

(

eβ(ĝN−1+HN )σN+βJNσNσN+1+βHN+1σN+1

)]

, (A3)

where TrσN ,σN+1
is the summation over σN and σN+1. Let us introduce the new cavity field ĝN ,

which satisfies

tanh βĝN
d
= tanh βJN tanh β(ĝN−1 + HN), (A4)

where the equality holds in distribution. Then, we can rewrite E
[

log Zchain
N+1,free

]

as

E

[

log Zchain
N+1,free

]

= E

[

AN−1 log
4 cosh β(ĝN−1 + HN) cosh βJN cosh β(ĝN + HN+1)

cosh βĝN

]

. (A5)

Thus, we have

E

[

log Zchain
N+1,free

]

− E
[

log Zchain
N,free

]

= E

[

log
2 cosh βJN cosh β(ĝN + HN+1)

cosh βĝN

]

. (A6)

By taking the thermodynamic limit N → ∞, the probability distributions of ĝN−1 and ĝN are

expected to converge to the same one, implying

lim
N→∞

(

E

[

log Zchain
N+1,free

]

− E
[

log Zchain
N,free

])

= E

[

log
2 cosh βJ cosh β(ĝ + H)

cosh βĝ

]

, (A7)

13



with

tanh βĝ
d
= tanh βJ tanh β(ĝ′ + H), (A8)

where the equality holds in distribution, J is an independent copy of the coupling Ji, H is an

independent copy of the magnetic field Hi, and ĝ′ is an independent copy of ĝ.

Finally, because E
[

log Zchain
N+1,free

]

− E
[

log Zchain
N,free

]

is considered the free energy density per spin,

we assume the following relation (see Ref. [27] for a mathematically rigorous treatment):

lim
N→∞

1

N
E

[

log Zchain
N,free

]

= lim
N→∞

(

E

[

log Zchain
N+1,free

]

− E
[

log Zchain
N,free

])

. (A9)

In combination with Eqs. (A7) and (A8), we obtain the RS cavity formula (6).

Appendix B: Derivation of RS cavity formula (14) on two-leg ladder

Let us consider an Ising spin glass model on a two-leg ladder with free boundary conditions:

Hladder
N,free = −

N
∑

i=1

Liσi,1σi,2 −

N−1
∑

i=1

(Ki,1σi,1σi+1,1 + Ki,2σi,2σi+1,2). (B1)

First, we assume that, when we take the summation over spin variables from σ1,1 and σ1,2 toσN−1,1

and σN−1,2, its contribution is represented by a cavity coupling ŝN−1 and a constant factor BN−1 as

follows:

E

[

log Zladder
N,free

]

= E

[

BN−1 log TrσN

(

eβ(ŝN−1+LN )σN,1σN,2

)]

= E
[

BN−1 log 4 cosh β(ŝN−1 + LN)
]

, (B2)

where TrσN
is the summation over σN,1 and σN,2. By repeating the same assumption for a system

with one more spin number, we obtain

E

[

log Zladder
N+1,free

]

= E

[

BN−1 log TrσN ,σN+1

(

eβ(ŝN−1+LN )σN,1σN,2+β(KN,1σN,1σN+1,1+KN,2σN,2σN+1,2)+βLN+1σN+1,1σN+1,2

)]

,

(B3)

where TrσN ,σN+1
is the summation over σN,1, σN,2, σN+1,1, and σN+1,2. Let us introduce the new

cavity coupling ŝN , which satisfies

tanh βŝN
d
= tanh βKN,1 tanh βKN,2 tanh β(ŝN−1 + LN), (B4)
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where the equality holds in distribution. Then, we can rewrite E
[

log Zladder
N+1,free

]

as

E

[

log Zladder
N+1,free

]

= E

[

BN−1 log
16 cosh β(ŝN−1 + LN) cosh βKN,1 cosh βKN,2 cosh β(ŝN + LN+1)

cosh βŝN

]

.(B5)

Thus, we have

E

[

log Zladder
N+1,free

]

− E
[

log Zladder
N,free

]

= E

[

log
4 cosh βKN,1 cosh βKN,2 cosh β(ŝN + LN+1)

cosh βŝN

]

. (B6)

By taking the thermodynamic limit N → ∞, the probability distributions of ŝN−1 and ŝN are

expected to converge to the same one. This implies

lim
N→∞

(

E

[

log Zladder
N+1,free

]

− E
[

log Zladder
N,free

])

= E

[

log
4 cosh βK1 cosh βK2 cosh β(ŝ + L)

cosh βŝ

]

, (B7)

with

tanh βŝ
d
= tanh βK1 tanh βK2 tanh β(ŝ′ + L), (B8)

where the equality holds in distribution, K1 is an independent copy of Ki,1, K2 is an independent

copy of Ki,2, L is an independent copy of Li, and ŝ′ is an independent copy of ŝ.

By contrast, given that E
[

log Zladder
N+1,free

]

− E
[

log Zladder
N,free

]

is considered the free energy density per

spin, we assume the following relation:

lim
N→∞

1

N
E

[

log Zladder
N,free

]

= lim
N→∞

(

E

[

log Zladder
N+1,free

]

− E
[

log Zladder
N,free

])

. (B9)

Therefore, we obtain the RS cavity formula (14).
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