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Boolean mean field spin glass model: rigorous results
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ABSTRACT: Spin glasses have played a fundamental role in statistical mechanics field. Purpose of this
work is to analyze a variation on theme of the mean field case of them, when the Ising spins are replaced
to Boolean ones, i.e. {0,1} possible values. This may be useful to continue building a solid bridge
between statical mechanics of spin glasses and Machine Learning techniques. We have drawn a detailed
framework of this model: we have applied Guerra and Toninelli’s approach to prove the existence of the
thermodynamic quenched statistical pressure for this model recovering its expression using Guerra’s
interpolation. Specifically, we have supposed Replica Symmetric assumption and first step of Replica
Symmetry Breaking approximation for the probability distribution of the order parameter of the model.
Then, we analyze the stability of the resolution in both assumptions via de Almeida-Thouless line,
proving that the Replica Symmetric one well describes the model apart for small values of temperature,
when the Replica Symmetry Breaking is better. All the theoretical parts are supported by numerical
techniques that demonstrate perfect consistency with the analytical results.
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1 Introduction

In the last decades there have been several studies on statistical mechanics model and in particular on
spin glasses [27]. These are complex systems organized as networks of Ising spins which, in general,
can assume {—1,1} values and their interactions are supposed to be i.i.d. standard Gaussians [20].
Moreover, the mean field approximation of them, the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick (SK) model [21, 25],
leads scientist to understand many phenomena, e.g. the ultrametricity [2, 22, 23], also in other fields.
These include Artificial Intelligence (AI) and, in particular, Machine Learning (ML), which play a
fundamental role in today’s society. SK features are largely discussed both in early ages with heuristic
techniques [20] and in the last years with rigorous ones (as in [1, 9, 26]).

The natural question this paper aims to solve is to understand what would change if the Ising spins
could assume values from {0,1}. Indeed, all the fields linked to AI and, in particular, ML works with
Boolean variables defined in {0,1}. Since a solid bridge has been built using statistical mechanics
technique to solve ML problems [24, 30], this manuscript is intended to connect directly the two sides
of the same coin, the Boolean and the Ising ones, showing explicitly their similarities. In order to
better understand it, we start from the simplest model of Ising spin glasses and, since the expression
of the Hamiltonian of the model in object is the same as in SK, we have called it Boolean SK model.



As far as Boolean variables concerns, we have found no works regarding the main feature and the
resolution of this type of models through mathematical technique. Literature, indeed, is interested
mainly in dynamics of sparse networks such as the well-known Random Boolean Networks (RBN)
[7, 11, 12, 18] where the Boolean spins are linked with K neighbours. This had had great importance
due to the large use in other fields, e.g. gene regulatory networks [19].

Here, instead, we are focus on mean field model, namely all the Ising spins interact each other, until
they reach the equilibrium. Final purpose is to understand its general features and points of strength,
such as the behaviour of the order parameter of the network. This variable which describes globally the
collective properties of the model allows us to recover numerical results too. In order to understand the
behaviour of the aforementioned variable in the thermodynamic limit, we need to make an assumption
on its probability distribution. The most naive is the Replica Symmetric (RS) approximation, so
the order parameter self-averages and there are no fluctuations around the mean value. However,
usually the RS assumption is not the correct approximation to solve the model. After showing this,
to overcome the problem, the concept of Replica Symmetry Breaking (RSB) was introduced, as done
by Parisi and collaborators for the SK model [20], where the probability distribution is now a sum
of Dirac’s deltas peaked in the mean values for different time scales of the model [29]. In this work
we will use the first step of RSB (1RSB), namely we have only two different time scales. This and
the RS assumptions have been used to recover the expression of the quenched statistical pressure and
self-consistency equations in the thermodynamic limit. The latter control the behaviour of the order
parameters.

To solve the model in both assumptions we have used Guerra’s interpolation. This mathematical
technique, introduced by Francesco Guerra for spin glasses [15, 16] and later imported also to neural
networks [3, 4, 8], is mathematically rigorous and well-defined in every passage. Moreover, this allows
us to overcome the most-used technique in statistical mechanics for this computations: the replica
trick, extremely functional for the purpose but, unfortunately, only heuristic.

In order to understand how it is useful to apply the RS or the 1RSB approximations we need to
establish which one is stable for particular temperature values. This has been recovered using the
de Almeida-Thouless (AT) line, introduced by the two physicists in 1978 [10] for SK model with a
technique based on replicas. In the last years a new technique, generally easier than the classic one, is
introduced by Toninelli in 2002 [28] and, later, it was modified for the application on neural networks
[5]. Therefore, another scope of this work is to apply it in order to recover the expression of this
critical line for the Boolean SK model.

All work was backed up by numerical experiments, in order to obtain positive feedback on the analytical
results.

The paper is structured as follows.

After the introduction of the model taken into consideration and its order parameters in Sec. 2,
we prove in Sec. 3 the existence of the thermodynamic limit of the quenched statistical pressure
using Guerra and Toninelli’s approach [16] . We show how the fundamental technique works from
a numerical point of view in the Sec. 2.1 and we find analytically the expression of the quenched
statistical pressure via Guerra’s interpolation in RS assumption in Sec. 4 with the particular limit of
null temperature. Then, in Sec. 5 we compute the expression in 1RSB approximation and we analyze
the transition from the RS to the 1RSB in Sec. 5.2, reaching the expression of the corresponding of
the AT line. Conclusions and outlooks close the manuscript.



2 Generalities about Boolean SK model

In this Section we introduce the model taken into consideration in the work. This is the Boolean
counterpart of the SK model, which is the mean field prototype of spin glasses, made of Ising spins,
{-1,+1} variables.

The Hamiltonian of the model is

Hn(s|T) = QfZJstls] HZS,, (2.1)

1<J
where H € R is an external field, s; are Boolean variables, namely s; € {0,1} for i = 1,...,N
and J;; are i.i.d. Gaussian variables. One can find the SK model simply replacing s; € {0,1} with

o; € {—1, —|—1}
In order to understand the collective properties of a network, we need to define a new variable known
as order parameter. In this case it is the two replicas overlap

Gap (s, s®)) = Z (a)g (2.2)

where a and b denote the two different replicas.

Remark 1. In the classical Sherrington-Kirkpatrick (SK) model with Ising spins o; € {—1,+1}, the
usual and most suitable order parameter is the overlap between the two replicas (® and o®, given

by
oy (8, s®) = ZUW o, (2.3)

This order parameters measures the degree of similarity between the replicas in the Ising-SK case. How-
ever, when considering the SK model with Boolean spins, namely s; € {0,1}, the natural corresponding
of the overlap,

qun(s (a) s(b) Z (a) (b) (2.4)

does not provide the same information regarding the szmzlamty of two replicas. To properly compare
the two models, one must consider the transformation
. — o; +1
1 2 I
which translates Ising spins to Boolean spins. Under this transformation, the appropriate order pa-
rameter becomes a linear combination of the overlap and the magnetization:

Gab = 4(Qab - Ma) +1, (25)

s; €{0,1}, oi€{-1,+1}

where M, = (N)~! Ziv=1 sz(-a) is the internal magnetization. As we will see in the Sec. 4, Fig. 1 shows
in RS assumption that this new order parameter reflects correctly the similarity between replicas in the
SK model with Boolean spins.

Then, we denote the associated Boltzmann factor, at inverse temperature 8 = 1/T € RT, associated
to the Hamiltonian (2.1) as

N (s|T) = e—BHN(s|T) Z(J) = Zefﬁ?-[N(le) (2.6)
Znld) {s} 7



where Z(J) is the corresponding partition function.

The corresponding Boltzmann-Gibbs average and quenched average, for a generic observable O(s) is
defined as

ws(0(s)) =#(J) S By (s10)0(s) (27)
{s}
(0(8)) =E 105 (O(s)). (2.8)

In the end, we need to define the quenched statistical pressure as

1

where E is the expectation with respect to all the i.i.d. J;; Gaussian standard variables, whereas fx
is known as the quenched free energy at size V. Next, we might have decided to use either quenched
statistical pressure or free energy to do the computations in Guerra’s interpolation. The important is
to remain consistent through the procedure.

2.1 Update rules and Monte Carlo simulations

In order to show some numerical results, in the next sections we will use Monte Carlo (MC) simulations.
Here we show the update rules we need to do this.
Let us start by defining the probability distribution of the Boolean variable s, for H = 0, as

1 -
p(SIﬁ,J)=mZexp m;Jijsisj . (2.10)

{s}

The Glauber criterion says that

p(si = 0|ﬂ7 Ja Sk;él)

P(s; —0) = s
( ) p(sl = O|57J7Sk7ﬁi) +p(sl = 1|67J70k¢i)
(2.11)
p(si = 1|8, J, Skxi)
P S; — 1) = .
( ) p(sz :0|B7J75k;ﬁi)+p(5i = 1|ﬁ>']7$k;ﬁi)
So we can rewrite (2.11) as
1 -
P(s; = 0) = e JkiSKS;
( ) N(ﬁ) Xp 2\/Nk)§j;éi kjokoj
(2.12)

1 — B <
P(s; — 1) = N D) exp N k%;l Jrjsks + N ; (Jij + Jji) 85 |5

where

N N N
B B B

N(B)=exp | —= E Jijsksj | +exp | —= E J}c‘SkS'-l-iE (Jij + J5i)s; | (2.13)
VN (T o 2VN G2 2VN 55 D



With some algebraic manipulation we find
P(s;i = 0) =1—-sig(Bh;), P(s; = 1) =sig(Bh;) (2.14)
where sig(z) is the sigmoid function

1
1+e®

sig(z) = (2.15)

and

hi(s) = Z\FZ Jij + Jji) s (2.16)

J#i
which can be thought as the internal field acting on the ¢-th spin.
The update of the value of the Boolean variables is ruled by the following expression

s = 2<1+mgn[ag(ﬁh( ))—U(O,l)D (217)

where U(0, 1) is a random uniform variable distributed between 0 and +1, which can be rewritten as

E”Jrl) 5 {1 + &gn[tanh (ﬂh (s("))) +U(-1, 1)} } (2.18)

where U(—1,1) is uniformed distributed between —1 and +1.

3 Existence of the thermodynamic limit

In this Section we prove that the existence of the expression of the quenched statistical pressure in
the thermodynamic limit. To do so, we apply the technique by Guerra and Toninelli in [16].
The scope is to apply Fekete’s Lemma [13], which states that, considering a bounded and superadditive

F
misurable function F', then limy_, ;o N exists and it is equal to i%f N To conform to the Literature

on the subject, we will use quenched free energy in this Section.

We fix F/N as fx(8) = —(NB) 'Elog Zx(8) and let us start by proving that it is subadditive.

Let ¢ be a real positive interpolating parameter and let us suppose H = 0 without losing generality.
We define the interpolating partition function as

N
t|ﬁ Zexp — \/E Z JijSiSj + “ Z J-/jSiSj + \/ Z J 55 (31)

3,7=1 3,7=1 3,7=1

where Ji,j and JZ'; are i.i.d. standard Gaussian variables. For ¢ = 1 we recover the expression of
the partition function of the Boolean SK model, instead for ¢ = 1 we have the sum of the partition
functions of the disjoint model in two sets of N7 and N, Boolean spins:

N(E=0[8) = exp \/ ijszs] \/ J-’;-sisj =Zn(B)Zn,(B).  (32)

{s} 1,j= 1 1] 1



Now we derive with respect to ¢ the interpolating quenched free energy as

N
i (t16) = - dtNiﬁEmgzmm = B [ 3 lsisy) -

(8:8;
i,j=1 \/ 1 - t ”21 j

(3.3)

We apply on each J;;, J and JZ/; the Stein’s Lemma which states that for a standard Gaussian

variable J, i.e. J ~ N(0, 1) and for a generic function f(J) for which the two expectations E (Jf(J))
and E (95 f(J)) both exist,

of(J
E(Jf(J) =E (J;f])> . (3.4)
In this way we get
R
defn(tB) = 8N2 Z E [w(sis;)? — w®(sis;)] + SNN, D E[w(sisg)? — w?(sisg)]
i,5=1 i,j=1
N

+ SNﬁNQ szzlE [w(sis;)? —w?(sis;)] (3.5)

which, using the definition of the two replicas overlap g2 and ¢;; and the order parameters for the
disjoint sets

qu—E i S5 2 TN, i 55
=1 i=1
(3.6)
1 & 1 &z
(1) _ (2)
q11 F;Sh (]11 - E;‘Sw

can be rewritten as

™| ™

duftld) = 5 (=t - T (7 - @D2) - 52 (@D - @2)) . )

Therefore, for the Jensen inequality we get

N
(q12) Z (qu1) =N Z Ew(s (3.8)

N
Now, since we have q12 = —1qg) +

N

Ny Ny
) and Q1 = —qﬁ) + —qg ) and the square is a convex

N q12 N N
function, we have

(ai2) > (gt1), (3.9)
regardless the group of spins considered. Now it is easy to check that d; fx (¢|8) < 0. This means that

In(t=1[8) < fn(t =0|p) = Nfn(B) < Nifn,(B) + Nofn, (B) (3.10)



and fy(5) is subadditive.
The quenched free energy is naturally bounded from the annealed free energy, namely

1

A

=——1ogEZ A1
F(8) = 575 108 EZn (3) (3.11)
therefore it is possible to apply Fekete’s lemma [13] and prove that the thermodynamic limit of the
quenched free energy, and so of the quenched statistical pressure, exists:

Theorem 1. The thermodynamic limit of the quenched free energy of the Boolean SK model ezists
and it hold that

fB) = Jlim fn(B) =inf fx(5). (3.12)

N—+oo

4 Guerra’s interpolation: RS assumption

In this Section we want to find the expression of the quenched statistical pressure using Guerra’s
interpolation. This is a method introduced for the first time by Francesco Guerra [16] for the SK model,
later imported to neural networks. It is mathematically justified in every passage and, in general,
simpler in computations than the most used technique, the replica trick [20]. Guerra’s interpolation is
based on the introduction of an interpolating parameter in the expression of the quenched statistical
pressure on which we applied the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus in order to recover the solution
of the original model.

To do so, we need also to assume the behaviour of the order parameter g,;. In the paper we will see
Replica Symmetric (RS) in this Section and first step of Replica Symmetry Breaking (RSB) assumptions
in Subsec. 5.1.

In RS assumption the probability distribution in the thermodynamic limit is a Dirac’s delta peaked in
the equilibrium value ¢, when the two replicas are different, and M, where the two replicas coincide.
Plg) = (lim EsPy,s(q) = dard(q = M) + (1 = 6a)d(q — ). (4.1)

It is not a coincidence that the equilibrium value for qq, is called M. Indeed, since, for a generic

Boolean values s, s2 = s holds, we have

1 1 1)\2 1
R I RO RIS Sy P LSt 42
MmNt NH@) N &t (42)

which can be thought as a magnetization, hence the name of the equilibrium value.
Let ¢ € RT the real positive interpolating parameter, ¥; ~ N (0,1) auxiliary Gaussian i.i.d. field and
A, B € R constants to be set a posteriori. The interpolating partition function is defined as

Zn(B T, Y) =Y exp Vi

3 N N N N
] Jiisisi +vV1—1tA Y;s; +(1—1t)B s; + BH S;
> NN;JJV ; ()Z; 6;

(4.3)
We inherited in the interpolating space the construction of the Boltzmann-Gibbs w,(-) and quenched
average (-)¢, defined coherently with Eqgs. (2.7) and (2.8). From now on, we imply the dependence on

J and t from the computations.



The purpose is to apply the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus, reads as

Alt=118) = At = 0]8) + / aA()|_ s (4.4)

=s
so now we compute the two terms we need to get the expression of the quenched statistical pressure
of the original model, namely the one body term, A(t = 0|3), and the derivative with respect to ¢,
A(t,|8). Let us start from the latter.
Following the computations in App. A one can find the expression of the derivative with respect to ¢
of the interpolating quenched statistical pressure at finite size N as

2 N N
diAN(B,t) = el ;EJ,Y [w(sisj)Q — wW(s; i55)] ~ 5N ZEJY f]z_: 7 yw(si)
2 A
= % [<‘I%1> - <CI%2>] Y {q11) — {q12)] — B{q11),

(4.5)
where in the last passage we have applied the definitions of the quenched average and of the order
parameter.

Now we need to apply RS assumption. Specifically, from the assumed probability distribution we can
say that the second moment of the order parameter tends to 0 in the thermodynamic limit, reads as

(g2 —9* =0, {(q11 —M)*) =0, as N — +oo. (4.6)
Therefore,

(a2 = @)%) =(at2) + @ — 24{q12) — 0 (4.7)
((qu = M)?) =(g7,) + M?* = 2M (q11) — 0.
Replacing (¢7;) and (g},) as in (4.7) and (4.8) in (4.5) and defining A and B in such a way that
=G B="(M—g .
5@ T (M —a),
we give the expression of the derivative with respect to t of the interpolating quenched statistical
pressure in the thermodynamic limit
62

AHB) = -

(2 — 3] (4.10)

Now the one body term is all we need.

1
N(B,t=0) N]Ey log Zexp
S

N N N
A Yisi+ B s +5HZ«9¢]
i=1 i=1 =1

1 N
N]Eylog | et Z exp
Sie{o,l}

N
AY;s; + Bs; + BHZ si]

i=1

(4.11)

_ ;]Eylog{ﬁ lexp (AY; + B + BH) +1]}

i=1

N
1 A B H A B H
N Z:E - EY log {2€Xp |:2Y + E + [32:| cosh |:2Y + 5 + ﬂ2:| }



where in the last passage we have applied the following property
eX 41 =eX/? (eX/2 + e_X/Q) = ¥/22 cosh (X/2) (4.12)

and the definition of the hyperbolic cosine.
Therefore the expression of the one body term is

A(t0|ﬂ)log2+582(Mq_)+ﬂI;+Eylog{cosh[682(M )+ Y\/B2 +ﬁ]}

(4.13)
Applying the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus, putting (4.10) and (4.13) together, we state the
following

Theorem 2. The expression of the quenched statistical pressure of the Boolean SK model in RS
assumption and in the thermodynamic limit is
} (4.14)

2 2 2
A(B,H) = log2 + B— +%( —q) +Exlog{cosh [68 (M —q) +x\/%q+ﬂg
2
-],

where the order parameters M and q fulfill the following self-consistency equations

2 2
1+Extanh<68(]\7[—q)+x\/ﬂ8q+5f2]>],
q M — ill—E tanh2<62( cj)—i—x\/ﬂgq-i-ﬁ )1

One can find the self-consistency equations simply extremizing the quenched statistical pressure with

M

1
2

respect to the order parameters. In Fig. 1 we see the self-consistency equations and the behaviour of
the linear combination of the order parameters, as discussed in Remark 1.

Now, focusing on the linear susceptibility, we state that

1
62

B B>
1 — E, tanh® ( -q) +a St B (4.17)
Exploiting the relation

It is not cumbersome to compute the quenched average of the Hamiltonian as

BN

V(M) = N ((M?) — (M)?) = ( E, log Z(8, )), (4.16)

which can be computed as

X(M):%

E[-Hn] = e ((M?) = (g)) (4.18)
and the derivative of the RS quenched statistical pressure with respect to 3 as
N
N A H) = P (01— (g12)?) (4.19)
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Figure 1: In this plot we show the behaviour of the mean value of the two replicas overlap ¢z (in
blue) and the magnetization q;; — whose mean value is denoted as M~ (in green) as found thanks to
(4.15). Then, the linear combination that presents the expected behaviour is shown in red: it is equal
to 1 for small temperature and it cancels out for higher values of T. We stress that, unlike the SK
model, in this case the transition is completely smooth.

Since (4.18) and (4.19) are equal for definition, we get

N ((M)* = (M)*) = N ({g72) — (q12)%) = x(M) = x(q12)- (4.20)

In Fig. 2 we plot the behaviour of self-consistency equations (4.15) and the square root of the suscep-
tibility for different values of the external field H. Instead, in Fig. 3 we show the behaviour of M via
analytical computations, as in (4.26), and MC simulations, proving the goodness of our results.

4.1 Computation of g — +oo limit

Purpose of this Section is to analyze analytically the behaviour of the self-consistency equations in
B — 400, using the procedure introduced by Amit for Hopfield model [6].
Let us start from the self-consistency equations, which are reported in the following for reader’s

convenience
M = 3 1+ E, tanh (ﬁ; (M—(j) +x\/@+,@;{>] )
(4.21)
g = M- i[l—E tanh? (68 @+5 )1
If B — +o0 one can say that tanh?(X) — sign?(X (4.21) becomes simply
q= (4.22)
Now, we can write ¢ as
M %‘j (4.23)

~10 -
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Figure 2: For different values of the external field H we plot the values of self consistency equations
(left) and square root of the susceptibility (right). In particular, we stress that, at H increases, the
values of the self-consistency equations (M solid lines, g dotted lines) improves and for low tempera-
tures the square root of the susceptibility decreases, reaching the same plateau anyway at the value

Vx(qi2) = V0.5 = 0.70.

and we add a generic term Sy/2 in the argument of hyperbolic tangent in such a way that we can
express the self-consistency equations as

= _ B B (o 67 H B
M . 1+Extanh<8§q+x 3 M 5 +[32+2y
(4.24)
- 0 - 1 2 [ B B> (o 87 H B
M 5 =M 4[1 E, tanh (85q+x 5 M 5 +ﬁ2+2y .
Then, if we derive M with respect to the auxiliary field y we have
o _ 8] 2 (8, 2o0aN G H o BN
Oy M = 5 1—E, tanh 8§q+x 3 M 3 +B2+2y =0q
) ) (4.25)
B 2 [ B B* (o 84 H B
0g = |1 —Eetanh® | 26g+ 2 /= (M 5 tB5 + 5y
This allows us to perform explicitly 8 — oo and we get
_ 1 100+ H+y\] y=0 -, 1 6G+ H\]
M = = 1—|—erf(4 — )} M == |1+erf — ,
2 [ VM 2 4V M
, (4.26)
oy (6g+ H+y)"] 4o (5q+ H)”
0q = Oy M = _ exp | —~4 — : 0q = — exp -
Y NZSY M VM 16M

For H = 0, we get M = 0.62. This result is perfectly coherent with that one reached via MC simulation
in Fig. 3.

- 11 -
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Figure 3: The comparison, at zero fast noise, namely 7' = 0, between the self-consistency equation
for M (4.26) (solid light-blue line) and MC simulations (black point) using updating rules derived in
Subsec. 2.1 for different values of H. We stress that there is complete coherence between the analytical
and numerical results.

Remark 2. Having the expression of the quenched statistical pressure in the RS assumption, we can
find the RS entropy of the model using the equation

af 1 0f
which gives us the following result
1 - _ H
SS(T) =log 2+ — (M —q) — — (M — ) — 5 (2N — 1)

8T

T
—Ezlog{cosh lﬁ; (M—-q)+a ﬁ2§+5£

} . (4.28)

This expression is plotted in Fig. 4. As one can see, the entropy seems to be negative close to the zero-
temperature: this cannot be possible since the entropy of a discrete system has to be always positive.
Therefore, this suggests to change the assumption on the distribution of the order parameter, as already
done for the SK model, in order to use the RSB framework. In this paper in Sec. 5.2 we will approach
only the 1RSB one.

5 Understanding the stability of RS assumption

The purpose of this section is twofold.

First, we wonder if it is possible to detect the transition between RS and 1RSB approximations for
our model. To do so, we apply a new method introduced in [5] for Hopfield model inspired to that
one described by Toninelli in [28] for SK model.

However, unlike the classic method in [10], we need to recover first the expression of the quenched
statistical pressure (or equivalently the quenched free energy) for the 1RSB assumption, which takes
us to the second aim of this Section. So, let us start with this results, obtained also in this case using
Guerra’s interpolation.

- 12 —
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1.0 4 A(T)

Figure 4: We plot the intensity entropy (in blue) and the intensity quenched statistical pressure (in
orange) in RS assumption with respect to the temperature T'. Both expressions show a plateau at log 2
for greater temperature, instead for smaller ones a zoom is shown and one can see that the entropy
becomes negative. This suggest that the RS assumption for small vale of T is not correct at all and
this is a strong motivation for introducing the RSB framework.

Remark 3. Before applying the RSB framework to solve the model, we wonder if it is the suitable one.
Indeed, if we consider the expression of the Hamiltonian (2.1) with H = 0 and s; € {0,1}, stressing
that
1
§ = 5(0—1), oe{-1,41}, s€{0,1}, (5.1)

we get that

n(s|J) =~ 2\FZJH { i—l)(ffj—l)}

1<J

_7W2Jij0'i(fj \/—Z (%] 178\/72 ij

1<J

—f”HN (a]J) + Zh o — \/>Z iis (5.2)

1<

1
where we use h; = TN Zj Jij where h; ~ N(0,1). In this way we can easily see that the Ising and

Boolean spins models differs only for a one body term, for which self-averaging as proven in App. B,
and a factor which is independent from the spin configuration ((83/N)~! >icjJij)- Therefore, the
self averaging of the free energy and the possibility to use the RSB framework are completely justified.
From this we inherit a new set of Ghirlanda Guerra equalities [14] which can be apply to the model,
as proven in App. C:

2 2 2
<(‘ﬁ2 —4i3) > - <(Q%1 - qi3) > + (<Q%1> - <(J%2>> =0 (5.3)
We stress that in classic SK case, we have that ¢11 = 1 and (5.3) takes to the classic Ghirlanda Guerra
identity:

(qi2) — 2(qiaqis) + (d2)* = O, (5.4)

~ 13—
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Figure 5: Value of the right hand side term of Eq. (5.3) with respect to the size of the network N.
We stress that it is perfectly coherent with the theoretical results and it goes to zero very quickly, also
for small sizes of the network V.

as shown always in App. C.

In order to double check this we have proved numerically the correctness of (5.3) and the result is
shown in Figure 5. Particularly, we stress that the new Ghirlanda Guerra (5.3) goes to zero quickly
for small size network N already.

5.1 Guerra’s interpolation: 1RSB assumption

Now we solve the model via Guerra’s interpolation in 1RSB assumption. This means that the proba-
bility distribution of the order parameter ¢,;, when the two replicas are different, displays two peaks
in ¢; and g2 concentrated with respect to a parameter 6 € [0, 1]

P(s) = NEIEOO EsPn,s(8) = 0av6(gar — M) + (1 — 6ap) (1 — 0)6(qap — @2) +06(qar — @1)) . (5.5)

Let t the real positive interpolating parameter, Yi(“) ~ N(0,1), a = 1,2 auxiliary Gaussian field i.i.d.
and AW A®) B constants to be set a posteriori. The interpolating partition function Zy(t/8) can
be written, as explained by Guerra in [15], in such a way that we need to define first Zs(t|3)

Z5(t18) =Y _exp Vi

N 2 N N N
Z JijSiSj + V1 - tZA(a) ZY;(G)SZ‘ + (1 - if)BZSz + ﬂHZ S;
{s} a=1 =1 i=1 i=1

i<j

B
2V N

(5.6)
Then, we average out the fields one per time in order to get

1/6

Z1(t|B) = [E2Z2(t|B)’]
Zo(t|B) =exp {E1 [log Z1(t[B)]}
ZN(tB) =Zo(t]B),

where E, is the average with respect to all the i.i.d. Yi(a).
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The interpolating quenched statistical pressure is introduced as

1
An(B) = NEO log Zn (t]5), (5.10)
where Eg represents the average with respect to all the i.i.d. J;;. In the thermodynamic limit, we
write
A(B) = lim An(3) (5.11)

Now, following Guerra’s prescription [15], given two copies (or replicas) of the system, we define the
following averages, corresponding to thermalization within the two different levels of the hierarchy

(Ve = B [EaWa s (-)]?, (5.12)
(V2= EOEl]EQWZ,t[wt(')Fa (5.13)
where Za(tw)
_ %
Waii= g i) (5.14)

From now on, we imply the dependence on t from the quenched average.

The purpose now is also in this case to apply the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus (4.4), so the next
step is to compute the one body term and the derivative with respect to the interpolating parameter
t. We start from the latter, reads as

8 ) ) AW
thN(tLB) [<Q11> (1 - 9)<Q12>2 - ‘9<Q12>1] Ty [<Q11> - (1- 9)<Q12>2 - €<Q12>1]
€]
- AT [(q11) = (1 = 0)(q12)2] — Blqu1)- (5.15)

Since the recovery of this expression is a straightforward generalization of that one in RS assumption,
it is left to the reader.
Thanks to 1RSB assumption, we state that

{12 —Ha =0, a=1,2  {((q1 —M)?*) =0, as N — +oo. (5.16)

Therefore,
(12 = 0)P)a =(a12) + @ — 24(qu2) = 0, a=1,2 (5.17)
(1 — M)?) =(q3, + M? — 2M {(g11) — 0. (5.18)

Replacing (¢3,), (¢%5)1 and {q?,)2 using (5.17) and (5.18) and defined A, A®) and B in such a way

that
2 2

2
(A0 =g, (402 =6 —a), B=" (- a), (519)

we give the expression of the derivative with respect to ¢t of the interpolating quenched statistical
pressure in the thermodynamic limit

A1) = —%2 (412 = (1 = 0)a3 - 0gt] (5.20)
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Now the one body term is all we need. We report only the expression

1
At = 018) =log2 + sE1log Bz exp (09(3,Y)) cosh’ g(B,Y) (5.21)
where
9(3,Y) = B (A<1>Y<1> +ADY® L By ﬁH)} . (5.22)

Finally, putting together (5.20) and (5.21), we state the following

Theorem 3. The quenched statistical pressure in 1RSB assumption and in the thermodynamic limit
of the Boolean SK model is

2 2
Ao(B) = Tog 2+ TExlog Eae %) cost [g(8, )] = = (2 - ) —0 % (3 - @) (5:29)

2 2 2
9(B,Y) = %(M — @)+ YWy %61 +Y®)y %(672 — @) (5.24)

The order parameters fulfill the following self-consistency equations

where

i 1 - E5ef9(5Y) cosh? {g(ﬁ, Y)} tanh
= 1
2 Eqef9(8.Y) cosh? { (8,
1 [ Eoef9(8Y) cosh? [ } tanh2 [ } 1
Q=M+ 1 E, ; -1/, (5.25)
E»ef9(8.Y) cosh [g ]
1 Epe?9(8,Y) cosh? [ } tanh [ }
q1 = M + - El -1
4 Ee09(8:Y) cosh? [ (8, )]

Remark 4. We stress that if we put 8 =0 or 8 =1 in the expression of the 1RSB approximation of
the quenched statistical pressure (5.23) we come back to that one in RS assumption (4.14) .
Indeed, for 8 =0 we get

Ao=o(8) = 1og2 + B1Es [g(3, ¥) + logcosh [9(5,¥)] | - £ (372 — 33)

(5.26)
= log 2 + E, log cosh [g(ﬁ,x)} + ﬁ—Q(M %) — %2 (W - qg) — ARS(B)
where
9(B,x) = 682( —@)tw %262- (5.27)
Instead, for 6 = 1 we have that
Ag—1(8) = log 2 + E; log Eoe9®Y) cosh [g(ﬁ, Y)} - %2 (M2 - cﬁ). (5.28)
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Focusing on the integral in Eo we get that

Eoe9(5Y) cosh [g(ﬁ,Y)] = %+ %]Ez (e29(8.Y))
1 2 2
=5 (1 + exp %(M—ql) +Y M2 BS%D
2 2 2 2
= exp [68(]\7[ —q)+YW 68(]1] cosh (68(1\_4 —q)+Y® %QH
(5.29)
thus
2 2
Ag—1(B) = log2 + %(M —q1) + E; log cosh [gRS(ﬂ,:r)} - %(MQ - qf) = ARS(B). (5.30)

5.2 AT line for Boolean SK

Now that we have the expression of the quenched statistical pressure in 1RSB assumption, we can
check the stability of the two assumptions with respect to different values of the temperature.

Our method is based on the fact that, for 8 € {0,1} one of the two-delta peaks in 1RSB assumption
vanishes and the 1RSB expression of the quenched free energy naturally becomes the RS one.

Then, we prove that for values of 6 close but away from one, the 1RSB expression of the quenched free
energy is smaller than the RS expression, i.e. firsp(M,q2,q110) < frs(m,q), below a critical line in
B, known as AT line.

Therefore, we expand the 1RSB quenched free-energy around 6 = 1 to the first order, namely

firse(M, @2, q110) =firsp(M, G2, @1|0)|o=1 + (0 — 1)0p firsp(M, G2, §116)]0=1. (5.31)

where firsp(M,G2,q110)l9=1 = frs(M,q). To determine when the RS solution becomes unstable, i.e.
firsB(M, G, q1|0) < frs(M,q) we inspect the sign of 9p firss(M, G2, q1|0)|9=1, keeping in mind that
0—-1<0.

Since the 1RSB self-consistency equations (5.25) also depend on 6, we need to expand them with
respect to 6 around one too:

M =M 4 (0 —1)A(M, g1, @) (5.32)
@ =¢"9 + (0 — 1)B(M,q1, ) (5.33)
2 =G+ (0 —1)C(M,q,¢), (5.34)

where M%) and g(#5) fulfill the RS self-consistency equations (4.15) and g is the solution of the
following self-consistency equation

E269(M7(727ql) C0§hg(M7 q2, QI) tanh2 g(Ma q2, 61)
E269(M,(?2,q1) COSh g(M7 qQﬂ ql)

G =E; (5.35)

The expression of A(M,q2,q,), B(M,G2,q.) and C(M, G2, G1) are reported in Appendix D. From now
on, we imply the apex (RS) on g and M
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The derivative of the 1RSB quenched statistical pressure with respect to 6, when 8 =1 is

- - B2 g2 o g2
K(M,q,q2) = 09 (—Bfirss(M, G2, @1|0)) lo=1 = -y (& —3°) + 3 (M —G2) + ZM(QQ —q)
EQeg(M7(127Q) COShg(Ma 62? Q) log COShg(M7 527 Q)

— E; log Eoe9(M:@2:0) ¢ogh M,G,q) +E o =
1log s 9(M,G2,7) +E, Eyet (020 cosh g (01 3. )

(5.36)

We notice that, for §o = ¢, K(M,q,q) = 0 and we study the behaviour of the function K(M,q,z)
for x € [0,q]. For x = g, independently from M, we have K(M,q,q) = 0, while the extremum of
K(M,q,z) is found from

2 2 2 2
0. K(M,q,z) = —%x—%—i—%M—i— %El

]EQeg(M’xﬁl) COShg(M> Zz, (jl) tanh2 g(M7 Z, 671)
Eqed(Msw.a1) cosh g(M, x, Gy )
(5.37)
which is null when = = G»(M, q).

Supposing the extremum global and considering that K (M,q,q) = 0, if x = §» is a minimum, then
K(M,q,q2) < 0. Therefore, computing the second derivative with respect to z we get

a 2K(M q QC) _ _QZ 1— 572]E E2eg(1\7[7§2,q) CO_Shg(qu% Q)SeChgg(Mv(j% Q) (5 38)
@ b 4 32 Eoe9(M:02,0) cosh (M, Go, 7) .
which is positive when
2 | EqedM@2.9) cosh g(M, Go, g)sech®q(M, G2, §
| B, | B cosh g 7Q2aQ)§eC~ g_( 20| _ (5.39)
32 Eoe9(M.d2,9) cosh g(M, G2, 7)

Hence the RS theory becomes unstable when the expression in (5.39) becomes negative, which in the
G2 — ¢ limit becomes the corresponding of the well-known AT line for the SK model

& sech? (ﬁ;(M —q) +xy/ ﬁ;q)] < 0. (5.40)

1—=E,
32
In Fig. 6 we show for which values of M, g; and G, the AT line (5.40) is fulfilled. We notice that,
apart from small values of T', the RS solutions seems to well approximate the model. In the zoom it
is possible to better see the difference between ¢; and ¢» for small temperatures.

Remark 5. After the computation of the expression of the quenched statistical pressure of the Boolean
SK model we can easily compute the entropy also in this assumption using Eq. (4.27), reads as

1 - o 1
S(T) =log2 + o (M2 = *) + 27 (a3 — 47) + 5E1 log B2 ) cosh” [9(8, V)|

872 0
L = 0 _ - 2 G2 _
+WJM(JW*Q)*8?(4((]1*‘M)Jrl)JrS?Jr8?(971)(4(f12*]\4)+1)
0 _ 0 _ B B
+ﬁ((h*fhwr@(?]\/f*1)(112*(]1) (5.41)

The numerical result both for RS and 1RSB approximations are shown in Figure 7. We notice that
latter has a better behaviour with respect to the former and, in particular, the AT line foresees perfectly
the passage from RS to 1RSB.
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Figure 6: Numerical computation of the self-consistency equations (5.25).
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The part underlined in

yellow is zoomed in the red square and represents the instability of the RS assumption recovered by
AT line (5.40). We notice that the ¢; and g, are different only when the RS is unstable, as expected.
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Figure 7: The numerical computation of the entropy for RS (red) and 1RSB (blue) assumptions. The
yellow line represents the RS instability computed through AT line. We have also zoomed the plot in
order to show the difference between the two assumptions for small temperature. As we can see from
the zoom in the small temperature region, the 1RSB assumption improve the region of validity of the
solution, as the intesity entropy becomes negative for smaller value of temperature with respect the

RS solution.
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6 Conclusions and outlooks

In this work we have devise some analytical and numerical results regarding a mean field network called
Boolean SK model. This is made of N Ising spins which can assume values {0, 1} whose connections
are random i.i.d. standard Gaussian variables. The name comes to the fact that the Hamiltonian of
the model is the same for the SK model [25]. One of the main purposes was to create a framework,
inspired to that one from SK model, to solve the model in the thermodynamic limit. This may prove
useful with a view to linking the statistical mechanics of spin glass to ML models, which routinely use
variables of {0,1} type.

To do so, we have proven, using Guerra and Toninelli’s approach [16], in that limit the existence and
uniqueness of the quenched statistical pressure of the Boolean SK model. Moreover we have devised
it in RS and 1RSB assumptions, applying Guerra’s interpolation. This method is mathematically
rigorous and justified in every passage and allows us to come to the expressions without using the
much more common replica trick that is nevertheless heuristic. There is complete coherence between
the RS and 1RSB expression, proving the goodness of the method.

The corresponding of the AT line [10] was computed and we notice numerically that the RS approx-
imation is unstable only for a limited number of values of temperature, the smaller ones. This leads
us to believe that RS assumption is a good approximation to solve the model.

Our results are corroborated in the paper via numerical approach, showing the perfect coincidence
with the analytical expressions.

Future outlooks could be using Boolean variables also for other typologies of models, such as associative
neural networks [6, 17], in order to understand what kind of changes in the collective properties there
may be.
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A Computations of the derivative with respect to ¢

In this Appendix we report the computations to recover the expression of the derivative with respect
to the interpolating parameter t of the interpolating quenched statistical pressure.

di A (t]8) = ZBN Z Jijsis; — Zysl stl (A1)
t\ﬁ 4F 2\/

i,j=1

A al B
2rN Z Ed,, (w szsm—m;m (w(sm—N;Ew(si), (A.2)

3,j=1

where in the last passage we have applied Stein’s Lemma (3.4).
The computations of the partial derivatives with respect to J;; and Y; are similar. For this reason we
show only the former:

Edy,, (w(sisj)) = 4\/—]\] Z ZN(tW) Jij ZBN s|J)sis;

{s}
/8 N
. i A.
4WN”21 % ( t|ﬁ>{zs;BN s|J)sis; (A.3)
__ B 1 (Vi
4NN i;:lEZN(tW) %BN(SL])&SJ (QWslsj)

2!\'}

B S R b, (zn@B) Y Ba(slT)sis; (A.4)
ig=1 (t‘ﬂ) (s}

~ 4V/NiN ”Z:: EZN(tW) > Bn(s|J)sis; (QW&S])

4/NIN A=,

which takes us to the expression in (4.5).
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B Self-averaging for one body Hamiltonian

In this Appendix we show that the model whose Hamiltonian is

Hy oW = Zhsl, (B.1)

where h; ~ N (0,1) and s; € {0,1}, for s = 1,..., N, fulfills the self-averaging property. To do so,

1,1
we have that the normalised variance of the intensive energy u = NHJIV b4y tends to zero in the
thermodynamic limit
Var(u
u

We have

() = % ZIEhw (hisi) ZEW w?(s;) (B.3)

i=1

where in the last passage we have exploited Stein’s Lemma (3.4). Therefore

(u) = ({q11) — {¢12)) - (B.4)
Instead, for the variance we have
Var(u) = (u”) = (u)* = (u®) = ({g11) — (@12))” (B.5)
but
;X N
<u2> :ﬁ Z Ehw(hihjSiS] N2 ZEhw h2 2 + ﬁ Z Ehw(hihjsisj)
ij=1 i,j=1,i%j
1
= ZEW (h2s2) + 32 Z Enw(hisi)Enw(hs;). (B.6)
i,j=1,i#]

In the latter term we apply the Stein’s lemma (3.4) both for h; and h; and we get

N

> Epw(his)Baw(hysg) = (o) = (a12))*, (B.7)
i,j=1,i#j

which elides the last term in (B.5). In this way

N
Var(u =52 ZEhw (h?s?) =Nz ZEh s3))] = % ZEh [w(s:) + hs (w(s;) — w?(ss))]
1 RS 2 2
Q11 N2 ZEh (sl)} -~ Z:]Eh2w(si) [w(s?) — w?(si)]
= ]1[ <2<Q11> — 3(q12) ZEhw (s ) ) (B.8)
which scales as 1/N. Therefore,
\g(u)w\/lﬁﬁo, N — +o0. (B.9)

This shows that the model with Hamiltonian (B.1) self-averages in the thermodynamic limit.
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C Recovery of the Ghirlanda Guerra identities

To show which identity is satisfied for the Boolean SK model, we follow the path outlined by Ghirlanda
and Guerra in their work [14].
For the sake of convenience we work with

1 1
u(s) = ——=Hn(8) x ——— Jii8is C.1
() = RN X = S i (1)
From the self-averaging proved in App. B, reads as
. 2y 2 _
i (u(s)) — (u(s))* =0, (€2)
using the Cauchy-Schwarts inequalities, we get that
i (a) _ (a) —
Jim () E(a)) = (u(s“)){Fr(a))) =0 (C.3)

where Fy(q) is a function of the k replicas we have considered and with u(s(?)) we mean that u is
computed on the replica a.
Now, using Stein’s Lemma (3.4) we can computed the two factors of (C.3):

(Z Gy — K, k+1>> (C4)
(Fr() ((g2a) — (4°)) - (C.5)

(u(s')Fr(q)) =

(u(s“))(Fi(a)) =

From (C.4) and (C.5) we have

w\m w\

k
Glm <Fk(Q) (Z Gap = ko o1 — (daa) + <q2>> > = 0. (C.6)

As done by Ghirlanda and Guerra, we can introduce the conditional expectation with respect to the
algebra Ay generated by the overlaps among the s replicas:

k
1 s 1, ,
E (qa k+1|Ak = % b; E Qaa %<q > (07)

We assume that (C.7) holds exactly in the thermodynamic limit. Using this, we can write the following
equalities with a =1 and k = 2

<Q%2Q%1> + <Qi12> - 2<Qf2(ﬁ3> - <Q§2><Q§1> + <Q%2>2 =0, (C.8)
(qi1) + (G51ata) — 2(d5143) — (q11)* + (g71){afa) = 0. (C.9)

We stress that (C.9) is a trivial equalities in classic SK case, since ¢q11 = 1.
Now, mixing (C.8) and (C.9) we get

(@~ a2)”) — (@~ ats)?) + ((ah) — (a) ) =0 (C.10)
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which is the corresponding of the first Ghirlanda Guerra identity. Indeed, if we put g1 = 1 we get

<(Q%2 - q23 2> - <(1 - Q%3)2> + (1 - <Q%2>)2 =0
= (qila) + (qi3) — 2(qiaais) — 1 — (qis) + 2{afs) + 1+ (q72)* — 2(¢72) = 0
= (q12) — 2{ai2qis) + (32)* =0

which is the classic Ghirlanda Guerra equality [14].

D Contributions of the sub-leading terms

- 1 Eoed(M32,01) (M . 6. 1) tanh a( M. do. &
A(M,q2,q1) ==FE 2¢ 79(7 7aQ2.>Q1) an :q( i G2, 1)
2 E269(M7Q2,Q1) Slnhg(M,QQ,Q]_)

Eped(M02:0) log cosh g(M, @z, @1) sinh (M, o,
+ VI,G i q2, q
Eoe9(M.a2.41) sinh g(M, G2, @1
E2€Q(M=‘727q1)sinhg(M,Qg’(jl)tanhg(Maq27q1)
(]E2€g(1\71,z72,ql) sinh g(M, Go, 971))2

q )tanhg(M7627ql)
)

'EQ (eg(M’(h’ql) (g(M’q27q_1) +1()gCOSh.g(]\747q_2aql)Sinhg(]\7[7(?27q_1))):| )

Ezeg( V,qz2,q1) (M, G2,q1) tanh? Q(Ma 72, 1)
Roe9(M.42,a1) sinh g(M, G, G1)
+ Ezeg(M#?Ml)g(M %@, ) tanh® g(M, G2, G1)
Roped(M ,qz,th)s]nhg(M g2, q1)
. +Eye9(M.22.01) Jog cosh g(M, Gz, @1 ) sinh g(M
Eqe9(M.a2,31) sinh g(]\Zf q
]E2eg(1\7,¢127111) Sinh g(M 62, le) tanh2 g(M )
(M

_ 1
B(M7q2u CYI) :§]El

5, q1) tanh® g(M, @2, G1)
)

(Ezeg(Mﬂzﬂh) sinh g( M ' @2, 1)

Esy (eg(M,qz,ql) ( (M, G, q) +logcoshg G2, q1) sinh g(M, q2,q1)))}

Eoed(M@0) sinh g(M, Ga, ¢1) tanh g(M, Ga, §1)
Eoe9(M.a2.a1) sinh g(M, G, G1)
Eaed W80 g(M, ga, g1) tanh g(M, G2, 1)
Eqe9(M.a2,01) sinh g(M, Go, q1)

+ Eye9(M:d2,41) log coshg(]@%, q) Sinhgng G2, 1) tanh g(M, @, q1)
Eqed(M.a2.01) sinh g(M, Ga, ¢1)

| Eped™M@:0) sinh (M, Gz, gu) tanh g(M, G2, 1)

(Eoe9(M.22,01) sinh g(M, Q27Q1)>

Eo <€g(M’qz’61) (9(M, @2, q0) + logCOShg(M,szagl)Sinhg(M@zafh)))} .

C(Ma G2, (ﬁ) =K,
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(C.11)

(D.1)

(D.2)

(D.3)
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