arXiv:1308.1944v1 [math.PR] 8 Aug 2013

Structure of 1-RSB asymptotic Gibbs measures
In the dilutedp-spin models

Dmitry Panchenko

Abstract

In this paper we study asymptotic Gibbs measures in theedilptspin models in the so
called 1-RSB case, when the overlap takes two valugas' € [0, 1]. When the external field is
not present and the overlap is not equal to zero, we provetitatasymptotic Gibbs measures
are described by the Mézard-Parisi ansatz conjecturd].iiMhen the external field is present,
we prove that the overlap can not be equal to zero and all 1-&8Bptotic Gibbs measures are
described by the Mézard-Parisi ansatz. Finally, we givlaacterization of the exceptional
case when there is no external field and the smallest ovedlye §. = 0, although it does
not go as far as the Mézard-Parisi ansatz. Our approachsedlan the cavity computations
combined with the hierarchical exchangeability of purgéesta
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1 Introduction and main result

In [8], Mézard and Parisi studied the dilutpespin model forp = 2 and described the structure
of the Gibbs measure in the infinite-volume limit togethethwhe corresponding formula for the
free energy. They only formulated the 1-step replica symyreeaking (1-RSB) solution, but their
ansatz has a natural extension to the germeR&$B case. It is expected that the same solution is
valid for other diluted models as well, for example, for taedomK-sat model and, possibly, for
most mean field spin glass models. The origin of the MézamisPansatz was partially explained
in [13] via the hierarchical exchangeability of pure statembined with the hierarchical version
of the Aldous-Hoover representation proved.in [2]. Howeasrwas also explained in [13], some
obstacles still remain in the form of additional symmethiesveen pure states, expressed by saying
that ‘multi-overlaps between pure states are determineithdiy overlaps’. In this paper, we will
prove the 1-RSB Mézard-Parisi ansatz for dilupesipin models in the case when the external field
is present or when the overlap is not equal to zero. We witl al®ow that the overlap can not be
equal to zero in the presence of the external field. In the wém there is no external field and

“Dept. of Mathematics, Texas A&M University, panchenk@ntatinu.edu. Partially supported by NSF grant.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1308.1944v1

the smallest overlap value is zero, our approach will gifermation only about ‘odd moments’
and we will not be able to recover the Mézard-Parisi ansazpdetely.

Most of our approach is rather general and can be extendé teRSB case, as well as to
other models, such as the randérsat model. However, the last step in the argument uses the
special form of thep-spin model in a rather ad hoc way, and improving upon thidcctead to
progress in the generedlRSB case and for other diluted models. To understand thvation for
what we do in this paper, one should at least read the inttmadum [13], even though we will
repeat all necessary definitions.[In[13], we used the raridesat model as an example to illustrate
the general approach, but the same results hold for theedipsspin models practically verbatim.
The only place in[[13] where the specific form of tKesat model was used was in Lemma 1,
where the self-averaging of the free energy was proved, aedccan easily check that the same
proof works for the diluteg-spin model.

Consider an integgp > 2, the connectivity parametdr > 0, the inverse temperatuf@ > 0
and the external field € R. Consider a random function

0(01,...,0p) = Bgo1L---0Op (1)

on {—1,+1}P, whereg is a standard Gaussian random variable. (&)1 be a sequence of
independent copies of the functiéh defined in terms of independent copi@g)k>1 of g. Then,
using this sequence, the Hamiltonibly (o) of the diluted p-spin model on the space of spin
configurationsy = {—1,+1}N is defined by

Hu(o)= 5 6&(0iy,--, 0, )+h > i, (2)
K<m(AN) 1<i<N

wherer(AN) is a Poisson random variable with the mee and the indicesij k) k-1 are i.i.d.
uniform on{1,...,N}. The quantity

1
Fn = —Elog expHn(o) 3)
N9
is called the free energy of the model, and the probabilitasnee orxy defined by

Gn(0) = - expH (0) (4)
N

is called the Gibbs measure, where the normalizing fattois called the partition function. The
main goal in this model, as in other spin glass models, is topede the limit of the free enerdiy
in the infinite-volume limitN — co. In particular, any small perturbations of the Hamiltonihat
do not affect the limit of the free energy are allowed, as lasghey yield some useful information
about the Gibbs measure. In this paper, we will utilize pbdtions of two kinds to ensure that
in the infinite-volume limit the Gibbs measure satisfies thnéri@nda-Guerra identities and cavity
equations. These perturbations will be reviewed in Se@ion

Before we state our main result, let us first recall the débiniof asymptotic Gibbs measures
introduced in[[12] and also used in [13] (seé [3] for a différapproach via exchangeable random
measures).



Asymptotic Gibbs measuresLet (')~ be ani.i.d. sequence of replicas from the Gibbs measure
Gn and letuy be the joint distribution of the array of all spins on all riepb(af)lSiSN’zZl under
the average product Gibbs measE®@;*,

uN<{Ui’5:af ; 1§igN,nggn}):EGﬁ”<{af:af ; 1§i§N,1§£§n}) (5)

for anyn > 1 and anya! € {—1,+1}. We extenduy to a distribution on{ —1, +1}"*N simply by
settingo’ = 1 fori > N+ 1. Let.# denote the set of all possible limits @in) over subsequences
with respect to the weak convergence of measures on the abmaaluct spacé—1, +1}V<N,
Notice that the distribution of the Hamiltonian (2) is inkeart under the permutations of the
coordinates otr. Because of this property, called the symmetry between,satemeasures i/
inherit from uy the invariance under the permutation of both spin and repfidicesi and/. By
the Aldous-Hoover representatian [1], [6] for such digitibns, for anyu € .#, there exists a
measurable functios: [0,1]* — {—1,+1} such thatu is the distribution of the array

S = S(W, Uy, Vi, %), (6)

where the random variables (uy), (vi), (X ¢) are i.i.d. uniform on0, 1]. The functionsis defined
uniquely for a giveru € .# up to measure-preserving transformations (Theorem 2[2]indo we
can identify the distributiop of array(s') with s. Sincestakes values i —1,+1}, the distribution
U can be encoded by the function

o(w,u,V) = Eyxs(w, u,V,X), (7

whereEy is the expectation ix only. The last coordinatg , in (@) is independent for all pairs
(i,£), so it plays the role of ‘flipping a coin’ with the expectedwabr(w, u;,Vv;). Therefore, given
the function[(¥), we can redefirsby

1 A
+O-(W,Ug,V|)> _1

%wwmmKAZZ(mfé 5

(8)
without affecting the distribution of the arrdg ).

We can also view the functioag in () in a more geometric way as a random measure on
the space of functions, as follows. Lt anddv denote the Lebesgue measure[@ri| and let us
define a (random) probability measure

1

G =Gw=duo (u—o(wu,-))" 9)
on the space of functions efe [0, 1],
H =L?([0,1],dv) N {||0]je < 1}, (10)

equipped with the topology of?([0,1],dv). We will denote byo® - g2 the scalar product in
L2([0,1],dv) and by ||g|| the corresponding? norm. The random measuf@ in (@) is called
an asymptotic Gibbs measure. The whole process of gengigtins can be broken into several
steps:



(i) generate the Gibbs measuge= G, using the uniform random variabbe

(ii) consider an i.i.d. sequena® = a(w,u,, -) of replicas fromG, which are functions if;
(i) plug in i.i.d. uniform random variableé )i>1 to obtain the array*(vi) = o(W, Uy, \i);
(iv) finally, use this array to generate spins ag in (8).

The Mézard-Parisi ansatz in![8] predicts that all asympt@ibbs measures (possibly, under a
small perturbation of the Hamiltonian) have a very spedraicsure. We will not repeat here what
this structure is expected to be in general (seé [13] forildgtand will only describe it in the so
called 1-RSB case considered!in [8].

The 1-RSB Mézard-Parisi ansatz.Suppose that an asymptotic Gibbs meadgarns such that,
with probability one over the choice of this random measiime scalar produat? - o2 (also called
the overlap) of pointe! and o in the support ofs can take one of the two non-random values
g« < g*. In fact, this just means that the self-overlap is alwayso?! = g*, so that the measuf@

is supported on the sphejie||?> = g*, and the overlap of two different pointsds' - 2 = q,. Of
course, this also means that the measare purely atomic,

G(oq) =V for a €N, (1)

and we will assume that the atoms, which are called the patesstare always enumerated in the
decreasing order of their weight¢, >V, > ... >V, > .... For simplicity of notation, we will
keep the dependence of the functigg and the weight¥, onw implicit. Notice that in order to
describe the distributions of all spins generated in st@ps({v) above, in the 1-RSB case we need
to describe the joint distribution of the weighi¢y ) acn and the array gq (Vi))a ien. The 1-RSB
Mézard-Parisi ansatz predicts the following.

(@) The weight§Vy)qacn and the arrayog (Vi))q icn are independent.
(b) The weightgVy)qen have the Poisson-Dirichlet distributi®?D({) for somel € (0,1).

(c) There exists a functiofi : [0,1]® — [—1,1] such that

d . .
(Ob(w>)aJeN ::<f(a%aj7a%>)aJeN’ (12)
where allw, w', &), are i.i.d. random variables with the uniform distributiam[6, 1.

Let us discuss these properties in more detail. First ofvdien we sample replicas’) from the
Gibbs measur&, we sample them from the list of pure stateg )< in H according to weights
(Va)aen, Which have the Poisson-Dirichlet distributi®®D({). We remind that if(Xq ) gy is the
decreasing enumeration of a Poisson proceg9en) with the mean measugx ¢ dx for some
{ € (0,1) then the distribution of the sequence

Xa

Va —
Ya>1Xa

(13)



is called the Poisson-Dirichlet distributid?D({). It is well known (see e.g. Section 2.2 in [11])
that the parameter ,
=1-E ) V=K VoV

Z agl o a;ﬁ aVvpg
represents the probability that two pure states sampleat@diog to (V) will be different. Then,
independently from the weights of the pure states, we généna array gy (Vi))q.ien as in [12).
The random variabl@yg (v) is called the magnetization of thH& spin inside the pure staie
and, for a fixedw, the functionf(w, -, -) in (I2) represents the functional order parameter of
the Mézard-Parisi ansatz. Conditionally on this auxylilmndomnesso, the spin magnetizations
are generated independently over 1 and, for each, are generated in a completely symmetric
exchangeable fashion over the pure states 1. For example[(12) implies that the multi-overlaps

/aal(v) -+ Og,(V)dv
of pure statesrs, .. ., an (not necessarily all different) are equal in distribution t
Eif(w, o, f(w o, o),

whereE; denotes the expectation in the random variabbéséwg,)azl. Obviously, this quantity
depends only on the values

l(ay=ay) = 1(0q, - Ta, =q") for 1< 0,0/ <n

determined by the overlaps between pure states, so, inwtrds, multi-overlaps are determined
by the overlaps.

We will prove the 1-RSB Mézard-Parisi ansatz under a snaatlpbation of the Hamiltonian
(@). In the next section, we will define a slightly modified Haomian

HR*"(0) = Hn(0) + (o) (14)

for some small perturbation (o) that does not affect the limit of the free energy and, from
now on, consider asymptotic Gibbs measures corresponditigs perturbed Hamiltonian. The
perturbation will force the asymptotic Gibbs measures tsgaseveral properties sufficient to
prove the following.

Theorem 1 If h = 0 then any1-RSB asymptotic Gibbs measure such that40 satisfies the
Mézard-Parisi ansatz. If B 0 then q. # 0 and anyl-RSB asymptotic Gibbs measure satisfies the
Mézard-Parisi ansatz.

In the next section, we will also complement Theofidm 1 andagxpvhat happens wheim= 0
andg, = 0. We should also mention that, in general, Theokém 1 byfitkeds not say anything
about the free energy. However,ht£ 0 and one could show that, in some region of parameters
(A,B), all asymptotic Gibbs measures are 1-RSB then one couldetswer the Mézard-Parisi
1-RSB formula for the free energy whe> 2 is even, usingd [4,/9]. For the cake= 0, it would be
sufficient to show that for all small enoudgh# 0, all asymptotic Gibbs measures are 1-RSB. Then
one could also recover the formula for the free energy binkgtt go to zero.
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In the next section, we will describe two kinds of perturbatof the Hamiltonian and the
corresponding properties they ensure—some consequehttes@hirlanda-Guerra identities and
the cavity equations. In Sectidh 3, we will rewrite the ca@étjuations specifically for the 1-RSB
case and in Sectidd 4, using the properties of the Poissoohlzit distribution of the pure state
weights, we will deduce a variant of the cavity equationstfier pure states. In Sectibh 5, we will
prove the key consequence of the cavity equations, and tro8&we will use it to prove Theorem
[l in the case wheh = 0. In Sectiori 7, we will study the case whgn= 0, and in Sectiofl8 we
will prove Theoreni Il in the case whér 0.

2 Properties of Gibbs measures via perturbations

The perturbation terrhfy"(c) in () will consist of two parts,
(o) = (o) +hi(0). (15)

Each part will be responsible for a certain property of thengstotic Gibbs measures.

Perturbation of the first kind. For each > 1, let us consider the procegg (o) on {—1,+1}N
given by
1

INe(0) = —7

Giy,....i, Oiy - - - Oiys (16)
Ng/z 1<iy,...,ig<N ' o '

where(gj,,...i,) are i.i.d. standard Gaussian random variables, and define

; 2% (o (17)

wheresy = NY for anyy € (1/4,1/2) and parametersg) € [0,3] for all £ > 1. In Section 2 in[[18]

it was explained that this perturbation does not affect mmﬂat bf the free energy and, for some
choice of parameteng) = (x?')gzl, all asymptotic Gibbs measures satisfy the Ghirlanda-fauer
identities [5]. We will not repeat the definition of the Glainida-Guerra identities here and will only
mention their main consequences proved in Theorem|[1 in [h8}€ precisely, the consequences
of the invariance principle discovered in [10] that follofvem the Ghirlanda-Guerra identities).
Namely, Theorem 1 and the discussion right after the Caxollain [13] imply that any 1-RSB
asymptotic Gibbs measure satisfies the properties (a) grid {be 1-RSB Mézard-Parisi ansatz
and property (c) is replaced with

(cY There exists a functiof : [0,1]* — [—1,1] such that

d . .
(Oa(vi))a,ieN = (f(w, wa’wl’w|67>)a,ieN’ (18)
where allw, wy, coi,a)j]r are i.i.d. random variables with the uniform distributiom[6, 1].

This means that our main goal now is to show that we can replame the right hand side of
(@8) by a function that does not depend @g, proving the representatioh (12) that encodes a
much simpler and much more symmetric structure thah (18wéslready mentioned above, in
the case when, = 0, we will not be able to prove Theorem 1 and, instead, givefaHewing
characterization.



Theorem 2 For almost all (w, wy, '), the conditional distribution of (fw, wy, @', wl) in (I8)
given(w, wy, w') is symmetric if and only if g= 0.

Both Theoreni 1 and Theorem 2 will be deduced fréni (18) and éhéycequations that can be
proved with the help of the following perturbation.

Perturbation of the second kind.Consider a sequen¢ey) such thaty 1 o and|cy;1—cn| — 0.
Consider an i.i.d. sequence of indid@sk ¢) j k ¢>1 With the uniform distribution or{1,...,N}, let
r(cn) be a Poisson random variable with the megn(m;(A p)),>1 be i.i.d. Poisson with the mean
Ap, and(6; k)¢ k=1 are i.i.d. copies of the functiofil(1). We define the secontlpeation term by

h2 (o) = > IogAvexp( > Gg7k(ail7kﬁé,...,aipflﬁu,e)+h£>, (19)
¢<Tmlen) k<TLTAD)

where Av denotes the average oger { —1,+1}. Notice that the conditiofty.1 —cn| — 0 implies
thatcy /N — 0 and, therefore, this perturbation also does not affedtrttieof the free energy. The
perturbation[(19) was introduced in [12] in order to prove tavity equations for the spins. In a
few words, the main idea behind this perturbation is thaptesents the affect on the Hamiltonian
of addingmi(cy) spins to the system and treating them as cavity coordinates. adds some
stability to the Gibbs measure when we consider a finite numiedditional coordinates as cavity
coordinates (they are lost inside the big crowd®fy ) cavity coordinates, so to speak) and this
stability allows one to prove the following cavity equation

We will need to pick various sets of different spin coordésain the array(s’) in (@), and
it is inconvenient to enumerate them using one index1. Instead, we will use multi-indices
| =(i1,...,in) forn>1andiy,...,ih > 1 and consider

S = S(W, Up, Vi, X ¢), (20)

where all the coordinates are uniform fihl] and independent over different sets of indices. For
convenience, below we will separate averaging with resfpedindom variables that are indexed
by different replica indice$, and for this purpose we will use the notation

S = S(W,u,vi,X ). (21)

Now, take arbitrary integens,m,q > 1 such than < m. The indexqg will represent the number
of replicas selectedn will be the total number of spin coordinates amavill be the number of
cavity coordinates. For each replica index q we consider an arbitrary subset of coordinates
C, C{1,...,m} and split them into cavity and non-cavity coordinates,

cl=c,n{1,...,n}, C2=C/n{n+1,....,m}. (22)
The following quantities represent the cavity fieldsifor 1,

A(e)= 5  Bilstifk--->Sp-1ik €) +he, (23)
k<1g(Ap)

wheree € {—1,+1}, (15(Ap))i>1 are i.i.d. Poisson random variables with the mégm and
(6 k)ki>1 are i.i.d. copies of the functionl(1). L& denote the expectation inand the random
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variablesx for all multi-indicesl, and Av denote the uniform average oyen)i>1 in {—1, +1}.
Define
U, = E'Av |_| & |_| S epoAi(si) andV = E’AvepoAi(si). (24)

ieCl iec? i<n i<n

Then Theorem 1 in [12] states that, for any asymptotic Gibbasure, we have

EFE’us:Eﬂ% (25)
<q ieC qu

The left hand side can be written using replica&f$ < q ﬂiecésf, so it represent an arbitrary joint
moment of spins in the arrall(6). The right hand side expsas$at happens to this joint moment
in the infinite-volume limit when we treat the firatspins as cavity coordinates. We will utilize
these cavity equations to show that the functfan (18) can be replaced by a function in{12) that
does not depend on the coordinaig.

Let us remark that the proof of the cavity equations in [125wg#&en only in the case when
h =0, but it is identical in the case whdm£ 0. Simply, the cavity field has one additional term
he. Also, the perturbation$ (17) and (19) were considered 8} &ihd [12] separately and not at
the same time as we do here. However, it is not difficult to sem$pecting the proofs there that
these two perturbations do not interfere with each othervemdan obtain all the corresponding
consequences for the asymptotic Gibbs measures at the same.¢. (a), (b), (¢)and [25). For
example, since the perturbatidn [17) is of a smaller orderaffect on the cavity fields will be
negligible and can be ignored in the proof of the cavity eiquast(25). On the other hand, since the
perturbation[(19) is also of a smaller order, it does notcaffiee self-averaging of the free energy,
which was the main reason behind the Ghirlanda-Guerraittent

3 Rewriting the cavity equations

In this section, we will rewrite the cavity equations](25]}le 1-RSB case using the discrete nature
of the Gibbs measure if_(IL1) and the representation of spgnet&ations inside the pure states
stated in[(1B). This is nothing but a straightforward refalation in a couple of steps. In the first
step, it will be convenient to extend the definition of thedtion 8 in (@) from {—1,+1}P to
[—1,1]P as follows. Since the produd - - - g, in () takes only two values1, we can write

expb (01, ...,0p) =ch(Bg)(1+th(Bg) 01--- Op). (26)

In a moment, we will be averaging eipover the coordinatesy, . .., 0p independently of each
other, so the resulting average will be of the same form wijttaking values inf—1,1]. We will
again represent this average as éxpith 6 now defined by

6(o1,...,0p) = Iog(ch(ﬁg) (1+th(Bg)o1--- ap)). (27)

Of course, on the sdt-1, +1}P this definition coincides witH {1).
Let us writeE’ = EEy, whereE, denote the expectation inandEy denotes the expectations
in the random variableg for all multi-indicesl. Recalling [7) and(21), we can write

S_| = EXSI = 0(W7U7V|)' (28)

8



If, similarly to (23), we denote

A(e)= > BlStik--->Sp-1ik €)+he (29)
k<1g(Ap)

then, usingl(26) and_(27), we can write
Ex expz Ae) = expz A(g). (30)

Therefore, if similarly to[(24) we define

U, = ELAV & []5exed A(g) andV = EuAvexpy A(s) (31)

ieCl ieC? i<n i<n

then the cavity equations (25) can be rewritten as

_ U,
EJ_| Ey ﬂsi:Eﬂ Vf (32)
<q ieCy <q

Simply, we averaged out the random variables\Next, let us denote

AveexpAi(e) _ AveexpAi(e)

A =logAvexpAi(e) and & = ——— oA () oxDA (33)
Then, [31) can be rewritten as
U, = Ey 1] s_iepoA_q andV:EuepoA_q. (34)
ieCt iec? i<n i<n

Finally, comparing the definition of the meas@en (9) with the fact that in the 1-RSB case the
measures is discrete as i (11), the expectatiBpin u corresponds to averaging over the points
0y in the support ofs with the weightsv,. We will use this observation simultaneously with the
property [(18). Therefore, if we now define

§ = f(w w0, o), (35)
Aia(g) = Z Gl,k<sii,k7 cee 7sgfl,i,k7 8) + h€7 (36)
k<1 (Ap)
A7 = logAvexpAl(e), (37)
o AveexpAf(e) AveexpAl(e)
S = A a = a (38)
vexpA(¢) expA
and letA” = 3, Af then [31) can be redefined by (using equality in distribu(@))
Uy = > Va [ & [ &7 expA? and V= S VaexpA®. (39)
a>l jecl  ieC? a>1
Moreover, if we denote " .
VI = Vo expA™ Vg expA (40)

V S a>1Va EXPAT
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then the cavity equations (32) take form

B X Ve [5 =5[] 3 Va [1&° [ (41)

a>1l  ieCy <qa>1l jec! iec?

We can also write this as

B 3 Var Ve [][]€ =5 § VW ] @

ag,..,0 <giec} ieC?

In the next section, we will use this form of the cavity eqaas to obtain a different form directly
for the pure states that does not involve averaging overuhe gtates.

4 Cavity equations for the pure states

Let .# be theo-algebra generated by the random varialgjgs(the Gaussian coefficients of the
functionsé, k), 5 (A p), w, w' for various indice§, excluding only the random varialdgsand w),
that are indexed byg. Conditionally on%, let (§)i<n be random vectors independent ouer 1
with the distribution of(§,)i<n in (38) under the change of density

RG . eXpZAa

~ Eqexpl A9’ (43)

whereE, denotes the expectation in the random variah)gsandw('x. Notice that this distribution
does not depend oa so, conditionally of.#, (§%)i<n are i.i.d. fora > 1. We will prove the
following.

Theorem 3 The equality in distribution holds (not conditionally ch),

(Eia)igmaeN g (Sia)igmaeN' (44)

Proof. We begin by noticing that the property {18) implies that thertap of two pure states

1 L S
Ra,ﬁ = UG'UB:/() O—G(V)O—B(V)dvgEif(w7wa7wl7wla)f(w7w[37wl7w[|3)7 (45)

wherelE; denotes the expectation in the random variables that depetite spin index. By the
1-RSB assumptiorR, g = q. for a # B andR, g = q* for a = B. If we recall the definition[(35),
this implies that

Raup =Ei s = q.l(a #B) +q'1(a = B). (46)

In the cavity equation$ (42), let us now make a special choicke set<C2. For each pai(/, ')

of replica indices such that4 ¢ < ¢’ < g, take any integen, » > 0 and consider a s€, » C
{n+1,...,m} of cardinality|C, »| = n; ». Let all these sets be disjoint, which can be achieved by
takingm=n+731-/p<qnye. FOr eacky <g, let

= (U Ce,e/) U( U C“)'

0>/ o<t
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Then a given spin indeke {n+1,...,m} appears in exactly two sets, sé;g, andCf,, and the
expectation of[{42) irwi,wgé,wg[, will produce a factol; s's" = Ry,,q,. For each pai(/,¢'),
there will be exactlyn, »» such factors, so averaging in {42) in the random variabfesy, , wg,[,
forallie {n+1,...,m} will resultin

E Z v,;rl vaq|‘| Ra'a, J‘| S =E z vgl Vo MRele, [T T1 & @7)
<QieC}

<f’ <qiect
Approximating by polynomials, we can replagg_ Rg’/;,ﬂ by an indicator of the set

C={(a,...,dq) | Rya, =que forall 1< ¢ < ¢ <q} (48)

for any choice of constrainty , taking valuegy. or g*. In fact, since the overlaps take only two
values, we can write this indicator as a finite linear comtiamaof monomials withn, ,» taking
values 0 or 1. We can also write the §eas

C={(oq,...,aq) | ay=ap ifand onlyifq.» = q"}. (49)

Therefore, [(4]7) implies

z Eval Ver J—l aé —
quecl (a1,...,a

(al7'-'7aq ’” q)ec

Ve [TE 60

<QieC}

Using the property (a) of the Merard-Parisi ansatz, whiglva mentioned is the consequence of
the perturbation of the first kind, we can rewrite the leftdhaide as

Z EVq, - VaqE
(ay,...,0q)€C QIEC1

Moreover, it is obvious from the definition of the arrgfyin (35) that the second expectation does
not depend oiay,...,aq) € C.

On the other hand, on the right hand sidelof (50) hétand&® depend on the same random
variables through the functioA? (¢). However, the fact that by the property (b) of the Mézard-
Parisi ansatz the sequence of weigfits) has the Poisson-Dirichlet distributid?D({) allows
us to overcome this obstacle as follows. We will considerrdredom variable®/;, and & as
functions ofw, and w), for various multi-indiced, conditionally on theo-algebra.# defined
above the equation (43). Notice that, conditionally?f the random pairgA?, (§%)i<n) are i.i.d.
overa > 1. Letp : N — N be the map that rearranges the weig¥tsin (40) in the decreasing
order,

Vo) > Vo) > o> Vo) >

Then Theorem 2.6 in[11] implies that

Vit (& icn) oy & (Ve (E)icn) (51)

a>1

where the two sequences on the right hand side @verl are independent, the sequeli¢g)q>1
has the Poisson-Dirichlet distributid®D({), the random vector§é,? )i<n are i.i.d. overa > 1
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and have the distribution df”)i<, under the change of densify (43). Since the distribution of
the weightsPD({), does not depend on the condition, the two sequences aréndispendent
unconditionally. Together with the fact thatis a bijection (this is a consequence of Theorem 2.6
in [11] and is explained below equation (2.24)inl[11]) &pday),...,p(aq)) € Cif and only if
(ay,...,0q) € C, the equation (51) implies that the right hand sidé_of (50) lwa written as

EV/ V/ 50@ Evl €P d//
(o, Zcrqe(: " J_lql_l Z plas J_lql_l

ieC} ai),... p(aq))ec ieCt
= Z Eval Vaq J_l |_| E Cfg EVal Vaq E J_l I_l E aé .
(ay,...,aq)€ <dieC} Orq)EC <giec}

This proves that

S BV Vg, E S EVa,-Vg E J_l Mée.

(ag,...,0q)eC q|ec1 (al,...,aq)ec q|ec1

Again, the second expectation in the sum on the right doesleyénd onay, ..., aq) € C and,
since the choice of the constraints in the definitioCatas arbitrary, this proves that

J_lmecl J_lﬁhelglgaé 2

for any ai,...,aq € N. Clearly, one can express any joint moment of the elementiseise two
arrays by choosing > 1 large enough and choosimg, ..., aq and the setﬁ:él properly, so the
proof is complete. O

5 A conseqguence of the cavity equations

If we recall thatE, denotes the conditional expectation given thalgebra% (i.e. in the random
variableswy andaw),) then, using replicas and (46), we can write 6013, y, & € N all different,

E(Eas{ S — EaS{Bosf)” = B[ S§s) — 28] S s + Bsf /)
= RS g —2Ra pRay+Ra pRy5 = (4:)° —2(0)% + (g.)* = 0. (53)
By Theoreni B, this implies that
0=REFEFELE] — omEPESELEY + REPELE)E) = B(Badf &S —Boé{Ealf)
and, thereforeliy ff’fz“ =Eq Ef’Ea 32" almost surely. If we recall that, conditionally ch, (Eia>i§n
have the distribution of&)i<n under the change of densify (43), we can rewrite this as
Eqél &R =Eqé{RYEqESR” (54)

almost surely. Since this equation involves only two spiardinates = 1,2, we can take = 2 in
the definition ofR? as well, so that (recall(37))

expl A% = expl A] explAS.

12



Let us denote b¥, ; the expectation in the random variabhaé;“k for j < p—1andk > 1 that
appear in the definition o&7 (¢) in (36). Let us define

1
B = 2'09Ea7i expl A7, (55)
o expl(Bf +BJ)

= 56

Q Eqexpl (B +BY)’ (56)

N’ = Eq,i§" expl (A" —Bf"). (57)

Then it is easy to see that (54) can be rewritten as

Eqnins Q% =Eqn{Q*Eqns Q” (58)

almost surely. Since we already averaged the random vasiall, here the expectatidiy is in
wy only. We will now use this to prove the main result of this s&tt

Theorem 4 The random variableg® do not depend ony,.

Here and below, when we say that a function (or random vag)atibes not depend on a certain
coordinate, this means that the function is equal to thes@esover that coordinate almost surely.
Before we start the proof, let us make some simple prelimio@iservations. Both sides df (58)
depend on the random variabigs, 75(A p), w, w!''K that generate the-algebraZ. The Poisson
random variabless (A p) and 7»(A p) can take any value € N at the same time with positive
probability and, sincd_(58) holds almost surely, we carviifd p) = (A p) = nin (58) for any

n € N. Next, by the definition of the functiofl, both sides of (58) are continuous functions of the
variablesg;  for k < n. This implies that we can sek 1 = g2 = gk, and the equality (58) will
hold for all values ofgy, almost surely ovew and w!'X for j < p—1 andk < n. Finally, let us
fix any w such that[(58) holds for almost alh"¥ for j < p— 1 andk < n. Thus, from now on
m(Ap) =Te(Ap)=n,0k1 =02 = 0 for k< nandw are all fixed. For simplicity of notation, let
us temporarily denote; = (w"¥)j<p_1 k<n fori=1,2. Then

N = ¢ (Ui, wy) andQ” = ¢(uy, Uz, Wa)
for some functiong andy and [58) can be written as

Eo ¢ (U1, o) @ (Uz, o) (U, Uz, o) = [] Ead (Ui, 0a) (U, U2, @) (59)
21,2

for almost allug, u;. To prove Theorernl4, we need to show tthéti, ) does not depend oy .

Proof of Theorem[4.1f for fixed (A p) = (A p) = nandgk 1 = Ok 2 = gk for k < nwe denote
C = B Sk<n|9« then, by the definition of the functio, we can bound\* (¢) in (36) from above
and below by-C < A% (&) <C. This implies that

e < QY = Y(up,up, wy) < €. (60)

Of course,|¢| < 1. Suppose that for some> 0, there exists a s& C [0,1](P~Y" of positive
Lebesgue measure such that the varianceM#r(u, wy)) > € foruec U. Givend > 0, let(S)>1
be a partition ot ([0, 1],dx) such that diarf§,) < o for all ¢. Let

U= {ue0, P p(u,-) e S}.
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For som¢e/, the Lebesgue measureldinU, will be positive, so for somey,u, € U,
Eq|¢ (U1, 0a) — ¢ (U2, wa )| < 0. (61)
The equationg (60) and (61) imply that
Eq ¢ (Ur, o) (U, Uz, o) — Eq (U, a) P(Ur, Up, g ) | < €6
and, similarly,
B¢ (U, ) (Uz, o) P(Un, Uz, W) — Ea @ (U, o) 2 (U, Up, o )| < €°°5.

Since|¢| < 1 andEq ¢ = 1, the first inequality implies that

) [ EadJ(Ui,wa)tﬂ(ul,uZ,wa)—(Ea¢(ul,wa>tﬂ(ul,uZ,wa>)2) <e®s,
i=1,2

which, together with the second inequality ahd| (59), ingplie
Ed¢(u17 %)ZW(Ula uz, wa) - (Ed¢(u17 wa)q—’(Ul, uz, (Ua))z S 2e4C6
The left hand side is a variance with the dengitand can be written using replicas as
1
5 /[ (9(u1) = 0(1.9) (U, Uz (U, . y) dcly

By (60) and the fact that; € U, we can bound this from below by

%egc J[(9(ux) ~ 9(us.y)) dxcdy— e Var, (9 (11, @n)) > & Fe.

Comparing lower and upper bounds&e < €5, we arrive at contradiction, sina®> 0 was
arbitrary. Therefore, Vay, (¢ (u, wy)) = 0 for almost allu and this finishes the proof. 0

6 Proof of Theorem[d whenh=10

We begin with one basic observation. For integer 1, let us define

1
(™ (w,u,v) = / f(w,u,v,x)"dx (62)
0

The equation[(45) implies that

1
/ £ (w,ug, v) O (w, Uz, V) dv= g, (63)
0

for almost allw, uy, uz € [0, 1], which in turn implies the following.

Lemma 1 The function Y (w,u,v) does not depend on the second coordinate u.
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Proof. By (63), for almost allw € [0, 1], the measure
duo (u— fP(wu,)) ™

on L?([0,1],dv) (or H in @0Q)) is such that, for any two points®, g2 in its support, we have
ol. 02 = q,. Clearly, this can happen only if the measure is concentratedne point and this
finishes the proof. O

For simplicity of notation, we will sometimes omit the coordteu but still use the same notation
for the function. For example, we will writé) (w,v) and notice that, by Lemnia 1 arid{63),

1
/ O (w,v)2dv= g, (64)
0

for almost allw € [0, 1]. This implies another observation, which requires no proof

Lemma 2 If . # Othen, for almost al(w, u) € [0, 1]2, the functions ) (w,u, -) = @ (w, -) and
f(M(w,u, -) for even m> 2 are not identically zero.

In Theoren_# we proved that” does not depend om, and, tracing all the definitions back to
(38), n{ can be written as

o EqiAveexpAl(e)(AvexpAl(e))¢—t
e Eq i(AvexpA?(g))<

(65)

Sincee € {—1,+1}, we can write
exphe = ch(h) (1+th(h)e).
Therefore, byl(2[7) and (36),

expA’(e) =ch(h) [] ch(Bgik) (1+th(Bgik) stk Sp-1ik€) (1 +th(h)e).
k<7(Ap)

Obviously, ctth) and all the factors dif8g; k) will cancel out in [65) so we can omit them. Let us
now fix 15(A p) = n. Sincea andi are now fixed, for simplicity of notation, let us denote

t« =th(Bgix) and sy =Sk - Sp_1ik (66)
and for the remainder of the paper redefine
expA’ (€) = [ (1 +tswe) (1+th(h)e). (67)
k<n

As in the discussion in the paragraph below Theorém 4, sincep) is discrete and)” is a
continuous function ofy = th(Bg; k), we can say tha” does not depend ow, in the sense
that it is equal to its expectatidi, in wy for all n > 1, for almost allw,, for almost ally; =
(%) j<p_1k<n and for allty € (—1,1) for k < n. In particular, we will use that, for afl > 1, all
partial derivatives ofy? in (tx)k<n do not depend omy,.
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In the remainder of this section we will consider the mordidift case wherh = 0. If we
taken = 3 then from[(6V) we obtain

X := AvexpA () = 1+t1tos1)Spp) +titaS1)S(3) +t2t3S2)S(3),
Y := AveexpA (&) = t1S1) +1t2S12) +taS3) + titalzS1)S2)S(3)- (68)

We will fix t3 to be any non-zero value, for example= 1/2 and, for anyn > 1, consider

amns _ 0™ EqiYXx (69)
0t10t£n*1 ti=t;=0  Jt 01, -1 Emixf ti=t,=0’
oamn® _ 9™ EqiYX! (70)
0t lu=,=0 0t Eg4;X¢ Iy=t,=0

We will prove the following.

Lemma 3 The derivative[(69) is given by a linear combinationE);]ﬂis(l)s'(g;ls'(g)+1 with some
non-zero coefficient and various products of factors of yipe t

M M g
Em.s(l)s(z)s(s) (71D

with integer powers mm,,mz < m. The derivative[(70) is given by a linear combination of
Eajs'(g)s’gl with some non-zero coefficient and various products of faabthe typel(71) with
integer powers A my, mg < m.

Proof. We will only prove the first claim concerning the derivatif&d], since the proof of the
second claim is similar. First of all, notice that when we lg@pderivative to the denominator, this
results in some power of the denominator and we get anothtrfaqual to the derivative of the
Eq,iX¢. SinceX|,—t,—0 = 1, in the end all denominators will just be equal to one. Whertake a
derivative of some power of, we end up with another power &ftimes one of the factors

oX oX
o~ 25wSe TBswSe): g ~UswSe TS2)Se); (72)
Further non-trivial derivatives of such factors can onlyeguis

92X
oudt, S1)52)-

On the other hand, if these factors are not differentiatethe end they become

[7'_X
oty

oX
NP U R M R C L

Non-trivial derivatives ofY will include Y|t —t,—0 = t3S(3) and
oY 7
oty

Y
t1=to,=0 a S(l), 0t2

t1=to=0 N S(Z) and dtlﬁtz

0= BSWS253): (73)

t1=to=
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All together, this makes it clear that the derivativel (69) i given by a sum of various products
of factors of the typé‘la,isal)sz%s%.

The main observation we will need is the answer to the folhgrjuestion: what is the largest
power amongny, my andmg that we can possibly achieve? Let us first present one caediola
the answer. IN(69), let us not touch the denominator, lebaslifferentiate the factor, and apply
all derivatives to the factox¢~—1. In the end, the factor will give Yty =t,=0 = t3S(3). Also, every
time we differentiate the power &f and get one of the factors in_(72), let us not differentiatesh
factors and continue differentiating only the powersxofWe will end up with the term (up to a
non-zero constant)

g (G (G

=13 Ea,isy S5, 'S (74)

t1=to,=0
Notice that we get one power sf) from the factory and each time we differentiate a power of
X, we gain one power ods. It remains to understand why there is no other way to obteen t
powerm+ 1 for one of the factors. The key pointis that, o= { ora={ —1 and anyk > 1, the
derivatives
akxa

an K

t1=to=0 oty Iti=t;=0

okxa
dtlé't'z‘*l

can not produce a power higher tiﬁ{ﬂ or §(‘2) or s'(‘s). This can be proved formally by considering
the Taylor series fof1+ x)2 aroundx = 0 with

X = 11128(1)S(2) +t113S(1)S(3) +12l3S(2)S(3)-

There are two ways to get a term wt&hl'z‘*l,

k— k—
titoS 1) Sz (tataS(2 S3) O titssinySia (totas Se) (75)

and there is only one way to get a term Wighand withoutty, (t2t35(2)5(3))k. In both cases, the
highest power ik. Let us now consider various casesk &= m, we are computing the derivative
o™/ ot10t3 ~1 so the termd(75) will give us (up to constants)

-1 —1

SHSR%E O SwSe 3
If we apply this derivative t&X¢~1, with another factos sy coming fromY |t,—t,—0, we will get

— 1ol

S)SRSE O W) @)
Of course, the second term is the one we gdtin (74). Now, lebasider other possibilities that do
not involve differentiating the denominator. If we wasteear two derivatives olY as in [Z3), all
the factors still have power one, and now we are left with astke- m— 1 derivatives to apply to

X¢~1, We know that the highest power we can achievied4sm— 1, and it is not enough to reach
m+ 1. Finally, if we apply some derivative to the denominatbe best we can do is to apply all

17



derivatives to the factoxX?. In this case, again, we can only attain the highest powealgqun
and this proves the first claim. For the second claim, thefgscalmost the same using

2B (0 ()

1 1
o= B Eais()Sa) (76)

instead of[(74). This finishes the proof. 0
Let us recall the functiori (™ (w,u,v) defined in[[62) and consider a function

g™ (W,u, (V) j<p-1) = [ £ (w,u,v;). (77)

jsp-1
We will now show that Lemmil 3 implies the following.

Lemma 4 For all m > 1, the function §" defined in[{7I7) does not depend on u and, therefore, we
can write it as ™ (W, (vj)j<p-1)-

Proof. For better agreement with the notation in Lerima 3, we will bevimg thatg(™?) does
not depend omi for m> 0. By Lemmad_1, we know this fam = 0. Form = 1, the derivative[(69)
will be a linear combination dEavis(l)s(zs) and other terms consisting of products of factor$ in (71)
with powersm, equal to O or 1. N

Since the expectatioRy | is in the random variables))" and these random variables are
independent in different factosg,), we get

EGJ Sm3

M s .dm .de
an.sls S _Ea,.lem.s 3)"

(1)7(2)7(3) (1) (2)
Furthermore, for the same reason
IE“:d,is(k) = Ea,isiik‘ : ‘Ea,isg_17i7k~

Finally, by (62) and Lemmil 1,
EC!JS?’iyk = EC!J f(w7 wav wj7i7k7 wg{:i:k) = f(l) (CA), waa wj7i7k) = f(l)(w7 wj7i7k)

almost surely, so it does not depend @g. This proves that all the factorls (71) with poweng
equal to 0 or 1 do not depend aw and, since the derivative (69) also does not depen@gn

aniS(l)Sgs) = aniS(l)EaJS%S) = Emisé) |_| f(l)(w, C()j’i’l) (78)
jsp-1

does not depend am,. Wheng, = 0, by (64), the right hand side ih ([78) is equal to zero almost
surely and we get no information. Whep # 0, by Lemmd_R, for almost allb, we can find
(w"1)j<p-1 such that the last product on the right hand sidé_of (78) izand and, since it does
not depend oy, we proved that

Eaisy = [] f?(w wa,0"?) (79)
jsp-1
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does not depend oy . In other words, the functiof (¥7) fon = 2 does not depend an

Suppose that we proved that the functgfl does not depend omfor ¢ < m. To make the
induction step, we will use the first statement of Lenirha 3 fid im, and the second statement for
evenm. In both cases, by the induction assumption, each fact@tlih (

Edl szsmg rLEa.s”“ |_L |_| IEorl ]|k kl_Lj<|;|1f(m()(w (Uaawj’l’k)

i<p—-1

does not depend amy,, because alin, < m. Since the derivative§ (69) arid (70) do not depend on
W, Lemmd B implies that

Ea,iSq sm 1strl and Eq is, strl

do not depend ony, .
Whenmis odd, we use thdt, i1 sm‘lserl which by the induction assumption is equal to

)7(2)

(0,00, @) ] 1™ (w00, 0M2) [T 1 (0,00, 019)
jsp-1 jsp-1 j<p-1
:g(l)(Ol),(O)j’i’l)jgpfl)g(m_l)(w 7|72 <p 1 I—l fm+1 ©, Wy, w]IS)

jsp-1

does not depend o, . Becausen— 1 is even in this case, by Lemrhh 2, for almostwalve can
find (w!'1);<p_1 and(w!-?);<p_1 such that the first two factors are not zero, and this implias t

Eaishy'= [] ™" (w0 (80)
jsp-1

does not depend amy, . This completes the induction step wheris odd.
Whenmis even, we use thﬂmi%)%)“, which by the induction assumption is equal to

f(m)(w,wa7wj7i72) I—l f(m“)(a),wa,a)j’i’s)
j<p-1 j<p 1

=g (@ ) [] P00l

does not depend an, . Becausenis even, by Lemm@l2, for almost ali we can find(w/2)<p_1
such that the first factor is not zero, and this again imphes t

Eaishy'= [] ™" (w02 (81)
jsp-1
does not depend amy . This finishes the proof. O

We are now ready to prove the first claim of Theofém 1.

Proof of Theorem[1 (The case k= 0). Let us consider functiorig : [0,1] — [0,1] for j < p—1
such tha(Tj(w))j<p-1 are i.i.d. uniform or{0, 1] whenw is uniform on[0, 1]. Consider a function
g:[0,1]* — [-1,1] given by

gwuvx) = [T fwuTj(v),Tj(x)- (82)
j<p-1
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Then, foranym> 1,

oM wu) = [gwuvxdx= 1 [fwuTi0mdx= [ 1 wuT).
j<p-1 j<p-1

Since we showed in Lemnia 4 that the right hand side does neindepnu, if we consider the
conditional distribution of(w, u, v, x) given (w, u, V),

P(w,u,v; [—o0,y]) = HX } g(w,u,v,x) < y}‘ (83)

then this distribution function does not dependwand we can write it a®(w,v; [—,y]). If we
consider its quantile transform

h(w,v,x) = inf{y | x < P(w,v;[—o0,])}

then, for allm > 1, we have

1 1
/ g(W,U,V,X)de:/ h(W,V,X)de
0 0

almost surely. By comparing the joint moments, this implies

d
(g(wv War 5 W' ) w!x)) aeNJles — (h(w’ 3 ) Ol)é,)) aeNjie.s (84)

for any countable set of multi-indiceg. On the other hand, if we take= (i, k), then

00, . ¥, ) = ] (@000, Ty (). Ty )
jsp-1

can be viewed, by the definition of the functiofi$) ;<p—1, as another representation for
ik o ojik
Zic= 1 stix= [1 fle om0 o).
jsp-1 j=p-1

More specifically, the equatioh (84) implies that

(;'(?k)a,i,keN = (h(w, a', wfi?;k))a,i,keN' (85)

Since the cavity field& (¢) in (36) can be written as
A'(e)= Y Bgik [] sfike+he= Y PBoixzye+he,
k<75 (A p) j<p-1 k<75(A p)
we can now redefine them in the cavity equations by directlynge
7 = h(w, &, ax)
instead of defining the facto%?k in (35) separately. Sinc&” (&) now does not depend amny,
the change of density i (#3) can be rewritterRés= [, R, where

R POAT

= Bar ooty >
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and wherék, ; denotes the expectation in the random varia@d&g)kzl. Notice that both random
variables&® in (38) andR{ are now functions of

@, Ui := (T5(AP), (G kkeo1; (0 F)k=1) and U = (w1

The random variables; are i.i.d. fori > 1, and the random variablés® are i.i.d. fora,i > 1.
Therefore, since the change of denstfydecouples as i (86), conditionally on ttrealgebra?
generated by the random variabtesind (U; )i>1, the distribution of eac§” in Theorem B is now
simply the distribution o€,% under the change of densi®. Moreover, conditionally or, the

random variableg” are independent and can be generated in distributidif'as F (w, Ui, wh)

for some functior-. We can also generaltg as a function otv' uniform on[0, 1] and, therefore, in
distribution E" = f(w, w', w),) for some functionf. By Theoreni B and{18), this precisely gives
the representatiof (IL2), so the proof if finished. O

7 Proof of Theorem(2

We will now prove Theorernl2. First, suppose that= 0. Then, similarly to[(53), we can write

E(Eas{sf)” = Es{ S = RS 5 = (0.)2 = 0. (87)
By Theoreni B, this implies that
0=E& &8 = BB &)’
and, thereforell4 ff’fz" = 0 almost surely. In the notation (57), this can be rewritten a
Eqninz Q" =0 (88)
almost surely. As in the proof of Theorén 4, this implies tjét= 0 almost surely or, equivalently,
EqiAve expAl (€)(AvexpA?(g))* 1 =0 (89)
almost surely. Recalling the notatidn [66) ahd| (67), if wevtiaken = 2 then we get

-1

Ea,i (t1S) +t2Si2) (1+ titesysz) ¢ - =0

almost surely. Using the Taylor series fdr+ x)¢~1, we see that the monomila[f‘+1t£n appears
with the factor

EqigtHign — FM0) (69 oy, ol oL M (, wa, w2), (90)
aiS1) S j<|;|1 o | <|;|1

which then must be equal to zero almost surely. Similarly4fs) (we can write

0#0" =Ra,a = Eif (0, w0y, 0, wh)? = Eif?(w, oy, ). (91)
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This implies that for almost al, w, the functionf(z)(w, wq, - ) is not identically zero which, of
course, implies that(m)(w, Wy, - ) is not identically zero for all evem > 2. Therefore, for even
m, we can find(w’?)j<_1 such that the second productin}(90) is not zero, so

f(m+1)(a), W, Ol)j’i’l) -0
jsp-1

almost surely. Clearly, this implies theﬁfm”)(w,u,v) = 0 almost surely for all evem, which
means that the conditional distribution ffw, u, v,x) given (w, u,v),

P(w, u,v;[—o0,y]) = | {x | f(w,u,v,x) <y}|, (92)

is symmetric.
Now, suppose that the distribution n_{92) is symmetric flonast all (w, u,v). Since, for any
n>1,

Av |_| (1+tk(—5(k))€) = Av |_| (1+tk5(k)€),

k<n k<n
AVE [ (1+t(—sk)e) = —Ave [] (1 +tskE),
k<n k<n

the symmetry of the distributidB(w, u, v; [—o,y]) implies (89) and, thus, (88). In turf, (88) implies
(87), sog. = 0. O

8 Proof of Theorem[1, the casé& # 0

For simplicity of notation, we will denote = th(h) € (—1,1) \ {0}. If we taken =1 in (67) then
AvexpAl () = 14 ctis) and AeexpA (e) = c+t1Sy). (93)

Now, using that both

-1,0

Eqi(1+c Yys4))(1+ct (-1 Eqi(1+ct 1+ctysq )¢t
c o = i 15(1))( 15(1)) and 1— i 15(1))( 15(1))

Ea,i(1+4ctiS1))¢ Eq,i(1+ctiSq))¢

do not depend ony,, we get that

1—c_1r7i“ B Eavitls(l)(l-i-CtJ_S(l))Z_l
c—c! Eq,i(14ctiS))¢

(94)

does not depend oy . As in the proof of the caske = 0 (only much easier) one can show that,
for m> 1, the derivatived™/dt!" of the right hand side &j = O will be a linear combination of
Ea,is'a) and various products of facto]&}ﬁ% for my < m. By induction onm, this implies that
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does not depend oy, and the validity of the Mézard-Parisi ansatz follows ashie proof of the
caseh = 0.
If g. =0 then we proved in Sectién 7 thgf = 0 almost surely, sg (94) implies

1 Egitisg(1+ ctysp))¢

95
c—c1 Eqi(1+ctisy)? (95)

almost surely. Now, notice that whep = 0, by Lemmall and (64),
Eaisy = [] fP(@wne)= [T fY (@) =0 (96)

ji<p-1 j<p-1

almost surely. Therefore, the second derivative of thet tigind side of[(95) at = 0 will be equal
to ({ — 1)cEa7is%1), since other terms will be equal to zero. Since the derieatifvthe left hand

side of [95) is zero, we get

IEor,isfl) = f(z)(w7 War 5 wj’i’l) =0 (97)
jsp-1

almost surely, which contradicfs (91). Therefagecan not be equal to zero in the presence of the
external field, which finishes the proof of Theorem 1. O
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