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Abstract

We consider generalized linear models in regimes where the number of nonzero
components of the signal and accessible data points are sublinear with respect to
the size of the signal. We prove a variational formula for the asymptotic mutual
information per sample when the system size grows to infinity. This result allows
us to derive an expression for the minimum mean-square error (MMSE) of the
Bayesian estimator when the signal entries have a discrete distribution with finite
support. We find that, for such signals and suitable vanishing scalings of the
sparsity and sampling rate, the MMSE is nonincreasing piecewise constant. In
specific instances the MMSE even displays an all-or-nothing phase transition,
that is, the MMSE sharply jumps from its maximum value to zero at a critical
sampling rate. The all-or-nothing phenomenon has previously been shown to occur
in high-dimensional linear regression. Our analysis goes beyond the linear case and
applies to learning the weights of a perceptron with general activation function in a
teacher-student scenario. In particular, we discuss an all-or-nothing phenomenon
for the generalization error with a sublinear set of training examples.

1 Introduction

Modern tasks in statistical analysis, signal processing and learning require solving high-dimensional
inference problems with a very large number of parameters. This arises in areas as diverse as learning
with neural networks [1]], high-dimensional regression [2]] or compressed sensing [3, 14]]. In many
situations, there appear barriers to what is possible to estimate or learn when the data becomes too
scarce or too noisy. Such barriers can be of algorithmic nature, but they can also be intrinsic to the
very nature of the problem. A celebrated example is the impossibility of reconstructing a noisy signal
when the noise is beyond the so-called Shannon capacity of the communication channel [3]]. A large
amount of interdisciplinary work has shown that these intrinsic barriers can be understood as szatic
phase transitions (in the sense of physics) when the system size tends to infinity (see [6, [7, |8]]).

When the problem can be formulated as an (optimal) Bayesian inference problem the mathematically
rigorous theory of these phase transitions is now quite well developed. Progress initially came from
applications of the Guerra-Toninelli interpolation method (developed for the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick
spin-glass model [9]) to coding and communication theory [10} [11} 12} [13} 14} [15]], and more recently
to low-rank matrix and tensor estimation [[16} 17,118, |19} 120,21, 22} 23] 124]], compressive sensing and
high-dimensional regression [25} 26} 27, 28], and generalized linear models [29]]. In particular, for all
these problems it has been possible to reduce the asymptotic mutual information to a low-dimensional
variational expression, and deduce from its solution relevant error measures (e.g., minimum mean-
square and generalization errors). All these works consider the traditional regime of statistical
mechanics where the system size goes to infinity while relevant control parameters (such as signal
sparsity, sampling rate, or signal-to-noise ratio) are kept fixed.
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However, there exist other interesting regimes for which many of the above mentioned problems also
display fundamental intrinsic limits akin to phase transitions. Consider for example the problem of
compressive sensing. An interesting regime is one where both the number of nonzero components and
of samples scale in a sublinear manner as the system size tends to infinity. In this case we would like
to identify the phase transition, if there is any, and its nature. This question has first been addressed
recently in the framework of compressed sensing for binary Bernoulli signals by [30} 31,132]. An
all-or-nothing phenomenon is identified, that is, in an appropriate sparse regime, the minimum
mean-square error (MMSE) sharply drops from its maximum possible value (no reconstruction) for
“too small” sampling rates to zero (perfect reconstruction) for “large enough” sampling rates. The
interest of such regime is not limited to estimation problems. It is also relevant from a learning point
of view, e.g., it corresponds to learning scenarios where we have access to a high number of features
but only a sublinear number of them — unknown to us — are relevant for the learning task at hand.

Examples abound where the “bet on sparsity principle” [33] 34] is of utmost importance for the
interpretability of a high-dimensional model. Let us mention the MNIST handwritten digit database,
where each digit can be seen as a 784 = 28 x 28-dimensional binary vector representing the pixels
whereas the digits effectively live in a space of the order of tens of dimensions [35} 36]. Another
example of effective sparsity comes from natural images which are often sparse in a wavelet basis [37]].
Then, a fundamental question is “when is it possible to achieve a low estimation or generalization
error with a sublinear amount of samples (sublinear with respect to the total number of features)?”

In this contribution we address this question for a mathematically simple, but precise and tractable,
setting. We consider generalized linear models in the regime of vanishing sparsity and sample rate,
or equivalently, of sublinear number of data samples and nonzero signal components. As explained
below these models can be used for estimation as well as learning, and we uncover in the sublinear
regime intrinsic statistical barriers to these tasks in the form of sharp phase transitions. These
statistical barriers are computed exactly and thus provide precise benchmarks to which algorithmic
performance can be compared.

Let us outline the mathematical setting (further detailed in Section [2). In a probabilistic setting the
unknown signal vector X* € R"™ has entries drawn independently at random from a distribution
Py, = pnPo + (1 — pn)do with Py a fixed distribution. The parameter p,, controls the sparsity
of the signal so that X* has k,, := np, nonzero components on average. We observe the data
Y = go(‘PX*/ VEn ) € R™ obtained by first multiplying the signal with a known m,, X n random
matrix ® whose entries are independent standard Gaussian random variables, and then applying ¢
component-wise. The number of data points is controlled by the sampling rate o, i.e., m, = a,n.
We consider the regime (p,,, a,) — (0,0) as n goes to infinity with «,, = yp,|ln p,|, for which
sharp phase transitions appear when F, is discrete with finite support. Note that both m,, and k,,
scale sublinearly as n — +o0.

The model can be interpreted as either an estimation problem or a learning problem:

¢ In the estimation interpretation, we assume a purely Bayesian (or optimal) setting. We know
the model, the activation function ¢, the prior Fy ,, as well as the measurement matrix ®. Our
goal is then to determine what is the lowest reconstruction error that we can achieve, i.e., what
is the average minimum mean-square error &k, 'E || X* — E[X*|Y, ®]||? when n gets large.

* In the learning interpretation, we consider a teacher-student scenario in which a teacher hands
out training samples {(Y},, (®,:)7=1)},,= to a student. The teacher produces the output label Y,
by feeding the input (®,,;)!"_; to its own one-layer neural network with activation function ¢ and
weights X* = (X)?_;. The student — who is given the model and the prior — has to learn the
weights X* of the teacher’s one-layer neural network by minimizing the empirical training error
of the m,, training samples. For example, the binary perceptron corresponds to ¢ = sign and
Y, € {£1}. Of particular interest is the generalization error. Given a new — previously unseen —
random pattern ®,,.,, = (P,.,,;)7, whose true label is Y,.,, (generated by the teacher’s neural
network), the optimal generalization error is E[(Y, .., — E[o(®newX"/vE)|Y, @, ®,...])?]; the
error made when estimating Y},q, in a purely Bayesian way.

Let us summarize informally our results. We set v, = 7yp,,|In p,,| where + is fixed and p,, vanishes
as n diverges. We first rigorously determine the mutual information m,; 1 1(X*; Y|®) in terms of a
low-dimensional variational problem, see Theorem I]which also provides a precise control of the finite
size fluctuations. Remarkably, when P is a discrete distribution with finite support, this variational



problem simplifies to a minimization problem over a finite set of values, see Theorem[2} For such
signals, using I-MMSE type formulas [38]], we can deduce from the solution to this minimization
problem the asymptotic MMSE and optimal generalization error, see Theorem[3} Our analysis shows
that both errors are nonincreasing piecewise constant functions of ~. In particular, if the entries of
|X*| are either 0 or some a > 0 then both errors display an all-or-nothing behavior as n — +o0,
with a sharp transition at a threshold v = ~, explicitly computed. These findings are illustrated, and
their significance discussed, in SectionE}

In our work the generalized linear model is treated by entirely different methods than the linear
model in [30,31]]. Importantly, the sparsity regime treated by our method requires the sparsity p,
to go to zero slower than n~/°, while it has to go to zero faster than n~/* in the results of [31]
for the linear case. From this angle, both results complement each other. Our proof technique for
Theorem T|exploits the adaptive interpolation method (see [39] 40]) that is a powerful improvement
over the Guerra-Toninelli interpolation and allows to prove replica symmetric formulas for Bayesian
inference problems. We adapt the analysis of [29] in a non-trivial way in order to consider the new
scaling regime of our problem where «,, = vp,,|In p,|, and p,, — 0 as n gets large instead of being
fixed. We show that the adaptive interpolation can still be carried through, which requires a more
refined control of the error terms compared to [29]]. It is interesting, and not a priori obvious, that
this can be done since this is not the usual statistical mechanics extensive regime. For example, the
mutual information has to be normalized by the subextensive quantity m,, = 0(n). Quite remarkably,
with this suitable normalization, the asymptotic mutual information, MMSE and generalization
error have a similar form to those famously found in ordinary thermodynamic regimes in physics
[41], 1421 143] 144].

In Section 2] we present the setting and state our theoretical results on the mutual information and
the MMSE in the sublinear regime. We use these results in Section [3|to uncover the all-or-nothing
phenomenon for general activation functions. In Section 4] we give an overview of the adaptive
interpolation method used to prove Theorem |I} The full proofs of our results are given in the
appendices.

2 Problem setting and main results

2.1 Generalized linear estimation of low sparsity signals at low sampling rates

Let n € N* and m,, :== a,n with (o, )nen+ a decreasing sequence of positive sampling rates. Let
Py be a probability distribution with finite second moment Ex. p, [X?]. Let (X)), X P, ,, be the
components of a signal vector X* (this is also denoted X* 9 Py ), where

PO,n = pnPO+(1_pn)60 (1)

The parameter p,, € (0, 1) controls the sparsity of the signal; the latter being made of k,, == p,n
nonzero components in expectation. We will be interested in low sparsity regimes where k,, = o(n).
Let k4 € N. We consider a measurable function ¢ : R x R¥4 — R and a probability distribution P4
over R*4 . The m,, data points Y := (Yy,)py are generated as

1
V= o —=(@X"),, Ay) + VAZ,, 1< <my, @

where (A,)7"" X Pa, (Z,)521 X N(0,1) is an additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN), A > 0 is
the noise variance, and ® is a m,, X n measurement (or data) matrix with independent entries having
zero mean and unit variance. Note that the noise (Z,,);;; can be considered as part of the model, or
as a “regularising noise” needed for the analysis but that can be set arbitrarily small. Typically, and
as n gets large, (#X").//E, = ©(1). The estimation problem is to recover X* from the knowledge
of Y, ®, A, p, Py, and Py (the realization of the random stream (AH)L”:”1 itself, if present in the
model, is unknown). It will be helpful to think of the measurements as the outputs of a channel:

1
Y#Npm(. ‘\/7({>X*)u)7 1< pu<m,. 3)

The transition kernel P, admits a transition density with respect to Lebesgue’s measure given by:

1 . R
Pout(y|z) = \/ﬁ/dPA(a) e~ za(y—e(@.a)" 4)



The random stream (AH)Z‘:"1 represents any source of randomness in the model. For example,
the logistic regression P(Y,, = 1) = f((®X")u/yE,) with f(z) = (1 + e~ **)~! is modeled by
considering a teacher that draws i.i.d. uniform numbers A,, ~ /[0, 1], and then obtains the labels
throughY,, = Loa, <paxnu ey — La, s rexn. gy (e denotes the indicator function of an
event £). In the absence of such a randomness in the model, the activation ¢ : R — R is deterministic,
ka = 0 and the integral [ dP4(a) in @) simply disappears. Our numerical experiments in Section
are for deterministic activations but all of our theoretical results hold for the broader setting.

We have presented the problem from an estimation point of view. In this case, the important quantity
to assess the performance of an algorithm estimating X* is the mean-square error. Another point
of view is the learning one: each row of the matrix ® is the input to a one-layer neural network
whose weights X* have been sampled independently at random by a teacher. The student is given
the input/output pairs (®,Y) as well as the model used by the teacher. The student’s role is then
to learn the weights. In this case, more than the mean-square error, the important quantity is the
generalization error.

2.2 Asymptotic mutual information

The mutual information I(X*; Y|®) between the signal X* and the data Y given the matrix ® is
the main quantity of interest in our work. Before stating Theorem [T] on the value of this mutual
information, we first introduce two scalar denoising models that play a key role.

The first model is an additive Gaussian channel. Let X* ~ Fy ,, be a scalar random variable. We
observe Y(") := \/rX* + Z where r > 0 plays the role of a signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) and the
noise Z ~ N (0, 1) is independent of X *. The mutual information Ip, , (r) := I(X*; Y (")) between
the signal of interest X* and Y (") depends on p,, through the prior Py, and it reads:

WExp, [X2 . ra?
Ip,, (r) = “Pn=XeiblR ] X2P0[ | _Em / APy (x)er X otV 2o )
The second scalar channel is linked to the transition kernel P, defined by @). Let V, W* be two
independent standard Gaussian random variables. In this scalar estimation problem we want to infer

W* from the knowledge of V' and the observation y(@r) ~ Pouwi(-|\/@V + /p—qW™) where

p > 0and g € [0, p]. The conditional mutual information Ip,_, (g, p) = I(W*; Y (@P)|V) is:

o

w2

e 2

Ip,..(q,p) :]Elnpout(f/(p’p)h/ﬁ‘/) f]Eln/dw 7Pout()~/(q’p)|\/§v+\/pqu) . (6)

V2
Both Ip,,, and Ip,, have nice monotonicity, Lipschitzianity and concavity properties that are

important for the proof of Theorem [] (stated below).

We use the mutual informations (3) and (6) to define the (replica-symmetric) potential:

. 1 Qn r(Ep [X?] —
ZRS(qa T Qnp, pn) = ;Ipo,n (?T> + IPout (an’Po [X2]) - w . (7)

Our first result links the extrema of this potential to the mutual information of our original problem.

Theorem 1 (Mutual information of the GLM at sublinear sparsity and sampling rate). Suppose that
A > 0 and that the following hypotheses hold:

(HI) There exists S > 0 such that the support of Py is included in [— S, S].
(H2) ¢ is bounded, and its first and second partial derivatives with respect to its first argument
exist, are bounded and continuous. They are denoted 0,p, Oy

(H3) (®;) ©N(0,1).

Let p, = O(n=*) with X € [0,1/9) and v, = pyn|In py,| with v > 0. Then for all n € N*:

I(X*Y|® . , VC |[Innl|/e

IOCYI®)  int sup dns(arrsan )| < Yo ®)
My, 4€[0.Epy [X2]] 720 niz =

where C'is a polynomial in (S, H% ||oo, ’ ?}”‘Aﬁ HOO, ‘ 8\'7%" ||oo, A, ) with positive coefficients.



Hence, the asymptotic mutual information is given to leading order by the variational problem
infqe[07]EP [X2]] SUP,>0 RS (¢,7; @, pr). Note that this variational problems depends on n and
Theorem does not say anything on its value in the asymptotic regime, e.g., does it converge or
diverge? Our next theorem answers this question when P, is a discrete distribution with finite support.

2.3 Specialization to discrete priors: all-or-nothing phenomenon and its generalization

Theorem 2 (Specialization of Theorem [I|to discrete priors with finite support). Suppose that A > 0
and that Py p, = (1 — py)d0 + pnPo where Py is a discrete distribution with finite support

supp(FPo) € {—vK, —vK—1,...,—V1,0V1,V2,..., UK} ;

where 0 < v] < vy < -+ < Vg < Vg41 = +00. Further assume that the hypotheses|(H2 ) and|[(H3)|
in Theorem |I|hold. Let p,, = ©(n=") with X € (0,1/9) and o, = ypy|In p,,| with v > 0. Then,

_I(XMY|®) . P(1X] > vx)
where X ~ P,.

The proof of Theorem 2| requires computing the limit of inf c[0 g x2) SUp, >0 irs(q, 75 ;s prn) When
pn vanishes. We prove Theorem 2| for Py = 47 in Appendix and for a general discrete distribution
with finite support Py in Appendix [l

When doing estimation, one important metric to assess the quality of an estimator X (Y, ®) is its
mean-square error E \\X*—X(Y,@)Ilz/kn. The latter is always lower bounded by the mean-square
error of the Bayesian estimator E[X*|Y, ®]; the so-called minimum mean-square error (MMSE).
Remarkably, once we have Theorem 2] we can obtain the asymptotic MMSE with a little more work.
First, we have to introduce a modified inference problem where in addition to the observations Y we

are given YO =/ ant/p, X* 4+ Z. When 7 is close enough to 0, the analysis yielding Theorem
can be adapted to obtain the limit

I(X* Y, YO
lim (XY, ®)

n—+oo my

: P(IX| > wv) | TEX?1{x|<upy]
_ 2 2 k
- ISI];I%III%Jrl {Ipout (E[X 1{|X|ka}]7E[X ]) + + .

v 2
We can then apply the -lMMSE identityﬁBS, 45]] to obtain the asymptotic MMSE:

Theorem 3 (Asymptotic MMSE). Under the assumptions of Theorem |2} if the minimization problem
on the right-hand side of Q) has a unique solution k* € {1,..., K + 1} then

E||X* — E[X*|Y, ®]|?
lim = XY, 2| =E[X?1{x|<v,.}]) » where X ~ Py . (10)

n—4oo kn

We prove Theorem [3|in Appendix [C] We remark that it is possible with more technical work [29,
Appendix C.2] to weaken [(H2)|in Theorems [2] and [3| to the assumption “There exists € > 0 such
that the sequence E|¢((®X")1/y/k,, A1)|?>T€ is bounded, and for almost all a ~ P4 the function
x — ¢(x,a) is continuous almost everywhere.” Hence, Theorems andalso apply to the linear
activation () = =z, the perceptron p(x) = sign(x) and the ReLU ¢(x) = max(0, z).

3 The all-or-nothing phenomenon

We now highlight interesting consequences of our results regarding the MMSE of the estimation
problem as well as the optimal generalization error of the learning problem in the teacher-student
scenario. Reeves et al. [31] have proved the existence of an all-or-nothing phenomenon for the linear
model when X* is a 0-1 vector and here we extend their results in two ways: i) for the estimation

2The derivative of Z(X*;¥. Y7 |®)/,,, - with respect to T at 7 = 0 is equal to half the MMSE of the original
problem.



error of a generalized linear model, and i) for the generalization error of a perceptron neural network
with general activation function ¢.

We consider signals whose entries are either Bernoulli random variables, i.e., Py ,, := (1 — py,)d0 +
pnPo with Py = §1, or Bernoulli-Rademacher random variables, i.e., Py, == (1 — pp)d0 + pnFo
with Py = (81+6-1)/2, In both cases Ep,[X?] = 1 (we can always assume the latter by rescaling the
noise). We place ourselves in the regime of Theorem where a,, = vpy|In p,,| for some fixed v > 0
and p,, — 0 in the high-dimensional limit n — +o0.

MMSE  In this regime, and for such signals, Theorem [3]states that the minimum mean-square error
* * 2
MMSE(X*|Y, ®) := EXEXVRIL gaisfies:

i * — 0 if IPO\H: (07 1) > /771 ;
RLim MMSEXY, @) = {1 if Ip, (0,1) <~ !. (i
Therefore, we locate an all-or-nothing phase transition at the threshold
1
= — . 12
! IPout (O’ 1) (12)

Remember that  controls the amount m,, of training samples. In the high-dimensional limit, perfect
reconstruction is possible if v > . (the asymptotic MMSE is zero) while it is impossible to do better
than a random guess if 7 < 7. (the asymptotic MMSE is equal to lim,, , ;o EIX"—EX*|?/5,, = 1,
the asymptotic MMSE in the absence of observations). As I, (0,1) := I(W*; o(W*, A) +VAZ)
where W*, Z 14 A(0,1) L A ~ P4, the threshold , is fully determined by the activation function
and the amount of noise, and it can be easily evaluated in a number of cases. In Figure[I]we draw
ve for p(z) =z, p(x) = sign(x), ¢(x) = max(0, x) and noise variance A € [0,0.5]. We see that
for A small enough the ReLLU activation requires less training samples to learn the sparse rule than
the linear one; it is the opposite once A becomes large enough. When A diverges both the linear
and sign activations have the asymptote 7. ~ 2A while the ReLLU activation has another steeper
asymptote -y, ~ al\, a ~ 5.87. The corresponding formulas for -y, are given in Table[I} Note that for
the random linear model ¢(z) = z, the threshold a.(pn) == Vepn|In pp| = 202l pnl/In(14+a-1) is
in agreement with the sample rate n* for which [31]] prove that weak recovery is impossible below it
while strong recovery is possible above.

linear e

3 sign e

——- ReLU P

Figure 1: Threshold 7. of the all-or-nothing phase transition for different activation functions as a function of
the noise variance A.

Activation p(z) Y.(A=0) 7.(A)forA >0

z 0 2/In(1+ A1)
sign() in2 1/(ln2 — E[In(1 + efz(lJr“XZ)/A)D
max(0, z) 0 4A/(1 — 4AE[hA(Z) Inha(2)))

2 Z
: — 1 A S VIt dt
with ha(Z) = 5 + 4/ ETNESR f_oo 42
Table 1: Closed-formed formulas of ~y. for different activation functions. We use Z ~ N (0, 1).




Optimal generalization error When learning in a (matched) teacher-student scenario, the com-
ponents of X* correspond to the unknown weights of the teacher’s one-layer neural network. The
student is given the model and training samples {(Y},, (®,,i);=1)}, 2. Then, the optimal gen-
eralization error is the MMSE for predicting the output Y., ~ Poui(-|®hewX"/V&,) generated
by a new input ®,., = (P,..:) 2 AN(0,1). More precisely, the optimal generalization error
is MMSE(Y,..[Y, ®,®,.,) = E[(Y,.. — E[Y,.,|Y,®,&,.])?] where V, /" ~ N(0,1) and
A ~ Py are independent. Based on our proof of Theorem [3]and the optimal generalization error
when p,, = O(1) (regime of linear sparsity and sampling rate) [29, Theorem 2], we conjecture that

under the assumptions of Theorem [3}

lim MMSE(Y,.,[Y, @, ®,..) = A+E[(¢(V, A)-Elp(va* V+VEX? — ¢ W, A)|V])*].
(13)

where EX? — ¢* = E[le{\XKvk* y] is the asymptotic MMSE (10). For Bernoulli and Bernoulli-
Rademacher signals (the ones considered in this section), it simplifies to:

{A T+ El((V, A) — Elp(V, A)[V))?]if ¥ > 7 ;

lim MMSE(Y,..|Y,®, ® =
1m SE(Y.eu[Y, 2, 2,...) A + Var(p(V, A)) if v <7 .

n—-+o0o

(14)

We thus find that the optimal generalization error also displays an all-or-nothing phase transition at
~e- More precisely, if v < . then the optimal generalization error equals A + Var(p(V, A)) when
n — +oo. This is the same generalization error achieved by the dumb label estimator in the Bayesian
sense; the one predicting the new label to be the output value averaged over all possible inputs,
weights and noise. If instead y > ~.. then it is equal to A 4+ E[Var(o(V, A)|V)]; the irreducible error

due to both the noise Z and the random stream (A,,);/"";.

Proving (T3] entails introducing side observations in the original problem and differentiating with
respect to the signal-to-noise ratio of this side channel to exploit the -MMSE relation, in a similar
fashion to what we do in the proof of Theorem [3|(see Appendix[C). The side observations have the
same form than the ones used in [29, Section 5 of SI Appendix] to determine the asymptotic optimal
generalization error in the regime of linear sparsity and sampling rate.

Illustration of the all-or-nothing phenomenon In Figure 2] we use (I1)) to draw in solid black
lines the asymptotic MMSE in the regime of sublinear sparsity and sampling rate, for both priors
Bernoulli and Bernoulli-Rademacher and the activation functions p(z) = z, p(z) = sign(x),
(z) = max(0, ). For comparison we also draw in dashed colored lines the asymptotic MMSE in
regimes of linear sparsity and sampling rate, that is, p, = p and a,, = yp|In p| are constant with n.
In this case, the asymptotic MMSE is given by [29| Theorem 2]

lim MMSEX*|Y,®)=1-¢", (15)

n—-+o0o

whenever arg min ¢ (o 1) SUp,> irs (¢, ;5 vp| In p|, p) is a singleton {g*}. To optimize the potential
irs(q, r;vp|ln p|, p) we initialize ¢ € [0, 1] at different values and iterate the following fixed point
equation (obtained directly by setting the gradient of the potential to zero):

ol 2 n
p= - Fou . q=——Ip ”(ar) . (16)
8(] q,1 Pn ’ Pn

Finally, the fixed point ¢* yielding the lowest potential sup,~q irs(¢*, r;vp|1n p|, p) is used to
determine the MMSE thanks to (T3). In all configurations the asymptotic MMSE jumps from a value
close to 1 to approximately O as -y increases past .. As p,, = p gets closer to 0, this jump becomes
sharper with the MMSE approaching 0 or 1 depending on which side of . we are. Though this jump
becomes sharper, a pure all-or-nothing phase transition only occurs in the regime of sublinear sparsity
and sampling rate (solid black lines).

In Figure 3] we use (T4) to plot in solid black lines the asymptotic optimal generalization error for
the Bernoulli prior and the same activation functions. The dashed colored lines again correspond to
regimes of linear sparsity and sampling rate; they are obtained using the formula for the asymptotic
optimal generalization error given by [29, Theorem 2]:

lim MMSE(Y,...|Y, ®,®,..) = A+ E[(p(V, A) ~ Elp(vg" V + I —¢" W, A)[V])’].
(17)
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Figure 2: Asymptotic MMSE as a function of 7/~ in the regime of sublinear sparsity and sampling rate (p, =
O(n~*) with X € (0, /o), solid black line), and in the regime of linear sparsity and sampling rate (p,, fixed,
dashed colored lines). Dotted lines correspond to algorithmic performance in the regime of linear sparsity and
sampling rate (iterating (T6) from ¢ = 10~ 10). Left panels: Bernoulli prior. Right panels: Bernoulli-Rademacher

prior. From top to bottom: p(x) = x, A = 0.1; p(x) = sign(x), A = 0; p(x) = max(0,x), A = 0.5.
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Figure 3: Asymptotic optimal generalization error as a function of 7/+. in the regime of sublinear sparsity and
sampling rate (p, = ©(n =) with A € (0, 1/9), solid black line), and in the regime of linear sparsity and sam-
pling rate (p, is fixed, dashed colored lines). Dotted lines correspond to algorithmic performance in the regime
of linear sparsity and sampling rate (iterating (I6) from ¢ = 10719, Top left: random linear model () = ,
A = 0.1. Top right: perceptron p(x) = sign(z), A = 0. Bottom: ReLU ¢(z) = max(0,z), A = 0.5.

In all configurations the optimal generalization error jumps from a value close to A + Var(p(V))
to approximately A as «y increases past 7, (note that the activations are deterministic so there is no
contribution from A in the error). The value A is as good as the optimal generalization error can get,
i.e., it is equal to the noise variance which is the squared error we would get if we were given the true
weights X*. Again, the jump gets sharper as p,, = p approaches 0 but a pure all-or-nothing phase
transition only occurs in the regime of sublinear sparsity and sampling rate (solid black lines).

The all-or-nothing behavior of the asymptotic MMSE and optimal generalization error is quite
striking. Indeed, in the limit of vanishing sparsity and sampling rate either estimation or learning
is as good as it can get or as bad as a random guess. This purely dichotomic behavior only occurs
in the truly sparse limit, and is shown here to be pretty general in the sense that it occurs for a wide
variety of activation functions. An important aspect of our results is to provide a definitive statistical
benchmark allowing to measure the quality of algorithms with respect to the minimal amount of
sparse data needed to estimate or learn. This benchmark is provided by non-trivial formulas (12)) for



the threshold ~, given for several examples in Table[I] We note that such precise benchmarks are
quite rarely obtained in traditional machine learning approaches.

Further remarks Algorithmic aspects are beyond the scope of this paper. However, we make a
few remarks about generalized approximate message passing (GAMP) algorithms. In the regime
of linear sparsity and sampling rate, the state evolution equations precisely tracking the asymptotic
performance of the algorithm are linked to the fixed point equation [46]]. The fixed point ¢*!&
reached by initializing (I6) arbitrarily close to ¢ = 0 can be used in (I3)) and — instead of ¢*—
to obtain both the mean-square and generalization errors of GAMP algorithms. These errors are
represented with dotted colored lines in Figures [2]and [3] We observe an algorithmic-to-statistical
gap, that is, the dotted lines corresponding to the algorithmic performance do not drop to zero around
~. but at a higher algorithmic threshold. In this work we don’t study the performance of GAMP
algorithms in the regime of sublinear sparsity and sampling rate. However, reference [32]] rigorously
shows that in this regime the all-or-nothing behavior also occurs at an algorithmic level for GAMP
algorithms. It would be highly desirable to extend their results to other activations and derive the
corresponding thresholds.

4 Overview of the proof of Theorem ]|

The interested reader will find the proof of Theorem [I]in Appendix [A] In this section we give an
outline of the proof and its main ideas. The proof is based on the adaptive interpolation method
[39, 140] whose main difference with the canonical interpolation method [47, 48] is the increased
flexibility given to the path followed by the interpolation between its two extremes. The method
has been developed separately for symmetric rank-one tensor problems where the spike has i.i.d.
components [39| 40], and for one-layer GLMs whose input signal has again i.i.d. components
[29]]. The sparse regime of the problem studied in this contribution differs of the usual scaling for
which such techniques have been developed. They have been used in a regime where the number of
measurements and sparsity are linear in n as in [29]]. Working in the sparse regime requires writing
more refined concentration bounds and proving that the key steps of the adaptive interpolation can
still be carried through.

1. Interpolating estimation problem To simplify the presentation we assume that A = 1 and
Ex~p,[X?] = 1. The proof starts by introducing an interpolating inference problem that depends
on a parameter ¢t € [0, 1] and two continuous interpolation functions Ry, Rz : [0,1] — R with
Ri(0) = Ra(0) = 0. Let X* & Py, ® == () 2 N(0,1), V = (V)i X N(0,1) and
W= (W) K N(0,1). We define for all ¢ € [0, 1] an “interpolating pre-activation”:

SO = /00, (®8X*), + /Ra(t) V,, + /T — Ro(t) W} .

The inference problem at a fixed ¢ is to recover both unknowns X*, W* from the knowledge of V,
® and the data

Vi~ Po(-1S9) 1< <mg;
VW = RIOX;+7Zi, 1<i<n ;

where Z,,, Z; 4 N(0,1). The corresponding interpolating mutual information is:
in(t) = my T (X5, W5 (YO, YD) 8, V) .

2. Fundamental sum-rule Note that at ¢ = 0 we recover the original problem of interest and
i (0) = I(X"5Y|®)/m,,. At the other extreme ¢ = 1, the mutual information can be written in terms
of the simple mutual informations Ip, , and Ip, , thatis, i, (1) = Iro.n (B1(1))/a, 4 Ip, (R2(1),1).

out?

We link the mutual information at both extremes by computing the derivative ¢/, (-) of i,,(-) and then

- 01 il (t)dt. It yields the sum-rule:

using the fundamental identity 4,,(0) = 7,,(1)
I(X*Y|® 1 w1
IR g (R 0) + I (Ra0).) - 25 [ R0 - Ro(0)dt+ R,
n 0

My, 2an

The last term R,, is a remainder whose absolute value we want to control in order to get Theorem I}



3. Controlling the remainder This is done by plugging two different choices of interpolation
functions (R;, Ry) in the sum-rule. One choice yields an upper bound on the difference in the left-
hand side of (8)), while another yields a lower bound. Each choice of interpolation functions (R;, R2)
is defined implicitly as the solution to a second order ordinary differential equation. Remarkably,
under these two choices, the remainder R,, can be controlled using precise concentration results.

Broader Impact

We believe that it is difficult to clearly foresee societal consequence of the present, purely theoretical,
work. The results presented inscribe themselves in the larger theme of providing guidelines for
better and parsimonious use of data when possible, for example when learning a sparse rule. On the
long run, such guidelines must be taken into account for building engineering systems that are more
efficient in terms of computational and energetic cost.
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A Proof of Theorem [I| with the adaptive interpolation method

Note that it is the same to observe (2)) or their rescaled versions ﬁg@(ﬁ (2X")u, A#) + Z,.. Therefore, up

to a rescaling of ¢ by 1/vA, we will suppose that A = 1 all along the proof of Theorem For a similar reason,
we can suppose that Ex . p, [XQ] =1.

A.1 Interpolating estimation problem

oIp

out

9q ‘q:l,p:l

We fix a sequence (sn )nen+ € (0,1/2] and define B, = [sn, 28,1}2. Let rmax = —2
real number. For all € = (e1, €2) € By, we define the interpolation functions

a positive

¢ t
Ri(-,¢e): t€]0,1] — €1 —|—/ re(v)dv and Ra(-,€):t€[0,1] — e —|—/ ge(v)dv ,
0 0

where gc : [0,1] — [0,1] and 7c : [0, 1] — [0, S rmax] are two continuous functions. We say that the families

of functions (qc)ces,, and (re)ces,, are regularif V¢ € [0,1] : e — (Ri(t, €), Ra(t,€)) isaC" diffeomorphism
from B3,, onto its image whose Jacobian determinant is greater than, or equal, to one. This property will
reveal important later in our proof. Let X* X Py, ® = (®,;) K N(0,1), V == (V) K N(0,1) and
W* = (W) B N(0,1). We define:

1—t
kn

S = S (X* W) = (®X") + VRa(t,€) Vi + /t + 280 — Ra(t,e) Wi . (18)
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Consider the following observations coming from two types of channels:
Vi~ Pon(|SE)) 1< p<ms
V9 = /Rt Xi+Z, 1<i<mn ;
where (Z;)"_; ™ A/(0,1). The inference problem (at time #) is to recover both unknowns X *, W* from the
knowledge of V, @ and the observations Y ) := (kat’e)):fgl, Y®9) = (Yi(t’e))znzl. The joint posterior
density of (X*, W*) given (Y#9), Y(*9) & V) reads:

19)

dP(x, w|Y") Y9 @ V)

1 Ry (te) z;— (t 6) dw t,e t,e
-5 iHldPOan)e VR H k= P (VEO59) | (20)

where s(t <) S(t 9 (x, w,) and Z = Z, (Y, Y0 @ V) is the normalization. The interpolating
mutual mformallon is:

1 ~
ine(t) = —I((X", W"); (Y®), Y08, V) . Q1)
The perturbation € only induces a small change in mutual information. In particular, at ¢ = 0:
Lemma 1. Suppose that|(H1)| |(H2)| |(H3) hold, that A = Ep, [XQ] = 1 and that there exist real positive
numbers Mu, M, ;o such that¥n € N*: an < M, and Prfa, < M, ;.. Forall € € By:
M, VP

O229|| 00y Ma, Mp/a) with positive coefficients.

in,e(0) —

where C'is a polynomial in (S, ||¢]|co, ||61<pH

oo |

We prove Lemma [T]in Appendix [E2} By the chain rule for mutual information and the Lipschitzianity of
TPy, s IPou: (see Lemmas[6land[7]in Appendix[D), at ¢ = 1 we have for all € € By

[(X5Y0918) + (W5 Y19|®, V) Ir,, (Ri(1,¢))

Mn (07

1 1
1 JPM( / re(t)dt> +1pm< / ge(b)dt, 1) 4 O(sn) 22)
Qn 0 0

assuming there exists M,,, > 0 such that Vn € N* : pn/a,, < M, /,. O(sy) is a quantity whose absolute

value is bounded by C's,, where C'is a polynomial in (S, [|¢|oc, H@mcpH 0220ll00, M, /o) with positive
coefficients.

in,e(1) = + Ip, (R2(1,€),1 4 2sy)

A.2 Fundamental sum rule

We want to compare the original model of interest (model at ¢ = 0) to the purely scalar one (¢ = 1). To do so,
We USE e (0) = ip,e(1) — 01 in,(t)dt where i, .(+) is the derivative of in,c(+). Once combined with Lemma

and (22),, it yields (note that O(s,) = O(sn//pw) since 0 < pp, < 1):

I(%:(“I’) _ o(%) n ainjpoyn (/Olre(t)dt> + Ip,, </01 qe(t)dt»1>

1
_ / i (t)dt . (23)
0

From now on let (x, w) € R™ x R™" be a pair of random vectors sampled from the joint posterior distribution
(20). The angular brackets (—)n ¢, denote an expectations w.r.t. the distribution @20), i.e., (g(x, W))n,t,c ==
J g(x, w)dP(x, w|Y &), ?(t’e), P, V) for every integrable function g. We define the scalar overlap Q =
k% >, X[ xi. The computation of 4,  is found in Appendix

Proposition 1. Suppose that m (H3)| hold and that A = Ex.p,[X?] = 1. Further assume that
there exist real positive numbers M., Mp/a such that ¥n € N*: a, < M, and Pn/a, < M,o. Define
uy(z) == In Pout(y|z) and wy(+) its derivative w.r.t. z. For all (t,€) € [0,1] X By:

i;,é(t):O( ! )+ P ()1 = g.(t))

prvn) - 20m
1 1 A P
/ (t,e)y, / (t,€) n
#58((@00) (st S M 600 = 2] ) ot
where |O(5-12)] < S¥YC. in (S, |llcos 10| s 1022 @llcos Mo, Mya) with positive

coefficients, umformly in (t, €).
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The next key result states that the overlap concentrates on its expectation. This behavior is called replica
symmetric in statistical physics. Similar results have been obtained in the spin glass literature [49,|50]. In this
work we use a formulation taylored to Bayesian inference problems as developed in the context of LDPC codes,
random linear estimation [26] and Nishimori symmetric spin glasses [11}[14,[16].

Proposition 2 (Overlap concentration). Suppose that [(H1)| [(H2)| [(H3)| hold, that A = Ep,[X?] = 1
and that the family of functions (r¢)eeB,,, (qe)een, are regular. Further assume that there exist real pos-

itive numbers Mea, M,/ , My such that ¥n € N*: a, < M, and % < Z—’;’ < Myjo. Let
-1
M, = (sipi(%)l/s — S%p%) > 0. We have for all t € [0,1]:
nMp/a
de ! 2
= [ HE(Q-E@nie) ), < CMn, (25)
By °n JO 7

where C' is a polynomial in (S, ||¢||c, ||6x4p||oo, 0220llocs Ma, Mo, My a) with positive coefficients.

We prove Proposition 2]in Appendix [G] We can now prove the fundamental sum rule.

Proposition 3 (Fundamental sum rule). Suppose that V(t,€) € [0,1] X By : ge(t) = E(Q)n,t,e. Under the
assumptions of Proposition2] we have:

gﬁ%ﬁﬂzomﬁﬁﬂ“ﬁf%)

+/Bn ;L;l{aflnlp()m (/Olre(t)dt) +1Ip,,, (/Olqe(t)dt, 1> - 2%; /Olre(t)(l - Qe(t))dt} .

The constant factors in O(\/Mn) and O(Sn/\/pTL) are \/C1 and \/Cy where C1,Cy are polynomials in
(S, lllloos HBIQDHOO, 0220ll00s Ma, My /o, My 0 ) with positive coefficients.

Proof. LetE.; := fB de 1

52
sz JO

de 1 1 <, (t,e)\ 1 (t,€) Pn
‘/*/ M<(Q‘qé‘”>(m;“Yé“)(sﬂ Nygols ) =g ))

n

dt. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:

2

3Ty

de ! 1 o= / (t,e)y, / (t,€) Pn .
. / £ ‘”E<(m7 2 o S eo @) = Gor®) )

oty

./n ;Lg /01 dE((Q—a:(t)"), .. -

The first factor on the right-hand side of this inequality is bounded by a constant that depends polynomially
on ||¢]|sos [|0z¢]] o E| Since V(t,e) € [0,1] X By : ge(t) = E{(Q)n,t,e, the second term is in O(M,,) (see
Proposition[2). Therefore, by Proposition|[T}

. 1 Pn
EE ;’L € = Mn = ]Es a5 e 1- € - 2
wine(t) = OWNE) +0 () + B g2re(d) (1~ () 26)
Note that 1/5,,va = O(v/My). Integrating (23) over ¢ € B,, and making use of (Z6) give the result. O

A.3 Matching bounds

To prove Theorem we will lower and upper bound /(X*;Y[®)/n,,, by the same quantity, up to a small error.
To do so we will plug two different choices of interpolation functions Ri (-, €), Ra(+, €) in the sum-rule of
Proposition 3] In both cases, the interpolation functions will be the solutions of a second-order ordinary
differential equation (ODE). We now describe these ODEs.

Fixt € [0,1] and R = (R1, R2) € [0,+00) X [0, ¢ + 2s,]. Consider the observations:

{YJ“R” ~ Poue(-| SE7™)) 1< p<mu o7

YO = VRIX;+Zi , 1<i<n ;

3Remember that 7. takes its values in [0, ‘;—"rmax]. Besides, under [(H2)|, ulya,e) is upper bounded by
" "

(YA [+ @lloe) A0 plloe = (VA Zu| +2][]| o) A7 |90 o (sce the inequality (TO0) in Appendix[D).
The noise Z,, is averaged over thanks to the expectation.
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where S{072) = §{0F2) (X W) == \/0=0/k, (8X"), + VRa Vi + VI T 25, — Rz W, The joint
posterior density of (X*, W*) given (Y ©52) Y(“:ED & V) is:

dP(x,w|Y ") YD) g V)

(t,R ) w2
o [T aPon(w2) e 3 (VAT H d} e F P (V|85 (x, w,))
=1

The angular brackets (—), ¢ r denotes the expectation w.r.t. this posterior. Let r € [0, rmax], Fé") (t,R) ==

Qn o1 ou
E(Q)n.+.r and F™(t, R) = —22n “fou |q:IE<Q>MR’p:1

ODEs with initial value € € [y, 25,]:
aTL n
Y= (St EPy) 0= (28)

y'(t) = (FV (6, y(), S (8, y(1))) , y(0) = €. (29)

The next proposition sums up useful properties on the solutions of these two ODEs, i.e., our two kinds of
interpolation functions. The proof is given in Appendix [H]

Proposition 4. Suppose that (H2 )l hold and that A = Ex~.p,[X?] = 1. Forall ¢ € B, there exists
: 0

a unique global solution R(-, e 2 to @9). This solution is continuously differentiable and
its derivative R/ (-, €) satisfies R’ ([0 1 [0, D‘"dex/pn] [0,1). Besides, forallt € [0,1], R(t,-) isa
C'-diffeomorphism from By, onto its 1mage whose Jacobian determinant is greater than, or equal to, one. Fmally,
the same statement holds if we consider (28) instead.

Proposition 5 (Upper bound). Suppose that hold, that A = Ep,[X?] = 1 and that ¥n € N*:
an < Mg, % < Z—’T‘L < M, for positive numbers Mo, M,)o, mp/o. Then:

w < inf sup ¢Rs (q,r;an,pn) + O(F) + (’)(W> ’ (30)

Mn r€[0,rmax] ¢€[0,1]

. We will consider the two following second-order

VYn € N :

Proof. Fix r € rmax For all € € By, (Ri(-,€),Rz(-,€)) is the unique solution to the ODE (28) (see
Proposmon. Let qe(t) == Rs(t,e) = E(Q)n,t,e, re(t) == Ri(t,e) = 22l By Proposmon 4l the families of

functions (ge)een,,» (T )een,, are regular. We can now apply Proposmonito get:

I(X*:Y|® de . !
g:/ —fms(/ qe(t)dt,r;an,p,L)-i-O(\/ )+O< )
Mp B, °n 0 \Y4 Pn
< sup irs(q,7;0n, pn) + O(VM, )+(9< ) . 31)
q€[0,1] ( ) V Pn
The inequality (3T) holds for all € [0, T'max] and the constant factors in the quantities O(v/Mo, ), O (*n/ /5n)
are uniform in . Hence the inequality (30) with the infimum over 7. O

Proposition 6 (Lower bound). Under the same hypotheses than Proposition3] we have:

IR - sup ins(a.rsan ) + OV +0( S ) @)

Mn r€[0,rmax] ¢€[0,1]

vn € N*

| the families

Proof. Forall e € By, (R1(-,€), R2(+, €)) is the unique solution to the ODE (29) (see Proposition[4). We define
By Proposition H

o, OT
qe(t) = Ri(t,€) = E(Q)n.t.c, 1e(t) = Ri(t,€) = — 2 —fout
of functions (qe)ees,,, (Te)ecs,, are regular. Note that Ve € B,,:

a—lnlp(m (/Olre(t) dt) +Ip,, (/Olqe(t) dt, 1) - 2%” /Olre(t)(l —q.(t)) dt

1 on
> [ 1 6e0) + 1 00.1) = L2 01 - 0)

Qn

|q:qe (t),p=1"

-/ { sup Ll (e (0) + T (001 = L)1 = )

4€[0.1] On 20
1
= / SUPge(0,1] iRS (Q7 ere(t); Qn, pn) dt (33)
0 n
> inf sup iIRrs (q,r an,pn) . (34)

r€[0,mmax] ¢€[0,1]
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The first inequality is an application of Jensen’s inequality to the concave functions Ip, ,,, Ip,.. (-, 1) (see
Lemmas |§| andm The subsequent equality is because the global maximum of the concave function h : ¢ €
[0,1] = Ip,, (g, 1) — £2r(t)(1 — q) is reached at g.(t) since h'(ge(t)) = 0. The equality (33) follows from
the definition (7) of igrs. Fmally, the inequality (34) is because 7 (t) € [O Sn rmax] and we simply lowerbound
the integrand in (33)) by a quantity independent of ¢ € [0, 1]. We now apply Proposmonland make use of @
to obtain the inequality (32).

To prove Theorem[T] it remains to combine Propositions[3]and 6 with the identity

inf sup iRs(q,r;an,pn) =inf sup iRs(q,r;an,pn) = inf supiRs(q,r;oen,pn), (35)
r€[0,rmax] ¢€[0,1] r>0¢€[0,1] q€[0,1] >0

and the choice p, = O(n™), an = ypu|lnps| and s, = O(n~?) with A € [0,1/9), v > 0 and 3 €
(*/2,1/6 — X). Optimizing over § to maximize the convergence rate of

Sn\ 1 |Inn|/°
O(\/E) + O( ﬁpn) - O(max { nB=>2" pni/e—=x—p

yields Theorem[T] The identity (33) has been proved in [29] Proposition 7 and Corollary 7 in SI].

B Proof of Theorem 2] for a Bernoulli prior

In this section, we assume that Py, == (1 — pn)do + pnd1 and we prove Theoremlfor this specific case. The
proof contains all the main ideas needed to establish Theorem|2| while being technically simpler. The interested
reader can find the proof of Theorem 2] for a general discrete prior with finite support in Appendix [I}

For pn, an > 0 we denote the variational problem appearing in Theorem|[T] by

I(pn,an) = inf sup irs(q,7;n,pn) (36)
g€[0,1] r>0

where the potential irs is defined in (7). Let X* ~ Py ., Z ~ N(0, 1) be independent random variables. We
define for all » > O:

Wy, (r) = E[In (1= pu 4 pre” 277 V2) 37)
Note that Ip, ,, (1) == I(X™;/r X* + Z) = 5» () so
_ re 1 on
I(pn,an) = qell[%f TPy (9,1) + iglg{ 5 "o Vron (pn 7“)} : (38)

The latter expression for I(pn, an) is easier to work with. We point out that ¢ p, ,, is twice differentiable,
nondecreasing, strictly convex and Z-Lipschitz on [0, +-00) (see Lemma@) while Ip,, (-, 1) is nonincreasing
and concave on [0, 1] (see [29] Appendlx B.2, Proposition 18]).

Our goal is now to compute the limit of (pr, an) when o, = ypn|In p,| for a fix ¥ > 0 and p, — 0. Once
we know this limit, we directly obtain Theorem [2]thanks to Theorem[I} We first show that — for ¢ in a growing
interval — the point at which the supremum over 7 is achieved is located in an interval shrinking on r* = 2/5.

Lemma 2. Let Py, = (1 — pn)do + pnd1 and an = vpn|Inpy| for a fix vy > 0. Define g,, : r €
(0,4+00) %w}mn (Z‘: r) and Vp, € (0,e ") :

1 1
2(1 — | Inpn|™ 2 2(1 4+ |Inpn| ™2
B U B R 5

We have [ap,, ,bp,] C (pn,1) and lim,, 0 ap, =0, lim,, 0 b,, = 1. Besides, for every q € (pn, 1) there
exists a unique 7,,(q) € (0, +00) such that

q)q An 4 rq
(2) wPon (TT"(Q)> —Elilg 5 7¢P0n<p7 ) ; (40)
and

1 1

2(1 — |Inpn| ™2 . 2(1 Inp,|™ %
Vg € [ap, by, 2(1 = |Inp,|”%) <o) < 20+ [Inpa[ %) @1

Y Y
« 2(1 In pp,

Vg € [bpuy1) : ri(g) > 2 *'fy"" Y (42)



Proof. Forevery g € (0,1) we define f,,,.q : 7 € [0, +00) = 5 — Z=4p, , (S=r) whose supremum over r
we want to compute. The derivative of f,,, 4 with respect tor reads

Fomalr) =2 = pr (; ) : (43)

The derivative ¢, , is continuously increasing and thus one-to-one from (0, +00) onto (p3, /2, pn/2). There-
fore, if ¢ € (0, py] then f,ﬁmq < 0 and the supremum of f,, 4 is achieved at » = 0. On the contrary, if

€ (pn, 1) then there exists a unique solution r,(g) € (0, +00) to the critical point equation f, ,(r) = 0.
As f,,,.q is concave (given that ¢ p,,,, is convex), this solution 7, (q) is the global maximum of f,,, ;. We now
transform the critical point equation:

2, Qn
fonq(r) =0 —9 n(—
J2 q( ) Pn Po, On

where g,,, 1 T — p%wﬁpo N (%7’) is increasing and one-to-one from (0, +00) to (pn, 1). Forall p,, € (0,e™ ') :

| 1n pn|’i € (0,1). By Lemma (directly following the proof) applied with € = | In p,, |~ 1, we have:

20— o1y o0 (- g2 ) e (- um;,ﬁ)
npn )S 160 pa 75 ) : 45)
vy 2 1—pn

v‘) =qgpa(r)=4q, (44)

Pn < Qp, = Gp, (

“npn‘l/z
2(1+|lnpni)) N 1—0.5exp(—176
7 T lexp (- el

It directly follows from (@3) that lim,,, 0 a,,, = 0 and from [@6) that lim,,, 0 by, = 1. As g,,, is increasing,
if ¢ = 9o, (r.(q)) € [ap,,bp,] then

2(1 — |In pn| %)

1> by, = g, ( (46)

2(1 + | In pn| 1)

<ralg) <

. 0 "
1

while if ¢ = g, (v (q)) € [b,,,,1) then r7;(g) > ZHenl D), 0

Lemma 3. Lef v, == vpn|In py| for a fix v > 0 and define g,,, : wpo n( o 7). Forall (pn,€) €

(0,1)? we have:

62 In py, €
2(1—e¢) <eXP(—T6%) exp (— 5[Inpy|) . 47
an — 2 1_ I ( )
R pn
2
2(1 + ¢ 1—-0.5exp (— % |1npn|
gpn( ( )> > ( 616 ) . (48)
gl 1+exp (= 5/1npnl)
Proof. The derivative of ¢p, ,, reads ¢, (1) = Z-E[(1+ %e—%—ﬁz)*l]. Therefore:
1
gon(r) =E } (0,1). (49)
L+ (1= pn)exp {|pn|(1 =772 =\ /155 2) }
Hence for all € € (0, 1) we have:
. (M) k 1 } | 50)
gl L+ (1= pp)exp {|Inpa| (F e — /729 2)}

By the dominated convergence theorem lim,,, -0 gp,, (2(1+€)/~) = 1 and lim,,, -0 gp,, (21=9)/~) = 0. We first

lower bound g,,, (2(1+€)/+). Note that Vz > — £ |1(an)| T —€— ffﬁ:ﬂz < —5. Hence:

g ( ) /+°° dz e T
o \/ﬁl—l— (1= pn) exp{|lnpn(—e— \21%;)\'2)}

22

2

/ /|1"Pn| «/27r1+ l—pn)exp( \lnpn|)
€ |1n py, | € |1n py |
or(-/BE) 1-n(-5)/BR)

1+ =pa)exp (= slnpal) T 1+exp (= 5/npnl)

; (51
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where F(z) = [ %ef

Making use of the upper bound F'(—x) < &

22
"2 is the cumulative distribution function of the standard normal distribution.

@?/2 .
5— for x > 0 yields

(2(14—5)) N 1 —O.5exp(— %\lnan
P o4 1+exp(—§|lnpn|)

Next we prove the upper bound on g,,, (2<1—€>/~,). We denote the indicator function of an event £ by 1¢. We

(52)

have:
2(1—c¢ 1
9on (%) =E — (53)
14 (1 —pn)exp {|Inpn|(e— “np"lZ)}
1
sl . {z<s 552}
T {zzsEed ) T 1+ (- pa)exp (5]npal)
€ | In pp|
_F(, € [ [np,l ) N 1-F(-5y/5)
2 2(1_6) 1+(1*Pn)eXP (%“nan
cpf & [1meal \  exp (= 5[mpn])
2\ 2(1—¢) 1—pn
€2 |Inpp| €
exp (— & — £llnpy,
< p( 16 1—c )+exp( s/lnp |) (54)
2 1—pn

The last inequality follows from the same upper bound on F'(—z) that we used to obtain (32). O
Lemma 2] essentially states that the global maximum of 7 — % — iw Pon (%r) is located in a tight interval
around 2/ when q € [a,,,,b,, |- The next step is to use this knowledge to tightly bound the maximum value
SUP,5o 5t — 5P, (327) forall g € [a,,, by, ]. The following lemma gives a bound on S=4p, ,, (%27)

for 0 < r < 201+e)/4,

Lemma 4. Let Py, := (1 — pn)do + prnd1 and an, = vpy|In py| for a fix v > 0. For every € € (0,1) and
r € [0,20+¢)/y] we have

osiwpo,n<af"r)éi+ o o i 53
am Pn v Alnpal v\ 7| pa|

Proof. The function ¢ p, ,, is nondecreasing on [0, +-00) so Vr € [0,2(1+e)/4] :

1 n n 2(1 22014 ¢€)|Inpn

o< Ln. (&T) . iwpo,n(afﬂ +e)> _ Yron 20+ 9| pnl) 56)
an Pn an pn Y Ypn|1n pn|

The upper bound on the right-hand side of (56) reads (remember the deﬁnitionof Py, )

VYry, 20+ €)npal)  1-p, ‘E[ln (1 4 pre (Ol £/20 5] lnpn|Z)]

Ypn| 0 pn| ~ ypallnpy
1 € n € n
n E[ln (1 — o+ preFOlnenl+y/20+9]1 pn\Z)]
¥ 10 pa|
__Ll=pn E[ln (1 —pn +pne—(1+e>|lnpn\+\/2<1+e)\1npn|z)]
Ypn|In py|
41 E[ln (1 ~ +ee\lnpn\+\/2<1+e)|1npn|2)} ) (57)
[ 1n pn|

To control the first term on the right-hand side of (37) we use that In(1 + z) < a:
1—pn —(146) | 1n pr | +/2(146) | In pp | Z
7E[ln(1—pn+pne pr pn )]
Ypn|In pn|
E[e—me)\ In pp |[+4/2(1+€) [ In pn | Z _ 1}

¥l 1n pn|

e~ (140 Inpnlp [e\/2<1+€>‘ In pn\Z] _1

[ 1n pn|

<

=0. (58)
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To control the second term on the right-hand side of (57), we use that:

Yz <0:ln (1 — pn + el npnl+/2(1+€) | Inpr Z) <In(l+ eé\lnﬂn\) < ln(QeellnpnI) ;
Vz>0:1n (1 — o+ ee|lnpn\+x/2(1+e)|lnpn z) < ln(Zee\lnpn\+\/2(1+e)|lnpn Z) )

It directly follows that:

1 in i In2 1 /1
1 ]E[ln (1_pn+6 |1 o +/2(1F €)1 pn|2)] <4 ln L1 1+€ ‘
¥l py| v Alnpa| Y\ wlnps|

The latter combined with (57) and (38) ends the proof. O

We can now compute the limit of I(pn, an) when p, — 0 and o, == ypn|In pn|.

Proposition 7. Let Py, = (1 — pn)do + pnd1 and an = vypn|In pn| for a fix v > 0. Then the quantity

I(pn,an) == inf sup irs(q,r; an, pn) converges when p, — 0t and
q€[0,1] r>0

1
lim I(pn,an) = min {Ipout((), 1)77} .
pn—0F v

Proof. Leta,,, by, the quantities defined in Lemma By Lemmasand@(applied with e = |In pn|7i for
pn small enough), we have Vq € [a,,,, b, ]:

(1—|1npn|—i)q_1< 1 In?2 2 >

+ +
v Y\ |lnpn|t  |Inpal | In pn|

Therefore, Vq € [ap,, ,bp, |:

1 2 In2 2
IPout(qv]-)"‘g_* T + +
Y Y\ lnpai  [Inpal 7| 1n py|
; 1
< supirs(q,7; an, pn) < Ip,,, (¢, 1) + 4y -
r20 Y yllnp,|T

It directly follows that:

1 2 In2 2 :
I T + n + + { inf IPout (qv 1) + g}
Y\ |npa|7  [1npal 7| In pn| a€lapp bop] v

< inf  supirs(q,7;an, pn) < ————7 { inf fpout(q,1)+g}- (60)
qe[a0717bt’n >0 ’y‘lnpnﬁ qe[aPn’th] vy

Note that ¢ — Ip,,, (¢, 1) + £ is concave on [0, 1] so

. q . a‘Pn an
ll’lf [Ou 71 + — =min Iou anvl + 7Iou bn71 +
ot T 1) S min {1 (0 1) 4 22 T )+ 2 |
1
— &+ min {Jpom(o, 1),7}. 61)
pn—0 Y

Combining the bounds oninfeeia, b, 15UP,>0 iRs(q, 75 0tn, pn) With the limit (©T) yields:

inf  supirs(q,7;an, pn) = min {Ipout (0,1), %} . (62)

lim
pn—0 qe[apn :bpn] r>0
Upper bound on the limit superior of 7(p,,, «;,) The upper bound on the limit superior of I(pn, ) =
infge(0,1) SUP,>iRS (¢, 7; n, pr) directly follows from the limit (62) and the upper bound I(pn, an) <

infgcia,, by, 1SUP;>0RS (g,7; an, pn):

lim sup I (pn, an) < 1“11111{[1y>0m(07 1),%} . (63)

pn—0t
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Matching lower bound on the limit inferior of I(p,,, «,,) We first rewrite I(py,, o) by splitting the
segment [0, 1] = [0, ap,, ] U [ap,,, bp,. ] U by, 1]:

I(pn,an) = min inf  sup,soirs(¢,7; Qn, pn);  Anf  SUP,soiRS(Q, T On, Pn) s
qE[O,apn - qe[aﬂn7bl’n -

inf  sup,>girs(q,7; an, pn)} . (64
q€[bpy, »1] =

Forall ¢ € [0, a,, ] we have:

. r 1 Qn
SUP,.> RS (¢, T Qny Pr) = TPy (¢, 1) + sup {;q — —py (*T) }
« Pn

r>0

. rq 1 Qn
> Tranas )+ i {5 L (220) ) = Iraa).

As g+ Ip,,. (g,1) is decreasing it follows that:

inf  supirs(q,7;n,pn) > inf  Ip,.(q,1) = Py, (aﬂn’ 1. (65)
q€[0,ap, ] >0 q€(0,ap,,]

Forall g € [b,,,,1) we have:

. r 1 Qn
SUP,>0tRS (¢, 75 Qny Pn) = 1P, (g, 1) + sup { ?q - —py ., (;TT> }
n

>0 Qn

g(L+|lnp,|~%) 1 an 2(1+ | Inp,| %)

22— —Yp |
v Qn Pn v
_1

zh_iwpo.n(%Q(lJr“npn‘ 4))

v Qn, ' Pn v

b 1 1 In2 2
> Zm _ = o : (66)

Y Y \|lnp,|i  [Inpa 7| In pn|

The first inequality follows from the trivial lower bounds Ip,,, (¢, 1) > 0 and

1
1 n T 1 n~ - 2(1 Inp,|~2
sup o —py , (*a 7‘) > —py, (% 7‘) where 7 := —( + | ’Iylp D) .
n n

The last inequality follows from LemmaE| applied with e = |In p, |~ I

1
1 an 2(1 4+ |1Inp.|™ 2 1 1 In2 2
7@)0’”(7 (1+ [Inpn| ))Sf . n
Qn Pn Y vy |1npn|1 ‘h’lpnl 7r|lnpn|

Note that the final lower bound (66)) does not depend on ¢ € [b,,, 1) so the same inequality holds for the
infimum of sup,.~ 4irs(q, 75 an, pn) over q € [bp,, , 1]. Combining (64), (65) and (©6) yields:

I(p’“«aa’ﬂ) 2 min {IPout(apn’ 1)7 lnf SuprEOiRS(qar;aThpn) a

q€lapy, bpy,
by, 1 1 In2 2
- T+ + .
Y Y \Ulnpa|s  [Inpal 7| 1n py|

Hence we have (remember the limit (62) and that a,, — 0 and b,, — 1 when p,, vanishes):

pn—0t

1 1 1
liminf I(pn, o) > min {Ipom (0,1) ; min {Ipom (0, 1), ;} ; ;} = min {Ipout (0,1), ;} .67

We see thanks to (63) and that the superior and inferior limits of I(pn,a,) match each other and
limpn—>0+ I(pn, an) = min@’ouc (0,1), % . O
Finally, we obtain Theoremfor the specific choice Py, := (1 — pn)do + pnd1 by combining Theoremand
Proposition[7] together:
. IXNY|®)
lim ——M——~

n——+oo mMn

= min {IpOut (0,1); l} . (68)
Y
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C Asymptotic minimum mean-square error: proof of Theorem 3]

Let X = )A((Y, ®) be an estimator of X* that is a function of the observations Y and the measurement matrix
&®. Then the mean-square error of this estimator is EIX*~X12/x, € [0, Ex~p, X*] where the normalization
factor kn, = mp, is the expected sparsity of X*. It is well-known that the Bayes estimator E[X*|Y, ®]
achieves the minimum mean-square error (MMSE) among all estimators of the form X(Y, P). We denote the
mean-square error of the Bayes estimator by

* _ * 2
MMSE(X|Y, @) = 2IX EI[CX Y, ®)°

The MMSE is therefore a tight lower bound on the error that we achieve when estimating X* from the
observations Y and the known measurement matrix ®. For this reason a result on the MMSE is easier to
interprete than a result on the normalized mutual information Z(X* ;Y\‘P)/ mn. In this section, we prove Theorem
that is, a formula for the asymptotic MMSE when n diverges to infinity while p,, = @(n~*) with X € (0, 1/9)
and o, = Ypn|In p,| with v > 0. The proof of this theorem is given at the end of this section. The proof relies
on the -MMSE relation [38] that links the MMSE to the derivative of the mutual information with respect to the
signal-to-noise ratio of some well-chosen observation channel. For this reason, we first have to determine the
asymptotic mutual information of a modified inference problem in which, in addition to the observations ), we
have access to the side information Y7 = {/an 7/on X* + Z with 7 > 0 and Z an additive white Gaussian
noise. Indeed, the parameter 7 is akin to a signal-to-noise ratio and the derivative of the mutual information
(XY, ¥YD|®)/n,  with respect to 7 yields half the MMSE [38]:

(69)

0 (IX5Y,Y79)\  MMSEX'|Y, Y, ®) MMSE(X*|Y, ®)
or Mn, - 2 0+ 2

C.1 Generalized linear estimation with side information

Let (X;)7—1 4 Py, be the components of the signal vector X*. We now have access to the observations:

YM ~ out<"%)v 1SM§mn7

7 (1) .z - 70
VO =\ [mrXi+Z, 1<i<n;

where 7 > 0. Remember that the transition kernel P, is defined in (IZ_II) using the activation function ¢ and

the probability distribution P4. The side information induces only a small change in the (replica-symmetric)

potential whose extremization gives the asymptotic normalized mutual information. More precisely, the potential

now reads:

r(IEX2 —q)

5 ) (71)

. 1 On
(0,1, 73 ) = Ty (9204 ) T (0.5X) -

where X ~ Py. We then have the following generalization of Theorem I}

Theorem 4 (Mutual information of the GLM with side information at sublinear sparsity and sampling rate).
Suppose that A > 0 and that the following hypotheses hold:

(HI) There exists S > O such that the support of Py is included in [—S, S].

(H2) @ is bounded, and its first and second partial derivatives with respect to its first argument exist, are
bounded and continuous. They are denoted Oy p, Oz p-

(H3) (®,;) 4 N(0,1).

Let pn = O(n™") with X € [0,1/9) and aun = ypn|1n py| withy > 0. Then for all n. € N*:

. v (7) /6
‘ w - ll'lf sup iRS(q, T, T, Qn, p”) S @# ) (72)
Mn q€[0,Ep,[X2]] r>0 niz- 4
where C'is a polynomial in (T, S, H % Hoo, H B’sz’ Hoo, || O\I/Z{ Ho07 A, ’y) with positive coefficients.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem I]except for a small change in the adaptive interpolation
method due to the side information. More precisely, at ¢ € [0, 1] we have access to the observations

{Yé“) ~  Pou(-]SY9) s 1< < mn;

= = 73
e = Jer Rt ) Xf+ 2, 1< i < n 7
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where X 14 P, ., Z; 14 N(0,1) and
. -t . :
Sl(;’) :\/TnZ(I)W‘X,L —|—\/Rz(t,e)vﬂ—"\/t+25n_R2(t76)Wu

i=1

with @5, V,,, W,i i A(0,1). The proof then goes by looking to the interpolating mutual information
I(x* W) (Y9 ¥ ey @) 1, and follows exactly the same lines than the proof of Theorem m In par-
ticular, the interpolation functions (R1, R2) are chosen a posteriori as the solutions to the same second-order
ordinary differential equations than for Theorem[} O

Let X* ~ Py, L Z ~ N(0,1). We define for all 7 > 0:
Yp,y , (r) = E[ln/dPO,n(w)e—§z2+rX*z+\/FzZi| )

Note that Ip, ,, (1) == I(X*;\/r X"+ Z) = %[X(z] —1p, , () where X ~ Py. For pp,a, > 0and T > 0,
we denote the variational problem appearing in Theoremmby

I(pn,n,7) = inf sup irs(q,7,7T;Qn,pn)
q€[0,EX2] r>0

) EX? 1 n
- o el a Yl L ()
r>0 n

q€[0,EX?] 2 2 Qn
EX? — q) rq 1 «
= inf I Ex?) + TEX —d) o= = 74
I L (¢, EX?) + 5 +§t2113 5 " o Vron ) (74)

where X ~ Py. Similarly to what is done in Appendixm we can compute the limit of 7 (pn, o, 7) for a discrete
distribution with finite support Fo.

Proposition 8. Let Py, = (1 — pn)do + pnPo where Py is a discrete distribution with finite support
supp(Po) C {—vk,—VK—1,...,—V1,V1,V2,..., 0k } where 0 < v1 < -+ < vg < V41 = +0o. Let
an = Ypn|lnpn| for a fix v > 0. For every 7 € [0,2/w%), I(pn,an, T) defined in {T3) converges when
Pn — 0" and (in what follows X ~ Py):

lim  I(pn,an,T)

pn—0
= min {IPO“ (ELX?1 x50 EIX?]) + P“X‘f vk) | TE[XQl;'X‘““] } . (75)

Proof. Fix 7 € [0,2/+v2%). Define Ip,,, (¢, EX?) = Ip,,, (¢, EX?) + T(]Exfrz*‘”. From ([74) we have
I(pn,an,7) = qe[(i)r}EfXZ] fpout (q, IEXQ) + :1;13 {% - iszoyn <%r)} . (76)

Note that Ip,,, (-,EX?) is concave nonincreasing on [0, EX?] — exactly as Ip,,, (-,EX?) —, and that the
variational problem (76) has a form similar to the quantity I(p;,, cvn,) whose limit is given by Propositionin
Appendix ] The only difference that we have to take into account in the analysis is that the supremum is over
r € [, +00) instead of r € [0, +00).

Remember the definition 203) of a'*. By Lemma for every q € (pnE[X]?, E[X?]) there exists a unique
r7,(q) € (0,+400) such that

m(@)g ino,n (%r}i(q)) = sup T4 _ ino,n (jir) ) a7

2 Qn n >0 2 On n
1
and Vg € [a(pf),EX2) s (q) > 20=Ilnpnl”1)/32 | By assumption 7 < 2/4v% so, for p,, small enough,
Vg € [aS) EX?) : 74 (q) > 7. It follows that Vg € [al~), EX?) : 77;(q) satisfies
(e 1 Qn . rqg 1 Qn
- an L ) 78
5 o o\ 5o () W L (78)

Thanks to the identity (78) the same analysis leading to Propositions [T4] and Ecan be repeated, replacing
Ip,,. (-,EX?) by Ip,,, (-,EX?) (this makes no difference as we only need for Ir,, (-, EX?) to be concave
nonincreasing), in order to obtain the limit:

. . =~ rq 1 Qn
lim inf sup Ip,, 7IEX2 + = - —Yp, , (—T)
prn—0% gelall) EX2) rzl;) (g ) 2 an VP On

: = 2 2y, P(X] > k)
= 1§IICI%III%+1 {IPout (E[X 1{‘X|ka}]7EX ) —+ f . (19
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Note that the limit (79) is for the inﬁmum over ¢ € [aS) EX?], not the infimum over ¢ € [0, EX?]. This

is because, for ¢ € (pnEX2, aS%)), r%(q) does not necessarily satisfy (78). However, the limit (79) directly
implies the following upper bound on the limit superior:

~ P(|X| >
limsup I (pn, an,7) < min {IPouc(E[Xglﬂx\zvk}]fEXQ)—&—M}. (80)

pn—0F

In order to lower bound the limit inferior we have to lower bound the infimum over ¢ € [0, aﬁ,f)] of
IPout (q7 EXZ) + SUP,>;r 13 — an
sup,>. {5 — o= ¥p, (o / pn)} is nondecreasing (it is the supremum of nondecreasing functions), we have:

inf(K) IPout(q7EX )+sup{ D) ¢P0n <Pn >}

q€[0,a,,’]
2 fpout(apn)JEX ) + Sup{_iwp(] n <%T>}

r>T n

’;ZJPO (a"’"/pn)}. Because fpout(-,EXQ) is nonincreasing and q +—

~ 1 n
2 IPout(apn)7]EX ) ;wpo,n (%T> . (81)

The last inequality follows from ¢ p, ,, being nondecreasing (see Lemma |§I) We can use the computations in the
proof of Lemma to write iq/, Pon ( apn‘r) more explicitly:

2 1 h Z 1 ) 9
ino,n(a"T> _Bou TIEX 1,1 Z +E[ nh(Z, 57| pnl,vj; pn, v, P, P )]
n Pn vy [1n pn|
1 E lnh Z,y7|1In p, vj; pn, v, P, P )
+15 1 @
’szl | 0 pn|
where
1— 17 | 1n pp | 7| 1n v2 - - 7| 1n v?
o liEln (1—pn—|—ane vi (pz—emz—Fpi e m2>)
pnl npn' i=1
andVz e R:

7"()2
. |1npn|(1,ﬂ, ;)
W27 pnl, 055 pn, v, P, PT) = (1 — pu)e 2Tl

K T(v;—v, 2 T
N Ze_“npnl(’y ( - i) \lnpn\ (vi— vj)z) (pzi +pj:e—2|lnpn|v7-, (’YT’UJ+Z ’HQW)) . (83)
=1

We can show, exactly as it is done for A, in the proof of LemmalT6] that | By, | < 1/|mp.|. As T < 2/v% we
have Vj € {1,..., K} : 1 —~7v}/2 > 0, and from (§3) we then easily deduce that Vj € {1,...,K},Vz € R :

Inh(z, 7|0 pul, vj; pn, v, p=, pF) LY

84
pn—0F |1n pn| 2 (84)
By the dominated convergence theorem, making use of the pointwise limits (84), we have:
i Fnh (Z,47| I pal, vs; pn, v, PT, P )} E{lnﬁ(zmmpn,vj;pn,v,p,p+)]
- [T ] r [T ]
K 2 2
_ TV EX
—— > +p(1- ) 1= TEE L ey)
pn—0t = 2
Combining the identity (82), lim, o+ By, = 0 and the limit (83) yields:
1 n EX® 1 1 EX?
lim —yp, (Cnp) = B L 1T ):0. (86)
pn—0 Qi Pn 2 Yo 2
The lower bound (8T} together with the limits (86€) and lim,, .+ a'®) = 0 (see Lemma | implies:
liminf inf  Ip,,, (¢, EX?) +sup {7 — —wpo R <— )} > Ip,..(0,EX?) . (87)
pn—0t qe[o,ag}:)] r>T 2 P
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Finally, we combine the latter inequality with the limit (79) to obtain

o . = P(|X| > v)
> 2 )4 =R
Llygélf[(pn,an,’r) > 1§£I%1[I}+1 {Ipout (IE[X 1(x|>v,1), EX ) + - (88)

The upper bound on the limit superior matches the lower bound (88) on the limit inferior. Hence,

. . = P(|X| >
lim I(pn,an,7) = min {Ipout(E[le{‘x‘zvk}},EXz)+M}

on—0+ 1<k<K+1 5
. 9 9 TIE[XQIHXKU o P(X| > ve)
= 1§kr:rél}}+1 {Ipout (E[X 1{|X\ka}]aEX ) + 9 k + v ;
where the last equality follows simply from the definition of I Pout - O

The next theorem is a direct corollary of Theorem @] and Proposition [§]

Theorem 5. Suppose that A > 0 and that Py, = (1 — pyp)do + pnPo where Py is a discrete distribution
with finite support supp(FPo) C {—vk, —VK—1,..., —V2, —V1,V1,V2,...,VKk—1, VK } where 0 < v1 < v2 <
- < v < VK41 = +oo. Further assume that the following hypotheses hold:

(H2) @ is bounded, and its first and second partial derivatives with respect to its first argument exist, are
bounded and continuous. They are denoted Oy p, Oz p.
(H3) (®ui) K N(0,1).

Let pp, = O(n~ ) with X € (0,1/9) and cvn, = ypn|In pn| with~y > 0. Then V7 € [0, 2/40%):

XY, Y|P
fim LX5Y, |®)

n—-+oo M

. 5 )
= 151£I£II}+1 {[Pout (E[X 1 x>0,1), EX ) +

TE[X1{x|<u;] N P(|X] > vk)}
2 5 ’

C.2 Proof of Theorem

Foralln € N* and 7 € [0, +00) we define i, (7) := I(X*:¥.¥(7|®)/,, the normalized conditional mutual

information between X* and the observations Y, Y (") — defined in (70) — given ®. We place ourselves in the
regime ofTheorem that is, p, = ©(n~*) with X\ € [0,1/9) and o, = ypn|In p,| withy > 0. By Theorem
if the side-information is low enough, namely 7 < 2/yv%, then limy, —, { o0 in (7) = i(7) Where

i(r) =

E[X?1 v P(|X| >
{Ipout (E[XQ]'HX\ZW}LEXQ) + T [ X< k}} + (X1 = vk)} . (89)

min
1<k<K+1 2 o1

We first establish a few properties of the function ¢,. The posterior density of X* given the observations
(Y, Y) defined in (70) reads:

gy LT e ) T ( <<I>X>u>
dP(x|Y, Y™) Z(Yj?(f))iﬂdpo,n(xl)e ’ EPM Y, i) (90)

where Z(Y, ?(T)) is a normalization factor. In what follows x denotes a n-dimensional random vector
distributed with respect to the posterior distribution (90). We will use the brackets (—), - to denote an
expectation with respect to x. By definition of the mutual information we have:

1 - 1 T _1(y™_ [EmT i) T (®X*)
; - _ = My, - (% X)) A p
in(T) nIEln Z(Y,Y')+ nIE {ln J:ll e Iz J:ll Pt <Yu e
1 - 1 (®X")
- = (Fy _ _+ \FA )1
= mnEan(Y,Y ) % +E|:lnP0m <Y1 N )} . (€2
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Derivation under the expectation sign, justified by the dominated convergence theorem, yields the first derivative:

Ty v _ fanT N1 Jom yu
Zn(T) - Mn ZE[<( PnT xl) 2 PnT (Xl m2)>n T:|

i=1 s

e (CNROWE
My PnT 2\ pnt nr

1 a = *
= ST pn%E[Zz((mOnT -X; )]

1 On =~ ~
= 2y | pur 2 ElZi(@0n]

= ! on ZE 1"7, $1>$L 7—]

2Mn pn

_ EIX* - EX*Y, YT, ]|
N 2kn '
The second equality above follows from Nishimori identity. The fifth equality is obtained thanks to a Gaussian

integration by parts with respect to Z;. The final identity (92) is the I-MMSE relation previously mentioned.
Further differentiating with respect to 7 and integrating by parts with respect to the Gaussian random variables

Z; give

92)

in(r) = ZIE — (@) ] 93)

The identity (@3) shows that 7,, is concave as its second derivative is nonpositive. By Griffiths’ lemma it follows
that whenever the pointwise limit (89) is differentiable at 7 € (0, 2/yv% ) we have:

lim_ in(r) =4'(1) .

n—-+

The final step is to determine i’ (7). Suppose that the minimization problem

1<k<K+1 v

has a unique solution k* € {1,..., K + 1}. Then, there exists € € [0,2/yv% ) such that V7 € [0,¢) : k* is the
unique solution to the minimization problem

min {‘Ipout (]E[XQ]-{\X|2UR}]7]E[X2]) +w} (94)

TE[X?1{ x| <vy)] L PUX] > vk)} .

Tppu (BIX*1( x50, ] E[X?]) + > -

min {
1<k<K+1
Therefore, V7 € [0,¢€) :
TE[X?1 _— P(|X| > vg=
i(1) = T, (BIX 11 x 50,1 ), B[X 7)) + [ {2|X|< il | PO |Jvk ),

E[X1{x|<v,»
i(r) = [ {|2x\< el

We conclude that whenever the minimization problem (94) has a unique solution k* we have

* * 2
lim E[X" - EX']Y, 2] = lim 2i,(0) =2i'(0) = E[le{\X|<vk*}] .

n—+oo kn n——+00

C.3 All-or-nothing phenomenon and its generalization

We now look at the asymptotic MMSE as a function of the number of measurements, i.e., as a function
of the parameter v that controls the number of measurements m, = 7 - np,|logp,|. Let X ~ Py and
assume that supp|X| = K. We place ourselves under the assumptions of Theoreml The functions k —
Iy (E[X?1{ x5 0,3), E[X? }) and k — P(|X| > vi) are nondecreasing and i increasing on {1,2,..., K+1},
respectively. Hence, the minimization problem on the right-hand side of (9) has a unique solution denoted E* ()
for all but K or less values of v € (0,+00), and 71 < v2 = k" (1) > k" (72) (assuming kE*(m), k* (fyz)
are well-defined). By TheoremE[, it implies that the asymptotlc MMSE as a function of +y is nonincreasing
and piecewise constant; its image is included in {EX?, E[X?1{x|<vx_,}),-- - E[X? 1{\X\<v1}} 0}. The
asymptotic MMSE has at most K discontinuities. As -y increases past a dlscontmulty, the asymptotic MMSE
jumps from E[X21{|X\<ka 3] for some k7 € {2,..., K + 1} down to a lower value E[le{\XKvk; 1] where

k3 e {1,... ki —1).
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Therefore, when K = 1, the asymptotic MMSE has one discontinuity at v, :== 1/Ip, ., (0, EX?) where it jumps
down from EX? to 0: this is the all-or-nothing phenomenon previously observed in [30} 31} [32]] for a linear
activation function ¢(z) = z and a deterministic distribution Py. Theorem generalizes this all-or-nothing
phenomenon to activation functions satisfying mild conditions and any discrete distribution Py whose support is
included in {—v, v} for some v > 0.

When K > 1, the phenomenology is more complex. The asymptotic MMSE exhibits intermerdiate plateaus
in between the plateaus “MMSE = EX?2” (no reconstruction at all) for low values of v and “MMSE = 0”
(perfect reconstruction) for large values of ~y. For illustration purposes we now define the following three discrete
distributions with support size K > 1:

. P‘ﬁm is the uniform distribution on {\/a, 2\/a, . .., K+\/a} with @ := 6/(x+1)(2K+1) so that EX? =

nif

1 for X ~ Pp.
. Plgfe)ﬂ is the distribution on {v/b,2v/b, ..., K+/b} with b := Z;il 1/k;2 and Rsilr(zx/l;) =
ki so that EX? = 1 and E[X*1; | 5] = #7Y/x for X ~ P, ie., the quantity

E[X?1{|x|<v,}] increases linearly with k.

« PP g the binomial distribution on {V¢,2/c, ..., Ky/c} with

binom

¢ =1/(K—1)(K—2)p>+3(K—1)p+1

and PP (in/e) = (K1) p 1 (1 — p)K " so that EX? = 1.
In Figure ] we plot the asymptotic MMSE (using Theorem [3) as a function of the noise variance A and the
parameter -y for three different activation functions and Py € {P<5) p®  p02) }.

unif? * linear’ © binom

D Properties of the mutual informations of the scalar channels

This appendix gives important properties on the mutual informations of the scalar channels defined in Section 2}
We first recall the important Nishimori identity that we will use in this appendix and others as well.
Lemma 5 (Nishimori identity). Let (X,Y) € R™ x R™? be a pair of jointly distributed random vectors. Let

k> 1. Lete XV ... X ™ be k independent samples drawn from the conditional distribution P(X = -|Y),
independently of every other random variables. The angular brackets (—) denote the expectation operator with
respect to P(X = -|Y), while E denotes the expectation with respect to (X,Y). Then, for every integrable
Sfunction g the two following quantities are equal:

k
E(g(Y, X", .. X*D XW)) = E / oY, xW, L xED xI) TTdPx"|Y) ;

=1

k—1
E(g(Y, X" . XY X)) = E/g(Y,x(”,...,x““‘”,x) []dP?1y).

=1

Proof. This is a simple consequence of Bayes’” formula. It is equivalent to sample the pair (X, Y) according to
its joint distribution, or to first sample Y according to its marginal distribution and to then sample X conditionally
to Y from its conditional distribution P(X = -|Y). Hence the (k 4 1)-tuple (Y, X™, ..., X)) is equal in
law to (Y, XD ... X*-D X)) O

Lemma 6. Let X ~ Px be a real random variable with finite second moment. Let Z ~ N'(0, 1) be independent
of X. Define Ipy, (1) := I(X; Y ")) the mutual information between X and Y'") := \/rX + Z, and

(r)_ra?
Ypy(r):=Eln / dPx (z)e¥™Y £
Then, Ip, (resp. Wpy ) is twice continuously differentiable, nondecreasing, Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant

E[X 2]/2, and concave (resp. convex) on [0, +00). Besides, if Px is not deterministic then Ip, (resp. Ypy ) is
strictly concave (resp. strictly convex).

Proof. The properties of the mutual information Ip, are well-known and proved in [38| [51]. Note that
Vr > 0: Ipy (r) = "EIX?/2 — opp, (r). The properties of 1 p, follow directly from those of Ip,, and the latter
identity. O
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Y

Figure 4: Minimum mean-square error in the asymptotic regime of Theoremfor A € [0,4] and v € (0,10.5].
From left to right: the activation function is linear ¢(z) = @, the ReLU ¢(z) = max(0, =) and the sign function

90((;6)0 2:) sign(zx). Top to bottom: the prior distribution Py of the nonzero elements of X* is Péigf, Pl(iilar and
B bir;o.m .

Lemma 7. Let A € (0,400). Let ¢ : R x R¥4 — R be a bounded measurable function. Further assume that
the first and second partial derivatives of @ with respect to its first argument, denoted O, p and Oz, exist and
are bounded.

Let W*,V,Z ~ N(0,1) and A ~ P4 — Pa is a probability distribution over R*4 _ be independent random
variables. Define Ip,,,(q,p) = I(W*;Y @P)|V) the conditional mutual information between W* and
yl@r) .= o(Vp—qW*+/qV,A) + VA Z given V. Then:

* Vp € (0,400) the function ¢ — Ip,,,(q,p) is continuously twice differentiable, concave and
nonincreasing on [0, pl;

* Forall p € (0,400), the function ¢ — Ip,, (g, p) is Lipschitz on [0, p] with Lipschitz constant
Oz .
Cr([[ 5l 1572 1l0) where:

Ci(a,b) == (4a® +1)b* .
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* Forall q € [0,400), the function p — Ip, . (q, p) is Lipschitz on [q,+00) with Lipschitz constant

2|5 s 152 oo 1122 1] ) where:

o |

Ca(a,b,c) == b*(128a* + 12a* + 27) + c(16a” + 41/2/x ) .

Proof. Let Pou(ylz) = [ df;;%? e~ 25 (W—e(@a)? The posterior density of W* given (V, Y (®)) is
o 1 d 7L ~
P(w]V,Y ) = o et P YN qwtaY) . 99)

Zq,p(vv Y<q’p)) V2T

w

where Z(q, p) f \/ﬁ T2 Pout (Y(q’p) [vop —qw + /q V) is the normalization factor. Then:

Ip (¢, ) = E[In Poue V9P |\/p—qW" + /g V)] — Eln Z(q, p)
=EInZ(p,p) —EIn Z(q, p) - (96)

It is shown in [29] Appendix B.2, Proposition 18] that, for all p € (0,+00), ¢ — Eln Z(q, p) is continu-
ously twice differentiable, convex and nondecreasing on [0, p, i.e., ¢ — Ip, . (g, p) is continuously twice
differentiable, concave and nonincreasing on [0, p].

We prove the second point of the lemma by upper bounding the partial derivative of Ip_ . with respect to gq. The
Lipschitzianity will then follow directly from the mean-value theorem. We denote an expectation with respect

to the posterior distribution (@3) using the angular brackets (—)g,,, i.¢., (g(w))q,, := [ g(w)dP(w|V,Y @),
Let uy(z) := In Pout (y|z). We know from [29] Appendix B.2, Proposition 18] that Vp € (0, +oo) Vq € [0, pl:

8 IPout
dq

OEInZ
a,p dq

a.p - _%EK’“%’(‘I‘P) (mw + ﬁV) >l127ﬂj| . on

By Jensen’s inequality and Nishimory identity, it directly follows from (@©7):

IN

0 IPout
dq

%EKuy(q o (Vo= quw+ \/av)2>w} - %E[u;@,p) (Vp—qw™ + \/av)z] . (98)

q,p

Remember that 9, p, O.2 ¢ denote the first and second partial derivatives of (o with respect to its first coordinate.
The infinity norms ||¢||o and |0z ¢||o are finite by assumptions. Note that Vz € R:

f y— <P(z a) de(x, )dPA(Z)e*ﬁ(y*W(Tva»z

i) = [ 4Pa@) o (v—p(@a))? ; ©9)
V2 A
+ oo
uy @) < Vel gy (100
Then [u% (4., (7)| < wn&cwnw. This upper bound combined with (98) yields:
9 Ipyu Aflell3 +A >
ou < 81; , 101
R e X (1o

which implies the second point of the lemma thanks to the mean-value theorem.

To prove the third, and last, point of the lemma we will now upper bound the partial derivative of Ip, , with
respect to p. Note that

Eln Z(q, p) = [/dyeuy(v I VI V) ln/ dw ety (VP qw+‘fv)_7
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Therefore:

8Ean [ W* ’ Uy () dw Wy (v/p—q w4 V)—w-
=E (uy(x)e v )’Z_ o In [ —evv(VPmawVa 2
Ip a,p 2V =VPmaWrHVaY V2m |
w /
+E|:< U?(q,p)(vp—qw+\/§v)> :|
2Vp—a a,p
o owr ’ wy () dw ﬁﬂ—qw-r\/gv)_ﬁ_
=Elavp=a/ W@ av it | B

B[ (VW 4 va )|

1
= EE [(u%(q,p) (x) + u,{/(q,p) (:E)2)

In Z(q,
e=P=q W 4GV (@ p)}

N | —

+ sE|ufn (Vo —qgW" + \/EV)]

= %E[(u,}i’(mﬂ) (x) J"ulf/(fz»ﬂ) (x)z) (In Z(q, p) + 1):|

z=\p—qW*+,/qV

1.1, %
- i]E uf”(q,p)(\/p_qw +\/§V)2:| . (102)

The second equality follows from Nishimori identity and the third one from integrating by parts with respect to
W*. We now define Vp € [0, +00) : h(p) := Eln Z(p, p) = E[[ dy e"vV? V), (,/p V)]. We have:

1 (p) =E[%/dye“y(ﬁv) (uy (v V) + 1)%(@1/)]
= 38[ [ are YY)+ (V) (V) + 1)
+ %E[/dye"ﬂﬁwu;(\/ﬁvf]
= 3| (0 () + 000 0°)
Combining (96), (T02) and (T03) yields

olp,, 1
Tpt 0 = §E [(U%(fup) (:E) + ul)7(/)~p) (x)z)

o ypy BE () + )}+ SE[u5 e (VAV)'] . (103)

EPRUE YRS

- 58] (o () + i (@) (n 2(a.p) + 1)

z=\/p—qa W*+/qV
1 ’ 1 ’ *
+ 3E[U5 w0 (VOV)T] + 5B {uwp) (Ve=aW" +4q V)ﬂ . (104)

The last two summands on the right-hand side of (T04)) are upper bounded by M 10z 0|2 (see the proof

of the second point of the lemma) The first two summands on the right-hand 51de of ({T04) involve the function
(z,y) = uj (x) + uj(x)*. We have:

f (y—¢(z,2)? 0z p(z,a)? Ac’?xw(w a)%+ A9z ¢(z,8)(y—p(w,a)) dPa(a) e~ aa (y—w(z.a)?
A2 Vara ©
[ dP2Aw(Z)e ax (y—p(z,2))?

uy () + u;}(m)2 =

(105)
Then, by a direct computation, we obtain:

o0
/ () () + 1 (2)?)e Dy

—o0

(y—p(z,a)?

:/dPA(a)/+w((y —¢(z,a))? — A)dup(z,a8)* + Adprp(x,a)(y — p(z,a) e™ 25 dy

A2 27 A
1P Foo (72 63690 x,a V axx@ x,a - 2 dy
/ ( )/ (y 1) : )A ( e \/27ry

(106)
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Therefore:

r:\/ﬁW*+\/§V:|

=s[( [ e @ an)

E[ (10 0) + 0 ()

=0.
z=vp—qW*+,/q V}
This directly implies:

E {(“lxif(w) (@) + UG (am (93)2) (InZ(q,p) + 1)]

z=y/p—qW*+,/qV

~ B[ (10 @) + 00 o)) (2.0 + 2] aon

r=/p—qW*+,/qV
We use the formula (T03) for u/ (z) + uj,(z)? to get the upper bound:

2 o (Clglloe + VAIZD® + 8) [0:¢113 + Alldsaplloo 2ll¢lloe + VAIZI)

|uy(q P)( )+Ul}7(q,p) ({B) ’ = A2
(108)
Trivially, Pout (y|2) < 1/v/27A. This implies
_w? In(2wrA
InZ(0.p) = In [ e P (VW= qu +VaV) < )
while, by Jensen’s inequality, we have
_w? 1 _ 1 (ylap) 2
InZ(g,p) =In Y AP e aY ¢(@a))
(@p / \/7 @) oa 2w A
,L aPa(a)( - In(2rA) (Y(@P) — p(z,a))?
Vor 2 2A
_In@2rd)  Qllelle + VAIZD®
- 2 2A
Hence
In2(q.p) + ln(227rA)‘ < (2Hsolloo2+A\F\Z|) (109)

Combining (I07), (T08), (I09) yields the following upper bound of the second term on the right-hand side of

(In 2(q,p) + 1)] ’

S AR A R WA

where C(a, b, ¢) := b*(64a* 4 6a” + 13.5) + ¢(8a® + 24/ 2 ). This upper bound holds for all ¢ € [0, p]. In

particular, it holds for the first term on the right-hand side of (T04) where ¢ = p. We now have an upper bound
for each summand on the right-hand side of (T04) and we can combine them to get:

2
® Oztp o
<200 (|—=I| ||l—=Il - +2( —= +1)‘
<L EL L)
We can conclude the proof of the third point of the lemma using this last upper bound and the mean-value
theorem. O

1
—-E (u'i x) + ub x 2)
‘2 |: y(q,p)( ) y(q,p)( ) o= W VGV

rax P

0 ‘[Pout
dp

Ogp 2
A

e o]

E Properties of the interpolating mutual information

We recall that uy (z) := In Pout (y|x), and that uy, (-) and uj, (-) are the first and second derivatives of uy(-). We
denote P;,(y|z) and Pjy; (y|z) the first and second derivatives of  — Pyt (y|x). Finally, the scalar overlap
isQ == >0 Xz
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E.1 Derivative of the interpolating mutual information

Pr0p051t10n|I|(extended) Suppose that A > 0 and that all of [(HT)| [(H2)| and[(H3)| hold. Further assume that
Ex~p, [X?] = 1. The derivative of the interpolating mutual information (A1) Wlth respect to t satisfies for all
(t,e) € [0,1] x Bp:

() = 1 Oy M2 | pn _
i) = 0 = ) + O[22 B2 ) )1 - (1)

1 e . c n
+2E<(Q—qe(t))<mnz:lu’m(w)(sﬁt»))u’ngm)(sgﬁ >)_%ﬂr5(t)>>t . an
p= n,t,e

where

Pn Mn Pn Mn

1 S2c ( In Z; )‘ 5 Ono. InZi.
O < and |O Sl T < S§%/D—Var —— ;
' (\/npn)’ = V/Npn -

with (Oz and O denote the first and second partial derivatives of ¢ with respect to its ﬁrst argument):

o e |I? <p /2
C:= 64| —= 2||=| +125)+ Osa +2 ),
4 2
Do 2] 41
Allee 2 A oo

In addition, if both sequences (oun)n and (Prn/an)n are bounded, i.e., if there exist real positive numbers
Mo, M, such thatVn € N* : oy < Mo, Prfa, < M, then for all (t,€) € [0,1] x By:

e®) =0 2 ) 4 L (01 - ac(0)

1 o t e) (t,e) Pn
+5E <(Q < Zuy(t o uyy,e> (s°7) = ore(®) s (112)

A2

where
ol 1 |- §2C + 5%/ D(Cr + MyaCa + MaCs)
‘ (\/ﬁpn) ‘ - VR pn .
Here Cy,C>, Cs are the polynomials in (S, H % Hoo, } g H H Ozg'p H defined in Proposilion@

Proof: We recall that Z;. is the normalization to the joint posterior density of (X*,W™) given
(Y9 Y9 & V). We define the average interpolating free entropy fn (t) := E=n Zt.c/m,,. Note that
Qe (t) = L W)Y () ¥ (09) 8 V) /0, satisfies:

Eln Z; . 1 e
ine(t) =~ B [In (e )]
! (t,e)| q(t,e)
_*fn,e(t)*ﬁJrE[lnPout(Yl 15¢ )]

Given X*, S ~ N (0, V) where p® := LHIXH||? 4 ¢ + 25y, Then:
E In Pou(V*7151°7) = E[E[ln Poue (i 151°)IX"]] = ElR(o)]

where h: p € [0,4+00) = Evnr0,1) [ uy(v/p V)e™ VPV dy. Allin all, we have:

1
in,e =E ® n,e 5. 11
i e(8) = B{(p)] = foc(t) = 5 (113
We directly obtain for the derivative of i, (-):
* (]2
in,e(t) = - [h’(p(”) (”),i—” - 1)} ~ Fre(®) (114)

where R/, f}, . are the derivatives of h, fn,c. In Lemmaof Appendix we compute b’ and show:

i)
VA |l

Vp € [0,400) : | (p)] < C := C(

P =P
sl 1AL

32



with C(a, b, c) := b*(64a* + 2a® + 12.5) + ¢(8a® + 24/ 2 ). The first term on the right-hand side of (TT4)
thus satisfies:

* |2 * |2
‘E{h'(p(t))(uﬁ I 1 <c,/V “X ” ./nVar Vi (115)

We now turn to the computation of fn,e~

Derivative of the average interpolating free entropy Note that

fre(t) = LE{ d\;ﬁy e M (X Why 3. 8.V) ln/dPo,n(x)Dw e*”tf"‘vwwiv‘l”")} (116)

_ w2
where the expectation is over X*, ®, V, W*, Dw := % and the Hamiltonian H¢ . is:
Hee (6, Wiy, ¥, @, V) = = 3 In Pou(yulsi) + 3 Z ~VRi(tz)’ . A1)
p=1
We will need its derivative ’HQE with respect to ¢:
) _ Mp agﬂt,e) , (t.e)
Ht,e(xz W;yayaﬁav) = ’U‘y“ (Su’ ) sz Yi (t76)xi) . (118)
ot Rl t 6

=1
The derivative of f, . can be obtained by differentiating @) under the expectation:

Frclt) = = E[H, (X7, W5 Y ), Y40, 8, V) 2.,

- —E(Ht (x,w; YOO Y B V)

Mn n,t,e

1 ’ * * €) ~r(t,e
= ———E[H; (X", WY ") Y & V)In 2, ]

n

- iIE[H;,G(X*,W*;Y“f*f),?(“),<1>,V)] . (119)

n

The last equality follows from the Nishimory identity
E <H;,€(X7 A Y(t75>7 ?(t76>7 <I,7 V))n,t,e = E[H;,E(X*7 W*v Y(tﬁé)a ?(t16)7 ‘Pv V)} .
Evaluating (TT8) at (x, w;y, ¥, ®, V) = (X*, W*; Y Y9 & V) yields:

_ My (t,€)
My (WY ), Y0 8 v) = 3 P () ZX Zi. (120
t Rl t E

n=1
The expectation of (T20) is zero:

. . _ Mn 8S(t,e
EH; (X WY Y09, 2, V) = = 3B\ Tl 0 (S0

ot
p=1 L
Mp -85(175) . ) )
== 38| B[ s W v, 8]
p=1 =
My -aS(t,s) , . .
== Y| B [ Pty 550
p=1 =
Mn _aS(t7€) .
—- Y B[P [ Plalst ))dy}
p=1 =

The last equality is because for all x:

_(y—¢(z,a))?
A

/ J— R 5
[ Prutvloviy= [ apa@onpte.a) [LEEDE gy —0.

The expectation of (T20) being zero, the identity (TT9) reads:

oSt } 1 re(t) ~
L) = — o8Nz, |+ — Y SNTE[X;Zmz,]. 21
7 mng | (58| + 0>l L. a2
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First, we compute the first kind of expectation on the right-hand side of (IZI). Vi € {1,...,mp }:

aS(taé) , .
E{ o “nﬁt»f»>(5£t’))ln2t’s}
1 (®X"), o (1= g(t)Wy ) (8,0 }
_ler( n (SN ME |, (22
P~ o Vs Vit ) e S ma 0

An integration by parts w.r.t. the independent standard Gaussians (P ;)i yields:

(#X): s
E| ———— o (S, ) In 2,
| e (582,

Z [ Dpi X /dydg, ) (S Hee XKW 5y.5,:8V) m/dpo,n(x)DW e*Ht,g(x,w;y&,@,w]

Vi)

* (t,€)
n Xz* 2 € € iuy(t,e)(sll« ) €
B E[(k) (100 (SK)) g0 (S0 I Zoe o+ —— (il g e><s“>>n,tJ
i=1 n n
_ HX*HQ Pé{lt(y(te)w(t()) / (t,€)y, (t,€)
- [ Fr P ()50 +E (@0 (5.0 )>n,t,e’ (12

Pé:lt(y|z)

where, in the last equality, we used the identity uj, () + u},(z)* = SIS

Another Gaussian integration by
parts, this time with respect to V,, ~ N(0, 1), gives:

qe(t)VH / (t,€) :|
E| ———u_ (S, ) In Z;
[ Rg(t,e) Yﬂ(f )( © ) t

[ gV

:\/Rz(t,e)

=E|qe(t)(ul Uy (s o (S F))4'uy(t 0 (SE)?) In Zu,e + qe (1) Uy, o (S (u Uyt o (st 6))>n,t,e]

=K dyd§ u;m(Sff’E))efﬂ"E(X*VW*;y’i’q)‘v) ln/ dP(),n(X)DW e*'f‘it,e(x,w;y&,{av)}

_ E —q (t) out(Y(t 6)|‘S(t E))
L P (91855

hlzt,e] +E <qe( )u Uy (1) (S Uy (e o (s 6))>n L (124)
Finally, a Gaussian integration by part w.r.t. W,; ~ N (0, 1) gives:

SR
t + 2s, — Ra(t,€)

Plugging (123), (124) and (123) back in (122)), we obtain:

8S(t ,€) . 1 “ Y(t €) S(t ,€) X* 2
|: /Y(f,,F) (Sﬁ(f’ )) ant,s:| = —*E|: e @ E)| @ 6)) <|| I - 1> antye]
o 2 [P (V"SI

1 !’ € ! ,€
= 5E((@ = ac®)uy e (S0 (15)) . (126)

It remains to compute the first kind of expectation on the right-hand side of (I21), i.e.,
VRGO (X] —2i)+2,)? ]
2

" (t,€) | o(tye)
/ (t,e) _ out(Y# |SH )
g (550 n 2| =01 = () P )
Y‘Et A t POUt(Y#(t,E)lsﬁ(Lt,e))

In Z,] . (125)

E[X;ZIn 2] = IE[X;‘Z- ln/dPo,n(x)Dw Pout (Y0959~ Eiz
= —E[X]{(VRi(t,e)(X] — i) + ZM,J
—V/Ri(t,e)E ((pn — Xi*xi)>n,t’€ . (127

The second equality follows from a Gaussian integration by parts w.r.t. Zi ~ N (0,1). Plugging the two
simplified expectations (I26)) and (I27) back in (I21)) yields:

mn (t,e) | gltse) *(|2
Pn 1 out(Y |S ) HX || 1nZt76
Fre(®) = =5 =re(t)(1 — qe(t)) — —E[} : 1
“ =1 Pout ( ut €>|St<tt - ) Fen Min

1 1S (te (t)y _ Pn
_ 5IE<(Q7qe(t)) <W;UY‘ELE)(SJ Y(t 5)( ) a—ﬂm(t)) >ntE . (128)

A2
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The last step to end the proof of the proposition is to upper bound
ALO g { 5 (V1S5 < [T 1) In Z} (129)
2 Pout (VS B MTn
which appears on the right-hand side of (I28).

Upper bouding the quantity (T29) Remember that u;, (z)+u;, (z)* = Pg:zg:g and Poy (y|z) = e"v®).
Therefore, V:

—+o0 400
/ Pl (yl)dy = / () () + ()2 e Dy = 0,

where the second equality follows from the direct computation (T06) in Lemma|Z|0f Appendix [D} Consequently,
using the tower property of the conditionnal expectation, for all € {1,...,m}:

L P (YIS X1 xR Pl 154) 5o gt
E{Z |5 ) I L Z]E Poue (V" |S) xS

=1 Pout(Vi"91819)
* (12 mn +oo
5[ (BEE ) 3 [ Patwista] —o.

p=1v7"
(130)
Making use of (I30) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have:
A | — \E[WZ e (Y 15)) (||X*||2 ~ 1) (mzté ot ))} ‘
p=1 Pout (Y(t <) ‘S(t E>) kn Mn
Dn pr (Y 89| gt 2 271
out( |S ||X H 2 In Zt,e
n=1 Pout(Yp, | lJ' ) n n

Using again the tower property of the conditional expectation gives:
My, 7 ,€ ,€ 2 * 2
EKZ Pou (V" |5 )>> <IIX [ 1) ]
= Pou(VISE0) S\
* 2 Mp, NS S€
—E (HX [ 1) E[(Z b (V| S >>)
Fon =1 Pour (Y7 15177)

p=1

*,s“’e)” . (132)

Note that conditionally on S the random variables (P” L(vS0e) IS;(Lt’E))/Pm,t(xgﬁt*‘) 1SSt ‘>))m" are i.i.d. and
centered. Therefore:

EK’"Z P;'m<Y;“>sL“>>>2 X st) = E[("‘Z Pcé;t(Yf‘>|s£“’>>2 s
5 Poue(Vi"15,07) 5 Poue(Vi"915,7)
g | (P IS) N
= Mn 0 alte)
Pout(Y ‘S )
+oo (t,€)\2
:mnE[/ Powe (9191 )" |S(t 5>) dy] . (133)
—oo Pout(ylS17)

We now use the formula (T03)) for uj, () + uj, (x)* = Pout(|2)/Pyy, (yl2) (obtained in Lemmaof Appendix@)
with Jensen’s equality to show that for all x:

(= (.2))?0: 0 (@,8)? = A0y o(.2)?+A0s2 ¢ (z.2) (Y= (e, a)))2 dPa(a) ,— W=elr. a))?

2
p(yl) Y S a7 Vina ©
Poue(ylz) ) — [ dPa - Cogl a)?
V2rA
f((y o(z,2))205 p(x,a)? ~ Aam:c a)2+A0ys o (x,8) (y—o(z, a>>)2 dPa(a) , ~=e@an?
= \/QTrA
Pout (ylz)

It follows that for all z:

[ Pl (ylo)? s [ i / (6 — 1)z, ) + VAOwip(w,a)u Y du_ 2
dPA e 2
Pout y|ac A

—oo
8190@ 2

VA

axcp

VA

<4

+

e} oo
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Let D := ” Ore H + 1l 6””‘2“’ ||io Combining this last upper bound with (I33) and (I32) yields:

My (t,e)| alt,e) * 12 2 * (|2 4
EKZ G (0150 5))) (Hi 1° 1) ] §4Dmnw(\|§ I ) _ 4DonS (134)
n=1 Pout (Yu |Su ) " n Pn

Going back to (T31)), we have V(t,€) € [0,1] X By:

n In Z €
|AG9] < 282, | D var b (135)
Pn My,

Putting everything together: proofs of (I11) and (IT2) Combining (TT4) and (T28) yields the follow-
ing formula for the derivative of i, . (remember the definition (T29) of AY")):

e = 27wl (1)) 2y -0

n 20,

1 1A p Oy _ Pn
+ i]E <(Q — qe(t)) <m7n ; uly‘gt,e) (Sﬁt ))fu/y}gt,e) (3% )) — ?nre (t)> >n y . (136)

Ty

Combining the identity (I36) with the upper bounds (TT3) and (I33) yields (ITI).

It remains to prove the identity (T12)) that holds under the additional assumption that Vn : ap < M, Pr/an <
M, /o Combining (T33) with the upper bound (T5T) on the variance of Var(In Zt.¢/m.,) (see Proposition[9of
Appendix [F) gives:

< 52\/D(51 + Mp/aéz =+ Maag)
< Jron .
The constants 61, 52, Cs are deﬁned in Proposition@while D has been defined earlier in the proof. Besides, as

\/7 < f and we can loosen the upper bound (TT3): ‘IE[ )(”X [ ” < \%szn.

Then, the term A% /2 — E [ (p"))(I1X*I”/k,, — 1)] on the right-hand side of (T36) is in O(1//mp,.) and this
proves the identity (112). O

AP
~

pn < 1, we have

E.2 Proof of Lemmalll

Proof. Att = 0 the functions r. and g. do not play any role in the observations @) since R1(t,€) = €1 and
Ra(t,€) = e2. While in the main text we restricted € to be in B,, := [sy, 25,]7, we can define observations

(Y(O <)y © 6)) using fort = 0 and € € [0, 2s,,]%. We then extend the interpolating mutual information at
t=0toalle € [0,2s,]":

. 1 * * e) ~(0,e
ine(0) = I (X", W"); (YO, Y"9)|®, V)

Note that the variation we want to control in this lemma satisfies:

) (X5 Y|® , . (X" Y|®
Zn’e(O) 7( ‘ ) =~ ln 5(0) — Zn,5:<0,0) (0)‘ + Zn,E:(o,o) (O) — g (137)
Mn Mn
We will upper bound the two terms on the right-hand side of (137] separately
1. By the -lMMSE relation (see [38])), we have for all € € [0, 25,1} :
O = L oprixr - o)) < AT pn 138
’ de1 ‘ 20 [( 1 — (@1)n0, ) } =" 2, 20 (138)

To upper bound the absolute value of the partial derivative with respect to €2, we use that € € [0, 2s,]?:

Oin,c(0) 1 ;
Oea - _iE[ v{(© o O ) <uY( 0.0 ( ( >)>”70’5] '

This identity is obtained in a similar fashion to the computation of the derivative of i, (-) in Appendix
(see (124) and (I23) in particular). Under the hypothesis [[H2)} we obtain in the proof of Lemma|Z|the upper
bound (T00) on |uy(z)| for all z € R. Making use of this upper bound yields Vz € R : |u e o(@)] <

2]|l¢lloo + 1Z1) |0z ¢]| 0o~ Therefore:

Dinc(0)| _ 1
=2

5, E[2l¢lloe +12:)*10:4l1%] < (Allgll + D10:¢l1% - (139)
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By the mean value theorem, and the upper bounds (I38) and (I39), we have:

in.e(0) = in,e=(0.0) (0)| (llel + DlIDapl%eles]

IN

Pn 2 2
<=+ Doz ellse ) 25n
< (£ + ol + Dlorel )25

< (Mya +20l0l% + D19:0)% ) 50 - (140)

2. It remains to upper bound the second term on the right-hand side of (I37). Define the following observations
where X* 8 Py 5, @ := (i) B N(0,1), W := (W) B N(0,1) and 7 € [0, +00):

(®X),
Vkn
The joint posterior density of (X*, W*) given (Y (", &) reads:

Yu(n)'\’Pout(" +\/>W)+ZH,1§,U‘§mn~ (141)

. 1 dw i (®x)
dP(x, w|Y" &) := z dPo( H L e™ 2 Pou (Y(") \/HH + \/ﬁwu> . (142
where Z,, is the normalization factor. Define the average free entropy f»(n) := EnZp/m,. The mutual

information i, (1) := = T((X*, W*); Y7 |®) satisfies:

* (|12
u@)%h(%w)} )~ g (143)

where h 2 p € [0, +00) = Evar0.1) [ uy(v/p V)e"*V?V)dy. The identity (T43) can be obtained exactly as
the identity (TT3) in Appendix Under the assumptions of the lemma, all the hypotheses of domination are
reunited to make sure that 7 — i, (7) is continuous on [0, 2s,,] and differentiable on (0, 2s,,). Therefore, by the
mean-value theorem, there exists n* &€ (0, 2s,) such that:

I(X*Y|®)

Mn

in,e:(0,0) (0) -

= lin(250) = i 0)] =l )25 (144)

Again, in a similar fashion to the computation of the derivative of 4, () in Appendix [E.1} we can show that
Vn € [0, +00):

R . oy (o) -
2X*),
f/() lE Z out Yr(ﬁ|< )[+fW)1nZ (146)
" 2 Pout(y(ﬂ |<‘I>X*)u JF\fW) My,
In Lemma of Appendix we compute h’ and show:
e wonse (|5 15]_121)
pel )+ [B(p)l VAl VAl
with C(a, b, c) := b*(64a" + 2a® + 12.5) + c(8a® + 24/ 2 ). The first term on the right-hand side of (T43)
thus satisfies:
H(IX?
E|h 5 +n <C. (147)

The second term, i.e., f;, (p) i 1s similar to the quantity A" defined in (T29). We upper bound A( in the last
part of the proof in Appendlx We can follow the same steps than for upper bounding Albe ) and obtain:

Fo()] < o/ DmnVar 220 (148)
mn

where C

is a polynomial in (5, |[¢]/ec, |02¢]|co, [|0za®llecs Ma, M, /o) with positive coefﬁment% In fact this upper
bound holds for all € [0, 2s,,], i.e.,

v € [0,2sn] : Var(lnz ) < ¢

Mn T NQnpPn

Note that Zy,—2s,, = Z=0,e=(0,0)- By Propos1t10n|§|1n Appendlxwe have Var 7“ Zn=2en <

— Nan
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The proof of this uniform bound on Var (ln Zﬂ/mn) is the same as the one of Proposition@ only that it is simpler
because there is no second channel similar to Y *<). We now combine (T44), (T43), (147), (T48) to finally

obtain:
. I(X*;Y|® |DC
Zn,s:(O,O) (0) — %’ S (C + T > 28n . (149)

3. We now plug (T40) and (T49) back in (I37) and use that p,, € (0, 1] to end the proof of the lemma:

. I(X*;Y|® =. Sn
inc(0) = TR < (M4 20400l + DIl +20 + VDE) 22

F Concentration of the free entropy

In this appendix we show that the log-partition function per data point, or free entropy, of the interpolating model
studied in Section [A-T]concentrates around its expectation.

Proposition 9 (Free entropy concentration). Suppose that A > 0 and that all of [[HT)| [(HZ)| and [[H3)] hold.
Further assume that Ex~p,[X?] = 1. We have for all (t,¢) € [0,1] x By:

Var(lnzt’e> < 1 (51 + Pn i, +an53) : (150)
My, Ny P, Qn
where (Ogp and Oz p denote the first and second partial derivatives of p with respect to its first argument):
~ e |I” of |l e |I? el
Cr:=15+4|—=| +8S (4”— +1)‘ z
' H\/Z N Val. " IVall,
@ 2/ ¢ | 2| Oatp ||
+ (2| =] + f)(H— + (16 4+ 457)|| = );
(sl ~v2) ([l +as o 2]
Cy:=15+125%;

2
~ a0 HwH‘&m@‘ ‘%@2 e |I? 2] ¢ dap|?
C; =853 +|—= +12 —I| +24/=2||l—= :

’ (‘\/Koo VA !l VA o VA VATl T VAl VAl

In addition, if both sequences (un)n and (Prn/an)n are bounded, i.e., if there exist real positive numbers
Mo, M, such thatVn € N* : oy < Mo, Prfa, < M, then for all (t,€) € [0,1] x By:

Var(lnzt‘e) << (151)
M Ny P,
where C := 51 + Mp/aéz + MQC~’3.
To lighten notations, we define k1 := /Ra(t, €), k2 := 1/t + 28, — Ra(t,¢). Let X* 14 Py ,,, & := (P,;) 4
N(0,1), V= (V)i 1 N(0,1) and W™ := (W) 772, 4 A/(0,1). Remember that
s = ST X V4 ke W 152
= K( Ju +hi Vi +ka W, (152)

and that, in the interpolation problem, we observe:

VD (S ) + VA, 1< <
Yi(t’() =VRi(t,e) X] + Z; s 1< <n

where (Z,);2, (Z;)—y 14 N(0,1) and (Au);m &S Pa. 2. is the normalization to the joint posterior
density of (X*, W*) given (Y9 Y(*9) & V), ie.,

(153)

IR Gox-Y ()2
2

Zie = /dPo,n(x)Dwe P011t(Y;ft’é)|s,gt’é)) ,

Ilw |2

% and Sg’e) =/ % (®x), + k1 V + ko wy,. We define:

‘F’(S;(tt’e)7 AM) - ‘:O(SELLE)’ aM)
A .

where Dw :=

te)
rihe =
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€ € _1p(te) . .
By definition, Pout(YVi"9|s{"”) = [ dPa(ay) \/217?6 5T +20° " Therefore, the interpolating free
entropy satisfies:

nZ. 1 1 &, 1 &KNa InZ.
=~ = —In(27A) — —— Z, — —— Z; + ——— 154
Mn QH(W) 2ng“ 2mn;Z+ M (154)
where
é\t,e = /dPO,n(X)DWdPA(aH) e—’ﬁt,e(x,w,a) : (155)
77 1 o= t,e)\2 t,e
Ht,g(X,W,a) = 5 H§71(F£ )) +2ZHFl(i )

+ % ST Ri(h (X7 — 20)? + 220/ Ra(h (X — ). (156)
=1

From (T54), it follows directly that:

InZ. 1 &, 1 = InZ.
Var(Tn) < 3Var(2m ZZH) +3Var(2mn ;Zl) +3Var(Tn)

n

p=1
S S SRS E- (157)
2a,n  202n n

In order to prove Proposition@ it remains to show that In Z\t,e /my, concentrates. We recall here the classical
variance bounds that we will use. We refer to [52, Chapter 3] for detailed proofs of these statements.

Proposition 10 (Gaussian Poincaré inequality). Let U = (Un,...,Un) be a vector of N independent standard
normal random variables. Let g : RN — R be a C* function. Then
Var(g(U)) < E[|[Vg(U)]*] . (158)
Proposition 11 (Bounded difference). LetUd C R. Let g : U — R a function that satisfies the bounded
difference property, i.e., there exists some constants ci, . ..,cn > 0 such that
sup glut, .. iy un) — gut, .. us, . un)| <o forall 1<i<N.
(w1, un)euN
uieU
Let U = (Ux,...,UnN) be avector of N independent random variables that take values in U. Then
1
2
Var(g(U)) < ¢ E_:lc : (159)

Proposition 12 (Efron-Stein inequality). LetU C R, and a function g : UN — R. Letu = (Uy,...,Un) be
a vector of N independent random variables with law Py that take values in U. Let U a vector which differs
from U only by its i-th component, which is replaced by U! drawn from Py independently of U. Then

N

Var(g(U)) < 5 D" EuEy [(9(U) — g(U))?]. (160)

i=1

We first show the concentration w.r.t. all Gaussian variables ®,V, Z,Z’, W*, then the concentration w.r.t. A
and finally the one w.r.t. X*. The order in which we prove the concentrations does matter.

We will denote 0 ¢ and 0,4 ¢ the first and second partial derivatives of ¢ with respect to its first argument. Note
that | R1| < 285 + 52 7max and, by the inequality (TOT) in Lemmaof AppendixEl Tmax = 2| mggut ‘1’1| <
201(||%H007 H%Hm) with C1 (a, b) := (4a® + 1)b?. Then, the quantity

sl 22)

upper bounds | R1|. Besides, | R2| is upper bounded by 2.
Concentration with respect to the Gaussian random variables

[e's}

Lemma 8. Let E,, 5 be the expectation w.rt. (Z, 2) only. Under the assumptions of Theorem we have for all
(t,e) € [0,1] x By:

E[(%—%Ez,zr 1nz},5)2] < & G (161)

M, = nanpn  na?’

where Cy = 4| % |12, +85%Ch (|| |.o || 2£]],.) and Cs = 452,
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Proof. In this proof we see g := In ZAt,e /My as a function of Z and Z, and we work conditionally on all
other random variables. We have ||Vg||*> = || Vzg||® + ||V g|/>. Each partial derivative has the form
Oug = my (OuHt,e)t,e. We find:

2
®

A% =m,> F(te) C<dmpt—=| ,
19201 = mi? SOE2, < am vl

p=1

n
V2 glI> = mp2Rut,€) > (X7 — (w)e,0)” < 4K, S?m, *n
=1

So || Vgl|? < 4m, ) Applying Proposmon.ylelds

s+

=4 E,5InZ, . 2 2
ol (e -] (|5
’ mp, Mn nan \|| VA Qn
— 4 _r ’ + 2528” _1_27520 617(‘0
~ non \||[ VAl o Qo ! f VAL

IN

4 e | 2 ( @ ‘ dutp ) ) 45

—— +285°Ci | ||—|| , + .
The last inequality follows from p, < 1 and 2s, < 1. Taking the expectation on both sides of this last inequality
gives the lemma. O

Lemma 9. Let E¢ denotes the expectation w.r.t. (Z, Z, V, W*, ®) only. Under the assumptions of Theorem
we have for all (t,€) € [0,1] X By

E|:(EZ’Z lné\t,e . ]EG 11’1§t75)2:| < 04

M, M ~ NOnpPn

(162)
where Ca 1= (1 Sl + 2y/2)°" 4+ S8

Proof. In this proof we see g = E,, 5 In ZAM /m, as a function of V, W*, ® and we work conditionally on

A, X*. Once again each partial derivative has the form 9,9 = m,, 1 (&ﬂ-ALt,e)t’é. We first compute the partial
derivatives of g w.r.t. {V,, } 7'
<mi'Ey | (-2 H ny )zf' *”H }
ey

dg . ar(tae)
IEZ,2<(FS‘ 420
t,e
— mn /

A oV,
The same inequality holds for | -24-|. To compute the derivative w.r.. <I' i, We first remark that:

—1
=m,

)

aw;
orr 1’t{X Ouo( Lot @X*), + kaV, + k WAL
8<I>W- kn ® 1V 2V, Ap
1—t
-z 89:90( (®x), + k1V + k:zw,“au>} .
Therefore:
Rl R N B (€ Y IO B K
—mE, 5 ((T¢9 + Z < 112, ) 28| &£
= 22\ 2050 ) | S i val. )2 Al
1 %) \/3) ’8354,0’
= — [ 4||—= +24/—15 .
m’n V k’fl ( H \/ZHOO 7T \/E oo

Putting together these inequalities on the partial derivatives of g, we find:

'Vf’”2§‘aﬁ5p +Z\8W* 2 ZZ)M

e [ R T RVE R T
AR S
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In the last inequality we used that p, < 1. To end the proof of the lemma it remains to apply Proposition[T0]as
we did in Lemma|[8]

Concentration with respect to the random stream We now apply the variance bound of Proposition[T]]
to show that E¢ In Z; . /m., concentrates w.r.t. A.

Lemma 10. Let Ea denotes the expectation w.r.t. A only. Under the assumptions of Theoremm we have for all

(t,€) € [0,1] x By

% 5 \2
EKEG nZ. EG,Alnzt,E) } G5 (163)
Mn s Nnon
where Cs = (2] || + \[) [EA=
Proof. We see g = Eq In Z;../mny as a function of A only. Let v € {1,...,m,}. We want to estimate the

difference g(A) — g(A™) corresponding to two configurations A and A™ such that A(") A, forp #v
and AY”) ~ P, independently of everything else. We will denote HE"S) and "9 the quantities 74, and

Fff ) when A is replaced by AW, By Jensen’s inequality, we have:

v 77 v v 1 77 (v n
B (A — Hi)f < g(A) — g(AY) £ —BG(H — Fihi (164)

Mn
where the angular brackets (—):. and <—>§”3 denote expectation with respect to the distributions o
o 5()
dPy . (x)DwdPa(a,) e 7<% and o« dPy . (x)DwdPa(a,) e e %) respectively. From the
definition (T36) of H:,c,
77 (v 17 1 e)(v € €)(v €
Hy) —Hie =5 ((rg* )2 _ (1) 42z, (09 >)) .

Note that:
2

T(EOMN2 (P02 gz (D) _ pite ’< 8Hi
[(E020)7 = (07 + 22, )| <8 |

We thus conclude that g satisfies the bounded difference property:

Vv e{l,...,mp}: |9(A) g(A)] < ( H\FH \/z) ‘%Hm

To end the proof of Lemma[I0] we just need to apply Proposmonlm O

(165)

Concentration with respect to the signal Let E_x- = Ea ¢ denote the expectation w.r.t. all quenched
variables except X*. It remains to bound the variance of E.x+ In Z¢ . /m, (which only depends on X*).
Lemma 11. Under the assumptions of Theorem([I] we have for all (t,€) € [0,1] X By:

EKE[lnz,ex*} B Elnz,eﬂ Cs , Crpn

<
Mn Mmn

npn  nog
where C7 := 852 and

2
A oo ae|* || » |I° 20 p B
comse (452l b g sl 2 1)
' ( val."Iva s llval, PV VEL I VAl
Proof. g = Eln Z¢,¢|X*)/mm,, is a function of X*. For j € {1,...,n}, we have:
dg 1 _[/oH.. .
s =[x >X}

T Tm EZE %&w( SE AL (CE N e + Z) X*]

p=1
+ B[R - o)+ VRGOZ), , [X]
=\ 55 ZE @i Oup (S, AL e X*]
R t7 * *
+ %E[(Xj — (@i )nte)| X (166)
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To get the last equality we use E[®,;0:0(S"VAL)Z,|X* | =E[®,;0:0(SA,)|X*|E[Z,]=0 and
E/Ri(t,€) Z]|X = 0. An integration by parts with respect to ®,,; yields:

E[@,,000(S, AT i

1—¢
=,/ —FE
ken A
+

X*]
xSDQ + axac@)(s;(f’e): Au) ’X*]

[X. @

\/2:2: E[X; 000 p(SL, A (o (5(, )t
-zl
Vel

E[0: (S5, A (s, a,)

X*]

SLt76)7 Au)<xj81@(3£f’e)a au))n,t.e

X*]

(X5 020(S, Ay) = 250.0(s( a0)) (T + Z,))

*
n,t,e X ]

1-t¢

A Blose(S ), A e(sil ) )

<(X;aztp(5£f’5>7 Ay) —x; 81‘»0( & 6) )) (FS’E) + Zu)>

<./ %56 where:

X*]

n,t,e

It directly follows that: }E[@Hjaxgp(s,&t’f), A )(EN, |X*]

% : 2| ¢ daip ||
o 2|22l Il 2kl bl
(I F R i IR ozl 1AL
Making use of this upper bound, we obtain forall j € {1,... }:
dg Cs 25K, Cs 28 Dup
< = — + — | 2sn 9dn —_—
e i =R

1 ~
rse(lgl ) 2w

Forafixedj € {1,...,n}, let X ) be a vector such that Xm X/ fori # jand X(J) ~ Py, independently
of everything else. By the mean-value theorem and thanks to (T67). we have:

Ex-Ey ) [(g(X*) — g(X*9))?]
(& el 1)) 2o

2
L (¢ @ Oz 1652p,

We used E[ (X} X(”) ] = 20nEx~po[X?] — 202Ex~py[X]* < 2pnEx~p,[X?] = 2py, and Jensen’s
inequality (a+ b) < 2a® +2b? to get the last inequality. To end the proof it now suffices to apply Proposition
O

IN

IN

Proof of Proposition[9} Combining Lemmas|[8] 9] [10]and [[T]yields:

Var lné\t,e < Cy+ Cy + Cs3+ Crpn " Cs " Cs (168)
M, = nanpn na2 no,  Mpn
Plugging (I68) back in (I57) gives:
InZ; Cy+Cy C3+C7pn+1.5 Cs+1.5 Ce
Ve : < ~6
ar( Mnp ) ~ nanpn + na + nay + npn
<02+C4+C5+1.5+03+C7+1.5+&
= NCn P na? npn
1
= (C2+Cat G415+ 22+ Cr+15) +auCs) . (169)
Nan Pn n

The second inequality follows from p,, < 1. It ends the proof of Proposition[9}
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G Concentration of the overlap

In this appendix we prove Proposition Define the average free entropy fr,c(t) := nﬁE In Z, .. In this section
we think of it as a function of R1 = R1(t,€) and R = Ra(t, €), i.e., (R1, R2) — fn,(t). Similarly, we also
view the free entropy for a realization of the quenched variables as a function

(Ri, Rs) > Fo(t) = mi 2. (Y, Y., ®,V) .

In this appendix, to lighten the notations, we drop the indices of the angular brackets (—),, e and simply write
(—). We denote with - the scalar product between two vectors. We define:

1 (|l . x-i)
L=— (1L _x.xX*— .
kn< 2 0ER:

The fluctuations of the overlap ) := ﬁX* - x and those of £ are related through the inequality:

%E<(Q —E(Q))*) <E((£ —E(L))?) . (170)

The proof of (T70) is based on integrations by parts with respect to Zanda repeated use of the Nishimori identity
(see Lemma|3)). Proposition2]is then a direct consequence of the following:

Proposition 13 (Concentration of £ on E(L)). Suppose that A > 0, that all of (H1)| [((H2)| |(H3) hold, that
Ex~p, [X2] = 1 and that the family of functions (r<)eceB,., (¢c)eeB,, are regular. Further assume that there
exist real positive numbers Mo, M, o, m,) o such that Vn € N*:

ma n
an <My and 22 <Py,
n «

n

Let (85,)nen+ be a sequence of real numbers in (0, 1/2]. Define By, := [sn,25,]. We have Vt € [0, 1]:

/ deB{(L = B(L)n,1e)*),, , . < .
n p%(#) —Ph

P/

; 71)

ol

where C' is a polynomial in (S, ||%Hw, ||8“”fz||oo7 || B\I/Zf

s Mo, M, o, mp/a) with positive coefficients.

Because E((£ — E(L))*) = E((£ — (£))*) + E[((£) — E(L))?], Propositionfollows directly from the
next two lemmas.
Lemma 12 (Concentration of £ on (L)). Under the assumptions of Proposition vt € [0,1]:
1

deE{(L — (LYn,t,c) < —.
[, B 0, <
The second lemma states that £ concentrates w.r.t. the realizations of quenched disorder variables. It is a
consequence of the concentration of the free entropy (see Proposition[]in Appendix [F).
Lemma 13 (Concentration of (L) on E(L)). Under the assumptions of Proposition[2} Vt € [0,1]:

[ deBI(E) e~ BLh0e)] < ¢« 172)
n nmn 3
p%(ian”mp/a) —p3

azLPH Hamzlﬂ
oo’

where C'is a polynomial in (S, H %Hm, ‘ VZS VN Hoo, My, M, o, mp/a) with positive coefficients.

We now turn to the proof of Lemmas[12]and[I3] The main ingredient will be a set of formulas for the first two
partial derivatives of the free entropy w.r.t. R1 = R (¢, €). For any given realisation of the quenched disorder:

dFPnc(t) _ pn, . 1 a2, X Z
S a0 = g (X ) a73)
1 d2Fn,e(t) _ Pn 2 2 2 1 *
o are = (Br) e - ) )+ gl (X = (). (174)
Averaging (T73) yields:
dfn,c(t) _ _pn 1\ _ e (ElI°
0 -2 w0+ ) - £ (A )

To obtain the second equality we simplified E(L) by using an integration by parts w.r.t. the standard Gaussian
random vector Z and E(x - X*) = E||(x)||*> (by Nishimori identity, see Lemma . Averaging (T74) and
integrating by parts w.r.t. the standard Gaussian random vector Z gives:

L nell) _ (20 g% (o) - B[ - 16017 - (176)

m, dR? Qn " 4m2ZR,
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Proof of Lemma[12] From (T76) we have:
2
B((c—(0)") = (22) " L hell) 1 (30 B — 1601
an df(t) 1
pin  dR? dernpn
where we used E(||x||?) = E||X*||* = np, by the Nishimori identity and R1 > ¢1. Recall B,, := [sn, 25,]°.
By assumption the families of functions (qe)ces, and (r¢)ces, are regular. Therefore, R : (e1,€e2)

(Ri1(t,€), Ra(t, €)) is a C*-diffeomorphism whose Jacobian determinant |.Jz¢ | satisfies Ve € By, : |Jgt (€)| > 1.
Integrating (T77) over € € B,, yields:

(177)

n dR1dR> d>fn (1) 1 der
deE .c-z:2<a—/ ’ £ de
Jo s s g | e e e, e
Qn d? fr.c(t) Sn
< == dR1dRy ———2-+ In2. 178
S on s,y dRY T I, " a7
Note that R (Br) C [sn,28n + %% 7max] X [sn, 2sn + 1] (by definition of the interpolation functions). Thus:
25, +1 df (t) 257L+%Tnlax s
deE((L — (L)) < 2 dR {"7] + " In2
[ el o) < g [ am [ o] Ty
<l S0 b (179)
2pnn dnpy nPn

The last inequality follows from s, < 1/2 and (In2)/2 < 1. To obtain the second inequality we bounded the
partial derivative of the free entropy using (T73) and E||(x)||*) < E{||x||*) = np» (again by the Nishimori
identity):

dfn,e(t) dfne(t) _ pn E|l(x)|I” Pn
- = — - = — —_ )< —
‘ dR1 ‘ dR1 200, (1 k‘n ) - 20, (180)
|
Proof of Lemma We define the two functions:
~ VR noo ~ ~ VR ~
F(Ry) = Foe(t) =~ 2283 1Zi| , f(R) = EF(Ry) = foc(t) — 7123]E|Zl\ . (181

Because of (T74), we see that the second derivative of ﬁ(Rl) is positive so that it is convex. Without the extra

term F,, (t) is not necessarily convex in Ry, although f, (¢) is (it can be shown easily). Note that f(R1) is
convex too. Convexity allows us to use the following standard lemma:

Lemma 14 (A convexity bound). Let G and g be two convex functions. Let § > 0 and define Cs(x) =
g (x+98)—g'(x —8) > 0. Then:

G'(@) —g'@|<s" > |G(u) —g(w)| + Cs(x) .

ue{zr—68,z,x+46}
Define A := min S| |Zi| — E|Z;|. From (T8T), we directly obtain:

F(Ry) — f(R1) = Fp,e(t) — fn.c(t) — VRi12SA . (182)
Thanks to (T73) and (I73) the difference of derivatives (w.r.t. R1) reads:

= rd n n *|1? *'N A
F(R1)*f(R1):Z—n(]E(£>7<£>)fzﬁTn(”)]in” *”/ji\/}zle) - 51?1' (183)

Let§ € (0, s,). Define C5(R1) := f'(R1 +0) — f/(R1 — 6) > 0 (this is well-defined because § < s, < Ry).
Combining (T82) and (I83) with Lemma[T4] gives:

Pn —
L) B <67 > [(Fac(t) = fre(®) g, | +251AVu
n we€{R1—68,R1,R1+6}
SIAl | pa [IX7) X*-Z
+C5(Ry) + == + > -1
B A ke Fx

<5 3 | (Frsc(t) = fre(®)) o, |

uwe{R1—6,R1,R1+6}

1 6VR) |, e |[IXTP X Z
+CJ(R1)+S|AI(\/§1+ 5 )+2an o Hikn\/RT' (184)
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The last inequality follows from /Ry + § + v/ R1 — § < 2v/R;. Taking the square and then the expectation on
both sides of the inequality (T84), and making use of (3°0_, v;)? < 6 3°0_, v? (by convexity) yields:

E[((£) - E(£)?] < 5% <%)2 Z Var (Fre(t)] 5, _, ) + (2‘")205(31)2

P u€{R1—6,R1,R1+6} "

2 * (12 * rz
(677% 2 2 1 E 36R1 1 ||X || X*.7Z
+ (Z)S E[A ](—R1 +5+ g )+ 4Var< =+ ) (185)

By PropositionEI, under our assumptions, the free entropy F), ((t) = In Zt,¢/m,, concentrates such that:

Var(Fn,e(t)) < ¢ (186)
N0 Pn
where C' is a polynomial in (S, H % ”OO, | 61—\/‘% Hoo, H a\'ﬁ/’%“’ Hoo) with positive coefficients. Remark that, by
independence of the noise variables, we have:
2 1-2/m 1
E[A°] < < . (187)
na? na

Also, the last term on the right hand side of (I83) satisfies:

X2, X2 I XZ\ _n N R
Var< b o) T ) P e ) T e ) g e (XA

4
<5 LI (188)
npn  npnRa
Plugging (T86), (I87) and (I88) back in (T83) yields:
18Ca S an Y S? (12 36R;\ . S?+0.25
E[((£) — E(L))] < u ) Os(Ri)® + 25 (= . (189
(&) - ED)] = npj o2 +4npn+(pn) () +np%(5 s >+ npn Ry (189)
The next step is to integrate both sides of (T89) over B, := [sn,25,)?. By assumption the families
of functions (gc)ees,, and (rc)ees, are regular. Therefore, R' : (e1,€2) — (Ri(t,¢), Ra(t,€)) is a
C'-diffeomorphism whose Jacobian determinant |Jg:| satisfies Ve € B, : |Jgt(e)] > 1. Besides,
R'(Bn) C [sn, Kn| X [sn,28n + 1] where Ky := 255 + %% 7max. Therefore:
S? (12 36Ri(t,e€) 1252 1 3K,
d — ! < de| —
‘/Bn enp%<5 + 52 = np2 /Bn ¢ 5+ 52
125% , (1 3K, 2 ansy,
=T (5 +5 ) < 1287 (35My o + Brimax) s - (190

To get the last equality we used that § + 3K, = ((6+65n) Lo + 3rmax) 22 < (3.5M, /0 + 3rmax) S because

<
pn =
0 <sn < % and g—: < M, .. By the change of variables ¢ — (R1, R2) = R'(€), we get:

/ , S°+025 _ §° +o.25/ dR1dR; 1
5. nonRa(t€)  mpn Jres, [Tre (R (Ra, Ra))| Ba
2 25 +1 257+ S8 Pmax
< (S +O.25)(1+sn)/ dR2/ » dRy
nPn B
2
_ (8% 4 0.25)(1 + sn) In(K,)
nPn
2
< 1.5(S +0.225)rmaxan . (191)
npr,

The last inequality follows from In K,, < In(1 + rmaxan/p,) < Tmaxan/p,. It remains to upper bound the
integral of Cs(R1)?. We recall that |C5(R1)| = Cs(R1) = f'(R1 + ) — f'(R1 — §). We have:

(R < Lo 5

pr S
2a" Qn \/ﬁl

E|Z,| < :
2] = 2000 any/s,

(192)
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The first inequality uses the definition (I8T) and the upper bound (I80). The second inequality uses
R1 > €1 > sy and E|Z;| < 1. This implies |Cs(R1)| < (pn + 25/V'$n — 8)/cn. Then:

de Cs(R1 (¢, e))2

Qp n

Bn,
1 25
< 2 (pn+ 22 de Cs(Ru(t,
_an(p T %_5)/ € Cs (R (t,0))
1 25 dR1dR>
(. Cs(R
o <” T =5 Jreis,, e () (s By U
25 +1 25n 4+ SR rpax
< i(ﬂn-f- i)/ dRz/ " dR1C5(R1)
an w3/ ).,
1 25 2sn+1 - - _ _
<L <pn T —5) [ R (F(0+6) = Fw = )+ sn = 8) = Flon +9)
Sn — .

By the mean value theorem and the upper bound (I80), we have (uniformly in R2):

TRy — 6) — Ry + 6)| < 2‘5 (,)n N L) _

7 Sn — 0
Therefore:
2 2 2
Qn 2 _ 41+ sn)d 25 4(1+sn)0 [ 1425
de | — t < —— | pn <
/n E(pn)CS(Rl(’G)) - CY% p + Snf(; - a% 377.76
6(1 +29)%6
— . 193
= a2 (sn = 5) (193)
Integrating (T89) over ¢ € B,, and making use of (T90), (T9T), (I93) yields (using [ de = s7.):
2
[ aeEl(0) - Ew@)’]
Q82 2 S* 622 2 pnd? 6(1 + 25)?
=1 12 LM max — 41 .25)max — .
_np%52(80+ S*(8.5Mp/a + 3rmax) + ot 5(5% 4 0.25)r o > (2 1)

Note that 607 /o, < M, ;. (because Pn/a, < My o, pn < 1and 6 < 1) and pnd?/s2 < 1 (because p, < 1
and 9/s,, < 1). Hence, the last upper bound implies:

/ deE[((£) ~E(£))*] < ©

n

oznsfL 1
1 2 ,
A C
where C1 i= 18C +125% (3.5M, /0 + 37max) + 55 Mo+ 1.5(S? + 0.25)rimax and C i= 6(1 4 28)”. If
d/s,, vanishes when n goes to infinity (which is required if we want the second term on the right-hand side of
1 2
(T94) to vanish) then 2(% = @(p%). Further choosing ¢ (%) 3 s, yields = 6( An Sy )
p2 Tn nsn n n

s
_1) - p3s np3 &2

1
i.e., both terms on the right-hand side of (T94) are equivalent. Note that we can choose § o (:p" ) 3 s, and make

n

sure that Vn € N : § € (0, s,) because there exists m,/,, such that Vn € N* : Pn/a,, > mp/a/n. Plugging the
m any L .
choice § = (—£L2=") 5 s,, back in (T94) ends the proof of the lemma:

(194)

npn
C 1 1
/ aeE[(() ~B(e))’] < G :
n Pl nn nmn _
p% (a“pmﬂ/a ) p% (a”pmp/a ) P%
< ( G +Cz) ! T .
Mele p%(i”"” )3 — P2
nMp/a "

H Proof of Proposition [d]

Before proving the proposition, we recall a few definitions for reader’s convenience. We suppose that
(H1)|[(H2)} [(H3)|hold and that A = Ex.~p,[X?] = 1. For all n € N*, we define the interval B, := [sn, 25,]

where (s )nen+ is a sequence that takes its values in (0, 1/2]. Let rmax := —2 BIPout/aq‘q_l p1 @ nonnegative
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real number. We have X; ™ Py, A, 5 Py and @i, V., Wy, Z,, Zi " N(0,1) fori = 1...n and
=1...m,. Forfixedt € [0 1] and R (Rl, R3) € [0,4+00) X [0,t + 2sy,], consider the observations:

Y#(tYRz) = SD(S;(LLRZ)’ Au) +Zu, 1< p<mn
~ Pout( . .S/,(LtYR2)) 3
yR) - — Ry XE + Zs ,1<i<n

where Sf2) = g{t-F2) (x* Wy =, /%Lt (2X*). +VRa2V, + vt + 25, — Ry W;. The joint posterior
density of (X*, W*) given (Y72 Y(B.1R) & V) is:

dP(x,w\Y(t’R2> YR 8 V)

(t.R ) Mn w2
HdPOnxz)e 3 (VR -y H e Pt (VS (x,0,)

Zt R
where Z; g is the normalization. The angular brackets <7>n7t, r denotes the expectation w.r.t. this posterior. The

scalar overlap is the quantity @) := ﬁ »_ X7z We define:

Qn aIPout

F{(t,R) == E(Q)nsr and F{™(t,R):= —2p B

=E(Q)n,t,R,p=1
We now repeat and prove Proposition 4]

Proposmon@(extended) Suppose that (HI)|\(H2)|[(H3) hold and that A = Ex~p,[X? = 1. Forall e € By,
there exists a unique global solution R(- [0 — 0 2 to the second-order ODE:

y'(t) = (F“”( y()), B3 (t,y(t ))) , y(0)=e.

This solution is continuously differentiable and its derivative R’ (-, €) satisfies:
R(01,6) € [0, 25| x 0,11,

Besides, for all t € [0, 1], R(t,-) is a C'-diffeomorphism from By, onto its image whose Jacobian determinant is
greater than, or equal to, one:
Vee B, :det JR(t,-)(e) >1,
where Jg(4,.) denotes the Jacobian matrix of R(t, -).
Finally, the same statement holds if, for a fixed r € [0, Tmax), we instead consider the second-order ODE:

y’(tb(;r M, (t))) . y(0)=e.

Proof. We only give the proof for the ODE 3/ = (Fl(") (t,y), F\(t, y)) since the one for the ODE ' =
(*n7/pm, F{M(t, y)) is simpler and follows the same arguments.

By Jensen’s inequality and Nishimori identity (see Lemmal[5):
Ell()n.e.rll® _ Ex]*)ner _ EIX|

F(Q)n i r = i < AR =1,
ie., E(Q)n+r € [0,1]. By Lemmal[] the function ¢ — Ip,, (g, 1) is continuously twice differentiable,
concave and nonincreasing on [0, 1]. Therefore q — —291pyy, aq’ , is nonnegative and nondecreasing

on [0, 1], which implies —207p,,; /aq’q’p:1 [0, T"max]. We have thus shown that the function F' : (¢, R) —
(F™(t, R), F{™ (t, R)) is defined on all

Do = {(t, Ra, R2) € [0,1] x [0, 400)* : Ry <t 4250},
and takes its values in [0, ¥n7max/p,| X [0, 1].

To invoke Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem, we have to check that F' is continuous in ¢ and uniformly Lipschitz
continuous in R (meaning the Lipschitz constant is independent of ¢). We can show that F' is continuous on D,
and that, for all ¢ € [0, 1], F'(¢, -) is differentiable on (0, +00) x (0, ¢ + 2sy,,) thanks to the standard theorems of
continuity and differentiation under the integral sign. The domination hypotheses are indeed verified because we
assume that hold. To check the uniform Lipschitzianity, we show that the Jacobian matrix Jp ¢,y (R)
of F(t,-) is uniformly bounded in (¢, R). For all (R1, R2) € (0, +00) x (0,t + 2s,), we have:

orf™

—2— 0
c(t,R) c(t,R ORy
JF(t,»)(R) = { ( 1 ) ( 1 )} LR an(n) , (195)
0 OR2 t,R
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2
with C(t’R) = 7297:T3ut q:F(n)(t,R)ypzl and
8F2(") 2
R |, k le (i3 n,e,m = (Ti)n,e, R (T5)ne,R) "] (196)
oF{™ <= (s (t,R) 2
7l D | G I G M I ) B
2 |t,R

The function uj,(-) is the derivative of uy : © +— In Pou(y|z). Both 97" 'Jor, and oF{" )Jor, are clearly
nonnegative. Using the assumption [([HD)] we easily obtain from (T96) that

0< OF™ _ 48"
T O0R t,R_ Pn .

In the proof of Lemma under the hypothesis [(H2)| we obtain the upper bound (T00) on |uy, (). It yields
VreR: |u'y(t7R) ()| < 2[l¢lloo + |Z])]|02¢]| 0. Then, we easily see from (T96) that
"

(198)

oFy™
0< =2
- 0R2

2 Opn

(199)

< 85%(dllellz + D=l
R

n

2

Finally, by Lemma q— — ;52 ‘q o1 is nonnegative continuous on the interval [0, 1], so it is bounded by a
constant C and c(t, R) € [0,2C2n/,,]. Combining the later with (T93)), (T98) and (T99) shows that Jp:,.)(R)
is uniformly bounded in (¢, R) € {(t, R1,R2) € [0,1] x (0,400)” : Ry < t + 2s, }. By the mean-value
theorem, this implies that F' is uniformly Lipschitz continuous in R.

By the Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem, for all € € B,, there exists a unique solution to the initial value problem
y' = F(t,y), y(0) = e that we denote R(-,¢) : [0,6] — [0, +00)?. Here § € [0,1] is such that [0, §] is the
maximal interval of existence of the solution. Because F has its image in [0, @nmax/p,,] X [0, 1], we have that
Vt € [0,6] : R(t,€) € [Sn,28n + tQnTmax/Pn] X [Sn, 28n + t], which means that § = 1 (the solution never
leaves the domain of definition of F).

Each initial condition € € B, is tied to a unique solution R(-, €). This implies that the function € — R(, €) is
injective. Its Jacobian determinant is given by Liouville’s formula [53 Chapter V, Corollary 3.1]:

oF™ aF§">)
s,R(s,e))
)

t
det Jg(t,. = d
et Jr,)(€) exp/0 S ( oR + Ok,
This Jacobian determinant is greater than, or equal to, one since we saw that all of ¢(t, R), 9F1

s,R(s,€)

OFS™
OR;

' oFy"
= d , R(s, 2
exp/0 s (c(s (s,€)) OR

s,R(s,€)

/oRr, and

or{™ /oR, are nonnegative. The fact that the Jacobian determinant is bounded away from O uniformly in €
implies by the inverse function theorem that the injective function € — R(t, €) is a C*-diffeomorphism from B,
onto its image. O

I Proof of Theorem 2/ for a general discrete prior with finite support

In the whole appendix we assume that Py, := (1 — pn)do + pn Po where P, is a discrete distribution with finite
support supp(Po) C {Fwv1,..., vk} with0 < vy < v2 < --- < vk. Foralli, Po(v;) = pj, Po(—vi) = pj
with pf, p;7 > 0 and p; == p} + p; > 0. Of course, Zfil p; = 1. Note that the second moment of X ~ Py

s E[X?) = X0, pyol.
For pn, an > 0 we denote the variational problem appearing in Theorem|[T]by

I(pn,an) = inf sup irs(q,7;0m,pn) , (200)
qE[O,]EX2] r>0

where the potential igs is defined in (7). Let X* ~ Py, L Z ~ N(0,1). We define for all » > 0:

wPo,n ('r) = E[ln/dPO,n($)67%z2+rX*z+ﬁzZ:| 201)

:E[ln (l—pn—i—pnze 2 pz rX*vH‘\/;Z’Ui +p;67TX*vi7\/;ZUi))j| .

48



Note that Ip, ,, (1) == I(X";\/r X"+ Z) = %[Xz] —p,,, (1) where X ~ Py so
I(pnsan) = inf Ip,,(¢,EX?) + sup { ¢Po n ( ) } . (202)
q€[0,EX2] r>0 | 2 Pn

The latter expression for I(pn, an) is easier to work with. We point out that ¢, , is twice differentiable, nonde-
pnEX?
2

creasing, strictly convex and -Lipschitz on [0, +00) (see Lemma|6) while Ip,,, (-, EX?) is nonincreasing
and concave on [0, EX 2} (see [29, Appendix B.2, Proposition 18]).

Our goal is now to compute the limit of I(pn, an) When au, == ypn|In py,| for a fix gl > 0 and p, — 0. We
first look where the supremum over 7 is reached depending on the value of ¢ € [0, EX?].

Lemma 15. Let Py, := (1 — pn)do + pnPo where Py is a discrete distribution with finite support supp(Py) C
{tv1,2ve, ..., 2ok} with0 < v1 < v2 < -+ < vk. Let oy, = 'ypn\lnpn|for a fix v > 0. Define
Gon + 7 € (0,400) = 2 (227) and Vp, € (0,e71),Vj € {1,..., K} :

1 1
0@ — 2(1*|1npn|7)) G) (2(1+|lnpn|7))
=g | =), by =g | ) - (203)
P P ( ,YUJQ_ 14 14 '71)]2'

Let X ~ Py. For p,, small enough we have
PrE[X]? < alf) <ol <ol <ol <<l < b0 < E[X7], (204)
andforallj € {1,...,K}:

Jim ) =BIX*Lx50] 5 lim b)) = B 1050, - (205)

Besides, for every q € (pnIE[X]Q, E[X?]) there exists a unique 5, (q) € (0, +00) such that

7’/‘:(@ "/) Po,n (% :(Q)) = sup M i"/]P(J,n <(;7nr> ) (206)

2 n r>0 2 Qnp n
and¥j € {1,...,K},Yq € [a5),b$)):

1 1
2(1 — |Inpn|™ 2 « 2(1 4+ |Inpn|™2

Y3 Y5

. _1 , _1
The bounds 207) are tight, namely, r+, (affn)) = %, r;;(bﬁfn)) = W.
J J

Proof. For every q € (0, 1) we define f,,, 4 : 7 € [0,+00) — F — ﬁwpo,n (%7‘) whose supremum over r

we want to compute. The derivative of f,,, 4 with respect to r reads

!/ 1 ’ n
fon,a(r) = % - p*nwpo,n (Op[—nr> : (208)

The derivative wg%,n is continuously increasing and thus one-to-one from (0,+00) onto
(p2E[X]?/2, pnE[X?]/2). Therefore, if ¢ € (0,p,E[X]?] then f, , < 0 and the supremum of
fon.q is achieved at » = 0. On the contrary, if ¢ € (pn, E[X?]) then there exists a unique solution
rh(q) € (0,+00) to the critical point equation f, ,(r) = 0. As f,, 4 is concave (¢p, n is convex) this
solution 7, (¢) is the global maximum of f,,, 4. We now transform the critical point equation:

Qn

2
Jona(r) =0 pfd)po‘n (77") =qSg.(r)=q, (209)

where gp,, - 7= 24, (%2r) is continuously increasing and one-to-one from (0, +00) to (p,EX?, EX?).

By definition of a/) and b%), r¥ (a$)) = 2(1-|1npn| )/w and (b)) = 2(1+/ 10 pn| )/mﬁ Besides, if

4= gp, (r1(a)) e[a%?,bﬁﬁ}then

_1 _1
21 —pa ) _ o 204 gl
1Y} T 17

as g,,, is increasing. Because g,,, is increasing with 0 < vy < --- < vy, it is clear that we have the ordering
(204) provided that py, is close enough to 0.
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It remains to prove the limits (Z03). In order to so, we first rewrite the derivative of ¥p, ,,. For all r > 0, we
have:

T"U‘2
K ot (o r X v T 2 — —rX*v,—\/TZv;
1 * P Zi: vie 2 (p; e —Dp; €
1/);30an (r) = iE |:X n 17t (Tvz ) :|
1= pot pn K € 3 (pf erX ot iZui 4 premrXuim Tz

2
2 K K . ey TV +\TZv; — —Tviv;—+/TZv;
_ pn +U.]E 2:1”15 2 (pze K l_pie (] z)
= E :pj i ro?
1— Pn + pn ZZ L e~ 2 (pz»eTvin+\/;Z'ui _;'_p;ef'rvivjf\/FZvi)

ro?

p% K - Zfil vie—Tl (pi—erv,;vj+\/?Zvi _pje—rvivj—\/?Zvi)
Y > _p;uE o2
= 1— Pn + Pn Zl ) o e (pfeTvin+\/;ZUi 4 pz»efrvinf\/;Zvi)
r(vl vj
Pn K p;vj Zf( ) vie~ —t 7 fZ(vl—vJ)(p pi—e—2ruivj—2\/;Zvi)
— N
2 : rov2 7‘(1,1 vj
=1 1—pn e—TJ—ﬁzvj + Zfil e +fZ(u —v;) (p,* +p;672rvivj72\/FZvi)

T(vi—v')2
—4L2 +\/?Z(v,i—vj)( +e —2rviv;—2y/TZv; )

P, —D;

p Lid D Vj Zf(:l vie
) > E (v

2
rvs v
. — 7 . 4L — — —
j=1 1psn 5 VT Zv; Zf(l +VTZ(vi—vj) (p p+€ 2rv;v; 2\/>Z'u1)

The latter expression is shorten to

K
Py, (1) = %Z ((Z, 7,055 pn, v, P70 7)] + 05 0E[MZ, 7,055 00, v,p7,pT)] 5 (210)
where v == (vi,va,...,vk), pT = (pT,p5,...,0). P~ = (P ,P3,---,Px) and we define V(z,7,u) €

R x [0, +00) x (0, +00):

h(z7rau;pn’vap+ap7)

(v, u)

_ Efil vie 7+fz(v,—u)( pi—e—Qrviu—2ﬁzvi) e
1;:” e + Zi:1 efwjtﬁdw*u) (p:r + p;672rviu72ﬁzvi)
Note that Vz € R :
1
2(1+ |1 pp|~5)| In o] - 0 ifj<k;
h is PV, pT| — . ’ 212
<Z7 'U]% 7’03,/3 v p p on—0 'Uj lfj 2 ]{3 . ( )
1
2(1 = [Inpn|”3)|In pn| + 0 ifj <k;
h i pn,V,p,pT | —— . ’ 213
(z’ 'U]% 1035 Pro Vo P p pn—0 Vj lf] >k. ( )

By the dominated convergence theorem, making use of the identity (ZI0) and the limit (ZI2), we have Vk €

{1,...,K}:

_1 ,l
o g (2(1—|1npn| 4>>:3¢f (2<1—\1npn 4>|1npn|>
pn " Pn 5 Pn Po,n

Y%k v3
K 1
2(1 — |In pn|™%)|1n pp
:ZpIUjE{hG:, - pvz‘ Jnpel v p*,p )}
j=1 k
K 1
_ 2(1 — |In pp|™2)|In pn _
+ijvj]E[h(z, - pU2| Jnpnl v p JD*)}
=1 k

_ 92 2
pn—0 Zp +ij v; = E[X 1 x|>0,3] -

i>k
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Similarly, using this time the limit Z13), we have Vk € {1,..., K} :

* . 21+ |Inpa|"0)\ _ 2, (2(1+|Inp,|"%)|Inp,|
bpn = gpn —2 = 7¢P0 n 2
YV pn Uk

K 1
214+ |In pn|™2)|1In pp _
:Zp?vjE{h(z, (Lt pvz‘ neel v bt p )}
=1 k

K _1
+ Zp}va‘”‘:[h< e llnpn' 2)|1n ou ,vj;v,p’,p+)}

CH

0 ZP 7+ 0 vy =B x50,]
ik

Note that lim,,, -0 bff;} = lim,, -0 a,(f,;fl). Thus, LemmaHessentially states that in the limit p,, — 0 the

segment [0, E[X?]] can be broken into K subsegments [a$), 6], and for ¢ € [a%), bS] the point at which

the supremum over 7 is achieved is located in an interval shrinking on r* := 2/4.2. The next step is then to
: : . 1 v 2

determine what is the limit of ;1/) Po.n (‘;—n W)

Lemma 16. Let Py, == (1— pn)éo + pn Po where Py is a discrete distribution with finite support supp(Po) C

{tv1,2ve, ..., Lok} with0 < v1 < va < -+ < vk. Let an = Yypn|1n pn| for a fix v > 0. Then, for every

ke{l,...,K}:

1
1 n 2(1 £ [Inp,| 3 E[X*1{ix|>0 P(|X| >
pn—0 Qp Pn YU Y} vy
Proof. Fix k € {1,...,K}. The function v p, ,, is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant %[Xz].
Therefore:
1
1 an 2(1+|Inp,|™ 4 2
L gy, (2D 1, (o2 )
Qn, Pn Y% Pn 'Yvk
WE[X?]| o 2|Inpn| % | _ E[X? 1
< PuELX] | 2 pnl H | E }“w .
200, Pn ’yvk
ap 204 Inpn| =) 1 ap 20| npn |71
The latter inequality shows that the limits of - w Po.n ( 7) and Z—=1pp,, n( 7)
Pn YV Pn YV
are the same and equal to the limit of proﬁn (% wT) To compute the latter we first write ¥ p, n( )ina

more explicit form. We have for all » > 0:

r .2 *
Wy, (r) = E[In / APy (w)e” 2T X2

2
— [h’l (1—pn+PnZ€ T p+erX vi+\TZv; +p— —rX vi—ﬁZvi))]

i=1
K 2
:(1—pn)E[ln (1—Pn+PnZe T + fZU’—!—p_ _\FZU’))]
i=1
K K 2
eranj]E[ln (1fpn+pn§:e =" p*em’v +fzv’+p e "ViviT ‘fz’”))]
Jj=1 i=1
K K o o2
S0 (1 o e e
j i=1
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By symmetry of Z ~ N(0, 1) we can replace Z by —Z in the expectations of the last sum. It comes:

Ypy, (1) = (1 — pn)E [ln(l—pn+pnze T preVTEU 4 pe ﬁzvi))]

i=1

+anP+E[ln (1—pn+pnze = (pf e ﬁz”"+pfe_w"”_ﬁzw))}

U S YR TR
j = =1
=(1- pn)E[ln (1 — Pn —l—ane # (pie VIAvi 4 pre ‘fz’“)ﬂ
i=1
+ %[X] + pnlnp, +pn§:p+ﬂi lnh(Z,nvj;pmv7 p.p )]

=1

+anpj lnthvJ,pn,vp P )] (215)

where v = (v1,v2,...,vk), pT = (pf,p3,....p%), P~ == (p{,P3,---,Px) and we define V(z,r,u) €

R x [0, +00) X (0, +00):
E(Z7T7u;pn7v7pi7p1)

K
1—pn _ru? TZU 7M Tz(vi—u —2rv;u—2rzv;
_ 1P e 2 VT +Ze Pl +vrz(v; )(pii +p;-Fe 2rviu—24/T 7,) . (216)

Pn i=1
It follows directly from @13) that:
T/ 2/Inpal
7¢ ( 2 )_ Ay EIXP] 1 ZK: {mh(z 2l vgi v pT P )}
o\ pn 07 gl i Ty TR L | oy |
K lanl(Z 2lopnl v pn,v,p™,PY)
+ D; E[ L } (217)
v; ! |n pn| ’
where
K v2 202 1n pn |\ 3 202 n pn |\ 5
— 2 |1 pp| 2vilinenlyz g —(Zilnenlyz g
A, = 17E1H< pn+PnZ€ vi P (p?e( EH ) +pie ( vi ) )) )
Pn“npn| o1

Next we show that A,,, vanishes when p,, — 0. We can use the inequalities s < In(1 + z) < z valid for all
x > —1 to get the following bounds on A,,, :

K v2 202 1n pn |\ 3 202 | 1n pnl\ 3
1— pn — 2 Inpy| 20l 2eml)2 5 L (Fiipiml) 2 g
Ap, < I p|<El[§ e i’ (pfre( °k ) +pie ( ok ) )} —1)
npn,

i=1
K v2
1—pn —2-%|Inpn| 1—pn
= e 'k -1 <- ;
|1npn|<;pl = pal’
02 w2 npnl) 5 w2 Inpnl) 5
K 6—lenpn<p.+e(2#:kgﬂi)2z+p.e_(2#:k2/’7)zz) .
A 1—an i=1 ! !
Pn 1 1
[1n oy | K Jy’—zunpn\ . (2“?‘:;‘/’71\)72 ) 7(211$|v1;pn|)§z
l—pntpnd e 'k pie k +p;e k
i=1
1
|In pn| -

The last inequality follows from (=1)/(1—p,, +p,a) > —1/(1—p,) for x > 0. Together the upper bound and lower
bound imply that [A,, | < 1/|mp,| —0> 0. The last step before concluding the proof is to compute the limits
pn—
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of each summand in both sums over j € {1,..., K} in ZT7). Note that Vz € R:

v? 202
~ 2/ 1n pn \lnpn|(17—Jf 712)
(= 2L vt ):(1,pn)e Ve
vi

K (wi—vj)? vy ) v
—|1npn| 5) 2 J 2 — g4 =z
Jrz [Inp ( 2 Thpnl v (pgc+p?; 4| In Pnlvk (%+ 2\1npn\)) Q@I8)

From 218) we easily deduce the following pointwise limits for every z € R :

Inh 2\1 ﬂn\ - 2
B ( V33 PV, P P 1- % ifj<k;
Vk (219)
| I pn| =0 |0 it > k.
By the dominated convergence theorem, making use of the pointwise limits (ZI9), we have:
K lanL(Zf“Zig’”wj;pmvypﬂp’)  lnh(z Mw;,pmv P ,p")
2 »iB [T ] TeE [T ]
=1 n Pn
v? E[X“1 »
30 ) (1) = BU] <) - L1zl g,
pn—0 4 ”UIc 'Uk
i<k
Combining the identity 217), lim,,, 0 A,, = 0 and the limit 220) yields:
n 2 EX?* 1  P(X|< E[X?1{x|<o
lim ——yp, n(a ): [ 2] _ 1 POX <o) [ 1< w3
pPn—0 Qi Pn FY/Uk; VUL Y Y TV
_EXCLgxs0g] - POX] > k)
R gl ’
thus ending the proof of the proposition. O

We can now use Lemmas [I3] and [T6] to determine the limits when P — 0 of the infimum of
SUP,.>q RS (g, 75 n, pn) OVer g restrained to different subsegments of [0, EX2).

Proposition 14. Let Py, = (1 — pn)éo + pnPo where Py is a discrete distribution with finite support
supp(FPo) C {:I:vl,:l:vg,...,:l:vK} with0 < v1 < v2 < --- < vk. Let apn = ypn|In pn| fora fixy > 0.
Then, Vk € {1,...,K} :

: 2 2y, POX| > vk)

pg% qe[a(k)fb(k)]sglg irs(q, 75 O, pn) =min {-’Pout(E[X Lix|>u, EXT) + —
P(|X| >wv

TPy (BIX*1( x50y, EX?) + W} (221)

whileVk € {2,..., K} :
. . . _ 2 2 P(|X] > vk)
pnll_r)%+ qE[b(Z),tEgn 1)]?;18 ZRS(Q7T7O‘n7pn) = Py, (]E[X 1{\X|2vk}]7EX ) + v ’ (222)
and
lim inf  sup irs(q,7; n, pn) = Ip,., (O,EXZ) , (223)

pn—01 g€ [O,ag,lz)] r>0

liminf inf sup irs(q,7;n, pn) >
prn—0%F geplt) 1] r>0

(224)

2=

Proof. In the whole proof p, is close enough to 0 for the ordering (204) to hold. First we prove 2ZI). Fix
ke{l,...,K}. By Lemma forall g € [a%, b)) we have



1
2(1—|Inp, |~ %)
7 <
YV

Vg € [l b5)] -

1
where ) < 2(1+|Inpn| %)

rn(q) < Yo . This and the fact that ¥p, ,, is increasing imply that

1
o 1 an 21+ |Inp,|~71)
T @D & L0~ [l — Ly, (220l )
Pous (¢, E] ])JF’YU;%( [Inpn|™%) aanO,n on Yv2

< sup irs(q,7; an, pn)

r>0

%QU—UM>

q _1 1
< Ip (¢ E[X?)) + —5(1+ [Inp,| 1) — — g (
GEIXT) + =g (14 [Inpn %) = b, ( 22—

(225)
These inequalities are valid for every g € [ag,lf,?, bﬁ,’i}] so the same inequalities will hold if we take the infimum
over g € [a%¥), b")] in @23). Note that ¢ — Ip, (¢, E[X?]) + ~% (1 F | In pn|’i) are concave functions on

[a(p]fl), bﬁ,’j}] so the minimum of each function is achieved at either endpoint a(plfl) or b;ff}. It comes:

an2<1¢|1npn—i>)

112
YV

aclafl) of5) o
1
— L, (e 20F AN L i I (@ BIX?) + (1 [ pa| )
0,n 2 out 2
O Pn Y0k qe{al) p)y TV
P(|X| > E[X?1{x|>v, .
X2 w) EXoxewl] | min Iy (4, BIX7]) + -2
e ! o {E[X21<lx\>vk}]v TV
E[X21()x|>0,3]
. P X|>wv
= min {IPM (EX*11x 1> 0,3], E[X?]) + %
P(|X|>wv
T (BIX T x5 ) B + TR0 226
The limit when p,, — 0 follows from (203) in Lemma|[T3]and (214) in Lemma|[I6] Taking the infimum over

q€ [aé’fb), ijf}] in (223)) and using the fact that the upper and lower bounds have the same limit (226) ends the

proof of 221).

We now turn to the proof of the limit 222). Fix k € {2,...,K}. As the supremum of nondecreasing
functions, the function ¢p, ,, : ¢ € [0,EX e SUp,>q 3 — %QZJPO’” (%r) is nondecreasing. The fact that

Ip,.. (-,EX?) and ’lZ Py.,, are respectively nonincreasing and nondecreasing imply that:

Irou (0" EX?) + O, (05,))

< Anf - sup irs(q,7;0m, pn) < Ipout(bfffl),EX% +1ZP0’TL (afff;l)) .27
a€lbp,) apy 1m0

By Lemmal[T3] we have

* (p(F)yp (k)
~ & 7 (bp, )bpy, 1 On w0 (k
Do (b)) = 5 — ey (SR )

w/ (k=1)y (k—1)
~ _ n(ap,, ap, 1 On 4« _
(o 7) = e D, (S 7))

|=14)

Il
)
—~
=
4
5
)
3

where 7 (b)) = 2(1+11 001 74) /102 and 75 (ali D)

/vv?_,. Making use of the limits
(203) in Lemma([T3]and 214) in Lemma|[T6]yields:

~ E[X?1 v E[X*1 v P(X]| > P(X| >
lim py, (00) = X Lxizen] - EXLgxz0g] | POX] 2 08) _ POX] 2 o)

pn—0t VR VoR g g ’
2 2
.= o1y EX x> 03] EXTLgx>e, 03] POX| > 0ee1) | P(IX] > ok)
lim wpom,(apn )= 3 - 2 + - :
pn—0F YVi_1 YVk—1 v v
Besides,as lim b%) = lim affffl) = E[X?1{x|>v,}] and Ip,,, is continuous, we have:
pn—0+F pn—0T N

lim Ip,, (0% EX?) = lim Ip, (e EX?) = Ip,. (E[X°1{x|50], EX?) .

pn—0TF pn—0T
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Thus, the lower and upper bounds in (227) have the same limit. It ends the proof of (222).

The proof of (223)) is similar to the one of (222)). We have that

I, (aph)  EX?) + 4, . (0)
< inf _ sup irs(q, 7 0ns pn) < Ipp, (0,EX?) +9p, . (a)) . (228)

a€10,a5)1 r>0

Clearly Jpomr(o) = 0 while lim, _,o+ Ip,,, (a(pff),EX2) = Ip,,,(0,EX?) by continuity of Ip,,, and
lim, o+ ) = 0. By Lemma ’(Zpo,n(ag}f)) = rhlapnagy) o — vp, (%T:(“%)))/a” where
i (af)) = 20-1mpnl 71 /,02 Tt follows from the limits (Z03) in Lemmaand (T4) in Lemmathat

lim, _o+%p,,, (agff)) = 0. Thus, the lower and upper bounds in (228) have the same limit. It ends the proof

of .

It remains to prove (224). The fact that Ip,, (-, EX?) and 1} Py, are respectively nonincreasing and nondecreas-
ing imply that

inf sup irs(q,75 Qs pn) = I (EX* EX®) 4§y, (85)) = ¥, (65)) - (229)
q€(by,) EX?] r>0

Hence, the inequality (224) follows from taking the limit inferior on both sides of (229) and the limit

Qg % 1
ra (DSBS Yron (227 (05))
2 an
EIX*1xz0)] _ BIXLgxzoy] | B(X|201) _ 1

pn—0t ’Wf ’Wf Y v

/{L’PO,TL (bf(Jln)) =

O

Proposition 15. Let Py = (1 — pn)do + pnPo where Py is a discrete distribution with finite support
supp(Po) C {—vK, —VK-1,...,—V1,V1,V2,..., 0} With0 < v1 < -+ < Vg < Vk4+1 = Fo00. Let
Qn = Ypn|In pn| forafix vy > 0.

Then the quantity I(pn, o) = infqe[O,lEproX2] Sup,>( RS (g, 7; ain, pn) converges when p, — 0% and

lim I(pn,an) =

, 2 2y, POX] > vp)
pn—01 1§]1;r£11%+1 {IPOUt (E[X 1{|X\ka}]7E[X D + T . (230)

Proof. The proof goes in two steps. We first prove a upper bound on the limit superior of I(py, o, ), and then
prove a lower bound on the limit inferior thats turns out to match the limit superior.

Upper bound on the limit superior Note the following trivial upper bound:

Howso) | o g 2 0o o

The upper bound on the limit superior of I(py, ) thus directly follows from (231)) and Proposition on the

limits of the infimums over ¢ € [a%", bS]

lims 1[)I(Pn,0¢n) < min min {Ipout(E[X21{|X\>vk}],E[X2]) 7% .X|>Uk)7
pn—0t 1<k<K +
P, 1D P X| > v
I out( [X21{\X\2vk}],]E[X2D+M}
min Pous (E 2 2 P(|X| > vx)
1§k§1K+1 {I °“t( [X l{lxlzuk}LE[X ]) + f ) (232)

Matching lower bound on the limit inferior The lower bound on the limit inferior is obtained by
studying the infimum on each segment of the following partition:

K K
0.5 = 0,010 (Ul 020 ) 0 (UB o ) v X e
k=1 k=2
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By Proposition[T4] we directly have:

lim inf inf sup irs(q, r; Qn, pn)

pn—=0F geUE_, [al®) 550)] r>0

=, {IPout(E[le{\xwzvk}LE[XQ])+w};

1<k<K+1 >
lim inf inf sup i s p
pn—0+ geUK_ 2‘[buc) B s b irs (g pn)
' PX] > vr)
= 2 2 Nl = "r .
=, min {IPout (EIX 1 x50, E[X7]) + . :

liminf inf  sup irs(q,7; @n,pn)
pn—0t q€(0,ap,’] >0

P(|X| > 400)

= Ippy, (0, EIX?]) = Inpy, (BIX?1(x)5 100y ) EIX?]) + % :

liminf inf  sup irs(q,7; an, pn)
pn—0T qepil) 1] r>0

P(IX] > v1)
gl

> = = Ipu (BIX*1( x50 ) E[X7]) +

2=

Following the partition (233), the limit inferior of inf [0,EX2] SUD,.>0 iRS (¢, T n, prn) is equal to the minimum
of the above four limits inferior. It comes:

o P(|X| > vx)
> 2 2 =
lplfi)lél_f]—(pn7 Oén) 1<k<111%+1 {Ipout (E[X 1{‘X|2vk}]’E[X ]) + ~ (234)

We see that the lower bound (234) on the limit inferior matches the upper bound (232)) on the limit superior, thus
ending the proof.

Proof of Theorem 2] Combining Theorem [I] together with Proposition [15] ends the proof of Theo-
rem 2|
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