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Abstract

The cavity and TAP equations are high-dimensional systems of nonlinear equations of the
local magnetization in the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick model. In the seminal work [5], Bolthausen
introduced an iterative scheme that produces an asymptotic solution to the TAP equations
if the model lies inside the Almeida-Thouless transition line. However, it was unclear if this
asymptotic solution coincides with the local magnetization. In this work, motivated by the cavity
equations, we introduce a new iterative scheme and establish a weak law of large numbers. We
show that our new scheme is asymptotically the same as the so-called Approximate Message
Passing algorithm, a generalization of Bolthausen’s iteration, that has been popularly adapted
in compressed sensing, Bayesian inferences, etc. Based on this, we confirm that our cavity
iteration and Bolthausen’s scheme both converge to the local magnetization as long as the
overlap is locally uniformly concentrated.

1 Introduction

For n > 1, denote by [n] := {1,...,n}. Let A, = (ai;);jein be a symmetric matrix satisfying
that a; = 0 for ¢ € [n] and a;; are i.i.d. standard Gaussian random variables for i < j. For a
given (inverse) temperature 5 > 0 and an external field A > 0, define the Hamiltonian of the
Sherrington-Kirkpatrick (SK) model as

n
Hppn(o) = _\577 Z ij0i0;j — hzﬂi
1<i<j<n i=1
for any o € {£1}", and set the Gibbs measure on {£1}" by

e n,ﬂ,h(a)

Gnpn(o) = Zoom
n? b
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where Z, 35, is the normalizing constant, i.e., Z, g5, = > e~ n.8.1(7) Denote by (-)n,s,n the
expectation with respect to the Gibbs measure. Whenever there is no ambiguity, we will simply
write () by (2.

The SK model is a mean-field disordered spin system introduced in [28] to study some unusual
magnetic behaviors of certain alloys. Although its formulation is very simple, the SK model ex-
hibits very profound structures commonly shared in a number of disordered systems with large
complexities. Using the replica method, the SK model has been intensively studied in the physics
literature (see [24]). Rigorous mathematical treatments have also been successfully developed in
the past decades (see [27, 30, 31]).

In this work, we investigate two classical approaches, the cavity method and the TAP equations,
to studying the local magnetizations of spins

(o) == ((a1); - (on)

in the SK model in the high-temperature regime. Here, this regime, denoted by D, is defined as
the collection of all pairs 8, h > 0 such that
lim E(|R(c",0?) — q|*) =0, (1)

n—o0

where R(o!,0%) :=n~t 3"  olo? is called the overlap of two spin configurations o! and ¢ that

are independently sampled from the Gibbs measure G, 3. The constant ¢ = ggp in (1) and
hereafter is the unique solution to the following equation

qs,n = Etanh?(Bz\/qs + h)

for any 8,h > 0 (see [8] and [30, Proposition 1.3.8]). Whenever (1) is satisfied, using the cavity
method, Talagrand [30, Proposition 1.6.8] showed that the limiting free energy is

1 2
lim —log Z, 35 = log2 + %(1 —¢)? +Elog cosh(Bz/q + h) (2)
n

n—oo

for z ~ N(0,1). In [1], de Almeida and Thouless conjectured that the high-temperature regime D
can also be characterized by the so-called AT-line condition, that is, the collection A of all pairs
B, h > 0 such that

1
2
E
cosh?(Bz, /q3.h + I

While it can be shown [8, 23, 30, 33] that D C A, it was also understood in [23, 31] that fairly
large portions of A is contained in D. However, a complete proof for A C D remains missing.
Incidentally, it was recently shown in [9] that if we replace the external field h )" | o5 by > 1" | hio;
for hy,...,hy, ii.d. centered normal, then the corresponding AT-line condition is indeed the right
curve to describe the high-temperature regime in the SK model.

The asymptotic behavior of the local magnetizations can be described by the cavity equations
and the TAP equations, both of which are high-dimensional systems of nonlinear equations. Initially
proposed by Mézard-Parisi-Varosoro [24], the cavity method allows one to compute asymptotically
the local magnetization of an n-spin system through a nonlinear transformation of a Gaussian field
in terms of the local magnetization of an (n — 1)-spin system, namely,

(on) ~ tanh(ﬁa Z anj(0j)n—1,8h+ h), (4)
J#n

<L (3)



where 5" := $4/(n — 1)/n. By symmetry, this equation is also valid for (c;), in which case, the local
magnetizations on the right-hand side will correspond to the (n — 1)-system excluding the i-th spin
(see Lemma 2 below).

The TAP equations, named after Thouless, Anderson, and Palmer [32], describe the local
magnetization from a different perspective. These equations assert that the local magnetization
asymptotically satisfies a system of consistency equations,

<JZ'> ~ tanh(\fﬁ Zaij(aj> +h— ﬂ2(1 — H<U>H2) <Ui>)7 V1l <i<n, (5>
J#1

where ||z]| := n~ (31, |2:]%)1/2 for x € R™. Here, the term B%(1—||{o)|I?*) {oi) (called the Onsager
term) is introduced essentially to account for the substitution of (o), —1 4 5 in the cavity equations
(4) by (o), which is dependent on the entries (a;;) ;..

The systems of equations (4) and (5) are valid for certain temperature 5 and external field
h. Assuming a very high temperature for the SK model, 5 < 1/2, one can prove both the cavity
equation and the TAP equations rigorously (see [7], [30]). More subtle versions of the TAP equations
in the entire temperature regime as well as for some variants of the SK model were also derived
recently in [2, 3, 4, 11, 12, 13], where (o) and the Onsager term were replaced by the notion of pure
states or, more generally, the TAP states.

It is natural to ask whether one can construct solutions to these equations asymptotically and
show that they converge to the local magnetization in the entire high-temperature regime. The
first attempt to this question was made by Bolthausen [5], in which he proposed an iterative scheme
to construct an asymptotic solution to the TAP equations (5). More precisely, let 0 and 1 be the
n-dimensional column vectors with all entries being 0 and 1, respectively. Starting from mlY =0
and ml = V/@g.n1, his iteration was defined as

2

pet1] _ B < ] p 2y, 1] .
m; —tanh—g aigm;” +h— B*(1 — [|[m™|*)m; ,1<i<n
(ﬁjl J )

for k > 1. Utilizing successive Gaussian conditioning arguments, it was shown in [5] that this
scheme converges in the sense that

2_

lim lim EHm[k] —ml¥]
k,k’—00 n—00

whenever (3, h) lies in the regime A4, but it was not answered whether his iteration converges to
the local magnetization. In a more general formulation, Bolthausen’s scheme is also known as the
Approximate Message Passing (AMP) algorithm. Following the same conditioning argument in
[5], one can show that this algorithm satisfies a law of large numbers, and efficient algorithms can
be developed to solve many estimation and optimization problems arising from compress sensing,
Bayesian inference, etc.; see [15, 16, 17, 18, 26].

In this paper, motivated by the cavity equations, we propose a new nonlinear iterative scheme
and establish three main results. First, we show that our scheme exhibits the same law of large
numbers as the AMP algorithm. Second, we prove that our iteration based on the cavity equations
produces asymptotically the same output as the AMP algorithm at all iterations. From these
two results, we further establish that our and Bolthausen’s iterations both converge to the local
magnetization assuming that the overlap is locally uniformly concentrated.



2 Main results

To prepare for the statements of our main results, we begin with

Basic Setting 1. Let u” be an n-dimensional random vector independent of A, with |u"| < 1.
Assume that the empirical distribution of u™ converges to some random variable Wy as n — oo.
As usual, we will simply write v = u™ for notational clarity. Let (fx)r>0 be a sequence of bounded
and smooth functions on R with bounded derivatives of all orders. Whenever f is a real-valued
function on R and w € R™, f(w) € R™ is defined as a column vector f(w) = (f(wy),..., f(w,))T.

Definition 1 (Cavity Iteration). For eachmn >1 and 0 < k <n —1, set
[Nl ={S Cn]||S| <n—(k+1)}.
Let n > 1. For any S € [n]o, define wg)] e RIP\S py
wg =, Vi€ [n]\S.

Forany0 <k <n-—2and S € [n]|gs1, define wgcﬂ} e RINS jteratively by

1 .
w[skjf” = 7n Z aijfk(wg%{i}d), Vi € [n]\ S. (6)
Jgsu{i}

Finally, for S =0 and 0 < k < n — 1, we write wlkl = w(g)k] e R and wl[-k} = w(g)kl for each i € [n].
Example 1. The above definition gives that for n > 2,
1 1 .
w'l = 2= D aifoluy), i € ln)
J#i
and for n > 3,
EEENET o SR R T o S G . :
w; - = \/ﬁzawfl(w{i},j) = \/ﬁzawfl(\/ﬁ Z‘aﬂfo(ur))v i € [n].
J#i J#i r#1,j
Also, for n > 4,
3 1 2
wz[‘ I= % gaiij(UJE(i}}’j)
Ve
= \}ﬁ Zaiij (\/15 Z ajrf1 (wgt{j}7r)>
j#i rij
1 1 1
=—=> ajfo(—= ajrfi{—= arifo(w)) ), @ € [n].
Vi 2 (ﬁ; (ﬁl;j,,« (w)). i€ [n]

We see that wl[g] is implemented by considering all self-avoiding paths ¢ — j — r — [, as j # 1,
2] 3]

r #1i,j, and | # i, j,r. The computations of wl[l], w;" and w,
by applying (12) once, twice, and three times, respectively.

essentially resemble that of (oy,)n 5.1



Remark 1. Algorithms based on self-avoiding walks have been proposed in the literature, for
example, in [22] for community detection of sparse stochastic block model and in [14] for the
recovery problem in the generalized spiked Wigner model in the heavy-tailed setting. In these
works, their iterations correspond to Definition 1 with the specific choice fi(x) =z for all k > 0.

In the iteration (6), we exclude the columns and rows in A, corresponding to the set S U

[] . o [k+1]
S {i},j))j 25Ul which readily implies that wg;

is a centered Gaussian random variable conditionally on ( fk(w?&{i}j))j ¢SU{i}" Our first result

{i} so that (aij)j¢sug is independent of (fi(w

establishes a weak law of large numbers for the random vectors wll, w1 [0

Theorem 1. Let k > 0. For any bounded Lipschitz function v : RF*1 — R, we have that in
probability,

i L [k k1] oy _
1111_}1’20521/}(11)1 , Wy yeeey Wy )_Ew(kawk—lv"'aWO)v
1€[n]
where (Wi, ..., W1) is jointly centered Gaussian independent of Wy with covariance structure

]EWa+1Wb+1 = Efa(Wa)fb(Wb) (7)
for all0 <a,b<k-—1.

While the cavity iteration adapts self-avoiding paths, the AMP iteration is a mean-field method
in the sense that all sites i € [n] are used without preference.

Definition 2 (AMP Iteration). Recall the n-dimensional random vector u and the real-valued
functions (fx)r>0 considered in Basic Setting 1. Set ul = and

(IR R SR N
u;, = \/ﬁj;az]fO(u] )7 Vie [n]
For k > 1, the AMP iteration is defined as
= LSl - (23 ) fca ), Vi e ol ®
vn j=1 A

As we have mentioned before, Bolthausen’s iteration can be viewed as a special case of the
AMP algorithms. Specifically, it corresponds to the AMP iteration with m!¥l = f,(ul*) and the
following choice of functions,

u=0, fo(r) =0, fi(z) = /qsn, and fr(z) = tanh(Bz + h) for all k£ > 2. 9)

Our next result shows that the iterative scheme in Definition 1 is asymptotically the same as the
AMP iteration.

Theorem 2. For any k > 0, there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that for anyn >k + 1,

C

Bl | < &

(10)



Remark 2. It was shown in [15] that the AMP iteration enjoys the same weak law of large numbers
as Theorem 1, where a Gaussian conditioning argument as in [5] was adapted. Here, Theorems
1 and 2 together provide an independent proof for the convergence of the AMP iteration without
using Gaussian conditioning.

Our last result shows that Bolthausen’s scheme converges to the local magnetization as long as
the overlap is locally uniformly concentrated.

Theorem 3. Assume that 5, h > 0 satisfy that for some § > 0,

= 0. (11)

lim  sup E<‘R(UI,O'2> — Qs 2>n75/7h

N0 B_5<p/<B
We have that

lim lim IEH(U) - m[k]H2 =0.
k—o0 n—r00

In particular, here the inner limit exists for any k > 0.

The complexity of Bolthausen’s iteration is O(n?) and consequently, Theorem 3 guarantees a
polynomial-time algorithm to approximate the local magnetization. Due to Theorem 2, our cavity
iteration corresponding to (9) also converges to the local magnetization under the same assumption
as Theorem 3. In a related direction, we refer the readers to check [25] for a polynomial-time
algorithm to produce near-ground states in the SK model via the AMP algorithm under the “full
replica symmetry breaking” assumption. See more related results in [19, 20, 21, 29].

Remark 3. The local magnetization is the barycenter of the Gibbs measure; when the high-
temperature condition (1) is satisfied, for any k& > 2 and i.i.d. samples o',...,c" from the Gibbs
measure, the vectors o' — (o), ..., 0" — (¢) are mutually orthogonal to each other and to the local
magnetization. From these properties, it is tempting to believe that one can study the free energy
of the SK model via large deviation techniques, by tilting the Gibbs measure according to (o). This
strategy was implemented in [6], where the Gibbs measure was tilted with respect to mlkl at very
high temperature. With the result of Theorem 3, it is of interest to see if one can establish the

limiting free energy (2) of the SK model via large deviation arguments with respect to (o).

We close this section with a sketch of our proofs. Theorem 1 follows essentially from the way we
define our scheme as its construction via self-avoiding paths already makes it clear on how we should
manage the correlation between different layers. The proof of Theorem 2 is the most delicate in this
work; we have to remove all components corresponding to paths with loops in the AMP iteration
ulFt1 While the basic idea is to rewrite uEkH] by applying Taylor’s theorem to the function fy,
the main challenge here is to carefully track the total error, again utilizing the self-avoiding feature
of the paths along the iteration, see Section 6.1 for an example and more detailed elaboration.
Finally, the proof of Theorem 3 is based on the validities of Theorems 1 and 2. We first argue that
ml*l in Bolthausen’s iteration is close to our scheme along with an explicit quantification of their
distance, when the high-temperature condition (11) is in force. From this, Theorem 3 then follows
immediately by the virtue of Theorem 2. For the rest of the paper, Section 3 presents the proof
of Theorem 3 assuming that Theorems 1 and 2 hold. Section 4 establishes the weak law of large
numbers of our scheme in Theorem 1. Section 5 prepares a number of moment controls for the
partial derivatives of our scheme, which are the key ingredients in the proof of Theorem 2 presented
in Section 6.
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3 Proof of Theorem 3

In this section, we establish the proof of Theorem 3 assuming the validity of Theorems 1 and 2.
First of all, we recall the statement of the cavity equations.

Lemma 1 (Chapter 5 in [24] and Lemma 1.7.4 in [30]). If 5,h > 0 satisfy (11), then there exists
a constant 6 > 0 such that

. 5 2
lim sup E|{(o /h—tanh(— Ani{0i)p_ ,h+h)’ =0 12
n—00 g_s<pr<p < n)nﬂ, \/ﬁ; TL]< j)n 1,8, ( )

and

. 2
A 575;15,91@\ (00)npn = (1) n-18,0]" =0, (13)

where @], := B'\/(n—1)/n.

Remark 4. The original result in Talagrand’s book [30, Lemma 1.7.4] states only for § < 1/2 and
d = 0 instead of the locally uniformly limits. The condition 5 < 1/2 ensures that there exist some

K > 0 and § > 0 such that K
2
E<‘R(01702) - QB,h‘ JnBh < o
for all n > 1. Using this bound, his results stated that the expectations on the left-hand sides of
(12) and (13) are bounded above by C/n for some universal constant C' > 0. If we now assume
(11) instead, the proof in [30, Lemma 1.7.4] still carries through for Lemma 1 without essential

changes.

We continue to restate Talagrand’s lemma in a slightly more general formulation. Fix 8, h > 0.
Let n > 2. For S C [n], consider the SK model on the sites [n] \ S defined by

HS,n(U) = —% Z aijUin —h Z o;
1,J€[n]\S:i<j i€[n]\S

for all o € {£1}["\%. Note that when S = ), Hg,, = H,. Denote the Gibbs average associated
to this Hamiltonian as (-),, 3 5,s. Throughout the rest of the paper, for notational convenience, we
denote this expectation simply by (-)s. We also set Th(x) = tanh(x + h) and denote ¢ = gg . By
the symmetry among sites, we can rewrite Lemma 1 as

Lemma 2. Assume that B,h > 0 satisfy (11). For any k > 0, we have that

. I6] 2
lim sup E|(o;)s — Th{ — a;i(0; i =0 14
n—00 (; §).0<|5|<k.i¢S )< > (\/ﬁﬁ%:{i} 37l })‘ 49
and
lim sup E|(oi)s — <Ui>SU{i/}|2 =0. (15)

OO (4,i/,9):0<| S| <k,i,i' €.S,i!

7



Proof. Let k > 0 be fixed. Consider any n > k. Let (¢,5) satisfy S C [n] with |[S| < k and i ¢ S.
Note that

/
Hgnlo) = ——=== Y agosoi—h ) o
VIR S| s te[n]\S:s<t se[n]\S
for o € {~1,1}"\9 where B’ := 3y/(n—|S|)/n. In other words, Hg, (o) can be regarded as
the Hamiltonian of the SK model of size n — |S| with temperature 5 and external field h. Since
B(1—k/n) < B < B and lim,_,o 8 = 3, our assertions follow from the symmetry among sites and
Lemma 1.

3.1 Two crucial propositions

We establish two important propositions in this subsection. First, we show that the summation
n (14) can also be approximated by excluding one more row and its corresponding column of
the Gaussian matrix (@, )y e\ (sufi}) 10 (05)sugsy- This will be used throughout the proof of
Theorem 3.

Proposition 1. Assume that 3,h > 0 satisfy (11). For all k > 2, we have that

1
aij (o) sufiy — NG Z aij ‘73>Su{u’} =0. (16)

J¢SU{ii’y

lim sup

7
=00 (4.4,.8):0< | S| <k,i i’ &S, ii! fggéSu{}

Proof. Note that the expectation in (16) is bounded from above by

22
’T > aii({og)supy — <0j>su{i,i'})‘ +
JESU{i,i'}
) 2
= Z E|(o;)suqir — (05)sugiiny ‘o o
J¢SULii}

where the equality here used the fact that (a;;) j¢sufiy is independent of

((UJ>SU{1'} - <Uj>Su{i,i'})j¢SU{i,i/}‘

Using (15) completes our proof.
O

Recall the iterative scheme (wgd) k>0,5c[n) from (6) with Basic Setting 1. The next proposition
(]

establishes an analogous statement as (15) for wg
Theorem 3, but also to those of Theorems 1 and 2.

, which will not only be critical to the proof of

Proposition 2. For any k > 0 and p > 1, there exists a constant Cj, > 0 such that for any
n>k+3,

[k] }, 1/p Ch.p

k
Sup (E}wg]z ~ Wsugw = n1/2’

(17)

where the supremum is over all i,i" € [n] and S C [n] with i #4', 1,9 ¢ S, and |S| <n — (k+2).



Proof. Tt is easy to see that (17) is valid for £ = 0 and all p > 1. Assume that (17) is valid for some
k > 0 and all p > 1. Consider an arbitrary p > 1. Let n > k + 4. Fix i,i’ € [n] and S C [n] with
i#£id, i, ¢S, and |S| <n— (k+3). Let

- (k] _ (K]
By = f (wSU{i},l) and Dy = f (wSu{i,i’},l)'
Observe that since the index ¢ does not appear in all indices of the Gaussian random variables in
(Bl)lgsu{i,i’} and (Dl)lésu{i,i’}a we have that (ail)l¢5’u{i7i/} is independent of both (Bl)lis’u{i,i’} and
(Di)i1gsugi,iny- From this, we can write

[k+1] [k+1] 1 1
Wsi — — Weugiryi = NG zngUZ{' . ay(By — Dp) + %ainz"
0,0

i /1 A2 1
=z|— (B - D ) + —a; By,
G 1¢s§,w} o) vn

where z is a standard normal random variable independent of B; and D;. Using the induction
hypothesis and the fact that fi’s are bounded and Lipschitz, it follows that

2o (El2P)YP M
z!2p)/p+( 2P) M

1
(Elug " —wlid )" < @117 (- Y EB-D L

1¢SU{ii"}
_ (Elz7) Py (El2P)P M,
= n1/2 + oz

where M, is the supremum norm of fi. This completes our proof.

3.2 Covariance structure

Recall w and (fi)r>0 from (9). Recall the iterative scheme wgﬂ from (6) by applying the setting

(9). ForOSkﬁn—landanySE[n]k,setygd—(gg]l by

)z¢S
vsi = fi(wsy), i€ [\ 5.

As before, if S = (), we will simply denote 1/:[3] by v¥!. Define the overlap between (0)g and Vg] by

1 k
Rg = EZ<O-]>SV;[S]j
i¢s
and denote
1 1 k12
Dg = n Z(Uﬁ%, ES = n Z’ﬂ[g]g :
J¢s J¢s
Define an auxiliary function I'(¢;7,7’) for t € [—1,1] and v,7" > 0 by
L(t;y,7') == ETh(B2v/9[t] + Bz1v/7 (1 — |t]))
. Th(ﬂs1gn z\/’yi—i— Bzarn/~' (1 — \t\))

for z, 21, z9 i.i.d. standard Gaussian. The following proposition takes care of the limits of Dg, Eg, Rg.



Proposition 3. Assume that 8,h > 0 satisfy (11). For any k > 2 and £ > 0, we have that

lim sup E‘DS — q|2 =0,

(18)
. k 2
lim sup E|E¢ —¢|” = 0.
Furthermore,
2
lim sup E|RE — A4V (Q(8.h)| =0, (19)
where Q(f,h) := \/qETh(B2,/q) and

The notation A°F=1) here means the composition of A for (k — 1) times.
For the rest of this subsection, we establish this proposition.

Notation 1. For two sequences of random variables (ay)n>1 and (by)n>1, we say that a,, <1 by, if
lim,, o0 E|ay, — by| = 0. It is straightforward that if a,, <1 b, and ¢, <1 d,, then (i) f(a,) =<1 f(bn)
for any Lipschitz function f and (ii) anc, <1 bpd, provided sup,~i{|anl, |bnl, |cnl,|dn]} < oo.
Also, for any i # i, we use E; and E; ;» to denote the expectations with respect to (aij)jem) and
(aij, airj)je[n), respectively.

Proof of (18) in Proposition 3: Let £ > 2 and ¢ > 0. Applying (15) and Proposition 2 for ¢
many times, we have that uniformly over all S with |S| = ¢,

n

1 1~ k2
Dg =y — N2 and EE =, = U.
s =1 nj;@ﬁ and Lg =1 n;y]

From (11), in probability,

n

=3 (o) = (R(eo?)

J=1

Also, from Theorem 1, we see that Wi ~ N (0, q) for k > 2 so that in probability,

1 n
=3y S ER (W) = ETH(B2v/4) = g
j=1

These imply the announced statement.
O

The proof of (19) in Proposition 3 requires two lemmas. First, we show that the overlap Rg“
satisfies the following recursive formula. Set



Lemma 3. Assume that 8,h > 0 satisfy (11). For any k> 1 and £ > 0,
. 1 2
lim sup E Rg“ - Zf(pgu{i}; Dgsyiy, Egu{i})) =0.

Proof. Writing by using conditional expectations,
[k+1]
E|RE™ - ZIE o) sva ] ‘
zQS
+ k+1 k+1 k+1
= Y BB [lonsul on sl ] + Bl sl - Ba [(on)sv ] (21)
0,1 ¢ Suiti!
k+1 k+1 k-+1 k+1 _
(s Ballon) sl ] = o) skt Billo)svs ]| + 07,
where O(n~!) arises from the total contribution of the terms for i = i’ € [n]. To handle the terms
inside the summations, note that from Lemma 2 and Propositions 1 and 2, we have that uniformly
over all (¢,4',S) with |S| = ¢, 4,7/ ¢ S, and i # ¢,
(Ui>SngiH] =105, =<1 Og,i,7, (22)

where

Os, _Th<\ﬁf > aij<aj>su{z> ( > o gﬂ{i}u’)’

jgsu{i} ]¢SU{@
B p I
Og,iir = Th(i Z aij<‘7j>5u{i,i/}>Th(7 Z @iV g g, z’}])
v J¢SU{i,i'} v jESULi,i}
(k]

Here, note that (a;;);¢suqi is independent of (o) guy;y and Vot and that (a;;);j¢suqs,iy is inde-

pendent of (7) gy, and Vgﬂ){i i1y 1t follows that uniformly over all (1,7',S) with |S| = ¢, i,i" ¢ S,
and i # 7/,

Ei[(OﬁSng;ru} =1 E;[Og,,/] =<1 Ei[Os;] = F(Pgu{i};DSu{i}7E§U{i}), (23)
which implies
2
e 2 ZE [(oasvsi™] - ZP Phuga Dsutay Blugy)| =0 (24)
Z€S zéS

In a similar manner, by (22), we have that uniformly over all (i,i’,S) with |S| = ¢, 4,4’ ¢ S, and
i,
k
E;; [(m)svg[gj ]<0¢/>Svg7;1}] =<1 Ei i [05,,O0s.i] <1 Ei[Og,|Es O], (25)

where the second asymptotics is valid since (ai;);¢suqivy is independent of (ai;)j¢sugiiy. In
addition,

E; i [<m>su§f?” -Ey [(o >5Vg€:rl]“ =1 E; i [0s,,vEi[Og,,i]] =1 Ei[Og,,i|Eir[Og,iri]. (26)

Plugging (23), (25), and (26) into (21), we see that the right-hand side of (21) vanishes. Finally,
applying (24) to the left-hand side of (21) completes our proof.

11



Next we show that the averaging local magnetization converges.

Lemma 4. Assume that 8,h > 0 satisfy (11). We have that in probability,

lim © 3" (03) = ETh(82/7).

n—oco0 N,
1€[n]

Proof. Let ¢ and 1 be any two Lipschitz continuous functions on [—1,1]. From Lemma 2, Propo-
sitions 1, and noting that for distinct 4,4, (ai;) ¢} and (ayj);j¢(,) are independent each other,
it follows that uniformly over any i # 7/,

Eii6((0:)0((05)) =1 E@(Th(fﬁ > aij<aj>{i,z~f}))-Ei/w(Th(fﬁ > (o))
JE{a"} J{ia'}

— Ez¢(Th(ﬁz\/m)) -EZ@D(Th(ﬁZ\/%))’

where the asymptotics are valid since ¢, 1, and Th are Lipschitz and [E, is the expectation with

respect to z only. Next, from (11) and (15),
1 1
q=1 <R(01,02)> T Z <Uj>2 =1 o Z <O-j>?i,i’} = Dy iny-

el 3"}

It follows that from the Lipschitz property of ¢ and the fact that |Th'(z)| < 1, there exists a
positive constant L > 0 such that

E.¢(Th(82y/Dyiiny)) — Ezgzb(Th(ﬁz\/a))‘ <LE|z| - E|y/Dgn — vl

<LEl2| - (E|y/Dysary — val’)'"?

<LE|z|- (E|Dg.n —q|)"* =0,

E

where the last inequality used the inequality (v/z — \/9)? < |z —y| for any =,y > 0. The same limit
is also valid for . Consequently,

lim  sup  E[E;»¢((0:)({0)) — Ep(Th(B2y/q)) - E¢p(Th(B24/q))| = 0. (27)

00 it e[n]zizti

Finally, write

E|L S (o)~ ETh(5va)|
1€[n]
= % > E[Ei,i’ [{o:){0s)] + (ETh(B2/4)))”
1,3 €[n]:1#4 (28)

— iy [(0))]ETh(B2/g) — Ei s [<ai,>]ETh(ﬂz\/a)} Lo,

where O(n~!) comes from the total error of the main diagonal terms. From (27), the first term
on the right can be handled by considering ¢(z) = 1(z) = x, whereas the last two terms can be
handled by setting ¢(x) = x and ¥ (x) = 1. From these, the summation on the right-hand side of
(28) asymptotically vanishes. This completes our proof.

12



Proof of (19) in Proposition 3: We argue by induction on k > 2. Consider £k = 2 and an
arbitrary ¢ > 0. From Lemma 3,

1 2 1
RS =23 (onsv =1 > T(okugy Doty Biugy)- (29)
i¢s i¢s

Now, from (15) and Lemma 4,
q
Rhy = % 3 = Vi Z 7)) =1 VIETh(B=yD) = QA1) (30)
j¢SuU{t Jj=1

Since | p?s*u {i}| < 1 by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it follows that

p}S‘U{i} - qilQ(/Ba h)‘ = qil‘p}?u{i} —\/ DSU{z}ESU{ }) + Rsu{z Q(ﬁa )‘

= q_qu —\/Dsuar Byygn | + |Rsugy — Q(ﬁvh)’)'
Using this, (18), and (30), we have that uniformly in (i,5) with [S| =¢ and i ¢ S,
Peuy =14 QB h). (32)

Consequently, plugging this and (18) into (29) yields our assertion for & = 2. Now assume that (19)
is valid for some k > 2. To show that it is also valid for k + 1, again we use Lemma 3 to write that
uniformly over all (7,.5) with |S| = ¢ and i ¢ S,

(31)

k+1]
— Z Uz Sygj =1 — ZF pSu{Z}7DSU{Z}7ESu{Z}) (33>
Z¢S 2¢S

Using the induction hypothesis and again (18) yields that uniformly over all (i, S) with |S| = ¢ and
i ¢S,
2 k 2
E[Dsugy — a| » E[Bsupy —a” = 0,
1 Ao(k— 2
E|pf, — ¢ 1A (QB,m) [ — 0,

where the second display is argued in the same way as (32) by using an analogous inequality of
(31),

Peuy —a "AED(Q(8, h))’ <q! (‘q —/Dsuiy Bé | + [Rsug — A°F=D(Q(B, 1)) D

Plugging the above limits into (33), we see that (19) follows for £+ 1 and this completes our proof.
O

3.3 Establishing Theorem 3

First of all, from [30, Proposition 1.6.8] and our assumption (11), we readily see that the free energy
corresponding to the Hamiltonian of the SK model converges to the replica-symmetric solution (2).
On the other hand, Toninelli [33] showed that this limit is valid only if (53, h) lies inside the AT line
in the sense that (3) is valid. Hence, for the rest of the proof, we shall assume that (3) is in force.

13



Next, write
E|[(o) — m¥||* < 2E||(0) — v1¥||* + 2E[[ ¥ — m[H]||2.
Here, the second term vanishes as n — oo by (10); the first term can be written as
E|[(o) — v¥||* = El|(o)||* + E||v||* — 2E((o), )
=EDy +EE} — 2ER}.
From Proposition 3, for any k > 2,

lim E[|(o) — vM||* = 2¢ — 22°FD(Q(8,9)). (34)

n—o0

It remains to show that the right-hand side of (34) converges to zero as k — oo or equivalently,

lim A% (Q(B,q)) = q. (35)

k—00

From (20),

A(t) = ETh(B2v/[t| + Bz1v/q — [t]) Th(Bsign(t)2\/[t| + Bz2v/a — [t]), t € [~q. 4.

This function maps [—¢, q] into [—g, ¢ since from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
[A(t)] < ETh?(B21/q) = g, Yt € [~q,4]-

In addition, A has a fixed point at ¢ since A(q) = ET hQ(BZ\/Q) = ¢. By using Gaussian integration
by parts and noting that tanh’ = 1/ cosh?, for any t € [—¢, q],

A'(t) = B°E

1 1
cosh? (ﬁz\/m+ Bziv/q — [t| + h) cosh? (Bsign(t)z\/m+ Bzan/q — [t| + h) '

Consequently, from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the validity of (3), for any t € (—q,q),

1
cosh? (ﬁz\/a + h)

A'(t) < B°E <1. (36)

Now note that since A(q) = g, if A(t) =t for some ¢ € [—¢, q), then from the mean value theorem,
there exists some ¢’ € (t, ¢q) such that A’(¢') = 1, which contradicts (36). From this and noting that
A(0) > 0, we must have that ¢ < A(t) for all ¢ € [—¢, q). Consequently,

Q(B,h) < A(Q(B,h))

and since obviously A’(t) > 0 for all ¢t € [—q, q],
AR(Q(B,h)) < AFED(Q(B, h)), Yk > 1.

Hence, limy,_.o, A°%(Q(B, h)) exists and this limit must be a fixed point of A and then be equal to
q, establishing (35). Our proof is complete.
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4 Proof of Theorem 1

Recall the vector (Wy, Wi_1,...,Wj) from (7). Consider an arbitrary bounded Lipschitz function
¢ : RFF1 5 R. We argue by induction on & > 0 that

lim E|- Z¢ K] k=11, ..,wZ[O])—Ew(Wk,Wk_l,...,Wo)’:0. (37)

n—oo

Obviously, the assertion is valid if & = 0, since the empirical measure of w!® converges weakly to
Wy. Assume that the above statement is valid up to certain k& > 0. Recall from Proposition 2 that
forall 0 </ <k,

) e
wy Wioy1 = \f ;;Llyff {1, 2}j)
j
[e+1] 1
W Wiye = \f ;2@]12 {1, 2}73)

[f]

Since the first and second rows and columns of A, are excluded in all w (12}, for all j # 1,2 and
0 < /¢ <L, it follows that

(k+1]  [K] w¥ [(k+1] K] w9
(%2},17“’{2},17“- {2}1) and (w{1},2’ {1},27° {1}2)

are independent conditioning on (a; ;)i j21,2 and each of them is jointly centered Gaussian with
covariance, by the induction hypothesis, for 0 < a,b < k,

a+1] [b+1 a
Eqw £2}1 Ez}ﬂ Zfa {12}3 fo {12}] Zfa s, w)ﬂl Efo(Wa) fo(Ws),
#2

a+1] [b+1 a
Epw ~[[1}2 £1}2] Zfa {12}J ( {12}] Zfa ] w‘ ) =1 Efa(Wa) fo(Ws).
J?ﬂ

From these, for any two bounded Lipschitz functions ¢1, ¢s : RF*2 5 R,

HILH;OE[(bl( [k‘f’l] w[lk]v B wg()])(bQ (w[k"‘l} w[Qk]7 B w[QO})]
k k [k k
= llm E[cfn (w£24£a]’ E;} 190 {2} 1)¢2( {1?12}7 H},Q7 te Eol]} 2)]
[k+1 k 0 k+1 k 0
hm E [El [¢1( {2—; 1], ~[{2}},1’ . E;} 1)}E2 [¢2 (w~[{1—}t2]v ‘[{1]} 2 ~[{1]} 2)]}
= E[¢1(Wk+la Wiy 0>]E[¢2(Wk+17 Wiy ooy WO)] :

Finally, by the symmetry among sites and the above limit, we arrive at

JE{.IOEK Z¢ [k-i—l] z['k]"" [0])( Z¢ k+1 -k7--~,wz[0])>]

= ,}mwl <w£k+1],w£k], ) g (wl Y, i )]
=E[¢1 (Wit1, Wi, ..., Wo) |E[d2 (W1, Wy, ..., Wo)]. (38)
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To validate (37) for the k + 1 case, or equivalently,
Y S ) 2
JLIEOIE[nz;w(wi ol wl®) fIE@b(WkH,Wk,...,WO)] —0,

we expand the square here and apply (38) twice for the choices ¢1 = ¢o = ¥ and ¢ = ¥, g = 1.
The resulting limits ultimately cancel each other.

5 Moment controls

This section is a preparation for the proof of Theorem 2.

5.1 Main estimates

Let m > 0. For 0 < k < n —1, let By ,(m) be the set of all (P,S,7) for P being a multiset of
elements in {(4,7) : 1 <i < j < n} with |P| = m counting multiplicities and i € [n] and S € [n]
satisfying that ¢ ¢ S. Recall the definition of wgc]l from (6). Throughout this section, we write

wih = wi(A)

to emphasize its dependence on the Gaussian matrix A,. Also, recall that A, is symmetric. For
any P = {(i1,71),-- -, (im,Jm)} and smooth F' defined on the space of n x n symmetric matrices,
we adapt the notation

8PF(A) = 8airjmai,r_1jr_17~~~;ai1j1F( )v

the partial derivatives of F' in the variables a;,j,,ai,_, j_,,--.,a;; . The following propositions

control the moments of the partial derivatives of w[;]z(A) in the entries of A,,.

Proposition 4. For any k > 0, m > 0, and p > 1, there exists a constant Wy, , > 0 such that
foralln>k+1,

Wi
sup  (E|opwll(A))'P < Zhme (39)

(P.S.i)€By o (m) — /2

and for any smooth function ¢ with bounded derivatives of all orders, there exists a constant
Wimp,c > 0 such that for alln >k + 1,

Wi.m
sup  (E[Dp(C(whl(a)") P < Zhmps, (40)
(vavl)EBk,n(m) n

Proposition 5. Let ( : R — R be a smooth function with bounded derivatives of all orders. For
any k>0, m >0, and p > 1, there exist a constant W,i,mpc > 0 such that for anyn > k+ 1,

(el (7 3 montwl] ) < "l

J 1’71’

where the supremum is taken over all P’s, collections of pairs from {(i,7) : 1 < i < j < n} with
|P| = m counting multiplicities and i,i" € [n] with i # 4’
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These propositions say that each partial derivative essentially brings up a factor 1/y/n. Indeed,
in view of the definition of w!* ](A), although its partial derivatives involve a huge number of
multiplications of the entries a;; / V/1, it turns out that due to the independence of the entries a;;
for ¢ < j, it can be shown that the total error introduced by these multiplications is negligible
resulting in the desired bounds. Notably similar inequalities were also established in [10] in the
setting that the entries are independent and match the first and second moments of those of a
standard Gaussian random variable.

5.2 Proof of Proposition 4

Before turning to the proof of Proposition 4, we prepare two lemmas. Let r € [n] and a =
(a1,...,ar) beiid. standard Gaussian random variables. Let

Fi(x),....,F.(z) : R" - R for z = (1,...,2,)

be random smooth functions, whose randomness are independent of a. For any m > 0, denote
by P, a multiset of elements from {1,...,m} and by |P|, the number of elements in P counting
multiplicities. Denote by OpF; the partial derivatives of F; with respect to the variables z; for
j € P counting multiplicities.

Lemma 5. Assume that for any m > 0 and even p > 2, there exists a constant K, , > 0 such that

K,
sup  (E|0pFj(a )|p)1/p < /’g, Vn > r.
Jelrl,|Pl=m

Then for any m > 0 and any even integer p > 2, there exists a constant K;n,p > 0 independent of
n such that

sup (IEZ‘i iaiﬁpF-(a)‘p) v < Ko Vn >r. (41)
Plam \/ﬁjﬂ jOPL] m/2’

Proof. Let p > 2 be even. Let m > 0 and P with |P| = m be fixed. Write

E‘IZ“J‘%F ’7# > Elaja, Ly, (@),

jl’“-vjpe[,r]

where
]17 Jp H aPl?s

For 0 < d < p, let Z; be the collection of all (ji,...,Jp) € [r]? so that there are exactly d indices in
this vector that appear once in the list. Note that there exists a constant Cy, > 0 such that

where || is the largest integer less than or equal to ¢. Now we control E[aj, - --aj, Lj, .. ;,(a)]. For
any (ji,...,Jp) € Zq, if §1,..., jl; are those indices that appear once in (ji,...,Jp), then from the
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Gaussian integration by parts, we have that

E[ajl e ‘Clele,...,jp (a)] = E( H a-j)axji e 'ax;dLjhme (a’)

JFI Ly

(5 T o)) sl

1
JFE31 50

Here the first term in the last line is bounded above by (E\sz) Y2 As for the second term, using
the product rule, we readily write

6]1 a L.717 7.]17 Zapl aPFJl( ))“'app(apF}p(a))7
where the sum is over all disjoint Py, ..., P, with UY_, P, = {j], ... , Ji}- From the given assumption,

(BJon,, --0uy, Liv...sp(@)[*) " < Y- (El0n (90 F;, () -+ O, (9p F, (@) )2

< Y 1T elon 0nr )"

< pd H maxo<r<d Kr+m ,2p
n(Ps|+m)/2

_ d p
n<d+pm>/2p (or?ai‘d Krim,2p)”-

Using this and (42), our proof is completed since

E’\/lﬁjz;lajﬁij(a)‘p

L N~y nd ol L oo 172
(E|2?)"* & 1 ,
R R Y] Capp" (X, Krm,2p)
1 !
< e K
where
Ky p = (Elz |2p chpp Jnax Kr+m2p)p,

O

The proof of Proposition 4 is argued as follows. First of all, note that (40) follows from (39)
by applying the chain rule and the Holder inequality. To show (39), we argue by induction over k.
Obviously (39) holds for £ = 0. Assume that there exists some ky > 0 such that the assertion is
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valid for all 0 < k < kg, m > 0, and p > 1. We need to show that (39) is valid for k¥ = kg + 1 and
allm>0,and p > 1. Let m > 0 and p > 1. For n > ko + 2, fix (P, S,4) € Byy+1,,(m). Recall that

1 k
wgfi’ﬂ](fl):ﬁ > aiifi(wslisy 5 (4).
j¢Su{i}

Set, i}
Vsu(iy g (A) = fro (We55 (A))

Write P = {(i1,71),- -+, (im,Jm)}. Note that A, is symmetric. A straightforward computation
yields that

apwyot(4)

1 m
:ﬁz D (5008550 (G ey V0L 30 (A) + 83, 813, 0P\ [ g1 VS0 (A) (43)
=1 jgsuli)
1
+% Z aijOpvsuiy,i(A), (44)
JgSu{i}

where §; » = 1 if ¢ = ¢’ and = 0 otherwise. Note that here for all j ¢ SU {i},

(854,053 OP\{(ir )} V5ULi} . (A) + 8330 013, OP\ (i1 )} VS U i1 (A))
0, if (51',“5]‘7% =0= 6jyir5i7jr7

= aP\{(ir,jr)}USU{i},jr (A), if 51',“(53'73'1“ =1 and 6j,ir5i,jr = 0,
8p\{(ihjr)}vsu{i}yir (A), if (51'71'?«(53'7]'1" =0 and 6j7ir5i,jr =1.

To bound each term in (43) and (44), note that from the validity of (39) with k = ko, by using
chain rule and the Hélder inequality, for any m > 0 and p > 1, there exists a constant K,,, > 0
independent of S and ¢ such that

r K,
sup (E‘avaU{i}’j(A)}p> < m/’g, Vn > ko + 2. (45)
JgSU{i},|Pl=m n
Consequently, (43) is bounded above by
2K - 2m K, —
m Lp _ ZMBm—lp oy > 42 (46)

nl/2  p(m=1)/2 nm/2

To handle (44), set

Fi(A) = vsuqiy,;(A), j ¢ SU{i}.

Note that these functions satisfy the assumption in Lemma 5 due to (45). By applying to (41) for
the 2p-norm, there exists a constant K;n,Qp > 0 independent of n such that

1 o\1/2p K,
(Bl X worE@)]7) "< mE kot 2.
34500
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Note that this bound is uniformly valid over all (P, S,%) € Biy+1,n(m). From Jensen’s inequality,

1/ K/,
sup E‘ S ayopFy( A)‘p> T Ty > kg 2.
NGD nm/
Bro+1.n( jgSufiy

Plugging this and (46) into (43) and (44) and applying the Minkowski inequality, we obtain that
for all m > 0 and p > 1,

2me,17p + K/

sup (E|op w[kOH}(A)!p)l/p < 2 > ko + 2,

- 2
(vazi)eBk0+177L(m) nm/

which implies that (39) holds for £ = ko 4+ 1 and this completes the proof of (39).

5.3 Proof of Proposition 5

Since ¢ has bounded derivatives of all orders, by the virtue of the chain rule, it suffices to show
that for any m > 0 and p > 1, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

sup (E’@p (\/1% Z/ agj fx (w?z]}](A))) ‘p> v < TLS/Z’ Vn >k +1, (47)

J#iL

where the supremum is taken over all P, sets of elements in {(i,7) : 1 <i < j < n}, with |P| =
counting multiplicities and i,i" € [n] with ¢ # i’. To prove this, in a similar manner as (43) and
(44), we readily compute that for P = {(i1,71),- .-, (m,Jm)}s

op (\/1% > aiify (w£§£7j(A)))

-
\fZ > (52 1053 OP\{(ir,jr) (fk( 3 (A)) +050.005.0p\ (v i) (fk( {Z i (A)))> (48)
r=1 j#ii’
aijOp (fr (Wi} ;(4))). 49
+ ; (49)

Here, using (40), the p-th moment of (48) is bounded above by

m

i [k] /P C()
2 e Eor BN ]) < vz ke o)
for some constant Cy > 0. As for (49), we write
1
\f > ai0p( (fu(wis {}] ZamaP fi(w ( ) — %aiilap(fk(wgz]}’j(A)))

JF# J?él

and use the Minkowski, Jensen, and Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities to get

(el 3 woantioll )

JFEL
/
< (5] 7 S eu0r Gl C|) ™ + (s ) Blow (ol D))
JF#i
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Here, from (40), the second term is bounded above by C; /n(™+1)/2 Using (40) again and Lemma 5
for the 2p-norm, the first term is bounded above by Cy/ n™/2_Note that Ci,Cy > 0 are universal
constants independent of n > kg + 1 and P with |P| = m, and 4,7 € [n] with ¢ # ¢'. Combining
these together, the p-th moment of (49) is bounded by (Cy + Cs)/n™/2. This and (50) complete
the proof of (47).

6 Proof of Theorem 2

Our proof is based induction argument on k. Before we start the proof, we set up some notations.

Notation 2. For any x € R™ and B an n X n matrix, denote the 2-to-2 operator norm of B by
|B|| = supjz=1 [[Bz||. For any n > 1, let u™ = (u})ic[n) and v" = (v]")ie[n) be two sequences of
random variables and S, C [n], we say that u] =g v} for all i € S, if there exists a constant C' > 0
such that all sufficiently large n,

1Q

supE}u — v, ‘ < —.
1€Sn n

In addition, we say that u" =<9 v™ if there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all sufficiently
large n, u}! <y v} for all ¢ € [n]. For notational convenience, whenever there is no ambiguity, we
will ignore the dependence on n in these definitions.

6.1 An example

To facilitate our proof, we argue that w =, w2 in this subsection. Note that a; = 0. Recall

_\/lﬁzaijfl(u ( Zf1 1] )fo EO]), | € [n]. (51)
j=1

Fix ¢ € [n]. For each j € [n] with j # 4, write

L % (0]
u' § ajlf() ul E ajlfO i fO(Ul )
’ f 1#] \F I#i,j \/ﬁ

From this, we can use the Taylor expansion to get that

g (1 e [N L @ o o,  Olaf)
f1(ud )—fl(ﬁl;aglfo<ul )+ A ( f%aﬂfowl Do)+ =5 (52)
It follows that
LSy —e 2N~ e (LN (0
\/ﬁ;aljfl(uj ) =2 \/ﬁ;awﬁ(\/ﬁl;‘aﬂfo(ul ))
+ e (G2 X anfol)] sl
J# l#w
=l [ ad A (g2 3 anfolul)] ol 53
J#i l#w
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Here, note that for each i € [n], {a;; : j # i} is independent of {aj : j # i and [ # ¢,j}. This
implies that {a;; : j # i} is independent of

( > aifolul)), vi #i.
l;éz J
As a result, using ]E(a%j —1)=0and E(a?j —1)% = 2 yields that

EfL 0 X o) = 2 Telss (e X sl < Bk

J#i I#i,j J#i l#w

which means that for all i € [n],

1 1
azafj-h( Zaﬂfo )XQ ;Zf{( ZajlfO ul )
G0 l;éz,j J# l#%]

n

= A (e i)
j=1 =1

Combining (51) and (53) together yields that u[? =g w!?.

The proof of the general case ulb ) =5 w1 consists of three major steps. In the first step,
using the Taylor expansion as (52) combining with the the induction hypothesis, it can be shown
that the correction can be canceled leading to

u£k+1] f %: awfk< l; ajlfk 1 {]}l )), Vi € [n] (54)
JF 1,7

To complete the proof, it remains to show that the right-hand side is asymptotically w[kH] The

real difficult here is that one has to delete the i-th row and column of A,, from w‘[{ w 1 . Although it is
(k=1 _ k1]

known that W R W from Proposition 2, we can not simply replace w&lz},l} by w&k }]l since
the double linear summations in (54) can possibly amplify the accumulated error between them.
Fortunately since our iteration adapts self-avoiding paths, the total error remains controllable by
a subtle second moment estimate between the right-hand side of (54) and w!**+!, which will be
carried out in our second and third steps.

We now perform our main proof in three major steps. For convenience, C, Cy, C1,...,C",C", ...
are universal (positive) constants that do not depend on any n and i € [n] and they might mean
different constants from line to line.
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6.2 Step I: Cancellation of the correction term

Obviously the assertion holds when k& = 0. Assume that it is valid up to some k& > 0. From (8) and
the triangle inequality,

R N Oy L]

g}ﬂmwﬁwm—nm>n

+ MO | ™y = f )
+M(1)||fk_1(u[k 1) Jr— ( = 1])||a

where M ) = = f/)Hoo Since || A,||/+/n is square-integrable and fj,, fr—1 are Lipschitz, the induction
hypothesm implies that

1 _
w1 =, %Anfk; wtl) ( Zf;g i )fk L (wh),

The following lemma is a crucial step, which gets rid of the correction term.

Lemma 6. For alln > k + 2, we have that
Wl fza,] 7i( 1n > aifia(wy ), vie . (55)
l;éi,j
Proof. For each fixed i € [n], write by Taylor’s expansion with respect to a;,
Fr(wl)

ka( > ajifial {];}}]))

l#J
1 - Qij
= fk(\/ﬁl;A ajlfk—l(wg;‘};}) + \/%fk—l( [{Ij} ]))
i,J
1 ai; O(a?-)
:fk(% Z@jsz_l( *[{J}}})> 3 ( Zaﬂfk i {J}l)>f 1w 5} ])+ n] '
l#1,7 l7£ZJ
As a result,
£k+1] Zawfk( Z aﬂfk_l(w[k__}}))
\F JF vn l#i,j v
J#i J
where

1 _ _
Bij = f;’c(% Z ajsz—1(w¥§}ﬁ))7 D;; = fk—1(w[{’;};]),

I£i.j
Bj = f/;(wm% D; = fr—1(w; [~ 1])-
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To handle the last two summations, we first claim that

2
sup E‘ j - 1)BijDij = O(l/n)
761
For fixed ¢, write the expectation term as
1 2 2
— > Elyi;BijDijyiy Biy Diy] + —~ ZIE v}, B DY (57)
J.g' g £y j#i

where y;; = a? i; — 1. Here, the second term is of order O(1/n). To control the first term, observe
that conditionally on a,, for (r,7") & {(i, ), (4, %), (¢,5), (4',9)}, yij» BijDi;j depends only a;; = ajy
and y;; B;» D;;» depends only on a;; = aj;. It follows that
B |yi; Bij Dijyiy Bijs Dij | = B[ (vij Bije Dijr) (4ij Bij Dij )]
= E[Ba,,, [93Bijr Di |Eay; [4:5 By Dig ]
where E,,; is the expectation for a;; and IE%,, is the expectation for a;;. Now using the mean value
theorem and Proposition 2,

Bij =2 B =2 fk( {zg }j) = B{i,j’},ja

o] (58)
Dij <3 fu-1(w; in ;) =t Dy

Write

Ea,,. [¥ij BijDij] = Ea,, [Yiy (Bij — Bijry.s) (Dij — Dijgrya)]
+Ea,y, [yi (Bij — B{i,j’},j)D{j,j'},i}
+Ea,, [yiy By },g( = Dyjj3,i)]
+ Eq,, [%J’B{w ARIZTRGY ]

)

Note that By, jry ; and Dyj i ; are both independent of a;; so that Eaij/ [yij/B{i’j/}JD{j,j/}’i] =0.
Consequently, from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (58), there exists a constant Cy > 0 such
that

)

Nh

(E(Eai]’/ (yij’BijDij))Z) 2 =

The same inequality is also valid for (E(Eq,, (yi; B Dij/))Q) 12, Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequal-
ity to the first summation of (57) completes the proof of our claim.
Next, by the virtue of the above claim, we have

1 1
ﬁ Z a%sz'jDij =9 5 Z BZJDU (59)
J#i J#i
Write

1 1 1
- Z(BUDU — B;D;) = - Z(Bij — Bj)Djj + - Z(Dij — D;)B;.

J#i J#i J#i
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Here since

Cila
B, - ;| < “wl
it follows that
2 C
E‘ Z(BU - Bj)DU < ?2
JF#i
On the other hand, by Proposition 2,
1 2 C4
E‘E S (D - Di)Bj) <2

Putting these together yields that
1
E Z(BijDij — BjDi) =9 0.
J#
From this and (59),
—Z%BUDU =2 = ZB Di =2 — ZB D
J#i J#z

Hence, the last two summations in (56) cancels each other so that (55) follows.

From Lemma 6, our proof of Theorem 2 is complete if we can show that for all ¢ € [n],

1 1 [k—1] 1 [k—1] [k+1]
7Zaijfk<7 Zajszq(w{},l )) = 7Zaijfk( Za]lfk 1 { }l)) =w; .
vn iz iy ! vn iz Vg v

Fix ¢ € [n]. For any j # i, set

L _fk<\fl¢zl]aﬂfk 1 {]}l}))

Z ajlfk 1 {zg}l))

l#m

For any two distinct indices 7, ¢ € [n]\{i}, if we condition on all a,,.’s for (r,r") & {(¢,7), (4,¢), (7,7), (¢, )},
then L, will only depend on a;, = a,; and L, only depends on a;; = a,;. In addition, (aij)#i is
independent of K- and K,. It follows that

E [aiTaiLLTLL] =E [Eai,- [aiTLL] Ea“ [aiLLT]] )
E [a’iTaiLLTKL] =K [aiT] E [aiLLTKL] =0,
E [aiTaiLKTKL] =K [airau] E [KTKL] = 07

25



where recall that E,,  and E,,, are the expectations with respect to a;r and a;,, respectively. From
these,

E‘fzaw j)’2

J#i
1
=— Y Elar(L - K)ai(Lr - ZE% K;)?
n TLFEGTHL ];ﬁz
- Z E[E,, [air L) Ea,, [ai L] ZE% - K;)*. (60)
TAFELTHL j;éz

Our next two steps control these two summations.

6.3 Step II: Diagonal case

From the mean value theorem, the second summation of (60) can be handled by
1 2 1 2
;ZEafj(Lj ~K;) = EZE(Lj -K
J#i J#
1]
SB[ = Y anliea (ol ) = fia ()

J#i 1#1,j

ZEZZE{fk—l(w%}l) fr-1(w {m}]l)}2

JFlFig

[k—1] [k—1]
n2 ;l; E‘w{g}z - {z,j}z‘
C//j 7

)
n

| /\

’ 2

| /\

(61)

where the second equality used the fact that (a;;);-; ; is independent of (w !{ ~ l})l;,,g2 jand (w L ]}]l)l7ézvj

and the last inequality used Proposition 2.

6.4 Step III: Off-diagonal case

It remains to show that the first summation of (60) is of order 1/n, which requires more subtle
controls of the moments. Fix ¢ € [n]. Let 7,0 € [n] \ {i} and 7 # .. First of all, we compute
Eq,, [ai L+] using Gaussian integration by part and the chain rule as follows. Write L, = fi(A;) for

Z Qrry,_ 1fk: 1 ‘[{]j'}ljk 1)

‘rk 1#£4,T

Here we would like to call the dummy variable in the summation 75_1 as its subscript matches the
iteration number. This choice of dummy variable appears to be very convenient later when we need
to look back into the (k — 1)-th, (k — 2)-th, ..., iterations.

Since T # ¢ and T, # 1,7, we see that arr,_, # a;, or a,. Applying Gaussian integration by
parts yields

EaiL(aiLLT) - f (l“fk Z aTTk 18aufk 1( E:]j-}7ﬂk71)'

Th—170,T
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In order to compute the partial derivative with respect to a;,, we proceed by tracking back the

iterations until either a;, or a,; appears at the r-th iteration for some 1 < r < k — 1 (once either
appears, neither of them will appear again in w‘[{s;:k]_l ot hTe for all 1 < s < r due to the path

self-avoiding property). Recall that

fk—1< !{kT}lTk 1) Jr— 1<\f Z aT,C_lTk_ka_z(wilijTi]_l}ka_g)>,
N—_— ——

Tk—27é7—77—k'—1 ‘
v

[k—2] 1 3 [k—3]
w - Ary o1y fk,3( )7
{TsTe—1}, T2 k—2Tk—3 Wit o1, i s
\/ﬁ'rk73?é7'77k7177'k72 T
[r] _ 1 [r—1]
Wl ety o b \/ﬁ Z aTTTT*lfT_l(w{Tkatflv---uTr}aT'r—l).

7—7‘—1¢7-77-k:717---17'r

As long as (7, 7,—1) equals (i,¢) or (¢,4) for the first time for some 1 <r < k — 1, we have that for
any r <s<k-1,

[s]
aait [s (w{T Th—1,-- 77'S+1} ’Ts)

[s—1] .
T ( {TTk NI ZG/TSTS 16a“fs 1( {T7Tk717.'.77_s}77_$_1), 1f8>’l”,

— Ts—1

[r—1] . .
f ( {TTk 1) ,Tr+1},Tr)fT_1 (w{‘r,‘f‘k,l,...,fr},n_l)’ if s = 8

where the summation is over all 75,_1 # 7,7¢_1, ..., Ts. This computation suggests that the partial
derivative at the s-th iteration for some s > r must involve the partial derivative of the (s — 1)-th
iteration and a factor of n~1/2 is brought up every time when the chain rule is applied, until a;, or
a,; appears for the first time at the r-th iteration. This in total brings up a factor of n~(*k=(r=1))/2
and we finally get

k—1
1
Eaib [aiLLT] = Z k— (r 1) au |: Z AIT TFIT T ) :[]'{(TT,T7»71)=(7;,L) or (L,i)}7
r=17 2 IT ’I‘GI‘I‘ r

where 7., is the collection of all self-avoiding paths

I‘r,r = (Tk, Th—1,Tk—2y+++5Tr, Trfl) € [n]k—r+2

of length k — r + 1 starting from 7, = 7 and satisfying 74,1 # 4, and

k—1

AIT,’I‘ = H aTerlTs’
S=Tr

k—1

F]‘FW (A) = f’;(AT) (H f; (w<[{s7]',7'k_1,...,7's+1},7'5)> fT*l (w[{:,_'rt]_l,...,'rr},n_l)'

s=r

(62)
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Similarly,

k—
a“- am— L E

Now, from these

a“- [ Z AIL TFIL r )i| 1{(L7-,LT71):(i,T) or (1,4)}-
1, +€L,

E [EaiT [aiTLL] Eau [aibLT] ]

k—1
= Z k+1— 7‘+1" Z Z E |:AI7'»"'AIL,T/ FI"'w”'(A)FIL,r’ (A)i| Il (Trﬂ'r—l):(iv") or (Lvi) : (63)
oan ol e S = {L ¢H,lﬁ4a7>m(ﬂw}

where the last equation used the fact that A7  F7.  (A) is independent of a;r and A ,Fr ,(A)
is independent of a;,. Each term in the summation of the last line is nonzero only if one of the
following four cases is valid:

(A) (ry7r-1) = (4,0), (4, 1) = (i, 7),
(B) (r,7r—1) = (i0), (brstpr—1) = (7,4),
(@) (Tr,7r—1) = (1,9), (brs 1) = (4, 7),
(D) (1py7r—1) = (1,0), (tprytypr—1) = (7,1)

Note that Z,, and Z, ,» are collections of self-avoiding paths starting from 7 and ¢, respectively. Let
Z;,rr(s,t) be the collection of all pairs (1,1, ,/) € I, x I, . satisfying that (i) one of (A) — (D)
holds, (ii) there are exactly s edges shared by I, and I,, disregard the direction, and (iii) the
number of (distinct) vertices appearing in the shared edges is equal to ¢. See Figure 1(a) and (d) for
two examples of pairs (I, 1, /) in I, 5 x-6(3,5) for (i,7,1) = (1,2,4), where the shared edges
are marked in blue.

Note that for (Ir,,1,,/) € Z, ., (s,t), if the edge (7, 7,—1) is shared in I, ,, it must imply that
tk—1 = i due to (A) — (D), which contradicts the definition of 7, ,» since t;_; # i. Hence, the last
edges (7, 7p—1) in I, and (¢, tv—1) in I, ,» must not be among the shared edges. From this, to
control the size of 7, ,,/(s,t), it suffices to consider s,t satisfying

1 <s<min(k —rk—1"),

P=s=0 or i <t<min(2s,k—r+1 k-1 +1). (64)
We then write
>y E[AIT,TAIW Fr,  (A)F, , (A)} L (rmeo1)=(in) or (13)
IT,TEIT,T IL,T'/EIL,T‘/ {(L 75t r! 1):(7’ T) or (T’i)} (65)

=YY B[ AP (WF, (),

5t (IT,,",IL’T/)EI 1 (s,t)

70,77

where the first summation in the second line is over all s,t satisfying (64).

Next, we further introduce the notation Z. , , ,/(s,t,¢) C Z;,,,/(s,t), where £ = 0,1, 2 denotes
the number of vertices in {7, 7.} (or, equivalently, in {¢,,s}; see Remark 5 below) that appear in
the shared edges. In Figure 1, (a) and (d) are two examples in the same collection Z , ;_5 —¢(3, 5)
but with £ =1 and £ = 2, respectively. Note that Z., ,,/(s,t,£) =0 if £ > t.
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Remark 5. We claim that for any (I;,,1,,/) € Z;,,,(s,t), the numbers of vertices in {r,7,}
(denoted by n1) and {¢, ¢} (denoted by ng) appearing in the shared edges must be the same, due
to (A)-(D). For symmetry, we only discuss the cases when n; < ngs.

e Case ny = 0,no = 1. First of all, suppose ¢ is in a shared edge but 7, 7. and ¢,» are not. This
immediately rules out (C') and (D) because in these two cases 7, = ¢. The cases (A) and (B)
also can not occur. Indeed, if either (A) or (B) holds, then this would force (7,,7,—1) (the
last edge in I;,) to be a shared edge, a contradiction. Next, suppose that ¢, is in a shared
edge but 7,7, and ¢ are not. We see that (A), (B) and (D) can not occur because in these
three cases, either v, = 7 or ¢,v = 7. (C) also can not occur, because in (C), t,» = i is the
last vertex in I, forcing the last edge (7, 7.—1) to be a shared edge.

e Case n; = 0,n2 = 2. Since both ¢ and ¢,» are from shared edges, none of (4), (B), and (C)
can occur. This is because in all three cases, the last edge (7, 7,—1) in I, must be a shared
edge, which is not allowed. (D) can not occur either as ¢, = 7 in the shared edge would
contradict nq = 0.

o Case n1 = 1,ny = 2. We can eliminate (A), (B) and (C) for the same reason as in the
ny = 0,n9 = 2 case. (D) can not happen either because in (D), 7, = ¢ and 7 = ¢,v, and then
both 7. and 7 will be in the shared edges, a contradiction.

2 3 75 6 1 4 2 3 5 7 1 4 2 3 5 4 1

4 5 7 3 8 6 1 2 4 5 3 2 1 4 5 3 2 1
(a) (b) (c)

2 3 7 5 6 4 1 2 3 5 7 8 6 9 1 4

T L T

4 6 8 9 7 3 2 1 411 3 5 6 9 8 7 10 2 1
(d) (e)

Figure 1: Let k¥ > 9 and (i,7,t) = (1,2,4). These figures are typical examples of elements in
Trik—5k-6(3,5,1), Zr\ k—ax—3(2,3,1), I k—3k-3(3,4,2), Zr . k—5.k—6(3,5,2), Zr , k—7,k—0(3,6,0) from (a)
to (e), respectively, where the shared edges are highlighted in blue. To bound the order of the cardi-
nality of Z,, ., (s,t,£), we only need to consider all possible choices of Tj_1,...,7Tr41 and tg—1,..., 41
(for example, the open circles in each case) that preserve the self-avoiding property and the number of
shared edges. Consequently, from (a) to (e), |Z,,k—5x-6(3,5,1)] < Cn®, |Zr, k—ak-3(2,3,1)] < Cn3,
|I7—,L,k—3,k—3(374a 2)| S CTLZ, ‘I‘I’,L7k3—5,k—6(37572)| S C’nG, and |I7',L,k,—7,k'—9(37670)‘ S C’flg, where in each
case, the positive constant C' > 0 varies and is independent of n.

Write
ZT,L,T,T’(Sa t) = IT,L,T,T’ (37 t7 O) UIT,L,T',T‘/ (37 ta 1) UIT,L,T‘,T/ (37 tv 2) (66>

The following lemma establishes bounds for the sizes of Z, ,.,(s,t,¢).
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Lemma 7. For any 1 < r,r' < k —1, (s,t) satisfying (64), and 0 < ¢ < t, if Tr, (s, t,0) is
nonempty, then

t—¢<min(k—r—1,k—1r"—1) (67)
and there is a constant C' = C(k,r,r’,t,£) > 0 independent of n such that
‘I’T,L,T’,’V‘/(S7 t, f)‘ < CnZkfr—r’,t+€72' (68)

Proof. For any (Ir,,1,,1) € L, . (s,t), the first vertices of both paths are already determined and
their last edges (7, 7—1) and (¢, t,7_1) are fixed as well due to (A)— (D). Hence, we can only select
the vertices, 7x_1,...,7r+1 and tgx_1,..., {11, which have cardinalities no larger than nF==1 and
n¥'=m"=1 respectively. Since there are t — £ vertices among {7p_1,..., 741} and {tp_1,... L1}

that are shared with each other, (67) must hold. Also,

}1-7_LTT,($7 t, 6)‘ < Cntff . n(kfrfl)f(tff) . n(kfr’fl)f(tff)
_ Cn2kz—r—7”—t+€—2

for 0 < ¢ < t, where

C = C(k,r,r't,0) ::4~(t—€)!<k_r21> -(t—E)!<k_r,€_1>.

t— t—

Here, the factor 4 accounts for the four different situations (A)-(D) and the two combinatorial num-
bers are upper bounds for the numbers of ways that the shared edges in (I, 1, /) € Z;, (5,1, £)
can appear, counting both order and orientation.

O

Note that for the unshared edges, the corresponding Gaussian random variables in Ay, As
appear only once and there are (k —r — s) + (k — r’ — s) such edges so that we can apply the
Gaussian integration by parts to get

E|Ar, Al Fr, (A, (A)| =E|Si,.1, 08, (Fr (A)F;,_,(4))]. (69)
Here Sy, .1, is the product of all az’s with (£, ') being a shared edge in (I, I, ,7) and
E[S? .1 ] <Elz|* (70)

for z ~ N(0,1). The set Py, ; , is the collection of unshared edges and dp,  ,  is the partial

derivatives corresponding to the unshared edges in Pr,_, ; ,. We have the following’moment control
of these partial derivatives.

Lemma 8. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for sufficiently large n,

C

sup E|Op,, ., (Fr..(A)Fr,,(A)) = oy P

(Iryrd, 1)EL, , o (85t)

From (69), (70), and Lemma 8, we conclude that there exists some universal constant C' > 0
such that for sufficiently large n,

C
E[Ay, Al Fr,, (A)F;, ,(4)] < (71)

S E=VEX
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Proof of Lemma 8. Recall the terms in the product of (62). For any m > 0 and p > 1, (40)
ensures the existence of positive constants

Wk—l,m,p,f{gila Wk—2,m,p,f,’€727 ceey Wr,m,p,ﬂ; erl,m,p,f,.,l

such that for n large enough, the following inequalities hold,

pl/p W ’
) < ZEmpS e,

nm/2

sup (E‘@pf; (w,[;]z‘)
(P,S,i)EBs n(m)

(P,S,i)esg})_l,n(m) (E’apfr_l(wg’i—l]) )p>1/p < W

In addition, from Proposition 5, there exists a constant W]:: mp

(el (55 X st o)) < St

Z}J

f > (0 such that
k

where the supremum is taken over all P’s, collections of elements from {(i’,7') : 1 <4’ < j' < n}
with |P| = m counting multiplicities and 7,j € [n] with ¢ # j. These bounds essentially say that
each partial derivative will bring up a factor n~'/2 module some absolute constant. As a result, by
applying the product rule of the differentiation, the assertion follows since | P, I, T,| is the number
of the unshared edges in the pair (I, I, /) and it is equal to (k — 7 — s) + (k — 1/ — s).

O

Finally, we can bound the off-diagonal term in (60) as follows. Using Lemma 7 and (71), we
see that for any 1 < 7,7/ <k —1, (s,t) satisfying (64), and 0 < ¢ < t,if Z,, ,/(s,t,{) is nonempty,
then

1
Y SV 2. E[Ar, A1, Fr,, (A)F;, ,(4)]
(ITar7IL,T‘I)€IT,L,’I‘,’I‘, (57ta£)
C(kv B Tlv l, E) o 2k—r—r —t4+0—2 1
= pktl-(r+r)/2 nk—s—(r+1")/2
_ C(k,r, ' t,0)
n3+t—s—[ :

Here, if s =0, then t = ¢ =0 and
1 1
p3tt—s— ;3
If s>1,usingt>s+1and ¢ <2, we have

1 < 1 < 1
n3tt—s—€ = pd—f = p2°

As a result, from (63), (65), and (66), for some C” > 0 independent of n,

C//
E [Eaif [aiTLL] Ea” [aibLTH < ﬁ
Consequently, this bounds the off-diagonal term in (60),
1 C//
— > E[Ea,[airL]Ea, [aiL-]] < —. (72)
" TAFECTHL "
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6.5 Step IV: Completion of the proof

Plugging (61) and (72) into (60) and then using Lemma 6, we see that

This implies that «

u£k+1 =2 \/>Z zgfk( Z(Ijlfk 1 {]}l)) =2 W [k+] Vi E[ ]

l;éz

[k+1) =5 w1 and completes our proof.
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