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ONE-STEP REPLICA SYMMETRY BREAKING OF RANDOM REGULAR
NAE-SAT II

DANNY NAM, ALLAN SLY, AND YOUNGTAK SOHN

ABSTRACT. Continuing our earlier work in [37], we study the random regular k-NAE-SAT model in
the condensation regime. In [37], the (1RSB) properties of the model were established with positive
probability. In this paper, we improve the result to probability arbitrarily close to one. To do
so, we introduce a new framework which is the synthesis of two approaches: the small subgraph
conditioning and a variance decomposition technique using Doob martingales and discrete Fourier
analysis. The main challenge is a delicate integration of the two methods to overcome the difficulty
arising from applying the moment method to an unbounded state space.

1. INTRODUCTION

Building on earlier theory of spin-glasses, statistical physicists in the early 2000’s developed a
detailed collection of predictions for a broad class of sparse random constraint satisfaction problems
(rcsp). These predictions describe a series of phase transitions as the constraint density varies,
which is governed by one-step replica symmetry breaking (1RSB) ([34,31]; cf. [4] and Chapter 19 of
[33] for a survey). We study one of such rcsp’s, named the random regular k-NAE-SAT model, which
is perhaps the most mathematically tractable among the 1RSB class of rCSP’s. As a continuation
of the companion work [37], in this paper we complete our program of establishing that the 1RSB
prediction for the random regular NAE-SAT holds with probability arbitrarily close to one.

The NAE-SAT problem is a random Boolean CNF formula, where n Boolean variables are subject
to constraints in the form of clauses which are the “OR” of k of the variables or their negations
chosen uniformly at random and the formula is the “AND” of the clauses. A variable assignment
z € {0,1}"™ is called a NAE-SAT solution if both z and —z evaluate to true. We then choose a
uniformly random instance of d-regular (each variable appears d times) k-NAE-SAT (each clause
has k literals) problem, which gives the random d-regular k-NAE-SAT problem, with clause density
a = d/k (see Section 2 for a formal definition).

Let Z,, denote the number of solutions for a given random d-regular k-NAE-SAT instance. The
physics prediction is that for each fixed «, there exists f(«) called the free energy such that

1
—log Z,, — f(a) in probability.
n
A direct computation of the first moment EZ,, gives that
m rs
EZ, =2" <1 — 2_k+1) = (@) where f*(a) =log2 + alog (1 — 2_k+1) ,

(f*(«) is called the replica-symmetric free energy), so f < f* holds by Markov’s inequality. The
work of Ding-Sly-Sun [25] and Sly-Sun-Zhang [43] established some of the physics conjectures on
the description of Z,, and f given in [45,31,36], which are summarized as follows.
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e ([25]) For large enough k, there exists the satisfiability threshold asyx = asat(k) > 0 such
that
lim P(Z, >0) =

n—oo

1 for a € (0, asat);
0 for a > augat.

e ([43]) For large enough k, there exists the condensation threshold cicond = ctcond (k) € (0, asat)
such that
() for o < aveond;
f(a) = { (1)

fler(a) for @ > acond,

where 1™ () is the 1RSB free energy. Moreover, () > f1**®(a) holds for a € (crcond Csat)-
For the explicit formula and derivation of f'™?(a) and aconq, We refer to Section 1.6 of [43]
for a concise overview.

Furthermore, there are more detailed physics predictions that the solution space of the random
regular k-NAE-SAT is condensed when v € ((icond, sat) into a finite number of clusters. Here, cluster
is defined by the connected component of the solution space, where we connect two solutions if they
differ by one variable. Indeed, in [37], we proved that for large enough k, the solution space of
random regular k-NAE-SAT indeed becomes condensed in the condensation regime for a positive
fraction of the instances. That is, it holds with probability strictly bounded away from 0.

The following theorem strengthens the aforementioned result and shows that the condensation
phenomenon holds with probability arbitrarily close to 1.

Theorem 1.1. Let k > kg where ko is a large absolute constant, and let o € (Qeond, sat) Such
that d = ak € N. For all ¢ > 0 and M € N, there exist constants K = K(e,a,k) € N and
C =C(M,e,a,k) > 0 such that with probability at least 1 — e, the random d-regular k-NAE-SAT
instance satisfies the following:

(a) The K largest solution clusters, C1,...,Cx, occupy at least 1 — ¢ fraction of the solution
space;

(b) There are at least exp(nfl™(a) — ¢*logn — C) many solutions in Cy,...,Car, the M largest
clusters (see Definition 2.19 for the definition of c*).

Remark 1.2. Throughout the paper, we take kg to be a large absolute constant so that the results
of [25], [43] and [37] hold. In addition, it was shown in [43, Proposition 1.4] that (ccond;@sat) 1S
a subset of (Qupd, ubd), Where appg = (2871 — 2)1log 2 and aupg = 287 'log2, so we restrict our
attention to & € (pd, ubd )-

1.1. One-step replica symmetry breaking. In the condensation regime o € (Qcond, sat), the
random regular k-NAE-SAT model is believed to possess a single layer of hierarchy of clusters in
the solution space. That is, the solutions are fairly well-connected inside each cluster so that no
additional hierarchical structure in it. Such behavior is conjectured in various other models such
as random graph coloring and random k-SAT. We remark that there are also other models such as
maximum independent set (or high-fugacity hard-core model) in random graphs with small degrees
[10] and Sherrington-Kirkpatrick model [41,44], which are expected or proven [6] to undergo full
RSB, which means that there are infinitely many levels of hierarchy inside the solution clusters.

A way to characterize 1RSB is to look at the overlap between two uniformly drawn solutions. In
the condensation regime, there are a bounded number of clusters containing most of the solutions.
Thus, the events of two solutions belonging to the same cluster, or different clusters, each happen
with a non-trivial probability. According to the description of 1RSB, there is no additional structure
inside each cluster, so the Hamming distance between the two solutions is expected to concentrate
precisely at two values, depending on whether they came from the same cluster or not.
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It was verified in [37] that the overlap concentrates at two values for a positive fraction of the
random regular NAE-SAT instances. Theorem 1.4 below verifies that the overlap concentration
happens for almost all random regular NAE-SAT instances.

Definition 1.3. For z!, 22 € {0,1}", let gi = 22" — 1. The overlap p(z!,2?) is defined by

p(z',z?)

S

1 n
vyt = wl
1=1

In words, the overlap is the normalized difference between the number of variables with the same
value and the number of those with different values.

Theorem 1.4. Let k > ko, o € (Qeonds Oisat) such that d = ak € N, and p* = p*(a, k) € (0,1) be
a fized constant (for its definition, see Definition 6.8 of [37]). For all € > 0, there exist constants
d=9d(e,a,k) >0 and C = C(e,, k) such that with probability at least 1 — e, the random d-regular
k-NAE-SAT instance 4 satisfies the following. Let z*,2° € {0,1}" be independent, uniformly chosen
satisfying assignments of 4. Then, the absolute value pans = |p| of their overlap p = p(a!,z?)

satisfies

() P(pabs < n"V39) > 6;
(b) P(|pabs — p*| < n7V319) > 6;
(C) P(min{pabsa |/0abs - p*|} > n_1/3|€4) < Cn~1/4,

1.2. Related works. Many of the earlier works on rcsps focused on determining the satisfiability
thresholds and for rcsp models that are known not to exhibit RSB, such goals were established.
These models include random linear equations [7], random 2-SAT [13,12], random 1-IN-k-SAT [1]
and k-XOR-SAT [26,22,38]. On the other hand, for the models which are predicted to exhibit
RSB, intensive studies have been conducted to estimate their satisfiability threshold (random k-SAT
[30,5,18] , random k-NAE-SAT [2,21,17] and random graph coloring (3,14, 19, 15]).

More recently, the satisfiability thresholds for rcsps in 1RSB class have been rigorously deter-
mined for several models including maximum independent set [24], random regular k-NAE-SAT [25],
random regular k-sAT [18] and random k-SAT [23]). These works carried out a demanding second
moment method to the number of clusters instead of the number of solutions. Although determin-
ing the colorability threshold is left open, the condensation threshold for random graph coloring
was established in [9], where they conducted a challenging analysis based on a clever “planting”
technique, and the results were generalized to other models in [16]. Also, [8] identified the con-
densation threshold for random regular k-SAT, where each variable appears d/2-times positive and
d/2-times negative.

Further theory was developed in [43] to establish the 1RSB free energy for random regular k-NAE-
SAT in the condensation regime by applying second moment method to A-tilted partition function.
Later, our companion paper [37] made further progress in the same model by giving a cluster level
description of the condensation phenomenon. Namely, [37] showed that with positive probability,
a bounded number of clusters dominate the solution space and the overlap concentrates on two
points in the condensation regime. Our main contribution is to push the probability arbitrarily
close to one and show that the same phenomenon holds with high probability.

Lastly, [11] studied the random k-MAX-NAE-SAT beyond as,at, where they verified that the 1RSB
description breaks down before a =< k=34%. Indeed, the Gardner transition from 1RSB to full RSB
is expected at ag, =< k734F > ag [35,32], and [11] provides evidence of this phenomenon.
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1.3. Proof ideas. In [37], the majority of the work was to compute moments of the tilted cluster
partition function Zy and Z, 5, defined as

Zy=) |1 and Zy, =) [YA{|Y] € ™, ™) (2)
T T

where the sums are taken over all clusters Y. Moreover, let N, denote the number of clusters whose
size is in the interval [e™, e™T1), i.e.

Ns = ZO,S. (3)
Denote s, to be the size of the solution space in normalized logarithmic scale from Theorem 1.1:
1 C
So = So(naOé,C) = fler(Oé) — w - —, (4)
n n

where ¢, is the constant introduced in Theorem 1.1 and C € R. In [37], we obtained the estimates

on Ny, from the second moment method showing that E[Nio] <i (EN,,)?, and that EN,, decays
exponentially as C' — —oo. Thus, it was shown in [37] that

— —0 as C — —o0;
P(N 0 ’ ’
(N, > ){Zc>0, as C — oo.

However, in order to establish (a) and (b) of Theorem 1.1, we need to push the probability in the
second line to 1 — ¢.

To do so, one may hope to have E[Nio] ~ (EN,,)? to deduce P(N,, > 0) — 1 for large enough
C, but this is false in the case of random regular NAE-SAT. The primary reason is that short cycles
in the graph causes multiplicative fluctuations in N, . Therefore, our approach is to show that if
we rescale N, according to the effects of short cycles, then the resulting rescaled partition function

N, concentrates. That is, E[ﬁi] ~ (EN,,)? (to be precise, this will only be true when C is large
enough, due to the intrinsic correlations coming from the largest clusters). Furthermore, we argue
that the fluctuations coming from the short cycles are not too big, and hence can be absorbed
by N, if ENj, is large. To this end, we develop a new argument that combines small subgraph
conditioning [39,40], which is a widely used tool in problems on random graphs, and the Doob
martingale approach used in [24,25], which are not effective in our model if used alone.

The small subgraph conditioning method ([39,40]; for a survey, see Chapter 9.3 of [29]) has proven
to be useful in many settings [42,27,28] to derive a precise distributional limits of partition functions.
For example, [27] applied this method to the proper coloring model of bipartite random regular
graphs, where they determined the limiting distribution of the number of colorings. However, this
method relies much on algebraic identities specific to the model which are sometimes not tractable,
including our case. Roughly speaking, one needs a fairly clear combinatorial formula of the second
moment to carry out the algebraic and combinatorial computations.

Another technique that inspired our proof, which we will refer to as the Doob martingale approach,
was introduced in [24,25]. This method rather directly controls the multiplicative fluctuations of
N,., by investigating the Doob martingale increments of log N;_. It has proven to be useful in the
study of models like random regular NAE-SAT, as seen in [25]. However, in the spin systems with
infinitely many spins like our model, some of the key estimates in the argument become false, due
to the existence of rare spins (or large free components).

Our approach blends the two techniques in a novel way to back up each other’s limitations.
Although we could not algebraically derive the identities required for the small subgraph condi-
tioning, we instead deduce them by a modified Doob martingale approach for the truncated model
which has a finite spin space. Then, we send the truncation parameter to infinity on these algebraic
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identities, and show that they converge to the corresponding formulas for the untruncated model.
This step requires a more refined understanding on the first and second moments of Nj_, including
the constant coefficient of the leading exponential term, whereas the order of the leading order was
sufficient in the earlier works [25,43]. We then appeal to the small subgraph conditioning method to
deduce the conclusion based on those identities. We believe that our approach is potentially appli-
cable to other models with an infinite spin space where the traditional small subgraph conditioning
method is not tractable.

1.4. Notational conventions. For non-negative quantities f = fq 1., and g = gqxn, We use any
of the equivalent notations f = Or(g),9 = Q(f),f <r g and g 2i f to indicate that for each
k > kOu

limsup = < oo,
n—oo g
with the convention 0/0 = 1. We drop the subscript k if there exists a universal constant C' such
that
lim sup i <C.

n—oo

When f <y g and g < f, we write f =<; g. Similarly when f < g and g < f, we write f < g.

2. THE COMBINATORIAL MODEL

We begin with introducing the mathematical framework to analyze the clusters of solutions. We
follow the formulation derived in [43, Section 2|. In [37], we needed further definitions in addition
to those from [43], but in this work it is enough to rely on the concepts of [43]. In this section, we
briefly review the necessary definitions for completeness.

There is a natural graphical representation to describe a d-regular k-NAE-SAT instance by a
labelled (d, k)-regular bipartite graph: Let V = {vq,...,v,} and F = {aq,...,a;,} be the sets
of variables and clauses, respectively. Connect v; and a; by an edge if v; is one of the variables
contained in the clause a;. Let G = (V, F, E) be this bipartite graph, and let L. € {0,1} fore € E
be the literal corresponding to the edge e. Then, the labelled bipartite graph ¢4 = (V, F, E|L) =
(V,F,E,{L¢}ecE) represents a NAE-SAT instance.

For each e € E, we denote the variable(resp. clause) adjacent to it by v(e) (resp. a(e)). Moreover,
dv (resp. da) are the collection of adjacent edges tov € V' (resp. a € F'). We denote dv\e := dv\{e}
and da \ e := da \ {e} for simplicity. Formally speaking, we regard E as a perfect matching between
the set of half-edges adjacent to variables and those to clauses which are labelled from 1 to nd = mk,
and hence a permutation in .5,,4.

Definition 2.1. For an integer [ > 1 and x = (x;) € {0, 1}, define
I"™¥(x) := 1{x is neither identically 0 nor 1}. (5)

Let 4 = (V, F,E,L) be a NAE-SAT instance. An assignment x € {0,1}" is called a solution if

P (x;9) = [T I ((Xoe) ® Ledeesa) = 1, (6)
acel

where @ denotes the addition mod 2. Denote SOL(%4) C {0,1}" by the set of solutions and endow a
graph structure on SOL(¥) by connecting x ~ x’ if and only if they have a unit Hamming distance.
Also, let CL(¥) be the set of clusters, namely the connected components under this adjacency.
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2.1. The frozen configuration. Our first step is to define frozen configuration which is a basic
way of encoding clusters. We introduce free variable which we denote by £, whose Boolean addition
is defined as £ @0 := £ =: £@ 1. Recalling the definition of I™*" (6), a frozen configuration is defined
as follows.

Definition 2.2 (Frozen configuration). For ¥4 = (V,F,E,L), z € {0,1,£}V is called a frozen
configuration if the following conditions are satisfied:

e No NAE-SAT constraints are violated for z. That is, I™®(z;¥¢) = 1.

e ForveV, z, € {0,1} if and only if it is forced to be so. That is, z, € {0,1} if and only if
there exists e € dv such that a(e) becomes violated if L is negated, i.e., I"F(z; 9 ®1.) =0
where ¢4 @ 1. denotes ¢ with L. flipped. x, = £ if and only if no such e € dv exists.

We record the observations which are direct from the definition. Details can be found in the
previous works ([25], Section 2 and [43], Section 2).

(1) We can map a NAE-SAT solution x € {0,1}" to a frozen configuration via the following
coarsening algorithm: If there is a variable v such that x, € {0,1} and I™¥*(x;9) =
I™E(x@1,;9) =1 (ie., flipping x, does not violate any clause), then set x, = £. Iterate
this process until additional modifications are impossible.

(2) All solutions in a cluster T € CL(¥) are mapped to the same frozen configuration z =
2[Y] € {0,1,£}V. However, coarsening algorithm is not necessarily surjective. For instance,
a typical instance of ¢ does not have a cluster corresponding to all-free (x = f).

2.2. Message configurations. Although the frozen configurations provide a representation of
clusters, it does not tell us how to comprehend the size of clusters. The main obstacle in doing
so comes from the connected structure of free variables which can potentially be complicated. We
now introduce the notions to comprehend this issue in a tractable way.

Definition 2.3 (Separating and forcing clauses). Let x be a given frozen configuration on ¥ =
(V,F,E,L). A clause a € F is called separating if there exist e,e¢’ € da such that L, & Ty(e) =
0, Le @ wye) = 1. We say a € F' is non-separating if it is not a separating clause. Moreover,
e € E is called forcing if Lo © () @ 1 = Lo @ Ty(r) € {0,1} for all ¢’ € da(e) \ e. Wesay a € F
is forcing, if there exists e € da which is a forcing edge. In particular, a forcing clause is also
separating.

Observe that a non-separating clause must be adjacent to at least two free variables, which is a
fact frequently used throughout the paper.

Definition 2.4 (Free cycles). Let  be a given frozen configuration on ¥4 = (V,F, E,L). A cycle
in ¢ (which should be of an even length) is called a free cycle if

e Every variable v on the cycle is x, = £;
e Every clause a on the cycle is non-separating.

Throughout the paper, our primary interest is on the frozen configurations which does not contain
any free cycles. If x does not have any free cycle, then we can easily extend it to a NAE-SAT solution
in x such that x, = x, if , € {0,1}, since NAE-SAT problem on a tree is always solvable.

Definition 2.5 (Free trees). Let z be a frozen configuration in ¢ without any free cycles. Con-
sider the induced subgraph H of ¢ consisting of free variables and non-separating clauses. Each
connected component of H is called free piece of z and denoted by t. For each free piece t", the
free tree t is defined by the union of ™ and the half-edges incident to ™.

For the pair (z,¥), we write .#(z,¥) to denote the collection of free trees inside (z,%). We
write V(t) = V ("), F(t) = F(t") and E(t) = E(t") to be the collection of variables, clauses and



1RSB OF RANDOM REGULAR NAE-SAT 7

(full-)edges in t. Moreover, define dt (resp. Ot) to be the collection of boundary half-edges that are
adjacent to F'(t) (resp. V(t)), and write Ot := 0t Ot.

We now introduce the message configuration, which enables us to calculate the size of a free
tree (that is, number of NAE-SAT solutions on t that extends x) by local quantities. The message
configuration is given by 7 = (7.)ecr € A (M is defined below). Here, 7. = (e, ), where
7 (resp. 7) denotes the message from v(e) to a(e) (resp. a(e) to v(e)). A message will carry
information of the structure of the free tree it belongs to. To this end, we first define the notion
of joining [ trees at a vertex (either variable or clause) to produce a new tree. Let t1,...,% be a
collection of rooted bipartite factor trees satisfying the following conditions:

e Their roots pi,...,p; are all of the same type (i.e., either all-variables or all-clauses) and
are all degree one.

e If an edge in t; is adjacent to a degree one vertex, which is not the root, then the edge is
called a boundary-edge. The rest of the edges are called internal-edges. For the special
case where t; consists of a single edge and a single vertex, we regard the single edge to be
a boundary-edge.

e t1,...,t; are boundary-labelled trees, meaning that their variables, clauses, and internal
edges are unlabelled (except we distinguish the root), but the boundary edges are assigned
with values from {0, 1,s}, where s stands for ‘separating’.

Then, the joined tree t = j(t1,...,t;) is obtained by identifying all the roots as a single vertex o,
and adding an edge which joins o to a new root o' of an opposite type of o (e.g., if 0 was a variable,
then o is a clause). Note that ¢ = j(t1,...,1;) is also a boundary-labelled tree, whose labels at the
boundary edges are induced by those of t1,..., .

For the simplest trees that consist of single vertex and a single edge, we use 0 (resp. 1) to stand
for the ones whose edge is labelled 0 (resp. 1): for the case of 7, the root is the clause, and for the
case of 7, the root is the variable. Also, if its root is a variable and its edge is labelled s, we write
the tree as s.

We can also define the Boolean addition to a boundary-labelled tree ¢ as follows. For the trees
0,1, the Boolean-additions 0 ® L, 1 @ L are defined as above (¢ @ L), and we define s ® L = s for
L € {0,1}. For the rest of the trees, t ® 0 := ¢, and ¢t @ 1 is the boundary-labelled tree with the
same graphical structure as ¢ and the labels of the boundary Boolean-added by 1 (Here, we define
s @ 1 = s for the s-labels).

Definition 2.6 (Message configuration). Let My = {0,1,x} and My := 0. Suppose that .4, 4,
are defined, and we inductively define .#;,1,.#; .1 as follows: For 7 € ()Y, € (M) 1, we
write {7;} := {71,...,7T4—1} and similarly for {7;}. We define

0 {f}={1} 0 0e{f}C.4\{1}

A L (R} = {0) | I e (R} C.d\ {0k
T(1):=4s {7} 2{0,1} T@) =14z {01} C{n}; (7)
* *x e {7},{0,1} € {7:}; * *x € {7} < A\ {0,1};
j(£) otherwise, (@) {7} € 4\ {0,1,x}.

Further, we set .4, := AMUT (A" Y)\{z}, and My 41 := M,UT(AF), and define 4 (vesp. .A)
to be the union of all .#; (resp. .#;) and A = M x A . Then, a (valid) message configuration
on¥ = (V,F,E,L) is a configuration 7 € .#” that satisfies (i) the local equations given by

Te = (Te, Te) = (T(fév(e)\e)J“e @ T((L + i)éa(e)\e)) ) (8)
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for all e € E, and (i) if one element of {7, 7.} equals x then the other element is in {0, 1}.

In the definition, x is the symbol introduced to cover cycles, and z is an error message. See
Figure 1 in Section 2 of [43] for an example of * message.

When a frozen configuration z on ¢ is given, we can construct a message configuration 7 via the
following procedure:

(1) For a forcing edge e, set 7. = (). Also, for an edge e € F, if there exists ¢’ € dv(e) \ e
such that 7o/ € {0,1}, then set 7o = 2.

(2) For an edge e € E, if there exist e1,ex € da(e) \ e such that {Le, & 7e;,Le, @ T, } = {0,1},
then set 7. = s.

(3) After these steps, apply the local equations (8) recursively to define 7, and 7. wherever
possible.

(4) For the places where it is no longer possible to define their messages until the previous step,
set them to be *.

In fact, the following lemma shows the relation between the frozen and message configurations.
We refer to [43], Lemma 2.7 for its proof.

Lemma 2.7. The mapping explained above defines a bijection

Frozen configurations z € {0, 1, f}V Message configurations
without free cycles A '

9)

Next, we introduce a dynamic programming method based on belief propagation to calculate the
size of a free tree by local quantities from a message configuration.

Definition 2.8. Let P{0,1} denote the space of probability measures on {0,1}. We define the
mappings m : .# — P{0,1} and @i : .4 — P{0,1} as follows. For 7 € {0,1} and 7 € {0,1}, let
m[#] = 6;, &[] = 6. For + € .4 \ {0,1,%} and 7 € .4 \ {0,1,+}, n[#] and @[7] are recursively
defined:

o Let 7 =T(f1,...,74_1), with x ¢ {7;}. Define

d—1 d—1
r ara r 1 L ra
A=Y [[elAx), alfx) = B [T 27 ). (10)
x€{0,1} i=1 i=1
Note that these equations are well-defined, since (71,...,74—1) are well-defined up to per-

mutation.

A

o Let 7 =T(71,...,7k—1), with x ¢ {7;}. Define

k—1 k—1
=2— Y [k, alfee) = 2[1%] {1 _ Hm[h](x)}. (11)

x€{0,1} i=1

Similarly as above, these equations are well-defined.

Moreover, observe that inductively, m[7],m[7] are not Dirac measures unless 7,7 € {0, 1}.

It turns out that m[x|,@m[x] can be arbitrary measures for our purpose, and hence we assume that
they are uniform measures on {0, 1}.

The equations (10) and (11) are known as belief propagation equations. We refer the detailed
explanation to [43], Section 2 where the same notions are introduced, or to [33], Chapter 14 for
more fundamental background. From these quantities, we define the following local weights which
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are going to lead us to computation of cluster sizes.

B(7,7) = { 3 mm<x>mm<x>}_l;

x€{0,1}

k s(T((+.). .
gﬁlit(ﬁ,---ﬂ.'k) =1 Z Hm[j—i](x): Z(.T((Tj).]?ﬁz))) ; (12)

xe{0,1} i=1 (7, T (7))
d A
a Ay st = ST (i)
-0 Ta) xg{(;l}g il BT (7)), 71)

where the last identities in the last two lines hold for any choices of 7. These weight factors can be
used to derive the size of a free tree. Let t be a free tree in .Z(z,%), and let w't(t; z,%) be the
number of NAE-SAT solutions that extend z to {0,1}Y(®. Further, let size(x,%) denote the total
number of NAE-SAT solutions that extend z to {0,1}V.

Lemma 2.9 ([43], Lemma 2.9 and Corollary 2.10; [33], Ch. 14). Let x be a frozen configuration
on¥ = (V,F,E, L) without any free cycles, and T be the corresponding message configuration. For
a free tree t € F(x;9), we have that

w2, 9) = [] {sb(iav)HsO(Te)} [T #"(Ge L)) (13)

veV(t) ecov acF(t)

Furthermore, let T € CL(¥) be the cluster corresponding to z. Then, we have

size(w; ) = Y| = [[ ¢(Zs0) [[ " (G @ L)sa) [ &(7e).

veV acel eclk

2.3. Colorings. In this subsection, we introduce the coloring configuration, which is a simplifica-
tion of the message configuration. We give its definition analogously as in [43].

Recall the definition of .# = .# x .4, and let {r} C .# be defined by {r} = {r € A :
7 ¢ {0,1,%} and 7 ¢ {0,1,x}}. Note that {r} corresponds to the messages on the edges of free
trees, except the boundary edges labelled either 0 or 1. Define Q := {rg,Rr1,80,81} U {F} and let
S: M\ {(x,%)} — Q be the projections given by

7

rRg 7 =0;
Rp 7T =1;
S(1) =<8y 7#0,7=0;

Bl FAL F=1;
7  otherwise, i.e., 7 € {F}.

Here, we note that a (valid) message configuration 7 = (7)ecr € 4 cannot have an edge e such
that 7. = (x,*) (see Definition 2.6), thus we may safely exclude the spin (x,*) from .Z.

For convenience, we abbreviate {r} = {ro,r;} and {8} = {Bo, 81}, and define the Boolean addition
as Bx @ L := Bxgr, and similarly for rx. Also, for o € {r,B,s}, we set 6 := 0 =: 5.
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Definition 2.10 (Colorings). For ¢ € Q9 let
Ro € {oi} C {ro,B0};
ri € {oi} C {r1,B1};

{o;} C{s} U{r}, and 6; = T((é’j)j;ﬁi; 0), Vi;
otherwise.

I(0) :=

O = = =

Also, define I : OF — R to be

1 3i: 05 =nrpand {0j};2 = {B1};
1 Ji:o;=rs and {0;};+ = {80}
it(g) = I {8} C{oi} C {B}‘U {oe{r}: 0=5s} ) o ‘
1 {oi} € {Bo,F}, {i:0i € {F}}[ > 2, and 6; = T'((6;);0), Vi s.t. o7 # Bo;
L {0} € forrh i 0v € {01} 2 2, and 6, = T(0,);.:0), Vi sit. o # i
0 otherwise.

On a NAE-SAT instance ¢ = (V, F, E,L), o € QF is a (valid) coloring if I(cs,) = I ((c ®L)sq) = 1
forallve V,ae€F.

Given NAE-SAT instance ¢, it was shown in Lemma 2.12 of [43] that there is a bijection

fi i lori
{message con guratlons} {co orlngs} .

TE %E o€ QE (14)

The weight elements for coloring, denoted by @, <i>ht, ®, are defined as follows. For g € Q% let

¢(¢) I(g)=1and {oi} C {r};
P(o):=<1 I(o) =1 and {o;} C {8,r};
0 otherwise, i.e., I(c) = 0.
For o € QF, let
B P((F(00))i) I™(g) =1 and {oi} N {r} = 0;
dlit(g):={1 I(g) =1 and {o;} N {r} # 0;
0 otherwise, i.e., Iit(g) = 0.
(If o ¢ {r}, then 7(o;) is well-defined.) Lastly, let
(I)(O') = (10(0-) o€ {F}7
1 o € {r,B}.
Note that if 6 = s, then @(d,5) = 2 for any J. The rest of the details explaining the compatibility

of ¢ and ® can be found in [43], Section 2.4. Then, the formula for the cluster size we have seen in
Lemma 2.9 works the same for the coloring configuration.

Lemma 2.11 ([43], Lemma 2.13). Let z € {0,1,£}V be a frozen configuration on 9 = (V, F, E, L),
and let o € QF be the corresponding coloring. Define

wy'(0) = [] ®(es) [ 2" (@ ® L)sa) [] ®(0e)-
veV acF ecl
Then, we have size(z;9) = wi(a).

Among the valid frozen configurations, we can ignore the contribution from the configurations
with too many free or red colors, as observed in the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.12 ([25] Proposition 2.2 ,[43] Lemma 3.3). For a frozen configuration z € {0,1,£}V, let
R(x) count the number of forcing edges and £(x) count the number of free variables. There exists
an absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that for k > ko, o € [aypd, Qupg], and X € (0,1],

. . A R(&) f(g) 7 —cn

Z IE|:SIZ€(£,E¢)i|]].{ﬁ\/7>2—lc <e 5
ze{0,1,f}V

where size(x;9) is the number of NAE-SAT solutions z € {0,1}V which extends z € {0,1,£}.

Thus, our interest is in counting the number of frozen configurations and colorings such that the
fractions of red edges and the fraction of free variables are bounded by 7/2*. To this end, we define

Z), = Z size(g;%)Aﬂ{%\/%S;}; Z\ = Z w}}t(g)kl{%vﬁg%};

n
ze{0,1,£}V oceQk
f
Z) ;= Z size(z; 9)™M {% % % < 21}@) " < size(2;9) < ens-l—l};
ze{0,1,£}V

- Vs 7 -
Zg\r,s — Z w}}t(g)’\ﬂ {R(g)nd (Q) < 2_k’ ens < w};(g) < ens-l—l}’
oeQk

(15)

where r(g) and s(g) respectively counts the number of edges e € E such that o, =r and o, = s in
the coloring o. £(o) count the number of free variables in the frozen configuration z corresponding
to the coloring o via the bijections (9) and (14). The superscript tr is to emphasize that the above
quantities count the contribution from frozen configurations which only contain free trees, i.e. no
free cycles (Recall that by Lemma 2.7 and (14), the space of coloring has a bijective correspondence
with the space of frozen configurations without free cycles). Similarly, recalling the definition of
N; in (3), total number of clusters of size in [e"*,e™T!) | N is defined to be

N, :=Zy, and N :=Zg,.
Hence, e_")‘S_AZ>\7S < N; < e‘”ASZA,S holds.

Definition 2.13 (Truncated colorings). Let 1 < L < oo, z be a frozen configuration on ¢ with-
out free cycles and o € QF be the coloring corresponding to z. Recalling the notation .Z(z;%)
(Definition 2.5), we say ¢ is a (valid) L-truncated coloring if |V (t)] < L for all t € .Z# (z2;¥). For
an equivalent definition, let |o| := v(d) + v(6) — 1 for o € {r}, where v(d) (resp. v(&)) denotes
the number of variables in & (resp. &). Define Qp, := {r,8} U {r}1, where {F}. is the collection of
o € {r} such that |o| < L. Then, ¢ is a (valid) L-truncated coloring if o € Q¥.

To clarify the names, we often call the original coloring o € QF the untruncated coloring.

Analogous to (15), define the truncated partition function

(L)tr i, g JR@)  £(a) 7.

n
oeQ¥
- r(o f(o 7 :
ngs)vtr — Z w}}t(g))‘]l{ T(lzl) V. (n—) < 2_k7 ens < ng}t(g) < ens—i—l} )

oeQf
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2.4. Averaging over the literals. Let ¥ = (V, F, E L) be a NAE-SAT instance and G = (V,F,FE)
be the factor graph without the literal assignment. Let E* denote the expectation over the literals
L ~ Unif[{0, 1}¥]. Then, for a coloring o € QF, we can use Lemma 2.11 to write Ei*[wli!(c)] as

ZUg( ) _ Eht ht H (I) 0-6 >\ H Ehtq)ht ®L)6a)>\ H (I)(UQ)A
veV [ eckE

To this end, define
b(g5,)" 1= E"[@"((@ @ L)sa) ).
We now recall a property of @4t from [43], Lemma 2.17:

Lemma 2.14 ([43], Lemma 2.17). ®1 can be factorized as (o & L) = (¢ & L)®™ (o) for

. . o € {&8}",
™ (g) 1= Plit Le{0,1 sl 16
() = max {$(e & L) {013 b= {—QOE;) o € OF with o; € {F}. (16)
As a consequence, we can write ®(o)* = & () i(c), where
i(o) :==E"[I"(c ®L)]. (17)

2.5. Empirical profile of colorings. The coloring profile, defined below, was introduced in [43].
Hereafter, 22(X) denotes the space of probability measures on X.

Definition 2.15 (coloring profile and the simplex of coloring profile, Definition 3.1 and 3.2 of [43]).
Given a NAE-SAT instance ¢ and a coloring configuration o € QOF | the coloring profile of ¢ is the
triple H[o| = H = (H, H, H) defined as follows.

He2Q), H(r)=H{veV:gs=1}/IV] forallzeQ

He2Q), H(r)=|{acF:o5 =r1}l/|F| forallzeQ
He2(Q), H(t)=|{e€ E:o.=71}|/|E|] foralTeq.

A valid H must satisfy the following compatibility equation:

—ZH Z]I{TZ—T} H(r ZH Z]I{Tj—T} forall 7€Q. (18)

e reﬂk Jj=1

The simplex of coloring profile A is the space of triples H = (H JH H ) which satisfies the following
conditions:

o H € P(supp®), H € P(supp®) and H € 2().

e H,H and H satisfy (18).

e Recalling the definition of Zy in (15), H, H and H satisfy max{H (£), H(r)} < 2%
For L < oo, we let A be the subspace of A satisfying the following extra condition:

o He P(suppdn Q%),ﬁ € P(supp @ NQK)and H € 2(Qy).

Given a coloring profile H € A, denote Z{'[H] by the contribution to ZY from the coloring
configurations whose coloring profile is H. That is, Z{[H] := o Hio]= Hwht( )*. For H e AL,

ZE\L)’H [H] is analogously defined. In [43], they showed that EZ&L)’H[ H] for the L-truncated coloring
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model can be written as the following formula, which is a result of Stirling’s approximation:

EZW[H]: nO W exp{nFy p(H)} for  Fyp(H) = z< )+ As(H), HeA“’, where

ZH log( (U))—F%ZH( )log< )+dZH )log (H(c)) and

oed aeQ
s(H) := Z H(o)log (<I>(g)) —I—% Z H(o )log —I—dz H(o)log (®(0)).
oend aeQk oeN

(19)

Similar to Fy (H) for H € A®), the untruncated free energy Fy(H) for H € A is defined by the
same equation F)\(H) := X(H) + As(H).

2.6. Belief propagation fixed point and optimal profiles. It was proven in [43] that the
truncated free energy F) r,(H) is maximized at the optimal profile H}f 1» defined in terms of Belief
Propagation(BP) fized point. In this subsection, we review the necessary notions to define H; I
(cf. Section 5 of [43]). To do so, we first define the BP functional BPy j, : 2(Q1) — 2(Qr)
and BP,, : 2(Qr) — @(QL) For § € 2(Q) and ¢ € P(), let the probability measures
BP) 1(§) € 2(Qr) and BP) 1.(4) € 2(Qr) be defined as follows. For ¢ € Q, and 6 € Qr,, define

BPAL@)6) = (2) - 8(6,6) Y 1{or = (6,6)}b(o AHq

ceNd
S (20)
k
BPAL(@)6) = (Z) - @', 6* Y. o1 = (6',6)}0() [[ d64),
geqk =2

where 6/ € Q and ¢’ € QL are arbitrary with the only exception that when & € {r,B} (resp.
6 € {&,B}), then we take 6’ = & (resp. ¢’ = &) so that the RHS above is non-zero. From the
definition of <I> <I> and ®, it can be checked that the choices of 6’ € QO r and ¢’ € 0 1, do not affect
the values of the RHS above (see (12)). The normalizing constants 2 and 5 are given by

d
Zy= ) 06,60 Y 1oy = (6,610 [[d6),
ey, gGQ‘i =2
. (21)
Zi= ) 06,6 Y o1 = (6',6)}2(0)* [[ d(6)
5eQy, aenk i=2

Here, 6’ € Qy and &' € Q) are again arbitrary. We then define the Belief Propagation functional
by BPy 1, == BP)\ 1o BP)\ r- The untruncated BP map, which we denote by BP) : £(Q) — £(Q),

is analogously defined, where we replace €7 (resp. €27) with Q(resp. Q).

Remark 2.16. In defining the untruncated BP map, note that € and Q) are not a finite set, thus
the normalizing constant, analogue of (21), is not obviously finite. However, from the definitions
of ®,®, and ®, we have that ®(cy)P(c) < 2 and &(my)P(z) < 2 for 0 = (01,...,04) € Q% and
T=(71,...,7) € QF. Thus, it follows that the normalizing constants for the untruncated BP map
are at most 2. We also remark that o = ((61,61),...,(64,64)) € Q% such that ®(g) # 0 is fully
determined by (61,1) and 69, ...,d4. Thus, the second sum ¢ € Q% in the definition of Q.’}; in (21)
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can be replaced with the sum over o1 € ,69,...,64 € Q). The analogous remark holds for the %
and for the untruncated model.

Let T'c be the set of ¢ € 2(2) such that

q(r) +2%4() _ q(r)
-7 < —_ 22
1 <y < 1 (22)
where {8} = {rg,r1} and {8} = {Bg,B1}. The proposition below shows that the BP map contracts
in the set I'¢ for large enough C', which guarantees the existence of Belief Propagation fized point.
Proposition 2.17 (Proposition 5.5 item a,b of [43]). For X € [0, 1], the following holds:

(1) There exists a large enough universal constant C' such that the map BP = BP) 1 has a
unique fixed point q'/*\’L € I'c. Moreover, if ¢ € T'c, BP¢ € T'c holds with

IBPG — 63 .ll1 S K*27"[|g — 3 .ll1- (23)
The same holds for the untruncated BP, i.e. BPy, with fived point ¢§ € I'c. X ; for large

enough L and @3 have full support in their domains.
(2) In the limit L — oo, ||} ; — dx[l1 — 0.

(&) =q¢(6@1) for e, and

For ¢ € 2(9), denote § = BP¢, and define Hq = (Hq,Hq,H ) € A by

d S ()

3

>

q(6)q(6),  (24)

where 3 = 34, 3 = 34 and 3 = 34 are normalizing constants.

Definition 2.18 (Definition 5.6 of [43]). The optimal coloring profile for the truncated model and
the untruncated model is the tuple H} ; = (H/\L,H)\L,Hﬁ ;) and HY = (H;,H;,H*) defined
respectively by H} ; := H, 5, and HY = Hg:

Definition 2.19. For k > ko, @ € (cond, @sat) and A € [0, 1], define the optimal A-tilted truncated
weight s | = s} L(a, k) and untruncated weight s} = s} («, k) by
o= s(H3 ) = (log &, HS 1) + (log &, Hy ) + (log ®, H 1);
sy = s(Hy) = <log<I> H)\> + <log<I>m H)\> + (log @, H3).
Then, define the optimal tilting constants A} = A} (o, k) and A* = A (a, k) b
AL s=sup{A € [0,1] : Fy p(H} ) > As) 1} and A" :=sup{A € [0,1] : F\(H}) > As}}. (26)
Finally, we define s7 = s} (o, k), s* = s*(a, k) and ¢* = ¢*(«o, k) by

ST = sij, s*=s%., and ¢ =(2\)7L (27)

(25)

We remark that s* = f*P(a) and A* € (0,1) holds for o € (aveond, @sat) (see Proposition 1.4 of [43]).

To end this section, we define the o_ptimal coloring profile in the secpnd moment (qf. Deﬁnitiqn
5.6 of [43]). Define the analogue of (®,®,®) in the second moment (g, @3, ®2) by Py := & ® P,
Py := P ® P and

bo(0) = B [lt(g! @ LAt (2 @Lz)x] for o= (c',0?) € O

Then, the BP map in the second moment ,BP) , : 9((QL)2) — 32((9 ) ) is defined by replacing
(®,®,®) in (20) by (P, Py, B3). Moreover, analogous to (24), define yH, = (4 H;, oHy, o H,g ) for
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q € 9((QL)2) by replacing (®,®,®) in (24) by ($o, Do, B5). Here, WH; € P(supp <i>2),2ﬁq €
P(supp By) and ,H, € 2(02).

Definition 2.20 (Definition 5.6 of [43]). The optimal coloring profile in the second moment for

the truncated model is the tuple HiL = (H;’L, H;,Lv ﬁ;L) defined by H;’L = oHgx  eg -
3. PROOF OUTLINE

Recall that N = ngs counts the number of valid colorings with weight between ™ and e™**!,

which do not contain a free cycle. Also, recalling the constant s,(C) = so(n,«,C) in (4). It was

shown in [37] that for fixed C' € R, ENY ©) =k e*" holds and we have the following:

E(NY (C))2 < (ENT (C))2 +ENYT ©): (28)

Hence, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality shows that there is a constant Cy < 1, which only depends
on « and k, such that for C > 0,

P (N ) > 0) > Cp.
The remaining work is to push this probability close to 1. The key to proving Theorem 1.1 and 1.4
is the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let k > ko, o € (Qcond, Xsat), and set \*, s* as in Definition 2.19. For every e > 0,
there exist constants C(g,a, k) > 0 and 6 = 0(g, a, k) > 0 such that we have for n > ng(e, o, k) and
C>Cle, o k),

IP’<NF;O () > OENY (0)> >1—e¢,

where so(C) = so(n, o, C) = s* — ?ﬁﬁ - %

Theorem 3.1 easily implies Theorem 1.1 and 1.4: in [37, Remark 6.11], we have already shown
that Theorem 3.1 implies Theorem 1.4, so we are left to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Theorem 3.22 of [37], ENZ(C) = "¢ so Theorem 3.1 implies Theorem

1.1-(b). Hence, it remains to prove Theorem 1.1-(a). Fix € > 0 throughout the proof. By Theorem
3.1, there exists C1 = C4(e, a, k) such that

P(N ¢y >1) =1 (29)

] ™

Note that on the event Ngi () > 0, we have
Zn > 2 > enso(C1) — ¢=Cip—m= e’

where Z,, denotes the number of NAE-SAT solutions in ¢. Moreover, it was shown in [37, Theorem
1.1-(a)] that for Cy < n'/®, we have

Z EZ; s < N exp (ns* —(1=X)Cy + C’k),
5<50(C2)

where C}, is a constant that depends only on k and the sum in the LHS is for s € n~!Z. Therefore,
by Markov’s inequality, we can choose Co = Cy(e, a, k) to be large enough so that

1 *
P( Z Zy s> ce” CinT v e > <

5<50(C2)

. (30)

=1 ™
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Furthermore, by Theorem 1.1-(a) of [37], there exists C5 = C3(e, o, k) such that
€
P > < -.
( > N8_1>_4 (31)
5>50(Cs)

Finally, Theorem 3.24 and Proposition 3.25 of [37] show that for |C| < n'/4, EN,, ) =k e NC
holds. Thus, we can choose K = K (e, «, k) € N large enough so that

]P’< 3 N82K> << (32)

sENTLIZ: 56(C2)<5<50(C3)

Therefore, by (29)—(32), the conclusion of Theorem 1.1-(a) holds with K = K(e, o, k). O

3.1. Outline of the proof of Theorem 3.1. In this subsection, we discuss the outline of the
proof of Theorem 3.1. We begin with a natural way of characterizing cycles in ¢4 = (G,L) which
was also used in [20].

Definition 3.2 ((-cycle). Let [ > 0 be an integer and for each ¢ € {0,1}?, a (-cycle in 4 = (G, L)
consists of

y(() = {Ui7 Qq, (6%2 ) egi )j:(],l}ézl

which satisfies the following conditions:

e vi,...,u € [n] =V are distinct variables, and for each i € [I], €9 and el are distinct
half-edges attached to v;.
® aj,...,aq € [m] = F are distinct clauses, and for each i € [I], € and e} € [k] are distinct
half-edges attached to a;. Moreover,
a; =min{a; : i € I}, and ) <e, . (33)
o (e, egiH) and (e} ,e)) are edges in G for each i € [I]. (a11 = a1)
e The literal on the half-edge L(eZ,) is given by L(e},) = Ca(i—1)+; for each i € [I] and j € {0, 1}.

(Co = Ca)
Note that (33) is introduced in order to prevent overcounting. Also, we denote the size of ¢ by
[|C]|, defined as

ISl = 1. (34)

Furthermore, we denote by X (¢) the number of (-cycles in ¥ = (G,L). For ¢ € {0,1}%, it is not
difficult to see that

1
X(¢) N Poisson(u(¢)), where wu(¢) := ﬂ2_2l(kz —1)i(d - 1)\, (35)
Moreover, {X({)} are asymptotically jointly independent in the sense that for any Iy > 0,

lim IP’< ﬂ {X(¢) = $C}> = H P (Poisson(u(C)) = x¢) (36)

n—00
¢lIcli<lo ¢ lICl<lo

Both (35) and (36) follow from an application of the method of moments (e.g., see Theorem 9.5 in
[29]). Given these definitions and properties, we are ready to state the small subgraph conditioning
method, appropriately adjusted to our setting.

Theorem 3.3 (Small subgraph conditioning [39,40]). Let ¥ = (G,L) be a random d-regular k-
NAE-SAT instance and let X (() = X ((,n) be the number of (-cycles in 4 with u(¢) given as (35).
Suppose that a random variable Z,, = Z,,(9) satisfies the following conditions:
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(a) For each | € N and ¢ € {0,1}%, the following limit exists:

_ o E[Z.X(Q)]
1+0(0) = lim = SEz,

Moreover, for each a,l € N and ¢ € {0,1}*, we have

3 E[ZH(X(C))Q] _ a a
JE&E—Z” = (1 +6(0)*u(Q)",

where (b), denotes the falling factorial (b)g :=b(b—1)---(b—a+1).
(b) The following limit exists:

(c) We have 3 721 > ceqo,1y 1(€)3(¢)* < oo.
(d) Moreover, the constant C satisfies C < exp (Zf; Zce{o,l}” M(C)5(C)2)-

Then, we have the following conclusion:

Z Sw=T] T (4 50) 9 e w(Qd0)). (38)

I=1¢e{0,1}*

where X (¢) are independent Poisson random variables with mean u(¢).

We briefly explain a way to understand the crux of the theorem as follows. Since {X(¢)} jointly
converges to {X ({)}, it is not hard to see that

E [E[Z. [{X()}

2
(EZ,)? ] } — €Xp (;M(C)CS(C)Q)’

using the conditions (a),(b),(c),(d) (e.g. see Theorem 9.12 in [29] and its proof). Therefore,
conditions (b) and (d) imply that the conditional variance of Z,, given { X (¢)} is negligible compared
o (EZ,)?, and hence the distribution of Z,, is asymptotically the same as that of E[Zn‘{X ()}
as addressed in the conclusion of the theorem.

Having Theorem 3.3 in mind, our goal is to (approximately) establish the four assumptions for
(a truncated version of) ZY oy, for so(C) = s* — e O The condition (b) has already been
obtained from the moment analysis from [37]. The condltlon (a) will be derived in Proposition 4.1
below and (c) will be derived in Lemma 4.6 below. The condition (d), however, will be true only in
an approximate sense, where the approximation error becomes smaller when we take the constant
C larger because of within-cluster correlations.

In the previous works [39, 40,42, 27, 28], the condition (d) could be obtained through a direct
calculation of the second moment in a purely combinatorial way. However, this approach seems
to be intractable in our model; for instance, the main contributing empirical measure to the first
moment H} barely has combinatorial meaning.

Instead, we first establish (38) for the L-truncated model, by showing the concentration of the
rescaled partition function, introduced in (39) below. The truncated model will be easier to work
with since it has a finite spin space unlike the untruncated model. Then, we rely on the convergence
results regarding the leading constants of first and second moments, derived in [37], to deduce (d)
for the untruncated model in an approximate sense. We then apply ideas behind the proof of
Theorem 3.3 to deduce Theorem 3.1 (for details, see Section 6).
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We now give a more precise description on how we establish (d) for the truncated model. Let
1 < L,lp < ooand A € (0,A}), where A} is defined in Definition 2.19. Then, define the rescaled
(L)

partition function Y o

~(L),tr _
vH =y @)=z [ 1 +600) ™ where
lcli<to )
&(L)tr (L), tr L),tr
Zy" =2, (@) = 3 z\"" [H).

|H—H3 ;[h1<n~1/21og®n

Here, 07(C) is the constant defined in (37) for Z,, = ZE\L)’H

~(L)tr | . .
definition of 01,(¢) is given in (44). The reason to consider Z(A b instead of Zg\L)’tr is to ignore the
contribution from near-identical copies in the second moment. Then, Proposition 3.4 below shows
that the rescaled partition function is concentrated for each L < oco. Its proof is provided in Section
5.

, assuming its existence. The precise

Proposition 3.4. Let k > ko, L < oo, and A € (A} —0.01 - 2k, 7). Then we have

(L) \2
E(Y

lim lim (7AL’°)2 =1
G

Remark 3.5. An important thing to note here is that Proposition 3.4 is not true for A = A\7. If
A < A%, then 337 1 < 87, so there should exist exponentially many clusters of size AL Therefore,
the intrinsic correlations within clusters are negligible (that is, when we pick two clusters at random,
the probability of selecting the same one is close to 0) and the fluctuation is taken over by cycle
effects. However, when there are bounded number of clusters of size €"*3.L (that is, when A is
very close to A} ), within-cluster correlations become non-trivial. Mathematically, we can see this
from (28), where we can ignore the first moment term in the RHS of (28) if (and only if) it is large
enough.

Nevertheless, for s,(C') defined as in Theorem 3.1, we will see in Section 6 that if we set C' to be
large, then (d) holds, and hence the conclusion of Theorem 3.3 holds with a small error.

Further notations. Throughout this paper, we will often use the following multi-index notation.
Let a = (a¢))i¢|1<i> & = (b¢)j¢|<i, be tuples of integers indexed by ¢ with [[([| < lp. Then, we write

be—1
b .
@'= [ o @p= [ o= I [J(ac—1)-
¢:lI¢lI<lo ¢:lI¢lI<lo ¢:l[¢lI<lo =0

Moreover, for non-negative quantities f = fqx 1, and g = gax,.n, We use any of the equivalent
notations f = Ok 1.(9),9 = Qu.r(f), f Sk, g and g 2k f to indicate that f < Cj 1, - g holds for
some constant C}, ;, > 0, which only depends on £, L.

4. THE EFFECTS OF CYCLES

In this section, our goal is to obtain the condition (a) of Theorem 3.3 for (truncated versions
of) ZE\L)’H and Z‘j\rﬁ, where s, — s%| = O(n™%/3) (see Proposition 4.1 below). To do so, we first
introduce necessary notations to define 6(¢) appearing in Theorem 3.3.
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For X € [0,1], recall the optimal coloring profile of the untruncated model H} and truncated
model HY ; from Definition 2.18. We denote the two-point marginals of H} by

7'1,7'2 Z H)\ ]1{01—7'1,02—7'2} (7’1,7’2)692
oed
and similarly for HX - On the other hand, for L € {0, 1}*, consider the optimal clause empirical
measure H % given the literal assignment L € {0,1}* around a clause, namely for o € QF,
k

—L<1>ht( ©L) ’\HQ,\ i), (40)
A i=1

Hy(o) := o

where 3% is the normalizing constant. Note that 3% =3, is independent of L due to the symmetry
§x(0) = ¢5(6 @ 1). Similarly, define H % ; for the truncated model. Given the literals Li,Ls at the

first two coordinates of a clause, the two point marginal of H % is defined by
- 1
Hil’LQ(Tl,Tg) = i Z Z H o)l{o; = 11,02 = 2}
L3,..Lx€{0,1} o0k

= H¥(o)l{o1 = 11,00 = 12},

oeQk

(41)

where the second equality holds for any L € {0, 1}* that agrees with L;,Ly at the first two coordi-

nates, due to the symmetry Hy(z) = A :1\“@;’ (z ®L). The symmetry also implies that

ST (7, ) = B (),

for any Li,Lo € {0,1} and 7; € Q. We also define ﬁiliLQ analogously for the truncated model.
Then, we define A = A,, Al112 = fll;\l L2 t5 be the  x  matrices as follows:

H;:(Tl,Tg) ﬁil’Lz(Tl,Tg)

A(7_177_2) = 7% ) ALl’LZ(leTQ) = TT% ’
Hi (1) H(m)

(42)

Lo

and Qy x Q; matrices AA, 7, and Al;\l’L are defined analogously using H}f L ]flilL’LZ and ];_[3\k - Note

that both matrices have row sums equal to 1, and hence their largest eigenvalue is 1. For ¢ € {0, 1}2l ,
we introduce the following notation for convenience:

-1

(AA)C = H (AAC2i7C2i+1> , (43)

=0

where (y = (9. Moreover, we define (ALAL)C analogously. Then, the main proposition of this
section is given as follows.

Proposition 4.1. Let L,ly > 0 and let X = {X(¢)}¢||<1, denote the number of (-cycles in 4.
Also, set u(C) as (35), and for each ¢ € Ui{0,1}2, define

6(¢) = (G A) o= Tr [(AA)¢] —
0L(Q)=6L(¢A) :=Tr [(ALAL)C] 1

Then, there exists a constant ceye = ceyc(lo) such that the following statements hold true:

(44)
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(1) For A € (0,1) and any tuple of nonnegative integers a = (ac)|i¢||<i, Such that |la]|le <
Ceyclogn, we have

B[22 (X)a] = (1 + err(n,0)) (u(1 +6,))*BZy ", (45)

where Z&L)’“ is defined in (39) and err(n,a) = Ok (||al|1n~?log? n).

(2) For XA € (0,\}), where X} is defined in Definition 2.19, the analogue of (45) holds for the
second moment as well. That is, for a = (a¢)|icj<i, With |lal|ec < ceyclogn, we have
~(L),tr\2 a ~(L),tr\2
E[(Z") (X)a] = 1+ err(n.a)) (w0 +0,))*E(Zy )" (46)

(3) Under a slightly weaker error given by err’ (n,a) = Og(||a|[in=®), the analogue of (1) holds
the same for the untruncated model with any A € (0,1). Namely, analogously to (39), define

Zz\r and Zz\rs by

Zy = > Z\[H];

||[H—H3%|l1<n~1/2log?n
~tr tr (47)
Z, = > ZV[H|1{s(H) € [ns,ns + 1)} .

||[H-H}||1<n=1/2log?n

Then, (45) continues to hold when we replace Z&L)’“, err(n,a) and d;, by Zt\r, err’(n,a) and

d respectively. Moreover, (45) continues to hold when we replace Z&L)’tr,err(n,g) and &,
by Z‘j\rﬁ, err'(n,a) and § respectively, where |s, — s§| = O(n=2/3).
(4) For each ¢ € U{0,1}%, we have limy,_,o 01,(C) = 6(C).

In the remainder of this section, we focus on proving (1) of Proposition 4.1. In the proof, we
will be able to see that (2) of the proposition follow by an analogous argument (see Remark 4.4).
The proofs of (3) and (4) are deferred to Appendix A, since they require substantial amounts of
additional technical work. o

For each ¢ € {0,1}* and a nonnegative integer ac, let V; = Y;(¢) € {{v,,a,, (¢}, €}, )j=0,1} 1 },
i € [ac¢] denote the possible locations of a¢ (-cycles defined as Definition 3.2. Then, it is not difficult
to see that

(X(ac =D U1, Vo, €G, and L(V;9) =C,Vi<act =Y L{,..., Yo}y (48)

where the summation runs over distinct Vi, ..., V., and L(V:i;¥) denotes the literals on ); inside
¢. Based on this observation, we will show (1) of Proposition 4.1 by computing the cost of planting
cycles at specific locations {);}. Moreover, in addition to {);}, prescribing a particular coloring
on those locations will be useful. In the following definition, we introduce the formal notations to
carry out such an idea.

Definition 4.2 (Empirical profile on ). Let L,lp > 0 be given integers and let a = (a¢)|i¢||<io-
Moreover, let

Y = {YilOYielacl.licli<to
denote the distinct as (-cycles for each [|C|| < Iy inside & (Definition 3.2), and let ¢ be a valid
coloring on ¢4. We define A = A[g; )], the empirical profile on ), as follows.
e Let V()) (resp. F'())) be the set of variables (resp. clauses) in Uj¢||<q, U, Yi(¢), and let

E.(Y) denote the collection of variable-adjacent half-edges included in Uj¢<, U, Di(0).
We write ¢y, to denote the restriction of ¢ onto V(Y) and F(J).
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~

o = (A, (AL JLefo, 1} A.) is the counting measure of coloring configurations
around V ) F(Y) and E.()) given as follows.
A(r) ={v eV (Y):a5 =1}, forallTeQl;
L( ) |{a€F(y) 2 05q — T, L&a:LHv for allZGQIEn LG{Ovl}k; (49)
Adr)={e € E(Y): 0. =7}, foralrey.

o We write |A| = (A, 1), and define |AL|, |A,| analogously.
Note that A is well-defined if J and g, are given.

In the proof of Proposition 4.1, we will fix ), the locations of a (-cycles, and a coloring config-
uration 7y, on ), and compute the contributions from ¢ and ¢ that has cycles on ) and satisfies

jt L K . . .
0y = Ty. Formally, abbreviate Z' = Zg\ M for simplicity and define

tht ]].{O'y = Ty}

Then, we express that

=S S E[Z[ry)1{¥i(C) €9, Vi € [ac], YII¢]| < lo}]

Yy Ty

= ZZE [Z/ﬂ{y,ly}] )

ny

(50)

where the notation in the last equality is introduced for convenience. The key idea of the proof is
to study the RHS of the above equation. We follow the similar idea developed in [25], Section 6,
which is to decompose Z’ in terms of empirical profiles of ¢ on G. The main contribution of our
proof is to suggest a method that overcomes the complications caused by the indicator term (or
the planted cycles).

Proof of Proposition 4.1-(1). As discussed above, our goal is to understand E[Z'1{Y, 7,,}] for given
Y and 15, To this end, we decompose the partition function in terms of coloring profiles. It will
be convenient to work with

0= 0(H) = 0 Phcgoayea) = (0l (Jr67) | ) ay

the non-normalized empirical counts of H. Moreover, if g is given, then the product of the weight,
clause, and edge factors is also determined. Let us denote this by w(g), defined by

w(g) =w g7 L H CI) H H (i)lit(z@L)gé(I) H @(T)Mg(ﬂ'). (52)
IGQd LG{O,I}I" IGQ'IE TGQL
(L),tr

Recalling the definition of Z' = Z,
where we defined

in (39), we consider g such that ||g — g% ,|l1 < v/nlog®n,

G =g(H} ) and g} = g(H3). (53)
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Now, fix the literal assignment Ly on ¢ which agrees with those on the cycles given by ). Finally,
let A = (A, A, A.) denote the empirical profile on ) induced by 7y. Then, we have

Ly _ (@A) (n— A RS N
B2t Yy} L] = L <g_A)L€{1}1}k<gL_AL>X @
B 1 n |g&| nd _I(Q)AHL(QL)AL wia (54
‘<n>|A<m>|A<g> H<g> <g> Ga vt O
_ 1+ 0k (llaflin="/1og%n) () T ()

_ E[Z'[g] | L
where we wrote H* = HY ; and the last equality follows from [|g — g5 /|| < Vnlog?n.

In the remaining, we sum the above over ) and 7, depending on the structure of ). To this
end, we define n = n(Y) to be

(5

n=n() = A - Al [A], (55)
where |A| = L |AL| and noting that |A|,|A| and |A.| are well-defined if ) is given. Note that 7
describes the number of disjoint components in ), in the sense that
#{disjoint components of YV} = ||a||; — 7.

Firstly, suppose that all the cycles given by ) are disjoint, that is, 7(}) = 0. In other words,
all the variable sets V(Y;(()), i € [a¢], ||¢]| < lo are pairwise disjoint, and the same holds for the
clause sets F'(Y;(¢)). In this case, the effect of each cycle can be considered to be independent
when summing (54) over 7,, which gives us

Zzy E[Z'[g]1{Y, Ty} | L] 1404 (llallin=1?1og? n
E[Z'g] | L] B (nd)lA<|

VT (e [dednd])) . )

l1€11<lo

where (A Ap)¢ defined as (43). Also, note that although A is defined depending on Ty, |Ac] in
the denominator is well-defined given ). Thus, averaging the above over all L gives

EZ1} 1+ O (llalin—2 log?n) e
E[Z ) nd 5 IT (7r|(drdry])

l¢ll<to (57)
_ <1 oy <||Q||1n_1/2 Jog? n)) PO ] (Tr [(ALAL)CDrzc .
lI<lI<lo

Moreover, setting al = ZHCH<10 ac||¢||, the number of ways of choosing ) to be a disjoint (-cycles
can be written by

ST ()
() (m)ar (A — 1)1(E 1) <H<lo<2”<”> . 58)

Having this in mind, summing (57) over all ) that describes disjoint a (-cycles, and then over all
llg— a3 .l < n?/3, we obtain that

ZHg—gﬁ’LHS\/ﬁlogz n Zy disjoint E[Z'[g]1{Y}]
E[Z']

where p,d; are defined as in the statement of the proposition.

= (14 Oxllalin 21082 ) ) (u(1 +8,))*,  (59)
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Our next goal is to deal with ) such that n()) = n > 0 and to show that such Y provide a
negligible contribution. Given n > 0, this implies that at least ||a||1 — 21 cycles of ) should be
disjoint from everything else in ). Therefore, when summing the terms with H* in (54) over 1),
all but at most 27 cycles contribute by (14 01(()), while the others with intersections can become
a different value. Thus, we obtain that

>, ElZ'[g)1{Y, 7y} | L] _ (44 )2C™
E[Z'[g] | L] T (nd)lad

for some constant C' > 0 depending on k, L, .
Then, similarly to (58), we can bound the number of choices Y satisfying () = n. Since all
but 27 of the cycles are disjoint from the others, we have

#{Y such that n(Y) =n} < {(n)\N(m)IA\(d(d _ 1))|A|(k(/<; _ 1))A|(d _ 2)|Ac\—2\A\(k _ 2)|A\—2\A\}

11 <m>a< X (209)%" § x {(aT)"d%*—\Ac\}.

l1<11<lo

(60)

(61)
The formula in the RHS can be described as follows.

(1) The first bracket describes the number of ways to choose variables and clauses, along with
the locations of half-edges described by ). Note that at this point we have not yet chosen
the places of variables, clauses and half-edges that are given by the intersections of cycles
in Y.

(2) The second bracket is introduced to prevent overcounting the locations of cycles that are
disjoint from all others. Multiplication of (2ly)?"7 comes from the observation that there can
be at most 27 intersecting cycles.

(3) The third bracket bounds the number of ways of choosing where to put overlapping variables
and clauses, which can be understood as follows.

e Choose where to put an overlapping variable (or clause): number of choices bounded
by a'.

e If there is an overlapping half-edge adjacent to the chosen variable (or clause), we
decide where to put the clause at its endpoint: number of choices bounded by d.

e Since there are 2a—|A,| overlapping half-edges and 2af —|A|—|A| overlapping variables
and clauses, we obtain the expression (61).

To conclude the analysis, we need to sum (60) over ) with n()) = n, using (61) (and average
over L). One thing to note here is the following relation among |A|, |A|, and A.:

min{a’ —|A], a' — |A|} > 24T — |A,

which comes from the fact that for each overlapping edge, its endpoints count as overlapping
variables and clauses. Therefore, we can simplify (61) as

#{Y such that n() = n} < (nd) 2171312207y x (4l3aldk?)". (62)
Thus, we obtain that

T ‘af
> Z ﬂ{y Zyh L) <22 (u(1+06,))" <Cn ) : (63)

Yep(¥)= 91, L]
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for another constant C’ depending on k, L,ly. We choose cepe = ceye(lp) to be 92a < nl/3 if
|lafloo < ceyclogn. Then, summing this over n > 1 and all g with [|lg — g} ;|| < Vnlog?n shows
that the contributions from ) with 7())) > 1 is negligible for our purposes. Combining with (59),
we deduce the conclusion. O
Remark 4.3. Although we will not use it in the rest of the paper, the analogue of Proposition
4.1-(1) for ZE\L)’tr holds under the same condition. That is, we have

E [Z&L),tr . (K)Q] — (1 + err(n,g)) (H(l +éL))Q]EZg\L)’tr, (64)

To prove the equation above, we have from Proposition 3.4 of [43] that

3 E[Z{""[g](X)d]

9:llg—g3 Lll1>vnlog® n

< > E[Z{ " g]] 04008 ) L B[ZY (X)o1{||X ||oe > log®n}]  (65)
llg—g5 ll1>vmlog? n

< E_Qk (log* n)EZg\L) ,tr )

In the second line, we controlled the second term crudely by using Zg\L)’tr < 2" and (36). Having
(65) in hand, the rest of the proof of (64) is the same as the proof of Proposition 4.1-(1).

Remark 4.4. Having proved Proposition 4.1-(1), the proof of Proposition 4.1-(2) is almost iden-
tical. Namely, if we consider the empirical coloring profile in the second moment and consider the
analogue of w(g) (52) in the second moment (i.e. replace ® @ and ® in (52) respectively by
d®d, (L) ® (- @ Ly), and & ® B), then the rest of the argument is the same.

(L)t
As a corollary, we make an observation that the contribution to IEZS\L)’Ur and E(Zg\ ) r)2 from

too large X (¢) is negligible.

Corollary 4.5. Let ¢ > 0, L > 0, A € (0,\5) and ¢ € U{0,1}* be fized. Then, the following

estimates hold true:
(1) E[Z(AL)MH{X(C) > clog n}] = n—QUOglogN)EZ(AL);

(2) E[(zg\L),tr)2]l{X(<) > clog n}] — n—Q(loglogn)E[(zg\L),tr)2 ;

(8) The analogue of (1) is true for the untruncated model with X\ € (0, \*). Namely, (1) contin-
ues to hold when we replace Zg\L)’tr by ZY'.
Proof. We present the proof of (1) of the corollary; the others will follow by the same idea due to

Proposition 4.1. Let ceye = coye(|[¢]]) be as in Proposition 4.1, and set ¢ = %(c A ceyc). Then, by
Markov’s inequality, we have

B (77 1(x(0) > clogn)] < (Slogn) " E 2 (X (O] -

Then, plugging the estimate from Proposition 4.1-(1) in the RHS implies the conclusion. O

To conclude this section, we present an estimate that bounds the sizes of §(¢) and dr(¢). One
purpose for doing this is to obtain Assumption (c) of Theorem 3.3.

Lemma 4.6. In the setting of Proposition 4.1, let X\ € (0, \*] and 01, be defined as (44). Then,
there exists an absolute constant C' > 0 such that for all ¢ € U;{0,1}% and L large enough,

SL(¢;A) < (K2Rl (66)
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Hence, 5(¢; \) < (k€271 holds by Proposition 4.1-(4), and we have for large enough k,
- 1 1(1.Co—k\2l
Zu )3L(C;A)? 2_:2— — DH(d - 1! (k927 < o,

where the last inequality holds because d < k2F holds by Remark 1.2. Replacing 61.(C; N) by 5(C; N)
in the equation above, the analogue also holds for the untruncated model.

5. THE RESCALED PARTITION FUNCTION AND ITS CONCENTRATION

In random regular k-NAE-SAT, it is believed that the primary reason for non-concentration of
ZY is the existence of short cycles in the graph. Based on the computations done in the previous
section, we show that the partition function is indeed concentrated if we rescale it by the cycle
effects. However, we work with the truncated model, since some of our important estimates break
down in the untruncated model. The goal of this section is to establish Proposition 3.4.

To this end, we write the variance of the rescaled partition by the sum of squares of Doob
martingale increments with respect to the clause-revealing filtration, and study each increment by
using a version of discrete Fourier transform. Although such an idea was also used in [25] to study
Z, the rescaling factors of the partition function make the analysis more involved and ask for more
delicate estimates (for instance, Proposition 4.1) than what is done in [25]. Moreover, an important
thing to note is that due to the rescaling, the result we obtain in Proposition 3.4 is stronger than
Proposition 6.1 in [25]. This improvement describes the underlying principle more clearly, which
says that the multiplicative fluctuation of the partition function originates from the existence of
cycles.

Although the setting in this section is similar to that in Section 6, [25], we begin with explaining
them in brief for completeness. Then, we focus on the point where the aforementioned improvement
comes from, and outline the other technical details which are essentially analogous to those in [25].
Throughout this section, we fix L > 1, A € (0,A}) and [y > 0, which all can be arbitrary.

Recall the rescaled partition function Y = Y(L) L (&) defined in (39):
L 7 (L)tr -
Y=y} @) =2"" [[ @+,
¢:lIClI<lo

(L), . . .
where ZE\ e Z||H—H§Lulgnfl/?logznZg\L)7tr[H]- We sometimes write Y(¥) to emphasize the
dependence on ¢4 = (G ,L); the underlying random (d, k)-regular graph.

Let F; be the o-algebra generated by the first ¢ clauses ay,...,a; and the matching of the half-

edges adjacent to them. Then, we can write
Var(Y ZE [Y|F] - E[Y|Fa])? =) Vary(Y)

For each i, let A denote the set of clauses with indices between i V (m —k+ 1) and m. Set % to be
the collection of variable-adjacent half-edges that are matched to A. Further, let & = (G,L) be the
random (d, k)-regular graph coupled to ¢, which has the same clauses a1, ..., Gypax {i—1,m—k} and
literals adjacent to them as ¢ and randomly resampled clauses and their literals adjacent to 2

A= (amax{i,m—k—i-l}a cee 7am)§

A= (dmax{i,m—k—i-l}y cee 7dm)
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Let G° = G \ A be the graph obtained by removing A and the half-edges adjacent to it from G.
Then, for i < m — k + 1, Jensen’s inequality implies that

Var(¥) < E(Y(#) - Y(#)) < Y E(Y(EUA) - V(@ UA)
AA

where the summation in the RHS runs over all possible matchings A, Aof & by k clauses (we refer to
Section 6.1 in [25] for the details). Note that the sum runs over the finitely many choices depending
only on k, which is affordable in our estimate. Also, we can write down the same inequality with
i > m — k + 1, for which the only difference is the size of .# being smaller than k2. Thus, in
the remaining subsection, our goal is to show that for |#| = k2, there exists an absolute constant
C > 0 such that
A o Ly,

E(Y(4) - Y(A)) Spr————(EY)?, (67)
where we denoted Y (A) = Y(G° U A). This estimate, which is shown at the end of Section 5.3,
directly implies the conclusion of Proposition 3.4.

Before moving on, we present an analogue of Corollary 4.5 for the rescaled partition function.
This will function as a useful fact in our later analysis on Y. Due to the rescaling factors in Y,
the proof is more complicated than that of Corollary 4.5, but still based on similar ideas from
Proposition 4.1 and hence we defer it to Section A.2.

Corollary 5.1. Let ¢ > 0, L > 0, A € (0,A}) and lp > 0 be fized and let Y = Y&Ll)o as above.
Then, for any ¢ such that ||C]| < ly, the following estimates hold true:

(1) E[Y1{X() > clogn}] = n~logloemZ{ "

(2) E[Y?1{X(¢) > clogn}] = n_Qk(IOgIOg”)]E(Zg\L)’tr

)2}.

5.1. Fourier decomposition and the effect of rescaling. To see (67), we will apply a discrete
Fourier transform to Y(A) and control its Fourier coefficients. We begin with introducing the
following definitions to study the effect of A and A: Let B (") denote the ball of graph-distance
t in G° around #". Hence, for instance, if ¢ is even then the leaves of By (%) are the half-edges
adjacent to clauses. Then, we set

T = B (X).

Note that T is most likely a union of |#| disjoint trees, but it can contain a cycle with probability
O((dk)"/2 /n). Let % denote the collection of leaves of T' other than the ones in %, and we write
GP=G°\T.

Remark 5.2 (A parity assumption). For the rest of Section 5, we assume that [y is even. The
assumption gives that the half-edges in % are adjacent to clauses of T' and hence their counterparts
are adjacent to variables of G?. For technical reasons in dealing with the rescaling factors (Lemma
5.5), we have to treat the case of odd [y separately, however it will be apparent that the argument
from Sections 5.1-5.3 works the same. In Remark 5.4, we explain the main difference in formulating
the Fourier decomposition for an odd .

Based on the above decomposition of G, we intlfoduce Se\{eral more notions as follows. For
¢ € {0,1}? with I <, let X(¢) and XT(¢) (resp. X(¢) and X7 (¢)) be the number of ¢-cycles in
the graph G°UA =G and AUT (resp. G°U A =G and AUT), respectively, and set

X0 =x(0) - X" (0.
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(Note that this quantity is the same as X (¢) — XT(¢), since the distance from % to # is at least
2lp.) Based on this notation, we define the local-neighborhood-rescaled partition function Zp and
Zr by

zr=7zcouA [ (+a¢)9;

¢lI¢lI<lo
7 17 ¥0 { —X7T(¢) (68)
Zr=7'[c°UA] I (+6c¢) :
¢lIcl<lo
where Z' = Z(AL)’” and Z'[G° U A] denotes the partition function on the graph G° U A = G. Here,

we omitted the dependence on the literals L on G, since we are only interested in their moments.
One of the main ideas of Section 5 is to relate Y and Zr, by establishing the following lemma:

Lemma 5.3. Let Y(A),Y(A), Zr, Zr and X9 be defined as above. Then, we have

E [(Y(A) - Y(A))2]

=<1+o<1>>E[(zT—z’T)2} exp [ = 30 1(O@3(0) +6(0)%) +0(1‘;§/2")E<Z’>2,

[1€11<lo

(L),tr

where Z' = 2)\ and the error o(1) depends on L, l.

The lemma can be understood as a generalization of Proposition 4.1 to the case of Z7. Although
the proof of the lemma is based on similar ideas as the proposition, the analysis becomes more
delicate since we need to work with the difference Y (A) — Y(A). The proof will be discussed later
in Section 5.4.

In the remaining section, we develop ideas to deduce (67) from Lemma 5.3. To work with

D:=%Zr - ZT, we develop a discrete Fourier transform framework as introduced in Section 6 of
[25]. Recall the definition of the weight factor wgt (og) on a factor graph G, which is

w}}tagEH<1> Hfbhta@L H@ae
veV(G) a€F(G) e€E(G)

Let k(g (resp. Z%(a,,)) denote the contributions to Y (A) coming from 7'\ % (resp. G?) given
0., namely,

ZgT ~a oy wgtucr\@ (Caum\z A

) = v, 9) = . ;
o) = e ) (40,5 )
2%(0y) =20y, 9) = > wib(og)™.
QGONQQ/

where o1 ~ 0,5 means that the configuration of o on % is o4 . Define k(o ) analogously, by
floy) = kloy,9).

The main intuition is that the dependence of EZ?(g,,) on g, should be given by the product
measure that is i.i.d. ¢} ; at each u € %, where ¢} ; is the fixed point of the BP recursion we
saw in Proposition 2.17. To formalize this idea, we pérform a discrete Fourier decomposition with
respect to o4, in the following setting. Let (bq,... ,me‘) be an orthonormal basis for L?(€);, ax.r)
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with by = 1, and let q be the product measure ®u€oz/cj§\7 ;- Extend this to the orthonormal basis
(by) on L2((2)% ,q) by
oy) = H bT(u)(au) for each r € HQLH%
ueY

where [|Q|] == {1,2,...,9Q.}. For a function f on (1)%, we denote its Fourier coefficient by

"r) = Zf (@7 )br(ea)alay)-
G

Then, defining F(o,,) = q(ay, ) 'Z%(c,, ), we use Plancherel’s identity to obtain that

z""e) I +eu(¢)™ = ZH
Glicli<to

Remark 5.4 (When [ is odd). If [y is odd, then the half-edges % are adjacent to the clauses of
G?. Therefore, the base measure of the Fourier decomposition should be qA)\7 ;, rather than q; .- In

this case, we rely on the same idea that Ya(g%) should approximately be written in terms of the
product measure of qX I

To describe the second moment of the above quantity, we abuse notation and write q, b for
the product measure of ¢} ; ® ¢} ; on % and the orthonormal basis given by b, .2 (c!,0?) =
br1(g1)brz( 2). Moreover, we denote the pair configuration by o = (o', 0?) throughout Section 5.

Let ,Z%(a ) be the contribution of the pair configurations on G? given by

2Z0(0y) =200l 0%,9) = Z wlcltB(UGB)Awlcl;ta(UGa))\'
G ,0~T
Then, denote $Z%(a,,) by the contribution to ,Z%(a,,) from pair coloring profile ||H — H} ol <

n~1/2log? n, where H} % is defined in Definition 2.20. Recall that Zr is defined in terms of Zg\L) o

t
as in (68). Since A < \; and we restricted our attention to ||H — H} |1 <n~/2log?n in Zg\ » "

the major contribution to the second moment ED? = E(Z7 — Z7)? comes from E$D, where $D is
defined by

D= Y (k(eh) — Al (e - h(03))3Z(a). (70)
I :(Q;y 72%/)
Namely, Proposition 4.20 of [37] and Proposition 3.10 of [43] imply that
ED? <), ESD + ¢ 2(os" n) (EZ&L)’”)Q.

Thus, we aim to upper bound ESD. Let Er denote the conditional expectation given 7.
Again using Plancherel’s identity, we can write

ErsD= > (x"(r") = &) (1) = £ (1%)) o Fp(et 1), (71)
(r.r?)

where we wrote

QFTT r? ZET 0'7/ brl7£2(g@). (72)

In the remaining subsections, we begin Wlth estimating x” in Section 5.2. This is the part that
carries the major difference from [25] in the conceptual level, which in turn provides Proposition 3.4,
a stronger conclusion than Proposition 6.1 of [25]. Then, since the Fourier coefficients ,F" deals



1RSB OF RANDOM REGULAR NAE-SAT 29

with the non-rescaled partition function, we may appeal to the analysis given in [25] to deduce
above (67) in Section 5.3.

Before moving on, we introduce some notations following [25] that are used in the remainder of
Section 5. We write @ as the index of an all-1 vector, that is, by = 1. Moreover, for r = (r!,r?) €
[1QL12% , we define

{e'e?}H = {u € % - r'(u) # 1 or r?(u) # 13).

5.2. Local neighborhood Fourier coefficients. The properties of k" may vary significantly
depending on the structure of 7' = By (). Typically, T' consists of |#'| disjoint trees, and in this
case the rescaling factor has no effect due to the absence of cycles. Therefore, the analysis done in
Section 6.4 of [25] can be applied to our case as follows. Let T be the event that T' consists of |7
tree components. Then, Lemmas 6.8 and 6.9 of [25] imply that when T tholds, for r € [|Qr|]?%,

o x"\(r) = £"\(r) for all [{r}] <1.

e ()| takes a constant value 7" (&) independent of A and the literals on T

o |KN(r) — iNr)| < BN @) /4Dl for all |{r}] = 2.

Moreover, let C° denote the event that 7' contains a single cycle but consists of || connected
components, one of which contains a single cycle and others which are trees. In this case, although
the rescaling factor is now non-trivial, it is the same for both x and £. Therefore, Lemma 6.8 of
[25] tells us that

o @) = £ND).
The case where we notice an important difference is the event Cy, t < ly, when By ,(.#") has

| # | connected components but By, has || — 1 components for ¢t < ¢’ <ly. Using the cycle effect,
we deduce the following estimate which is stronger than Lemma 6.10 of [25].

Lemma 5.5. Suppose that T € C; for some t < ly. Then, for any choice of A and A of matching
- with k clauses, we have

KMN@) = MND).

Proof. Let Ty and Tjink be the connected components of T' defined as follows: T € C; consists of
|#"| — 2 copies of isomorphic trees Ty and one tree T}k that contains two half-edges of .#". Note

that 7U A and T U A have different structures only if we are in the following situation:

e One clause in A is connected with both half-edges of # N Tjnk. Thus, the connected
components of T'U A are (k — 1) copies of Ty and one copy of Teyc as illustrated in Figure
1. (Recall that we assumed |#'| = k? (67).) Here, Ty is the union of disjoint k copies of
Ty and a clause connecting them. Also, Ty is the union of £ — 2 disjoint copies of Tp, one
Tiink, and a clause connecting them.

e The two half-edges J# N T}k are connected to different clauses of A. Therefore, the con-
nected components of T'U A are (k — 2) copies of Ty and one copy of Tjink. Here, Tjink is the
union of 2k — 2 disjoint copies of Tj, one Tjink and two clauses connecting them as illustrated

in Figure 1.
Let rp and k(. (resp. Ay, ) be the contributions to x"(&) (resp. £"(@)) from To and Tgye,
respectively (resp. Tink). Then, we have
KN(2) = (5)* R, and ND) = (50)" R (73)

N

&e and sy, and show that the two

In what follows, we present an explicit computation of ', &
quantities in (73) are the same.
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A A

7zyc 76 7ﬁnk

Figure 1. An illustration of the graphs AU T (left) and A UT (right).

We begin with computing (. Since we are in a tree, £} does not depend on the assignments of
literals, and hence we can replace the weight factor w'i® by its averaged version w. Let eg (resp.
%) be the root half-edge (resp. the collection of leaf half-edges) of Ty. We define

— A
%0(032%) = Z W(QTO) ) (74)
ar,~(0.09,)
where g, ~ (o, g%) means that o, agrees with o and g4, at ep and %, respectively. Note that
since Tp is a tree, the rescaling factor from the cycle effect is trivial. Denoting the number of
variables and clauses of Ty by v(7Tp) and a(Tp), respectively, the Fourier coefficient of »(o; - ) at &
is given by
#4(0) =Y (03 00 alasg) = d5,1(0) 27T 2400, (75)
Q@/O
where the second equality follows from the fact that ¢ ; and the constants Z = %; , and ¥ =

.ﬁ%; , are the fixed point and the normalizing constants of the Belief Propagation recursions (20).
Thus, we can calculate () by

/416\ _ Z (i)(g) H%(/]\(Uz) _ 3 gkv(To)fka(To)’ (76)

ce(Q)¥ =1

where f’) is the normalizing constant of Iﬁ ;, given by (24). Since Tjnk is a tree, we can compute
Hl/i\nk using the same argument, namely,

K = 3 R 2T ) +o(Tin) (2K —2)a(To) ta(Tin)+1 (77)

since the total number of variables and clauses in Tjink are (2k—2)v(Tp) +v(Tiink) and (2k—2)a(Ty)+
a(TIink) +2.

What remains is to calculate /-ié\yc. There is a single cycle of length 2¢ in the graph T'U A, and let
this be a (-cycle with ¢ € {0,1}?*. Unlike the previous two cases, the literal assignment ¢ actually
has a non-trivial effect, but still the literals outside of the cycle can be ignored. We compute

t
HALA%ihCQi] 7
i=1

which does not include the rescaling term by the cycle effect. Let C' denote the cycle in 7T¢yc and
2t be its length. Let #¢ be the half-edges that are adjacent to but not contained in C. Hence,
t(d — 2) (resp. t(k — 2)) half-edges in #¢ are adjacent to a variable (resp. a clause) in C.

VANVAN
cyc = Reye * Tr

e
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For each u € %y, let T;, denote the connected component of Teyc \ {u} that is a tree. Let e,
denote the root half-edge of Ty, that is, the half-edge that is matched with u in Teyc, and s¢,(o; - )
be defined analogously as (74). Then, according to the same computation as (75), we obtain that

Now) = q'/*\’L(au)ﬁ%”(T“)&%“(T“), if u is adjacent to a clause in C, (78)
“ qu\’L(au)Q”(T“)f“(Tu), if u is adjacent to a variable in C.
Furthermore, for convenience we denote the set of variables, clauses and edges of C' by V, F', and
E, respectively and setting % = % U E. For each a € F, denote the two literals on C that are
adjacent to a by ¢!, (2. Observe that /{é\yc can be written by

-3 [T e [T 89 e T 0te)* T Ao ()

o vVEV aceF eck NS o]
= a@?zueﬂfc U(Tu)ﬁgzue@/c a(Tu) Z HUGV H*(gv) HaEF HCavCa( ) 3t3t (80)
[leer H*(0e) 3%
Ty

where the second equality is obtained by multiplying [[.cp 43 1(0¢)d} 1 (0e) both in the numerator
and denominator of the first line. Moreover, the normalizing constant for H¢¢ is the same
regardless of (i,(y (see (40)). (Note that in the RHS we wrote H* = H? 3. and similarly for

HS S | *.) The literal assignments did not play a role in the previous two cases of T, Tjink Which
are trees, but in 7T¢yc their effect is non-trivial in principle due to the existence of the cycle C.
Plugging the identities 3 = 2°3 and 3 = 23 into (80), we deduce that

HA Asz 1&21] :

_ (Tee) palToe) . Ty

cyc
i=1
and hence /%é\yc = Fu(Teye) palTeye) Therefore, combining this result with (73), (76) and (77), we
obtain the conclusion k(@) = (). O

5.3. The martingale increment estimate and the proof of Proposition 3.4. We begin with
establishing (67) by combining the discussions in the previous subsections. The proof follows by
the same argument as Section 7, [25], along with plugging in the improved estimate Lemma 5.5
and obtaining an estimate on EY using Proposition 4.1.

To this end, we first review the result from [25] that gives the estimate on the Fourier coefficients
o defined in (72). In [25] Lemma 6.7 and the discussion below, it was shown that

-1/2 f 1 p2Y =1
2F%(£1,£2) n_l 7 o ‘{fljfg}‘ 7
NACR Sk N for [{r*,r°}] = 2; (81)
s n=2(logn)® for [{r',r} > 3,
independent of T. (The logarithmic factor for [{r!,72}| > 3 is slightly worse than that of [25], since
we work with ¢ such that ||g — ¢*|| < v/nlog?n, not ||g — ¢*|| < /nlogn.) Based on this fact and
the analysis from Section 5.2, our first goal in this subsection is to establish the following:

Lemma 5.6. Let L > 0,\ € (0,\}) and ly > 0 be fized, and let Z7 and Zr be given as (68). Then,
there exist an absolute constant C' > 0 and a constant Cy 1, > 0 such that for large enough n,

E [(zT ~ Zy) 2} < C“(k% kYo (RZ/)2, (82)

where Z' = Z(AL)’”
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Proof. Let 5D be defined as (70). Based on the expression (71), we study the conditional expecta-
tion Er 5D for different shapes of T'. To this end, we first recall the events T, C° and C; defined
in the beginning of Section 5.2. We additionally write

B = (U<, C;UT UC)". (83)

We remark that the same event B was also considered in the proof of Proposition 6.1 in [25].

Note that T" can be constructed from a configuration model in a depth ¢ neighborhood of ¢
which is of size Og(1). Revealing the edges of these neighborhoods one by one, each new edge
creates a cycle with probability Ox(1/n). The event C° requires a single cycle so by a union
bound P(C°) = Or(1/n) while the event B requires at least two cycles so again by a union bound
P(B) = Op(n~2) holds.

For each event above, we can make the following observation. When we have T, the only
contribution to E[$D; T] comes from (r!,r?) such that |{r!,r?}| > 2, due to the properties of
k" discussed in the beginning of Section 5.2. Note that the number of choices of (ry,r,) with
!, 72} = 2 is < |Qp|*(k54%)lo. Therefore, (81) gives that

ED; T] _ [ £N2) \*oF2(2) | (410 log’n
(EZ')Q — \ 4(k=4)lo (EZ/)2 n n3/2

(84)
k,C4—k lo
<op AT
n
Similarly on C°, the analysis on " implies that there is no contribution from (r!,r?) = @. Thus,

we obtain from (81) that

E[}D; C°| o ~1/2 —3/2
—L= = - : —
Ez SHC) O (n72) = O (™). (85)
Since the event B has probability P(B) = Ox(n~2), we also have that
E[3D; B] _ -2

The last remaining case is C;, and this is where we get a nontrivial improvement compared to
[25]. Lemma 5.5 tells us that there is no contribution from (r;,75) = @. Thus, similarly as (85),
for each t < [y we have

E[SD; Ci —1/2 logn
“Gzy <PC)-O (n?) Siw —5 (87)
Thus, combining the equations (84)—(87), we obtain the conclusion. O

To obtain the conclusion of the form (67), we need to replace (EZ')? in (82) by (EY)2. This
follows from Proposition 4.1 and can be summarized as follows.

Corollary 5.7. Let L > 0, A € (0,A}) and ly > 0 be fized, and let Y = YE\LZ) be the rescaled
partition function defined by (39). Further, let i, 85, be as in Proposition 4.1. Then, we have

EY:<1+O<1(:§%>>EZ'- exp |~ 3 w(Q8(Q) | +on)

lI<lI<lo

where Z' = Z(AL)’”
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Proof. Let ccye = ceye(lo) be given as Proposition 4.1. Corollary 5.1 shows that EY1{||X|| >
Ceye log n} is negligible for our purposes, and hence we focus on estimating EY1{||.X || < ceyclogn}.

Note that for an integer x > 0, (1+6)* =5 -, (Z)!“ 0. Thus, if we define §(¢) = (1+6,(¢)) ' -1,
we can write -

EIY{|X e < corelogn] = 3 ~E [Z/@P(X)a1{]1X] | < coelogn)]

a>0—"

:<“0<1f%)) > oz (Bu+4n)”,

HQHooSCcyc logn =

and performing the summation in the RHS easily implies the conclusion. ]
We conclude this subsection by presenting the proof of Proposition 3.4.

Proof of Proposition 3.4. As discussed in the beginning of Section 5, it suffices to establish (67) to
deduce Proposition 3.4. Combining Lemmas 5.3, 5.6 and Corollary 5.7 gives that

1N\ 1 6
(EY)2 < %(k:%"f)’o exp | Y u(¢)oL(Q)’ ] +0 < ?fe/f) ’
I1¢II<to

for some absolute constant C' > 0. Moreover, Lemma 4.6 implies that

D 1(¢)dr(¢)? < oo,
¢

hence establishing (67). O
5.4. Proof of Lemma 5.3. In this subsection, we establish Lemma 5.3. One nontrivial aspect of
this lemma is achieving the error O(n=3/2logb n)E[(Z')?], where Z' = ZE\L)’H. For instance, there

can be short cycles in G intersecting 7' (but not included in 7') with probability O(n~1), and in
principle this will contribute by O(n~!) in the error term. One observation we will see later is that
the effect of these cycles wears off since we are looking at the difference Y(A) — Y (A) between
rescaled partition functions.

To begin with, we decompose the rescaling factor (which is exponential in X 8) into the sum of

polynomial factors based on an elementary fact we also saw in the proof of Corollary 5.7: for a
nonnegative integer x, we have (1+0)" =3 -, @)apga. Let 0(¢) = (14 6.(¢))"2 — 1, and write

a!

(1+48,)" X =% aiSQ(Xa)a. (88)

Therefore, our goal is to understand E[(Zy — Z7)?(X?),] which can be described as follows.

Lemma 5.8. Let L > 0, A € (0,)\}) and ly > 0 be fized, set ju, 6; as in Proposition 4.1, and let
Zr,Zr be defined as (68). For any a = (ac)|icl<to with |]al|e < log® n, we have

E [(ZT - ZT)2 (Ka)a] = <1 + 0 <M>> E [(ZT - ZT)2:| (p(1+46.)%)

n

+0 <M> E[(Z')?].

n3/2
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The first step towards the proof is to write the LHS of (89) using the Fourier decomposition as
in Section 5.1. To this end, we recall Definitions 3.2, 4.2 (but now A counts the number of pair-
coloring configurations around variables, clauses, and half-edges) and decompose (X a)g similarly
as the expression (50). Hence, we write

or|(or =) ] - e () 1)

where Y = {V;(¢ )}ie[a o llcl<to denotes the locations of a (-cycles and @, describes a prescribed
coloring configuration on them.

In what follows, we fix a tuple (), gy) and work with the summand of above via Fourier decom-
position. Let

U= U N (Uvev(y)(s'v)
be the set of half-edges in I/ that are adjacent to a variable in )). Since the colors on U are already
given by oy, we will perform a Fourier decomposition in terms of @/, with %’ = % \ U. Let

k(agy;0y) (resp. £(gy;0y)) be the partition function on T'U A (resp. T'U A) (in terms of the
single-copy model), under the prescribed coloring configuration ¢,/ on %’ and gy~y on Y N T.
Setting

@(-30y) = k(- 10y) —E(-50y),
and writing oy, = (g%,, g%,), we obtain by following the same idea as (70) that

Ep |:<ZT - ZT>2 ﬂ{y,gy}]

= Y wlayiad)w(al ;0B 2202 TSIV, ay}| + e M ME((Z)).

oo1=(0,,9%,)

(90)

Note that (X?), is deterministically bounded by exp(O(log®n)), and hence at the end the second
term will have a negligible contribution due to exp(—£(n)), which comes from the correlated pairs
of colorings. Then, we investigate

Er 2Z8(1%§ F%)ﬂ{y,gy} . (91)

To be specific, we want to derive the analog of Lemma 6.7, [25], which dealt with Ep [ Z9(ay; F;)]
without having the planted cycles inside the graph. To explain the main computation, we introduce
several notations before moving on. Let A, Ay be counting measures on Q2 defined as

A(r)=|{ee E.Y)\ (E(T)UU):0.=7}, forall TeQ;
Ay(t)={e€U:0.=7}|, forall Tej.

Note that A and Ay indicate empirical counts of edge-colors on disjoint sets. Moreover, for a given
coloring configuration &, on Y, we define Ay = (Ay, (A%)L), the restricted empirical profile on

Y\T, by
Ap(a) = [{v e VIV)\V(T) : a5, = g}, forall g e (QF)%
A%(g) = ‘{a € F(y) \F(T) 1 0sq =0, L5, = LH? for all o € (Q%)kv Le {07 1}k'

Note that A carries the information on the colors on U, while A does not (and hence we use
different notations). Lastly, let 7' = % \ U, and for a given coloring configuration o, on %’,
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define hZ#’ to be the following counting measure on QQL
Wu'(o)=|{ec %' :0.=0}|, foralloec?.

Then, the next lemma provides a refined estimate on (91), which can be thought as a planted-cycles
analog of Lemma 6.7, [25].

Lemma 5.9. Let ), ay be given as above. For any given a with ||a||s < log?n and for all o4,
we have

Er ,27(ci T3V, 23}

—a(1+0 (w» E[(Z')?] Pr(Y) B0, A) [[ dhuloe)

n ecU’ (92)
Ck,L 10g12n
10,1 hOo! 2
x Q1+ b(ay) + (hew ,§o>+21<h—% &) +O< Y > ’
‘]:

where the terms in the identity can be explained as follows.

(1) co > 0 is a constant depending only on |% |.
2) b(ovy) is a quantity such that |e(ay)| = O(n~1/21log? n), independent of oo, .
Yy Yy 74
3) Ci., > 0 is an integer depending only on k, L, and &; = (&;(7 v, 0 < j < C 1 are fized
) J J ’TEQL )
vectors on Q% satisfying

€]l = O(n~1/2).

(4) Pr () is the conditional probability given the structure T such that the prescribed half-edges
of Y are all paired together and assigned with the right literals.
(5) Write H = H} ;, and similarly for H~, H. The function Br(Y,A) is defined as

180 T, (%
Br(Y, A) rresvanl | (WICAE

ecU

The proof goes similarly as that of Proposition 4.1, but requires extra care due to the complica-
tions caused by the (possible) intersection between ) and T'. Due to its technicality, we defer the
proof to Section A.4 in the appendix.

Based on the expansion obtained from Lemma 5.9, we conclude the proof of Lemma 5.8.

Proof of Lemma 5.8. We work with fixed ),y as in Lemma 5.9. For r = (r!,r?), define the
Fourier coefficient of (91) as

FHr:V.op) = Y Br 120 THHY, oy} br(ay). (93)
Oyt
We compare this with the Fourier coefficients
JFHr) = 3By [1,22(04:T3)] byley), (94)
Oyt

of which we already saw the estimates in (81). In addition, it will be crucial to understand the
expansion of Er [,Z%(a4;T'3)] as in Lemma 5.9. This was already done in Lemma 6.7 of [25] and
we record the result as follows.
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Lemma 5.10 (Lemma 6.7, [25]). There ezist a constant Cy ;> 0 and coefficients & = (53(0'))069%
indezed by 0 < j < C} 1, such that [|€}]|oc = O(n~'2) and

C/
ET [2Z8(0%,F5)] ~<0 = heau' ¢! . 1O g ¢I\2 loglzn
Q(go;/)E[(Z/)z] =14+ <h— 7§0> + ]z::l <h— 7§j> + 0 <W> ) (95)

where ¢y is the constant appearing in Lemma 5.9. Moreover, C’];L and the coefficients {;, 1<j<
C). ;. can be set to be the same as Cy 1, and &; in Lemma 5.9.

The identity (95) follows directly from Lemma 6.7, [25], and the last statement turns out to be
apparent from the proof of Lemma 5.9 (see Section A.4).
Based on Lemma 5.9, we obtain the following bound on the Fourier coefficient (93):

1 if [{r}| = 0;

L F2(r 5V, 03)| Seor EI(Z)2] Pr(Y) Br(V,A) x s n™2if |{r}] > 1; (96)
g0 i |{r}| > 3.

Moreover, suppose that U = (), that is, ) does not intersect with %/. In this case, we can compare
(93) and (94) in the following way, based on Lemmas 5.9 and 5.10:

log?n

o3 Y.25) =P ) 50 8) (o5 + 0 (B B P) il =2 (o7

Using these observations, we investigate the following formula which can be deduced from (90)
by Plancherel’s identity:

Er |:(ZT - ZT>21{y7£y}] = > @)@ (1% 03) Frr V. oy), (98)

r=(rl,r?)

where the Fourier coefficients of w are given by

@(rsa)) = wlayi0y) by (el alay)-

1
(W]

Define n(Y) = n(V;T) = |A| + |U| — |Ag| — |Ag], similarly as (55). As before, note that the
quantities |Al, |U|,|Ag|, and |Ap| are all well-defined if T and Y are given. Observe that

#{connected components in Y disjoint with '} = ||a||1 — n(}).

The remaining work is done by a case analysis with respect to n()).
Case 1. n(Y) =0.

In this case, all cycles in ) are not only pairwise disjoint, but also disjoint with %. As we will
see below, such Y gives the most contribution to (98). Recall the events T, C°, C; and B defined
in the beginning of Section 5.2 and in (83).

On the event T¢ = U;<;,C; U C° UB, we can apply the same approach as in the proof of Lemma
5.6 using (96) and obtain that

B (20 - 2r) 10,2y 7| = 0 (23 ) B@) POIT) 520, 0)
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On the other hand, on T, @’ (r!) = 0 for |{r'}| < 1 and hence the most contribution comes from
|{r}| = 2. To control this quantity, we use the estimate (97) and get

E [(zT - ZT)2ﬂ{y,gy} ;T]

= r(n) POT) 5102 8) (Br [ (20 - 20) ] + 0 (25 ) mi2)

If we sum over all gy, and then over all J such that 7()) = 0, we obtain by following the same
computations as (56)—(59) that

> S| (- 2) 10v.05)]

Yn(Y)=0 oy (99)

:Q+0< i

||@n||1>> (a1 + 8,)7) <ET [(ZT ) ZT)Q] Lo (%) E[(Z’)2]> .
Case 2. 7()) = 1.

One important observation we make here is that if 7" € T 7()) = 1, then for any oy, = (gi,,gg,),
we have

KN (@;ay) = KN a)),
and analogously for the second copy gg). If we had |U| < 1, then this is a direct consequence of the
results mentioned in the beginning of Section 5.1.

On the other hand, suppose that |U| = 2. If we want to have n())) = 1, then the only choice
of ) is that there exists one cycle in ) that intersects with % at two distinct half-edges, while all
others in Y are disjoint from each other and from %/. In such a case, since the lenghs of cycles in
Y are all at most 21y, the cycle intersecting with %/ cannot intersect with A (or A) Therefore, the
two half-edges U are contained in the same tree of T, and hence by symmetry the @-th Fourier
coefficient does not depend on A (or A).

With this in mind, the @-th Fourier coefficient does not contribute to (98), and hence we get

E [(ZT - ZT>2 1{Y, 0} ;T} -0 (n—1/2) E[(Z')2] BY|T) Br(V, A),

where A = Algy)].
On the event T, we can bound it coarsely by

| (2r - 2r) 109,25} T Sus BT B2 PrOIT) 73,2

0 <1°i"> E[(Z')?) Pr(Y) Br(V, A).

What remains is to sum the above two over gy, and ) such that n()) = 1. Since there can be
at most 2 cycles from ) that are not disjoint from all the rest, there exists a constant C' = Cy, .4,
such that

> Br(V,A) < (1+6,)C (100)
LAY
(see (60)) Then, we can bound the number choices of ) as done in (61) and (63). This gives that

> Ye|(zr-20) 10000 =0 (T sz oy

Yn(¥)=1 oy
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Case 3. n(Y) > 2.

In this case, we deduce the conclusion relatively straightforwardly since Zy P () is too small.
Namely, we first have the crude bound from (96) such that

L\ 2
B |(20 - ) 100,25} = OWEIZ)] Pr(Y) 5r(,00).
From similar observations as in (100), we can obtain that
> Br(V.A) < (1+4,)*C™,

Ty

where C'is as in (100). Further, we control the number of choices of Y as before, which gives that

> YE[(#r-2) 100 =0 (L)) o+ sE@ o)

Yn(V)=n oy
Combining (99), (101) and (102), we obtain the conclusion. O

Having Lemma 5.8 in hand, we are now ready to finish the proof of Lemma 5.3.

Proof of Lemma 5.3. Set 6(¢) = (1 +6.(¢))~2 — 1. Using the identity (1 + 6)* = > a>0 %9“
(which holds for all nonnegative integer x), we can express that

| (20 1) (1+00) X 117 . < logn)]

= 5 | (B ) B e

llal|co<logn —

where we used Corollary 5.1 to obtain the error term in the RHS. Also note that (X?), = 0 if

lla|lss > logn and ||X?||s < logn. Therefore, by applying Lemma 5.8, we see that the above is
the same as

(1ro(E2))e[E-2)] £ L(wear)ro() mizn

||al|oo<logn —

and from here we can directly deduce conclusion from performing the summation. O

6. SMALL SUBGRAPH CONDITIONING AND THE PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1

In this section, we prove Theorem 3.1 by small subgraph conditioning method. To do so, we derive
the condition (d) of Theorem 3.3 first for the truncated model, and then deduce the analogue for
the untruncated model based on the continuity of the coefficients, which was proved in [37, Lemma
4.17].

Proposition 6.1. Let L > 0 and A € (0, \}) be given. Moreover, set ;i(¢),dr,((; A) as in Proposition
4.1. Recalling Z(AL)’“ defined in (39), we have
~(L)7tr)2

E(Z,

nh_{lolo W = €xp (ZN(C)éL(C )\)2>' (103)
A ¢
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Proof. Fix A < A} and abbreviate dr,({) = d1.((; \) as before. We first show that the LHS is lower
bounded by the rRHS in (103). Let X = (X (())¢ be the number of (-cycles in ¢. For an integer
lo > 0, we write X ;= (X(¢))|i¢||<i, (note the difference from the notations used in the previous

subsections). Note that Proposition 4.1-(1) gives us that the limiting law of X, reweighted by

Zg\L) must be independent Pois(x(¢)(1+ .(¢)), since the moments of falling factorials are given

by (45). Namely, for a given collection of integers z; = (2(()))¢||<1,, We have

. E[ZE\L ]1{X<1 = I H .
lim Sr 0= = P( Pois( u() (1 +.(Q)) ) = z(C) ).
300 5z ||¢1||_£z0 ( < (1+0r )> >

Recall that the unweighted X, has the limiting law given by (36). Thus, we have

~(L),tr
E|Z X =
lim [ A ‘ Ay x<lo] _ H (1+5L(C))w(g)e—u(C)5(C)’ (104)
N300 (L), tr
EZ, I1¢11<lo

for any x; = (2(C)))|¢||<to- Thus, by Fatou’s Lemma, we have

E [E[ (L ),tr

. . ‘X<l0] :| 2
lim inf > exp Z 1(€)or(¢) (105)
n—oo ( )7
(BZ,")° ICI1<to
Since this holds for any [y, we obtain the lower bound of LHS of (103).
To work with the upper bound, recall the definition of the rescaled partition function Y;, = Yg\Ll)O
n (39). For any € > 0, Proposition 3.4 implies that there exists ly(g) > 0 such that for Iy > ly(e),

2

lim Yo < 106
dm EyE St (106)

On the other hand, we make the following observation which are the consequences of Corollaries
4.5, 5.1 and Proposition 4.1:

BY, = 1+ o)EZ e (= X w(@0u(0)).

o 1¢I1<lo (107)
EY} = (1+ o(1)E(Z) ’r)Qexp<— > @) (25L<<>+6L<<>2)).
1¢I1<lo

We briefly explain how to obtain (107). First, note that it suffices to estimate E[Y,1¢|x/..<logn}]
due to Corollary 5.1. Then, we expand the rescaling factor of Y;, by falling factorials using the
formula (88). Each correlation term E[Z&L)’tr(i)gﬂ{"Xumglogn}] can then be studied based on
Proposition 4.1 and Corollary 4.5. We can investigate the second moment of Y, analogously.

Combining (106) and (107) shows

E(Z(L)vtr)2

. A 2

nh_)II;O (DA 2 <(l1+4¢)exp § N(C)‘SL(C) )
(EzZ,"") 1¢l1<to

which holds for all [y > I(e) and € > 0. Therefore, letting [y — oo and € — 0 gives the conclusion.
]
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The next step is to deduce the analogue of Proposition 6.1 for the untruncated model. To do
so, we first review the following notions from [37]: for coloring configurations ¢',0% € QF, let
' € {0,1,£} (resp. 22 € {0,1,£}V) be the frozen configuration corresponding to o' (resp. o2)
via Lemma 2.7 and (14). Then, define the overlap p(c',a?) of ¢! and o2 by

1 n
12 1 2
plo*,0%) = — g L{x; # z;}.
(—7—) nZ - {Z Z}

Then, for X € [0,1] and s € [0,1og 2), denote the contribution to (Z§ ,)? from the near-independence
o' 0%) — 3| < k*27F/2 by

regime |p(
, . 1 K
Zmai= > whe) @ 1 {ulf ()l (e?) € [, e ), |p(e!,0?) - 5| < s )
ol,o2eNt 2 2
Similarly, we respectively denote Z3 ind> Z?\Erﬂ and ZiiLl)n 4 by the contribution to (ZY)?, (ZE\L)’W)2

and (Zg\LS) "2 from the near-independence regime |p(c?, 02) — 3 < k227k/2,

Proposition 6.2. Let ;u(¢) and §(C; \*) be the constants from Proposition 4.1. Then, for (sp)n>1

—-2/3

converging to s* with |s, — s*| < n~%°, we have

lim EZ)\ sn,lnd

n.—>oo (EZ ) = Xp <ZM C )\* )
(L),try 2

Proof. Note that for A < A}, Proposition 4.20 of [37] shows that the contribution to E(i x )" from

—k/2

the correlated regime |p(c!,0?) — %| > k22 is negligible compared to the near-independence

(L) tr . . .
regime. Also, since Z(A b is defined to be the contribution to ZE\L)’H from |[H — H} /|1 <
(L)

n~1/2log?n, Proposition 3.10 of [43] shows that the contribution to E(z)\ ’tr)2 from the near-
L
independence regime is (1 — 0(1))EZ§’§£§. Similarly, Proposition 3.4 of [43] shows EZE\ W

(1- o(l))EZg\L)’tr. Therefore, for A < A7, we have

B RED)?
nlbnsomz,};%w‘exlf’(z“ 5L“)> (108)

where the last inequality is from Proposition 6.1. By Theorem 3.21, Proposition 4.15 and Propo-
sition 4.18 in [37], we can send L — oo and A /7 A\* to have

(L)

EZ2, | "
lim M lim lim lim & = exp Z,u SN, (109)
n—00 (EZE\K) X/ A* L—00 n—00 (EZ( )

where in the last inequality, we used (108) and Proposition 4.1-(4). Finally, Lemma 4.17 and

B2 swind g4 (109)
b
(EZE\Y* ’Sn)

concludes the proof. O

Proposition 4.19 of [37] shows the LHS of the equation above equals lim,,



1RSB OF RANDOM REGULAR NAE-SAT 41

Corollary 6.3. Let X = (X(C))||C||<lo be collection of the number of (-cycles in & with size

[I<]| < lo. Denote so(C) = s* — g;\gi" — %. Recalling the definition of ZAS from (47), we have
o _ E[Var (A ‘Xgo)}
lim lim sup lim sup — 5 =0. (110)
C—0 |y  n—oo (EZA*,SO(C))

Proof. Proceeding in the same fashion as (105) in the proof of Proposition 6.1, Proposition 4.1-(3)
shows

~tr 2
E[E[ZA* o) | X <o) ]
linl)inf ~’:r( ) > "1 > exp < Z 1(€)o(¢; )\*)2>. (111)
n o
(BZx- s (c)) Nt
~ 2
To this end, we aim to find a matching upper bound for M. Note that Proposition 4.20 of
EZ ) so(0)
[37] shows that the contribution to E(Zii, SO(C))2 from the correlated regime [p(a!, 0?)—1| > k?27+/2
is bounded above by < EQ"A*SO(C)ENSO(C) + e~ Thus, we have

E(Z;r*’so(c))2 < Cke2n)\*30(0)e)\*c +EZ2*,SO(C) g < <1 + C/ —A\* C>EZ§\*,SO(C),ind7 (112)

where the Cj, and C, are constants which depend only on &, and the last inequality holds because
of Proposition 4.16 in [37]. Moreover, by Proposition 3.17 in [37], Eif*730(c) =(1- 0(1))EZ§\§7SO(C)
holds. Thus, combining (112) and Proposition 6.2, we have

~tr 2
E(Z
lim sup lim sup (~i\r 130 )2 < exp <Zu (¢ ) > (113)
C—oo0 n—00 (EZ)\* (C))
Therefore, (111), (113), and Lemma 4.6 conclude the proof. O
Proof of Theorem 3.1. Fix ¢ > 0. Having Corollary 6.3 in mind, for 6 > 0,C > 0 and [y € N, we
bound
Ztr Ztr E[ztr |X ] E[Ztr ‘X :|
P(:;#O(C) < 5) < ]P><‘ se©) B0 [ Xsul | 5) +IP’< 2o0) | Lol 25>.
EZ}\*,SO(C) EZ}\*,SO(C) EZ}\*,SO(C) EZ}\*,SO(C)

(114)
We first control the second term of the RHS of (114): Proposition 4.1-(3) shows (cf. (104))

~tr S
E[Z)- s,0) | Xcio] o= 1 (1 +8(C; )\*))X(C)e—u(oa(g)7
BEZy« s.(c) I1¢I1<to

where {X (¢)}¢ are independent Poisson random variables with mean {1({)}¢. Moreover, we have

a.s, X(©) _
Wy, —> W = H (1 +4(¢; )\*)) e MO and W >0 as.,
¢

where the infinite product in W is well defined a.s. due to Lemma 4.6 (see Theorem 9.13 of [29] for
a proof). Thus, for small enough § = §. which does not depend on C and large enough Iy > ly(e),

we have
~tr

E|Z,. X
limsup]P’( [ /\j:r(c ‘ <IO] < 2(55) <

n—o0 )\*780(0)

(115)

N ™
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We now turn to the first term of the RHS of (114). By Chebyshev’s inequality and Corollary 6.3,
for large enough C' > C. and ¢y > {y(c), we have

~tr ~tr St
Z,. . E[Z,. X E[Var (Zyo 5o (0 | X< )]
hmsup]P’<' jtlj o(C) o [ A :V:r(c) |—§10] 2 6{5) S (55)_2 limsup - ©) - =00 S g
n—eo EZ)\*,SO(C’) EZ}\*,SO(C) oo (EZA*,So(C))
(116)
Therefore, by (114), (115) and (116), for 6 = d. and C' > C., we have
~tr
AN
limsup]P’(jtr’io(c) < 5> <e. (117)
n—0o EZ)\*,SO(C)
Since Eiir*7so(c) = (1- 0(1))EZ§\27SO(C) holds by Proposition 3.17 of [37] and ZY. , = e\ SN
holds by definition, (117) concludes the proof. O
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF TECHNICAL LEMMAS

In this section, we provide the omitted proofs from Section 4 and 5, which deals with the effect of
short cycles in EZ,. We begin with establishing Lemma 4.6 and Proposition 4.1-(4) in Section A.1.
Then, we discuss details of Corollary 5.1 in Section A.2. In Section A.3, we establish Proposition
4.1-(3). The final subsection, Section A.4, is devoted to the proof of Lemma 5.9.

A.1. Proof of Proposition 4.1-(4). The goal of this subsection is to study 6(¢; \) and d1,(¢; \)
defined in (44). We first establish Lemma 4.6, and then show (4) of Proposition 4.1. Our approach
is based on a rather direct study on the matrix (Afl)C Once we obtain an explicit formula of the
matrix, we use the combinatorial properties of free trees and the estimates on the belief propagation
fixed point.

Proof of Lemma 4.6. Throughout the proof, we fix A € (0, A\*]. Moreover, we assume that ( =0 €
{0,1}%, and write A = A%O. It will be apparent that the same proof works for different choices
of (. We first introduce several notations that will be crucial in the proof as follows.

On the finite-dimensional vector space RZ, we define the inner product (-, - ), by

(Frofode= 3 Fulo) falo)H3 1 (0),

o€y,

and denote ||f||2 = (f, f)+. Note that both Ay, and Ay, are stochastic matrices, since from the fact
that ¢ ; is the BP fixed point, we have for every 71 € 2 and (L1,Lg) € {0,1}? that

> Hi(m,m) = Hy(m) =Y H"2(71,72). (118)
T2 T2

Thus, all-1 vector 1 is an eigenvector with eigenvalue 1 for both of the matrices Ay, and Ay. Also,
note that if f is orthogonal to 1 (denote f L, 1), then

<ALf7 ]]->* = <ALf7 ﬂ>* = <ALALf7 ]]->* =0,

where the equalities follow from (118). Moreover, it is straightforward to see that (ApAy) defines
a transition matrix of an ergodic Markov chain on €27. Thus, 1 is the largest eigenvalue with single
multiplicity. Define the matrix By, € RI2cIx€cl by

Br(o,7) = ALAL(o,7) — HY (1), Vo,7€Qy. (119)

That is, By, = A A, —1(H*)T, where we denoted H* by the vector H* = (H;\:L(T))Teﬂll with abuse
of notation. Since Ay A;1 =1 and (H*)TAL Ay = (H*)T holds, we have that By1 = (H*)TBy, = 0.
Thus, (ALAL)l = BlL + H(H*)T, SO

Tr [(ALAL)I} =1+ Tr [BIL] .

The remaining work is to understand the RHS of above.

Let Qo = {Bo,B1,R0,R1,8}, and Q¢ = Qp \ Qo. We first need to understand how the entries
of B are defined, especially B (o,7) with 0,7 € Qf. If 0,7 € ¢, then we have the following
observations:

e Ap(o,7) = 0, unless both o and 7 define the same free tree, and their root edges can be
embedded into the tree as distinct edges adjacent to the same variable.
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e When o, 7 satisfy the above condition, denote o = o, (e;t) and 7 = o, (€’; t), where t denotes
the free tree given by o, 7 and v, e describe the variable and the half-edge in t where o can
be embedded. Then, we can observe that

Ap(o,7) = —— He” ve ~w, e #e, oy(eit) = oy )}
e This holds the same for A, and hence we have for all o, 7 € Qs that
Ap(o,7) ——He”' ~a, € #e, o4 t) = oq(€s 1)},

if and only if there exists some t, a, e, e’ such that o = og,(e;t), 7 = g4(€’;t). Otherwise it is
0.

For a free tree t, suppose that v,a € t with v ~ a, and e ~ v, € ~ a satisfy e # (va) # €¢’. Then,

letting o = o,(e;t) and 7 = g,(€; t), we have

e”) e’ ~a" ~w, € # (va”), oar(€”it) = oa(€s O}
(d—1)(k—-1)

Here, note that there cannot be 7/ € Q, such that A(o,7/)A(7/,7) # 0. Further, since H%(Qs) <

(k€27F)2 for such o, 7 we have

[{(a”,e") : " ~a" ~w, " # (va”), g (e”it) = oa(e’; )}
(14 O(k€2-%))(d —1)(k —1) '

For 0,7 € Q¢ that do not satisfy the above condition, we have By, (o, 7) = —H3 (o) = O((k927F)2).

Having these observations in mind, the main analysis is to establish the follovvlng

ALAL(U 7') |{(

(120)

Br(o,7) = (121)

Claim A.1. There exists an absolute constant C > 0 such that the following hold true: For any
positive integer |, we have

-1
Z HBL 0iyOir1) < (k:CQ )l, Yoo, 07 € Qo; (122)

O14..,0] — 1€Qfl 1

Z HBL 0i,0i11) < (K927F)" (123)

01,...,00€EQ¢ 1=1

We first assume that the claim holds true and finish the proof of Lemma 4.6. In the formula

l

Tr [BH = Y [IBcoi,0i11)

01,..,07 1=1

1 l
= Z HBL(0i70i+l)+ Z HBL(Ui70i+1)

01,...,00EQs i=1 01,5070 4=1
3o 0] E'O'Z‘EQO

(with o741 = 01), we see that the first sum in the last line can be controlled by (123). To be specific,
we define for ¢ = (0;)!_; € Q} that
tlo] = {t(os) i € [}, (124)

where t(c) denotes the free tree associated with the color o. If ¢ = (0;)!_; C QL contributes to the
above sum, then [t[g]| > 1, since |t[g]| = 1 would imply that the free component given by ¢ forms
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a cycle. Therefore, we can bound

l l
Z HBL(Ui70i+1) < Z HBL(Ui70i+1) < (kCQ_k)l.

01,...,00€0¢ 1=1 o= (U@)l+1CQ L1=1
|t[o]|>1

For the second sum, there are some i with o; € ¢, and in this case we can use (122) to control the
summation. When there are multiple such colors, we estimate the sum within each interval between
oi, 0 € Qo by (122). Since the number of ways to choose a subset of the indices {i | o; € Qo } C [{]
is at most 2!, it can be absorbed into (k“27%)! and hence we obtain the conclusion of Lemma

4.6. O

Proof of Claim A.1. According to (120) and (121), it suffices to establish (122) for Ap = AL Ay,
This is because the contribution to Br(o,7) from o, 7 such that Ap(o,7) = 0 is bounded by
O((k“27%)2), which is of smaller order than k€27% as we can see from (121).

In order to obtain (122), let o = (0;)!Z1 € Q™!, and observe that we need |t[o]| = 1 to have

-2

H AL(UZ', O'Z'+1) > 0.
i=1

For a fixed o1 € (2, let t,v, e be such that o1 = o,(e;t). Moreover, define t,\. to be the connected
component of t\ {e} containing v, and let

ONi (v ty\e) := {u € V(ty\) : dist(u,v) = 21}
Then, the formula (120) tells us that

T [ONi(v; te) o()
2 stonowd = @Gy < @=na—nr H22)

Since Az (g, 01) < (K€27F)*® for any o € Qo and oy with t(o1) = t, we see that

> HAL (0i0i) <> Y. (K927F v“&g(k% ML (126)

01,...,01_1EQs 1=0 t o:t(o)=t

02,...,00- 1€ i=1

The inequality (123) can be proven in a similar way. Let ¢ = (0;)!_;, and note that |t[g] = 1| does
not give any contribution to (123), since it implies that the free component given by ¢ contains a
cycle. Suppose that |t[o]| = 2, and assume that |t[o1,...,0i,—1]] = |t{diy,.-.,01]] = 1. Using (125),
we obtain that

Z HBL 0, 0i1) < (K27 )v(f1>+v(tz>”(f12):l_(t2)7 (127)
o1 =)
i e ={t2}
where the term (kC2-F)v(t)+v(t2) comes from
Br(oy,01) < (k9275 M) Bp(o4,-1,04) < (k927F)"(),

Thus, summing (127) over all ig, t;, t2 as (126), we obtain (123). The case where [t[g]| > 2 can be
derived analogously and is left to the interested reader. O
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The final goal of this subsection is demonstrating Proposition 4.1-(4). This comes as a rather
straight-forward application of Claim A.1l, and hence we briefly sketch the proof without all the
details.

Proof of Proposition 4.1-(4). Define the matrix B analogously as (119). Let Ly > 0 and let B|r,
be the Qr, x 1, submatrix of B. Then, we can write

" [Bl] o [(B’LO)I} > ﬁB(0i70i+1)7
01,0,00€Q: =1

30,€Q\Qz,

where 0;11 = 1. Since t[g] cannot be a singleton for o = (al)ézl that contributes to the above sum
due to the same reason as in the proof of (123), there should be some iy such that o;, € '\ Qr,
and t(o;,—1) # t(oy,). For such iy, we get

B(Uio—h Uio) < (k02—k)—v(0i0)7

and hence the above sum can be controlled by

l
> IIBloioi) < (892751, (128)
01,...,00€0Q: 1=1
EloieQ\QLO

In order to compare T7[B!] to Tr[BL], we set L > Lo > 0, and obtain that
Tr |BE] = Tr [((Bo)ln)'] < (k€27 R0, (129)

Moreover, we can see that Tr [((Br)|r,)'] converges to Tr [(B|r,)'] as L — oo since Hj — H*.
Therefore, we obtain the conclusion of Proposition 4.1-(4) by combining (128) and (129). O

A.2. Proof of Corollary 5.1. In this section, we present the proof of Corollary 5.1. The proof is
based on ideas from Proposition 4.1 and Corollary 4.5. We show (1) of the corollary, and then the
derivation of (2) will be analogous.
Note that for any nonnegative integer x, we have (1 4+ 6)* = 3" -, %9“. Set 4(¢) = (1 +
50(¢))! — 1, we can write -
1 <a
Y=27 aé (X)as

a

~(L),t .
where we abbreviated Z’' = ZE\ ) " Let Ceye = Ceye(lp) be as Proposition 4.1, and set ¢ = %(c/\ccyc).

We will control E[Z" - (X),1{||X || > clogn}] for each a as follows.
Case 1. ||a||c < d logn.
Controlling the indicator crudely by 1{|[X[|oc = clogn} < 37, LH{X((') = clogn}, we
study
E[Z'- (X)a1{X({') = clogn}]
for each ¢’. Define a’ by

1o JalC) if ¢ # (s
a(o_{a(g’)—l—c’logn if (=¢.
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Since [|a[|oo < 2(ceye A €)logn, we can see that

—c'logn
E[Z' - (X),1{X((') > clogn}] < (5 logn) E[Z' - (X)y]

<n —Q(log log n)EZ/

where the last inequality follows from Proposition 4.1.
Case 2. ||a||c >  logn.

In this case, it will be enough to study E[Z’ - (X),], similarly as Proposition 4.1. However, the
proof of Proposition 4.1 apparently breaks down when [|a||; is large, and hence we work with a
more general but weaker approach to control Case 2.

To begin with, as (50) we write

=Y Y E[Z1{Y,1)}],
Yy Ty

where Y = {M(C)}ie[a o llel<to denotes the locations of a (-cycles and 15, describes a prescribed
coloring configuration on them (recall Definition 3.2). As before, we derive an estimate on the
summand for each fixed (¥,7y). Let A = Alry] be given as Definition 4.2. Consider a literal
assignment Lz on and an empirical count measure g = (g, (¢ L)Le {0,135 ,g) on ¢ that contributes to
EZ'. Here, we assume that Ly and (") are compatible in the sense that [{a € F: (Lg)s = L}| = |¢*]
for each L € {0,1}*. Based on the expression in the first line of (54), we have that

E[Z[g1{Ymy} L] _ 1 (94 (GPa (130)

E[Z'g]| Lg] (9)A, (n)‘m Le{0,1}k (|QL|)‘AL‘

Define the quantity H(g,A) to be

Moreover, let A = L AL, and define
n=n) =|A] - Al - Al

Our goal is to deduce a general upper bound on #H(g,A) that depends only on 7()), not on g or
lal|-

We can interpret A, as a partition of the set [|A.|]. That is, A.(o) for each o € €, corresponds
to a (disjoint) interval of length |Ac(0)] inside [|A.|]. Similarly, we can think of a partition of the set
[JA|+|A|] by disjoint intervals of length ]A( )| and |AL(o)|, for each o € Qp and L € {0, 1}*. Since
A corresponds to a marginal measure of A and A, we see that the latter partition of [|A|+|A|] can
be chosen as a subpartition of the former of [|A|]. This means that the expression in the numerator
of H(g, A) must be smaller than its denominator. Furthermore, note that |A| exceeds |A| 4 |A| by

1, and for any nonnegative integers {y(o)},cq, such that >  y(o) > n, it holds that

1] vie (LJAJ')QLI‘

o€y,
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Thus, H(g, A) can be crudely controlled as follows:

Mg A) < ({éJ!)ﬂQL.

On the other hand, for a fixed 1, we can bound the number of possible choices of ) analogously
as (61). Setting al = EHCH<10 ||¢]la¢ and implementing (61) on (130), we deduce that

]l{y Ty}] 5 1d g7 2at 2,0y (| ~lzl
> Z < (IS0 [k ((41o) )QmJ!) |

Ym()=

Therefore, we can sum this over all 7 and obtain that
E [Z']g)(X)a]
E [Z'[g]]

where C is a constant depending on k, L, and ly. Averaging over g and summing the above for
llalloo > %logn, we see that

;
<C%,

Z E [ZIE; [Z(f)a] _ n—Qk(log logn)‘

a:||al|co>c logn

The conclusion for (2) can be obtained analogously if we work with the pair model. 0

A.3. Proof of Proposition 4.1-(3). Here present the proof of Proposition 4.1-(3), by establishing
(45) for Zy. The proof for Z) 5, will be analogous from the former case. The main difference from
the truncated model is that the optimal empirical measure H* is no longer bounded below by a
constant. This aspect requires an extra care in the derivation of (54), which indeed is no longer
true in general for the untruncated model. To overcome such difficulty, let ¢* = ¢}, € & (Q) be the
BP fixed point, and we split the space ) into two types:

QY =0 (n)={reQ: ¢ (r)>n 1}, Y =0H)={recQ:i(r)<n "} (131
Now, recall the expression (50) for Zt;:

E [Zt\r(i)g} = Z ZE {Zﬁ\r]l{y,zy}} ) (132)
Yy 7y

where Y = {yi(C)}iE[ad,IICIISlo denotes the locations of a (-cycles and 7y, describes a prescribed
coloring configuration on them.

As before, we work with an empirical profile count g = (g, (¢%)r,g) that satisfies ||g — gX|1 <
vnlog?n. We additionally assume that

> lale)] < P, (133)
ag Qe

and analogous conditions for g& and g. The empirical counts g that does not satisfy the equation
above are excluded due to the same reason as (65). We additionally write H = (H, (H%)., H) for
their normalized versions, that is,

H

9
nd’
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Recall the definition of the empirical profile A = (A, (AL),, A ) on Y (Definition 4.2). Then, as in
(130), we fix a literal assignment L that is compatible with (g&); and write

EZS[ Yy} [Lg] _ 1 (EATI(HY A _ H(H,A)
EZSILe  d)Ad (Da o (nd)Ad

(134)

Moreover, we define
n=n) = A — Al - A

as before, noting that it is well-defined without knowing 7. In what follows, we perform case
analysis depending on 7()). It turns out that the case n = 0 gives the main contribution, but
the analysis for both cases become more complicated than in the proof of Proposition 4.1-(1) or in
Section A.2 due to the existence of Q2P

The key analysis lies in the computation of ZTy H(H, Alry]). In what follows, we carry on this
analysis in two different cases, when 1 = 0 and when it is not.

A.3.1. Case 1. n =0. Since Y consists of pairwise disjoint cycles, we can consider H as a product
of the corresponding function defined on each cycle and work out separately when summing over
Ty. Therefore, we will assume that ) = {)(¢)} for some |[(|| < lo, and later take products over
different cycles.

We may separate the sum ZW H(H, Alry]) into two cases, when 7,, C QYP and when it is not.

Case 1-1. 7y, C QP

If ||lg — g*|| < /nlog?n, then for all o € QP we have

) _
(o) 1' < n~Y*1og?n. (135)

Moreover, recall the matrices (AA)¢ defined in (43). Similarly, we introduce

[1¢<l1=1

(5 = T (don55),

where Ay, and Atyligb denote the QYP x QWP submatrices of A and ALL2. Then, for H of our

interest, we can express
log?n
S H(H,A) = (1 1O (W)) [(AA)WP}

Following the same analysis done in the proof of Proposition 4.1-(4) in Section A, we obtain that

r[(AA)] =T [(Ad)g,] Span™/4,
which gives us that

> HH,A)=1+6(¢) +O0(n™ 4.

IyCQt‘/P

Case 1-2. 7, ¢ QWP
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This case can be treated by a similar way as the proof of Proposition 4.1-(4) in Section A. Let
I = [|¢||, and without loss of generality we assume that ¢ = 0. Denoting A = A%, we can write

Z H(H, A) Z H 0227U2z+1 ];AI(U_21'+170'2@'+2)7 (136)

Ty EQOP o gy i=0 H(o2i-1)
with o9 = 9.
Observe that in a tuple (o1, . .., 09;) that contributes to the above sum, there should exists j € [21]
such that o; € {Bg,81,s} and oj41 € Q*¥P. Otherwise, it would imply that the tuple (o1,...,09)

forms a free component that has a cycle (of lengh 2[), which contradicts the assumption that the
set © only contains the colors which induce a free tree. Without loss of generality, suppose that
j = 2l — 1 satisfies the above criterion (the case of j being even can also be covered by the same
argument). Then,

ﬁ(ffzz—h@l) < 7H(0’21) < n~1/5.
H(og-1) H(og-1)
(Note that this holds not only for H*, but for any H satisfying (133)) Thus, plugging this into
(136) and summing over the rest of the colors gives that

> H(H,A) Skaan VP
IngtyP

Combining Cases 1-1 and 1-2, we obtain that for ) with n(Yy) =0,

Z E[Zg\r[g]ﬂ{y,ly} |ILg] 1+ O(n_1/4 log? n)

E[Ztﬂg] |Lg] N (nd)\Ad (1+0(¢) + O(n—l/s))‘

Ty

Therefore, in the general case when ) consists of a disjoint (-cycles, averaging over g, Ly and
then summing over Y gives

> B[Z{10. 1) <1 +O<1‘;gj4”>>(ﬁ<1+é>)“. (137)

Vn(¥)=0 Ty EZ,

A.3.2. Case 2. n > 0. In this case, Y decomposes into ||a|[; — 7 connected components, and each
component can be considered separately. If a component in ) is a single cycle, it can be treated
analogously as the previous case. Therefore, we assume that V = {J(¢1),...,Y(¢;)} such that
the cycles V(¢1),...,Y(¢;) form a single connected component in ¢. Moreover, without loss of
generality, we consider the case that all (;, 1 < i < j are identically 0

We define the orientation on Y as follows:

O1. For each half edge e = (va) € E.()), make it a directed edge by assigning a direction, either
v—aora—u.

02. An assignment of directions on E.()) is called an orientation if every variable and clause
has at least one incoming edge adjacent to it.

Note that we can always construct an orientation as follows: Take a spanning tree of ) and pick
a variable (or clause) that has an edge not included in the tree. Starting from the selected vertex
(root), we can assign directions on the tree so that all vertices but root has an incoming edge.
Then, set the direction of the edge at root which is not in the tree to complete the orientation.
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We fix an orientation of Y, and for each variable v € V()) (resp. clause a € F(Y)), fix e(v)
(resp. e(a)) to be an incoming edge. Note that e(v), v € V(Y) and e(a), a € F()) are all distinct

by definition.
Denoting E. = E.(Y), V' = V(Y) and F' = F(Y), let

Es=E.\{e€ E.:e=¢e(v) or e =e(a) for some v € V', a € F'}.
Here, note that n()) = |E,|. Additionally, for each v € V' and a € F’, we define
de(v)={e€ E.\E;:e~v}, 6a)={e€ E.\E;:e~a}.

(Note that d.(v) is a singleton unless v is an overlapping variable. Same goes for d.(a).) For a fixed
op, we express the sum of H(H,A) = H(H,1y) as follows.

1
Z H(H,Iy) = H H(géc(v) |Ue(v)) H I:I(Qéc(a) | Ue(a)) { H ﬁ(ae)} ) (138)

Ty'TE.=9E,. veV’ acF’ ecF,

where the conditional measures in the formula are defined as

H(06 ‘Ue ’U ) = H(O-e(v) ZH T6U ]l{(Téc(q;)vTe('u ) (géc(v)7oe(u))}'

We study the sum of (138) over g, , in two cases: when o C QYP and when it is not.
Case 2-1. g C QuP.
In this case, since |E,| = n, we have
Y. HH,zy) <o T Hgs,w)loew) 1] H(@s,00) | Teta))- (139)
TyiTE,=0p, vev! acF’

Since each conditional measure H( - Te(v)) H(- |0e(a)) has total mass equal to 1 on Q, we sum
the above over all o, C QP and deduce that

> > H(H,zy) e (140)
9E, cOwP Ty TE.~9%E.
Case 2-2. g ¢ QP

As done in Case 1-2, there should exist two adjacent edges ¢, e” € E. such that oo € {Bg,B1,8}
and oo € Q®YP. Assume that both €', e” are adjacent to a variable v and ¢/ = e(v) In such a
setting, we have

Y Higsploe) <n”Vt (141)
T () LOP

Having this property in mind, fix o5 ¢ QWP and let E2YP be
B3P = 2% (g ) = {e € B, : 0. € QPYPY,
and define / = 1/(cp ) = |ES®P|. Then, similarly as (139), we can write
Z H(H7 Iy) < nn/4n377 /4 H H(Q&c(y) |Je(v)) H f{(géc(a) |Je(a))7 (142)
Ty TE.~%E. veV’ acF’

where we crudely bounded H(o,) > n~' for o, € Q*%P. We claim that there should be at least
7’ 4+ 1 variables or clauses such that (141) happen.
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For each e € E2¥P consider the following “backtracking” algorithm:

(1) Let eg = e, and let z(ep) be the variable or clause that has ey as an outgoing edge.
(2) Let e = e(x(ep)) € E. \ Es be the unique incoming edge into x(ep) as defined above. If
0e, € {Bo,B1,s}, then we terminate the algorithm and output e,(e) = e;.
(3) If not, define e;41 = e(x(e;)) as (1), (2), and continue until termination as mentioned in
(2).
For each e € E2¥P, this algorithm must terminate, otherwise it will imply that g, contains a cycle
in a free component. Also, we introduce a similar algorithm which outputs e, (e) € E. for each
e € B2YP.
(a) Let y(eg) be the variable or clause that has ey = e as an incoming edge.
(b) Let e; = e(y(ep)) € E. \ Es be the unique incoming edge into y(ep) as defined above. If
0, € {Bo,B1,s}, then we terminate the algorithm and output e,.(e) = ej.
(c) If not, define e;41 = e(z(e;)) (i > 1), where x(e;) is defined as (1) in the previous algorithm.
Continue until termination as mentioned in (b).
This algorithm should also terminate in a finite time as we saw above. Moreover, e,(e) and e, (e)
should be different for each e € Ef;‘typ, since if they were the same it would mean that the free

component containing e has a cycle.
Consider the graph & = (0, €) defined as follows:

o U={e.e),enle): ec B2V}

e ¢1,ey € U are adjacent if there exists e € E3¥P such that e; = e,(e) and ez = ey (e).
Observe that & should not contain any cycles, since a cycle inside & will imply the existence of a
free component containing a cycle. Since |€| = 1/, this implies that || > 1’ + 1. Since the set U
locates the edges e € E,. where (141) happens, we have at least i’ + 1 distinct edges (or vertices)
that satisfy (141).

Having this in mind, we sum (142) over all g5, ¢ Q%P and deduce that

> > H(H,zy) S0P (143)

9g, ;(_QWP Ty TE.=9E,

Back to the proof of Case 2.

Now we go back to the general setting, where ) contains multiple connected components with
n(Y) > 0. When we sum E[Z{1{Y, 7y,}] over all 7, each (-cycle in Y that is disjoint with all others
will provide a contribution of (1 4+ §(¢) + O(n~'/%) as discussed in Case 1. On the other hand, the
contributions from components that are not a single cycle will be bounded by n3"/4 due to (140),
(143). Summarizing the discussion, we have

E[ZY [g]1{Y, 7y} | LE] 1 a3/
Z )\E[Zg\r[g] L] S (nd)mc\ (1+9) n3n/4

Ty
Summing over all ) satisfying 1())) = n can then be done using (62). This gives that

tr T /aT
Z Z E[Z} Z]ir{y Ty}l |Lg <22aT( (144,))" <gl/4>7

Yin(¥)= 1 Lg]

where C” is a constant depending only on k,d and af = 2licli<to [1¢]la¢. We can choose ceye = ceye(lo)

so that 220" < nl/8 for any ||a||cc < ceyelogn. Then, we obtain the following conclusion by summing
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the above over all > 1 and averaging over Ly and g satisfying ||g — ¢%||1 < v/nlog®n and (133):

Z Z Z>\ ﬂij); Ty}] n—1/8 (u(1 + )" (144)

V()21 Ty EZ,
Finally, we conclude the proof of Proposition 4.1-(5) by combining (137) and (144). O

A.4. Proof of Lemma 5.9. In this section, we present the proof of Lemma 5.9. Our approach
relies on applying similar ideas as Lemma 6.7 of [25] and Proposition 4.1 to

Er [,2%(r5:T3) 1{Y, 13} (145)

Proof of Lemma 5.9. For a given 7,,, let ¢ and (&), be integer-valued measures on (Q%)? and
(Q%)k , respectively, such that

MY & Meé=hm, (146)

In particular, we can first define ¢ and ) é, following the construction of (¢, €) given in (60), [25]
and Lemma 4.4, [43]: there exist (€7, éT)TGQQL such that

€ = Z ht# (1) €™, and Z ek = Z hTu () €
TeQ? TeQ?
satisfy the desired condition (146). After that, we distribute the mass é = > ¢&, which can be
done in the following way:
e For each 7 € (QQL)’“ , pick one L € {0,1}* such that 7 @ L defines a valid coloring around a
clause. Then, set é&(1) = é(1).
For such ¢ and €, let
v=|¢{=(1), andpu=|él= (1),

where both depend only on |%|, not on 7.

Similarly as in the proof of Proposition 4.1, we study (145) by computing the contribution from
each empirical profile. If g — e = (§ — ¢, (9% — é)L) is an empirical profile contributing to (92),
then g contributes to the full random (d, k)-regular graph with 7 = n — |V(T')| 4+ v variables and

m = m — |F(T)| + p clauses. Let Z(g|Lz) be the contribution of g to E[Z*|Lj] on such random
graph with literal assignment Lz, given by

=) = () () (M) o,
where w(g) is given by (52).

Let Z.(g,€, A, U |LE) be the contribution of the profile g — € to (145), conditioned on the literal
assignments being L. We can write down its explicit formula as follows.

91— 1€l = 1A g4 = 14 = A5\ (M(g—¢) - A— Ay)!
()

g—é—1Ny gL — &L — Aj (nad)!

=d0.c.AUILs) =

L
y (M(§—€) = A =g ) A, _a_A,
(M(g =€) —A—=Av)ya, A-A,

where the meaning of each term in the RHS can be described as follows.

(147)
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(1) The first term counts the number of ways to locate the variables and clauses except the
ones given by Y and T,,.

(2) The second denotes the probability of getting a valid matching between variable- and clause-
adjacent half-edges. Note that A+Ay is subtracted since the edges on ) should be matched
through specific choices prescribed by V.

(3) In (2), we should exclude the cases that the half-edges in U,ey(y)dv \ Ec(Y) are matched
with the boundary half-edges of T". The probability of not having such an occasion is given
by the third term. For future use, we define

_ _ —agZas) . . o
bi(g,e,0,0) = AU =) 727 rsy-a-By
(M(g =€) = A= Av)ya,—a-ay

(4) The last term denotes the product of variable, clause and edge factors in G.

Then, we compare Z.(g,¢, A,U|Lg) and Z(g|Lj), for g that satisfies ||g — g.|| < Vvnlog?n, where
we wrote g, = g} . Note that in such setting, L and Ly, should differ by || for each L € {0,1}%.

Moreover, set § = | Gt and Ay = > A% We can write

. . _ A _Mé+A+A
(9. AULE) _  (ildea Dera, Tharay 877
= - F . P R i, ALNeL AL s
ke s s E LGS aa
" L, AL .
G T (g0) 2 PM¢
X R Xbl(QvQA)U)X--iAAL)
gy6+A+AU Pé HL(QL)G,
where we define ®L(7) = ®lt(r ¢ L). We also set
. N _Mé+A+A
(g)é'i'Aa HL(QL)gL+A£ giw tatsu
bg(g,G,A,U)E N A; L AL 8‘ ] )
gs 7 HL(QI)E_ 9 (Mg)Mé+A+AU
and rearrange (148) to obtain that
Ee(g: 6 A ULg) _ 2" alTHRelml Rl (gid),
T R EC () BN (17 D A S o
<A A~ AL
. HE T (H)%
X by X by x H Qx.r(Te) X Ay
ecu *
We define
zléld
€0 = Tia7
2lélzlel

which is the constant ¢y in the statement of the lemma. Moreover, since n — |g| and m — |g| are
both bounded by O((dk)"), we can write

Rl 8ol (gl d) g <1+O<|lglﬁ.>> (nd)~U1-181,
(’9’)\é|+\Aa\(‘@DHHAM(nd)|ﬁ|d+\U|+\A| n

and this quantity is independent of 74,/.
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What remains is to analyze the error terms by and by. The estimate for by can be obtained by
the following direct expansion:

(MAp—A-Ay)(r)

hZo' — i+ 1
b 767A7U = 1_ g — —
1(g ) TEQIQL 1;[1 ( (M(g—¢)—A—Ap)(r) —i+ 1) (150)
B s, M(G—¢)—A-A (M(g—¢)—A—Ap) log*n
_1_<h—1, - U>+<1, 2 U2>+O<—n3/2>.

On the other hand, by can be studied based on the same approach as Lemma 6.7 of [25]. Define

Alg] = (Alg], Alg], Alg]) and Blg] = (Blg], Blg], Blg]) to be

2
Alg) = 2= and Blg] = <u> -1
9% Gx Jx

We can write bs using the above, namely,

L ¢+ A . € 31005 1,
QZ%&=1+<6+A3,A[QJ>+<%,BM>+O((” LIS sy

9

and similarly for the terms including § and Mg (See the proof of Lemma 6.7 (page 480) of [25] for
its precise derivation). Moreover, since the leading exponent of Z(g) is negative-definite at g, the
averages A*V8, B*& defined by

A?VE = Z E(g)A[g] ., and B8 = Z E(g)B[g]
llg—g+||<v/mlog®n =(9) llg—g+||<v/nlog® n
satisfy the bounds ||A%8||o, = O(n~/2), ||B*8||o = O(n~1). Meanwhile, we can write
(€, A™v8) = (T’ &), where &)(1) = (€7, A™8);
Hr)°B™E(x) = (W™, ;)% where &(7) = & (2)(B™5(x))"/?,

(152)

and similarly the terms involving ¢ and Meé. )

One more thing to note when averaging (149) is that only 2-1A1 fraction of L £ gives a non-zero
value (as written in (149)), since the literals prescribed by ) should be fixed. Having this in mind,
averaging (149) based on the observations (150), (151) and (152) gives us the conclusion. O
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