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Abstract

A family of multispecies Ising models on generalized regular random
graphs is investigated in the thermodynamic limit. The architecture is
specified by class-dependent couplings and magnetic fields. We prove
that the magnetizations, neighbours correlations and free energy converge
to suitable functions evaluated at the solution of a belief propagation
fixed point equation. In absence of magnetic fields, a phase transition
is identified and the corresponding critical parameters are determined by
the spectral radius of a low-dimensional matrix.

1 Introduction

Statistical Mechanics on diluted networks provides remarkable examples of com-
plex systems with fruitful applications . The archetype is the ferromag-
netic Ising model on the Erdos-Rényi random graph, or more general locally
tree-like graphs @ Eﬂ Further examples cover the Potts and hard-core
models , the antiferromagnetic Ising model and the monomer-dimer
model on random graphs. In certain circumstances, the Theoretical
Physics ideas of cavity fields and belief progapagation |1] provide exact solutions
and may be turned into rigorous proofs based on local weak convergence
and correlation inequalities.

The class of diluted Ising models we consider is characterized by an addi-
tional block (species) structure. More precisely, we assume that the N particles
of the system are partitioned in n different species and we denote by N, the
number of particles of class a. Unlike in the standard mean-field case where
the dilution is invariant with respect to the symmetric group acting on the N
particles, here such invariance is relaxed to the product of the symmetric groups
acting on different blocks of particles. The large N limit is taken keeping fixed
the ratios a, = N,/N. These models are often called multispecies models and



have been recently studied with both deterministic |17, (18} {19} |20] |21] and dis-
ordered interactions [22, 23, 24, 25| 26| [27 [28] [29] [30]. The introduction of the
multispecies structure has, roughly speaking, the effect of a dimensional growth
of the degrees of freedom of the problem. For instance, in the multispecies
version of the Curie Weiss model the solution is given by an n-dimensional vari-
ational principle and its stationary points represent the equilibrium values of
the magnetization for each species [17]. We find that in diluted models, instead,
the number of relevant parameters is smaller or equal to n?. Compared with
the mean-field case, this feature can be related to the presence of non trivial
correlations in diluted models.

In this work we study the Ising model on a class of diluted random graphs
that we call k-regular random graphs, where k = (kqp)a,p<n is & given, suitably
chosen matrix. The value k,; represents the number of neighbours of class b
that a vertex of class a has. The quenched randomness is the uniform measure
on all the possible graph realizations of type k with given vertices. This class of
random graphs is the multispecies generalization of standard k-regular random
graphs, k € N, which correspond to the case n = 1. In the considered models,
ferromagnetic couplings B, > 0 and external fields h, are class-dependent.

We prove several results in the thermodynamic limit N — oco. First, for
positive external fields, local magnetisations, neighbours’ correlations and free
energy are expressed as functions of the unique solution with positive entries
of a multidimensional fixed point equation of dimension at most n?. These
results extend to non-negative external fields, at least one positive, under a
general condition on the connectivity of the classes. Moreover, we prove that for
arbitrary external fields and high temperature the local magnetisations converge
to the unique solution of the fixed point equation. Finally, for zero external
fields we show that the model undergoes a phase transition by computing its
spontaneous magnetisation. The critical values of the parameters are identified:
they are related to the spectral radius of a suitable matrix M (dimension at
most n? x n?), which comes from the linearisation of the recursion and encodes
the connectivity of classes.

Our proofs rely on the general ideas of cavity fields, belief propagation al-
gorithms and local convergence, since the considered k-regular random graphs
are locally tree-like. Thus, we first focus on the existence and uniqueness of the
solution of the fixed point equation obtained by the belief propagation recursion
on the deterministic trees associated to our class of random graphs. Existence
and uniqueness (in a suitable region) are proven by monotonicity and concavity
arguments applied to the recursion. For non-negative fields, monotonicity and
concavity follow from GKS and GHS correlation inequalities [31}, 32, 33, 34].
However, aiming at going beyond positive fields, we provide a direct proof look-
ing directly at the recursion: a suitable condition on the initialisation implies
monotonicity and concavity without appealing to general correlation inequali-
ties. This method allows us to identify three fixed points for zero external fields
and low temperature and prove uniqueness of the fixed point for arbitrary fields
and high temperature. Eventually, in order to establish a connection between
local observables on random graphs (local magnetisations and correlations) and



the corresponding observables on trees, GKS and FKG correlation inequalities
are used [35]. The free energy is also computed, since its derivatives can be
expressed in terms of local quantities on the graph.

As mentioned above, our approach allows to study the recursion beyond
the case of non-negative fields. However, the lack of correlation inequalities
does not always allow to move from trees to random graphs. In future works
we aim at invesigating regimes with external fields of opposite signs and low
temperature, due to the relevance of such models (e.g., Random Field Ising
Models (RFIM) [36, [37]) and their applications in Physics [38], Chemistry [39]
and Social Sciences [40, 41].

The paper is organised as follows. Section 2 presents the model and the main
results. Sections 3 deals with the analysis of the recursion on trees. Section 4
covers the proofs of the main theorems by transposing the results of Section 3
from trees to the class of random graphs. A short Appendix collects auxilary
results (part A) and recalls GKS, FKG, and GHS correlation inequalities (part
B).

2 Definitions and Main Results

Figure 1: An example of a k-regular graph with 3 classes of respectively red,

green and blue nodes; k = (g ; g), a = (0.25,0.5,0.25), N = 20.

Let us fix n € N, an irreducible integer matrix k = (kqp € N)qp<p, and a
positive vector & = (g, € Q1),<,, satisfying the following constraints:

) Yo =1,



i) agka = apkpe for 1<a<b<n.

We consider the sequence of integer numbers N € N such that fora=1,...,n
ili) N, := a,N is integer,
iv) Ngkaq is even.

Let Vv be a set of cardinality N. Let Vls,l), ...,Vjs,n) be a partition of Vy in
n non-empty classes of cardinalities Ny, ..., N, respectively. It is convenient to
assume Vjs,a) C Vjs,cf) for N < N’ and set C :=Jy Vjs,a) fora=1,...,n.

Definition 2.1. A graph on the vertex set Vi is called k-regular if for every
couple a,b =1, ..., n, every vertex of each class C, has exactly k. neighbours of
class Cy. In this case k, := ZZ=1 kqp denotes the degree of each vertex of class
Co,a=1,...,n.

Definition 2.2. A random k-regular graph Gy = (Vy, En) is uniformly drawn
among the set of all k-regular graphs with the same vertex set and the same
partition in classes. The corresponding probability measure will be denoted by
P.

Remark 2.3. A random k-regular graph on the vertex set Vi can be constructed
by the following procedure. For every couple a,b =1,...,n, for every vertex in
C, one draws exactly N, kqp half-edges, for every vertex in (' one draws exactly
Ny kpe half-edges. The former half-edges are successively closed choosing uni-
formly at random one of the remaining latter half-edges. Notice that conditions
ii), iv) ensure that the process is feasible and there are no remaining half-edges.

It is convenient to introduce another graph representing the connections
among classes: let us denote by G the graph with vertex set {1,...,n} and
weighted adjacency matrix k. Edges of G are direct, weighted and self-edges
may be present. The set of edges of G is

E={(a,b) € {l,....n}*: kay #0} = {(a,0) € {1,...,n}*: kua #0} (1)

thanks to property ii) above. We denote by &, := {b: (a,b) € £} the set of
neighbours of a = 1,...,n. Throughout the paper we will always assume that
the matrix k is irreducible, so that the graph G is strongly connected.

Definition 2.4. Let 8 = (Bay € RT) (4 p)ee,a<p and b = (hq € R)q<n, called
respectively coupling coefficients and external fields. An Ising model on the
random k-regular graph Gy = (V, En) is described by the following (random)
Hamiltonian

Hoy(o) === > Ba Y. 0io0; = Y ha Y 0 (2)
(a,b)e&: ijEEN: a<n 1EVN:
a<b i€Ca,jEC, i€Cy
or viceversa
for o = (0;)icvy € {—1,1}VV. Without loss of generality, we will write 34, =
Bpa for every (a,b) € E.



The Boltzmann-Gibbs expectation induced by the Hamiltonian will be
denoted by (-)gy.8,n oOr simply (-)g,. Notice that this is a random measure,
due to the randomness of the graph Gy .

The main result of the present paper is the characterization of the large
N limit of the main physical quantities at equilibrium: the magnetisation, the
internal energy and the free energy per particle. The large IV limit is taken along
a sequence satisfying conditions iii) and iv). As the observables are random
quantities, we will prove convergence in L"(P)-norm w.r.t. the randomness of
the graph Gy.

Theorem 2.5 (Positive external fields). Consider the Ising model on a
random k-reqular graph Gy . Assume one of the following conditions:

i) hiy...,hy >0;
i) hi,...,hy, >0 at least one of them striclty positive, and ky, ... ky, > 2.

Then for every vertex i € Cy, a = 1,...,n the (random) spin magnetization
converges in L™(P)-norm for any r € [1,00) to

(o) e LB tanh he + Z kac Fg,. (Zga)) ) 3)
N N—roo ( ce&, )

and for every edge ij € En, i € Cy, j € Cy with (a,a’) € &, the (random) two
points correlation converges to

(0:0})cn LB anh (Baa/ + tanh™! (tanh(f&“'))tanh(él(;))n . (4)
N—00
where
Fj(x) := tanh™ ! (tanh(B) tanh(z)) , (5)

z = (Z((Lb))(a’b)eg is the unique fixed point with non-negative (actually positive)
components of the following multi-dimensional recursion

Z0(s) = ha+ Y (kae = Oue) Fp,. (2X(s = 1)), (a,b)€E, s>1 (6)
ce€,

and Op. denotes the Kronecker delta. Moreover, Z is reached as s — oo starting
from any non-negative initialization (z((Lb) (0) > 0)(a,p)ce of the recursion.
Remark 2.6. For every vertex i € V belonging to the same class C, the spin
magnetisation (o;)q, shares the same distribution under the measure P. And
for every edge ij € En with endpoints belonging to the same two classes C,, Cy
the spin-spin correlation (o;0;)q, shares the same distribution. Therefore the
macroscopic observables corresponding to , also converge:

1 "
N Z (0i)an L—m> g tanh (ha + Z koo Fﬁac(zga))> (7)
i€eVy N G‘Sn ceEE,



f%’ > ooy Y Chlkaa/tanh»(ﬂaa/#*tanh74'(tanh(zgf))tanh(éig)))>

N—oo 20aa’

ijeEEN (a,a’)€E
(8)
where the factor D‘;éf:jl' multiplied by IV corresponds to the number of edges
connecting a vertex of class C, with a vertex of class C,.

Theorem 2.7. Under the same hypothesis and notation of Theorem [2.5, con-
sider the (random) partition function

Zay = Z e Hey(o) 9)
oc{-1,1}V~
Then:
- L7 (®)
Py = N 10g ZGN m p(ﬁ,h) 5 (10)

1 log(1 — 62 , N (a
p(B,h) = — 3 Zaa Z kaa/<0g<20‘m) + log (1+9aa/ mfla)mg,))) +

a<n a’€€,

Y awtog (e T[ (4 tuorml@) + e TT (1= O m2))

a<n a’' €&, a’e&,

(11)
where we set Oqq/ := tanh(Byq) and mE;") = tanh(é,(la,)).

Given the matrices k, 3, let us introduce the weighted non-backtracking ma-
trix M, indexed by £ x &£, with entries

tanh(Bac) (kae — 1) fa=db=c
Map).(ca) = § tanh(Bac) kac ifa=db+#c (12)
0 ifa+d

for every (a,b) € &, (¢,d) € £. The name is justified by the similarity with the
non-backtracking matriz (see |42, |43]). In the following, we indicate by p(M)
the spectral radius of M.

Theorem 2.8 (High temperature, arbitrary external fields). Consider the Ising
model on a random k-reqular graph Gn. If p(M) < 1, then the spin mag-
netisations verify , now denoting by Z = (Z((lb))(a)b)eg the unique fixed point
in RE of the recursion @ reached as s — oo from any initialization.

For the next Theorem, we need to exclude the particular case in which the
graph of classes G is made of only two cycles, oppositely directed, and in at least
one of them a walk can never backtrack (i.e. G is "simply cyclic”, see Definition

in the Appendix).

Theorem 2.9 (Phase transition at zero external fields). Consider the Ising
model on a random k-reqular graph Gy. Assume kyi,...,k, > 2 and G not

)



simply cyclic. For simplicity assume homogeneous external field h :=h; = ... =
hy. The spontaneous magnetization of a spin o;, i € C,, can be defined as

So(B) = lim lim (0:)cy pun (13)

h—0t N—oo

where the limit with respect to N is in L™(P)—norm. We have:

0 Jif p(M) < 1

14
tanh (Ecesa kac Fa,, (zﬁ“”)) >0 ,ifp(M)>1 (14)

Sa(B) = {

where Z1 = (Et(le)(a,b)eg is the unique fized point with all positive components

of the recursion @ with hy = ... = h, =0.
Being a non-analytic function, S,(3) denotes the presence of a phase tran-
sition in the model when h =0 and p(M) =1.

Remark 2.10. In the case of homogeneous 3 := S, for all (a,b) € &, the critical
inverse temperature S = 3. such that p(M) = 1 rewrites more explicitly as

1

B. = tanh™* (p(JVI)> (15)

where the entries of M are
koe —1 ifa=d,b=c

M(a,b),(c,d) = k’ac ifa = d, b 7& c . (16)
0 ifa#d

for (a,b), (¢,d) € €. The following bounds hold true:

1 1
tanh™? < B. < tanh™! . (17
an (maxal’,..m ko — 1) < fe < tan (minal’wn ko — 1) (17)

In particular for k-regular random graphs, i.e., for n = 1, we find 3, = tanh™* (ﬁ)
in agreement with [6, 4]. In , the lower bound is obtained by taking the
oo-norm of M, while for the upper bound one follows the proof of Corollary

[3:24] applying a small homogeneous boundary field.

3 General results on trees

3.1 Recursion

Let us consider a finite tree T = (V(T'), E(T)) and a general Ising model on T’
with Hamiltonian

Hrp(o) = — Z Bij oioj — Z hio; . (18)

ijeE(T) i€V (T)



Denote by pr(-), ()7 the associated Gibbs measure and expectation. In this
subsection we recall a well-known recursion on trees, then we apply it to the
k-regular case.

Fix a root v among the vertices of the tree T'. Given a vertex w, we denote by
T, the subtree rooted at w generated by w itself together with the connected
vertices that lay further than w from v. The vertices ui,...,ux, that are
neighbours of w in the subtree T, are called the children of w. K, is called the
forward degree of w and corresponds to deg,(w) — 1, unless w = v.

Lemma 3.1. Let w be any vertex of the rooted tree T, let my, = (ow)T,
denote its magnetization in the Ising model restricted to the tree Ty,. Set
Zo 1= tanhfl(mw). The following recurrence relation holds true:

Ko

i=1
where uy,...,uk, are the children of w and Fg is defined by .
Remark 3.2. Taking w = v, then T;, = T and the recursion leads to the root
magnetization for the Ising model on the original tree T', m, = (o).

Remark 3.3. If the vertex u belongs to the boundary of the rooted tree T, then
T, = {u} and thus z, = h,.

Lemma 3.4. Let ww' be any edge of the tree T. Denote by Tisjw/), TS/U) the
two disjoint subtrees rooted respectively in w,w’ obtained from T by deleting the
edge ww'. We have:

(040w )T = tanh (ﬁww/ + tanh ™! (m{*") mEUu,’))) (20)
where mng/) = <0w>T<w/) is the magnetization of the vertex w in the Ising model

restricted to the tree Tu(,w/).

For completeness, the proofs of Lemma 3.1 and Lemma [3.4] can be found in
Appendix [A]

Now we introduce k-regular trees and specify the recursion on this class
of trees.

Definition 3.5. Let a =1,...,n, let t € N. A k-regular tree of depth ¢ rooted
at a vertex of class C, is denoted by T, (k, t) (or T, (t) for simplicity) and defined
as follows. The root originates kg children of class Cj, for every b= 1,....,n (15
generation). Recursively, for every b,c = 1,...,n each vertex of class C} in the
g generation whose parent belongs to class C. originates kj. — 1 children of
class C,. and kpg children of class Cy for d = 1,....c — 1,c+1,..,n ((g + 1)

generation). This procedure stops at the ¢*® generation.

Remark 3.6. A finite k-regular tree is not a k-regular graph, because the vertices
of the last generation (i.e., the boundary) do not have the prescribed degrees.
Unlikely random k-regular graphs, the realization of a k-regular tree T, (t) is
unique up to graph isomorphism, given the root class and the depth.



Definition 3.7. Let (a,b) € £, s € N. We denote by Téb)(s) a tree of depth s
rooted at a vertex of class C,, which differs from the k-regular tree T,(s) only
for the fact that the root has k., — 1 children of class Cj.

Remark 3.8. For each pair (a,b) in £, we say that a vertex of the tree T, (¢) is of
type (b(c), s), meaning that b is the class of the vertex, ¢ is the class of its parent,
and s =0,...,t — 1 its distance from the boundary of the tree. Every subtree
of T,(t) generated by a vertex of type (b(c), s) together with its descendants is

isomorphic Tb(c) ().

®
T

Figure 2: One of the k-regular trees associated to the class of random k-regular
graphs in Fig. (I} namely T.(3), is shown. T;T)(Q) is also indicated.

For the rest of Section [3]we will consider an Ising model on the k-regular tree
T=T,t) or T = Téb)(t) with class-dependent couplings and fields, up to an
extra field h, = (hgba) € [~00,00])(4,p)ce addedd at the boundary 7%, that is the
set of vertices at distance ¢ from the root. Precisely we consider the following
Hamiltonian:

Hr(o) = — Z Bab Z Uz'O’j—Z ha Z o — Z hffj} Z o; .

(a,b)EE: ijeE(T): a<n i€V (T): (a,b)e€ - €Ty
a<b 1€Cy,1€CH i€Cy i€C, 0ieCy
or viceversa

(21)
where 0i identifies the parent of vertex i in the tree T'. Notice that the last
generations of T can be empty, in that case T, is also empty.

Proposition 3.9. Let mt(lb)(s,h*) denote the magnetization of the root in the
Ising model on the tree T = T." (s). Set zt(lb)(s, h,) = tanh_l(m,(lb)(s, h.)).



The following recursion holds true for every (a,b) € £

2O (s, hy) = ho + Z (kac — Obe) Fa,, (zga)(s - 1,hy), s>1
c€E, (22)
200, hy) = ha + 0%, s=0
where Fg(x) is defined in (5)) and by is the Kronecker delta.
Moreover, let mqy(t, hy) denote the magnetization of the root in the Ising
model on the k-reqular tree T = T,(t). Set z,(t, hy) := tanh™ " (mq(t, hy)).
We have:

Za(t,ha) = ha + Y kac Fp, (2X(t = 1,ha)) . (23)
ce&,

Proof. By Remarks[3.6] [3.8] the proof is a streightforward application of Lemma
to the Ising model on a k-regular tree T,(t), as long as s < t. O

In the following we will denote by z(s, hy) = (ng) (s, hy)) (ab)e€ the solution
of recursion at step s.

3.2 Existence of fixed points

We show two simple properties of the recursion (22]), then we focus on a condi-
tion which provides the existence of fixed points by monotonicity.

Lemma 3.10. The following bounds hold true
ha = Y (kac = 0be) Bac < 2(s,ha) < ha+ Y (kac — Ove) Bac  (24)
c€a c€a
for every (a,b) € €, s > 1.
Proof. Tt follows from expression using the fact that |Fg(z)| < 8. O
(e) (b)

Lemma 3.11. The function h,j — za
every (a,b), (d,e) € £, s € N.

(s, hy) is monotonic non-decreasing for

Proof. Let us reason by induction on s. At the boundary s = 0 we have

920, hy)

@h(z) = O(a,b),(de) = 0. (25)

() (5—
At s > 1 suppose that w(e)l’h*) > 0 for all (a,b) € &, then differentiating
Oh, 4
the recursion (22|) we find

®) (@)(e
9za_(s,h) _ Z (kac — Obe) F. . (zﬁ“)(s —1,hy)) Bz (s~ 1 h) >0 (26)

ahf:i) ceE, 8hif1)

since Fj(z) > 0. O

10



Remark 3.12. The monotonicity with respect to the extra boundary fields also
follows by general FKG inequalities (see Remark in the Appendix). In-

()

deed M‘éhi((‘:;’“) > 0 independently of the sign of the external fields, since the
*d

couplings are non-negative.

Now, provided that the following limits exist, we denote

Z0(h,) := lim 2 (s,hy)  VY(a,b) €& (27)
§—00
the components of the fixed point Z(h,) of the recursion reached starting
from extra boundary field h,. We simply write Z(h,) when the extra boundary
field is homogeneous, that is r) = h, for every (a,b) € £.
The following Proposition uses monotonicity to prove the existence of fixed

points for specific choices of extra boundary fields.

Proposition 3.13 (Existence of fixed points). Let b = (h®) > —00) (a,b)e€
such that

> (kae = ue) Fp,. (he + 1) > B ¥ (ab) € €. (28)
ceE,
Notice that h = —oo is always a feasible choice. Then the sequence s +—»

zt(lb)(s,@) is monotonic non-decreasing for every (a,b) € E. In particular, a

fized point Z(h) of the recursion exists and its components satisfy 2P (h) >
ha +hY.
Similarly, let h = (E((Ib) < 00)(a,p)ee such that

S (kae = 80) Fp, (he + ey < By W(ab) €€ (29)
ceE,
Notice that h = 400 is always a feasible choice. Then the sequence s —

zc(bb)(s,ﬁ) is monotonic non-increasing for every (a,b) € £. In particular, a
fized point Z(h) of the recursion exists and its components satisfy 2 (h) <
7(b)
ha + 0. B
Finally, if h < hy, = h where < denotes componentwise inequality, then:

Z(h) < liminf z(s, h,) =< limsup 2(s, hs) < 2(h). (30)
500 s—00
Proof. Condition simply rewrites as
z(1,h) = z(0,h) . (31)
Therefore we claim that

z(s,h) = z(s—1,h) Vs>1. (32)

11



Let us prove the claim by induction on s. If z(s — 1,h) > z(s — 2, h), then
applying the recursion , since Fpg(x) is non-decreasing, one finds:

2" (s,h) = ha+ Y (kac — Oue) Fp,, (2 (s = 1,h)) >
ce&,

> ho+ Y (kae — O4e) Fp,. (24(s = 2,h)) = 2 (s — 1L, h)
ceE,

(33)

for every (a,b) € £. This proves the non-decreasing monotonicity . As a
consequence Z(h) = limg_, o, Z(s, h) exists, is bounded below by z(0,h) and
bounded above by .

In an analogous way, we can show that condition implies the existence
of Z(h) = lims_, Z(s,h) by non-increasing monotonicity, bounded above by
z(0, h) and bounded below by (24).

Finalanks to the monotonicity with respect to the extra boundary fields
3.1

(Lemma [3.11)), if b < h, =< h then
z(s,h) = z(s,h.) = 2(s,h) (34)
for every s € N. As s — oo we obtain the bounds . O

Corollary 3.14. Suppose hi,...,h, > 0. The homogenous extra boundary
fields h = 0 (free boundary conditions) and h = +oo (positive boundary condi-
tions) are such that the magnetizations are respectively monotonic non-decreasing
and monotonic non-increasing with respect to the inclusion of a new generation.

Proof. 1t follows by Proposition Indeed, if the external fields are non-
negative the condition is satisfied by @flb) = h =0 for every (a,b) € £. On
the other hand, condition 1} is always fulfilled by Eflb) = h = +oo for every
(a,b) € €. O

Remark 3.15. Corollary also follows by general GKS inequalities (see Re-
mark in the Appendix).

3.3 Uniqueness of fixed points

In order to fully exploit Proposition 3.13 we show that Z(h) = Z(h) for suitable
choices of h < h.

Lemma 3.16. Suppose there exists h = (@flb))(a’b)eg satisfying condition
and

hY > —h, VY(a,b) k. (35)
Let hy, = h. Then z((lb)(s,h*) > 0 and
?
N2 Za (S,h*) S 0 (36)
a(h'))

for every (a,b), (d,e) € £, s € N.

12



Proof. Proposition together with imply that z,(lb) (s,h) > z,(lb) (0,h) > 0.
Therefore, by Lemma also

20 (s hy) > 0. (37)

Now, let us take the second derivative of recursion with respect to the
extra boundary field hiil). For s > 1

0? 0?

————2W(s,h,) = (kae — Ope) ———5 Fp,. (2{9(s — 1,h,)) =
" Zg (S, Nk ac be ° Bac \Ze S s 1ok
o) 2 o) i )
9 2
= " (kac — 6uc) (F (2 (s — 1, h,)) ( o A (s - l,h*)> + (38)
ceE, ah*d
nea ) @
+ F5 (25%(s—1,hy) z“(sl,h*))
o o)
and at the boundary s = 0 we have 5 ‘9(2>)2 ng)(O,h*) = 0. Observe that
ha
Fj(x) > 0 for every x € R, while F§'(z) < 0 only for x > 0. Therefore identity
together with can be used to prove by induction on s. O

Remark 3.17. For hq,...,h, > 0, the concavity condition can be alter-
natively proved by correlation inequalities, specifically the GHS inequality (see

Appendix [3.15)).
Proposition 3.18 (Existence and uniqueness of fixed point). Suppose there

exists h = (ﬁl(lb))(a,b)eg verifying , and

> " (kac = 0be) Fp, (he + (") > B V(a,b) € € s.t. kg > 2. (39)
ceE,

Then for every h, = h we have
zZ(h) = zZ(hy) = Z(+) =: Z. (40)

Z is the unique fized point of recursion having components Zéb) > hg +Q,(lb)
for every (a,b) € £.

Proof. For (a,b) € £ such that ZCGSa (kge — Ope) = ka — 1 = 0 the uniqueness

is trivial since by we have Z,Sb) (hy) = z,(lb)(s,h*) = h, for every s > 1,
h. € [—00,00]¢. From now on we consider (a,b) € £ such that Y o (koc —
5bc)=k‘a—1>0.

The functions p — zl(lb)(s, h + p1) are concave for p > 0 (Lemma for
every s € N. Thus, setting h := h + R1 and h = h+pl for p € (0,R),
R € (0,00), we have

=

Z<(1b) (S’E) - Zt(zb)(s’h> < ; (zéb) (3’71’) - Zc(l,b)(s’h)) (41)
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for every s € N. Let us choose R > maxg, s (Zcesa (kaec — Obe) Bac —ﬁflb)), so that

h satisfies condition (29) by Lemma Let us choose p € (0, R) sufficiently
small so that N
2 (s,h) < 2P (s+1,h) VseN. (42)

One can prove that such p exists by induction on s. Indeed by hypothesis ,
for p > 0 sufficiently small we have

Z (Kac — dbc) F,. (he + hga)) 2 hz(zb) +p, (43)
CEga
that is _
20(1,n) > 29(0,h). (44)

Then follows using the recursion and the monotonicity of Fj.
Now, the Lh.s. of can be bounded below uniformly in s using Proposi-
tion BI3t

2 (s.h) = 20 (s, h) = 20 (8 h) = 2 (t,h) Vs <t (45)
Plugging inequalities and into we find:
20t k) = 2P (t,h) < % (=P (s +1,k) =z (s, b)), (46)
then summing over s =0,...,t we get:
(t+1) (21, h) = 2 (b)) < % (87t +1,h) = 20 (0,R) . (47)

The r.h.s. of is bounded by a suitable constant C' > 0 independent of ¢
(Lemma |3.10]). Therefore we have:

o

Ot h) — 20 (t,h) < : 48
AR AR < S (48)
The Lh.s. is always non-negative (Lemma [3.11]). Hence letting ¢ — oo, we get
2 (h) =z (h) = 0. (49)

Now, using the bounds in it follows that
Z(h) = 2(h.) = 2(h) =: Z (50)

for any h < h, =< h. Moreover, let Z be a fixed point of with components
2P e [ha+h, hq —&—E,(lb)] for every (a,b) € £. We can consider Z as the starting
point of the recursion with extra boundary fields h, with components
p) =Y —h, € b, Eab)] for every (a,b) € £. Then by we have that
: Tzh.e previous results extend to h = +oco. Indeed,

z(1,4+00) = z(0, hy) (51)

where the vector h, has components hi’i} = ZCEEa (kae — Obe) Bac € [ﬁ(b) E(b)]

a a

for every (a,b) € £. Then by it follows that Z(+o00) = Z. O
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Remark 3.19. If conditions 7 hold true, condition can be replaced
by a weaker one in the hypothesis of Proposition If for every (a,b) € &
with k£, > 2 there exists s* = s}, € N such that

2P(s*,h) > 2 (s* = 1,h), (52)

then, by continuity of h, — z,(lb)(s, h.), it is possible to find p > 0 sufficiently
small so that

(s h) = 20(s" =1, h+p1) (53)
and one can adapt the arguments used in the proof of Proposition Notice
that inequality is nothing but for s* =1.

Proposition 3.20 (Existence and uniqueness of fixed point at high temper-
ature). Suppose p(M) < 1. Then there exists a unique fized point Z of the

TECUTSION and
Z(he) = Z Vh, € [-00,00/¢. (54)
Proof. Set e(s) := z(s,+00) — z(s, —o0) for every s € N. By recursion we
get
eV (s) < > (kac — Ge) tanh(Bae) el (s — 1), s >2
ce&,

egb)(l) =2 Z (kac - 61)0) Bac, s=1

ceE,

(55)

for every (a,b) € £, where for the first line we have linearized Fg(z2) — F(z1) <
MaXye(r, 2] F5(7) (x2 — 1) < tanh(B) (z2 — 1), while in the second line we
have used Fg(+00) — Fg(—00) = 2 3. We then rewrite the first line of as

e(s) X Me(s—1) (56)

where < denotes componentwise inequality and matrix M is defined in (|16)).
Since e(s) and M have non-negative entries, the previous inequality can be
iterated finding

e(s) = M te(1). (57)
Therefore, choosing a suitable operator norm ||-||, we have
le(s)] < [M*"e(1)] < M7 le(1)] - (58)

Since by hypothesis p(M) < 1, Gelfand’s formula |44] implies the existence of
so > 2 such that ||M*°] < 1. Hence, from it follows

le(sso + 1) < [|M[|[e(D)] < [M*[*[e(1)] ——= 0. (59)

Therefore
Z(—o0) = Z(+00) . (60)
The uniqueness of the fixed point of , reached from any initialization h,,
then follows by Lemma O
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3.4 Results on trees for different external fields

We derive consequences of Propositions [3:20] for different choices of
the external fields hq,..., h, .

Corollary 3.21. Suppose hi,...,hy, > 0. Then there exists a unique fized
point Z of the recursion having all non-negative components, precisely its

components satisfty Zéb) > hg > 0 for every (a,b) € £. Moreover

Z(hy) = 2 Yh, €[0,00°. (61)
Proof. Tt follows immediately by Proposition taking h =0. O

Corollary 3.22. Suppose hy,...,h, > 0 at least one of them strictly positive,
and ki,...,ky, > 2. Then there exists a unique fixed point Z of the recursion
having all non-negative components. Moreover holds true.

The proof requires the following Lemma, which is proven in Appendix [A]

Lemma 3.23. Let (a,b) € € and f =1,...,n. If k1,...,k, > 2, then there

exists s € N such that the tree Téb)(s) contains a vertex of class Cy. We denote
by sk, (f) the smallest of such s.

Proof of Corollary[3.29 Taking h = 0, the Corollary follows from Remark [3.19]
and Proposition Indeed, set sf, = min{s},(f)|f = 1,...,n, hy > 0}
for every (a,b) € &, as defined in Lemma The recursion brings
z((Lb)(s, 0)=0fors=1,...,s% — 1, while 2L (s%,,0) > 0. Therefore condition

ab’

is satisfied. -
Corollary 3.24. Suppose hy =...=h, =0.

i) If p(M) < 1, then 0 is the unique fixed point of recursion . Moreover

Z(h.) = 0 VYh, € [-00,00)¢ (62)

ii) Assume also ky,...,k, > 2 and G not simply cyclic. If p(M) > 1, then
there exist exactly 3 fixed points of the recursion : zZ,0, —z, where Z
have all strictly positive components. Moreover,

(hs) = 2 Vh, € (0,+0)¢. (63)

Y

The proof requires the following Lemma, which is proven in Appendix [A]

Lemma 3.25. Suppose k1, ..., k, > 2 and G not simply cyclic. Then the matrix
M s irreducible.

Proof of Corollary[3.2]. Part i) immediately follows from Proposition ob-
serving that 0 is always a fixed point of recursion for hy =...=h, =0.
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Part ). We claim that there exists a unique fixed point Z with all positive
components. The result then follows by simmetry of the recursion at h; = --- =
hn, = 0.

Now, since the matrix M is irreducible (Lemma [3.25)) and p(M) > 1 is
its largest eigenvalue, by Perron-Frobenius theorem there exists an eigenvector
v = 0, |v| = 1, with all positive components. Hence

Mv = p(M)v = v. (64)

The claim follows by Proposition [3.18| choosing h := cw for € > 0 sufficiently
small. Indeed condition is obviously fulfilled as h = 0and hy =... =h, =
0. Condition at hy = ... = h, = 0, by expanding Fj(z) around z = 0,
rewrites as

> (kac — Oye) tanh(Bac) b + O(IRJ?) > b V(a,b) €E, (65)

ce&,
which by definition of the matrix M is simply
Mh + O(lh]*) = h. (66)
Dividing both sides by ¢ we end up with M v + O(e) > v. Thanks to
the latter inequality is verified for e sufficiently small. O

4 From trees to random graphs

Proposition 4.1. Let Gy = (V, En) be a random k-regular graph. Fizt € N
and a vertex i € V. Let By(i,t) denote the ball of radius t and center i in the
graph G . Then
P(Bn(i,t) is a tree) — 1. (67)
N—o0

Proof. Let us fix a total order on the vertices of G, which follows their distance
from i. For every vertex j, denote by I'(j) the connected subgraph of Gy
generated by j together with all the previous vertices. We have:

P(By(i,t) is a tree) = H P(I(j) is a tree|T'(j — 1) is a tree) . (68)
JEBN (L)~ (i}

Let j € Bn(i,t) \ {i}. T'(j) is connecteed by construction. Hence, knowing

I'(j — 1) is a tree, I'(j) is not tree if and only if the vertex j has (at least one)

extra connection to I'(j — 1). Then, since the connections of j € C} are chosen
uniformly at random among the available possibilities, we have:

P(F(j) is NOT a tree ‘ I'j—1)isa tree) <

< Z - n° of vertices of class C. in I'(j — 1)

= n° of vertices of class C. in Gy \T'(j — 1) (69)
t—1 3
kS
< Z kbc&;ot_A =0
ceEyp Qe N - ZSZO ks
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setting k := maxy > kaa . Therefore, plugging into we find:

P(Bn(i,t) is a tree) = H (1-O(N"Y) =1+0(N"")  (70)
jE€BN(i,t)~{i}

since the cardinality of By (i,t) is bounded by Zi:o k* independently of N. [

Remark 4.2. If the ball By(4,t) is a tree, then it is isomorphic to the k-regular
tree Ty (¢, k), where C,, is the class of vertex i.

4.1 Proof of Theorems [2.5], 2.8, and [2.9]

Proof of Theorem[2.5 Let us restrict the Ising model to the ball By(i,t),
choosing free and positive boundary conditions: they correspond respectively
to no extra fields and infinite fields attached to the vertices at distance ¢ from
i. Let us denote by (UQ%N(LQ and <Ui>EN(i,t) the corresponding equilibrium
magnetization of spin ¢;. By GKS inequalities, applying the same method
(removal of edges and addition of fields) described for trees in the proof of
Remark (see Appendix), we have:

(0% < (O < O heus- (71)

By Proposition the ball By(i,t) is isomorphic to the k-regular tree T (¢)
with probability convergent to 1 as N — oco. Let us denote by <0i>(:)Fa( £y <ai>£( "
the root magnetisations in the Ising model on the tree T' = T,(t), with extra
fields at the boundary respectively h, = 0, h, = +o0o0. By Corollary we
have:

<0i>¥a(t) N M (Ui>(:)pa(t) S Mg ast — oo (72)
where

me = tanh (ha + Z kac FBac(zga))) (73)

ceE,
and Z = (ZISC))(@c)eg is the unique fixed point of the recursion with all
non-negative entries. Now let €, > 0. Using inequalities we can write

<Ji>GN - ma é <Ji>£N(i,t) - ma
(74)

< ‘<Ui>EN(i,t) - <0i>JTra(t) + ‘<‘7i>£(t) —Mq

and

Ma — (03)G

IN

Ma — <Ui>(])5’N(i,t)
= 0 0 0 (75)
< ‘ma - <Ui>Ta(t)’ + ‘<0i>Ta(t) - <Ui>BN(i,t)‘ :

By convergence and Proposition there exist t., Ns;, finite such that

\<a¢>;a(t)fma <e, ’ma—@)‘}au)‘ <e Vit (76)
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P(<Ui>EN(¢,tE) # <‘7i>¥a(t€) or <‘7i>%N(i,te) # <‘7i>8"a(te)> <0 VN = Nsy, .

(77)
Therefore combining the previous inequalities,

P<|<Ji>GN — ma| > €> <d VN > NE,té . (78)

As (0;)ay — ™ is bounded, convergence in probability implies L™-norm con-
vergence, and we have proved .

Now, let us restrict the Ising model to the ball By(ij,t) of radius ¢
centered in the edge ij € Ey, i.e., the subgraph of G generated by the vertices
at distance < t from either ¢ or j. By the GKS inequalities (140]), (141)),

00 By < (0i0)ax S {000 i (79)

Superscripts 0 and + refer, as usual, to free and plus boundary conditions
respectively. By Propostion [4.1]

P(Bn(ij,t) is a tree) — 1 (80)
N —o00

and this tree is necessarely the k-regular tree T,/ (t) of depth ¢ rooted in an edge
connecting two vertices of classes a,a’ (each of them generates a first generation
and so on up to generation ¢). By an application of Lemma and Corollary
we have

<Jigj>(7)“aa/(t) /‘ Yaa’ <O—io—j>;aa,(t) \& Yaa’ ast — 00, (81)
where 44,0+ = tanh (Baa/ + tanh™* (tanh(z,(la/))tanh(Zg‘,l)))). Indeed is
monotonic non-decreasing with respect to the product m((lal)mg/l). Now, fol-
lowing the same procedure already explained for the magnetisation we obtain
the convergence (4)). O

Proof of Theorem[2.8 Let us restrict the Ising model to the ball By (i,t),
choosing respectively negative and positive boundary conditions, i.e., attaching
+oo fields to the vertices at distance ¢ from ¢ in Gy. FKG inequalities (see
respectively addition and removal of fields) always guarantee that:

<Ui>1_3N(,'7t) < <0'i>GN < <Ui>g,\,(i7t)~ (82)

On the other hand, let us denote by <a¢>$ (1) the root magnetisation of the Ising

model on the tree T' = T,(t), with extra field at the boundary respectively
h. = +o00. For p(M) < 1, by Corollary we have:

Oz, 7 Ma s oL@ N M ast— oo (83)
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where

T_fla := tanh (ha + Z kac FBO_C (Zga))) (84)

ceE,

and Z = (Eéc))(b’c)eg is the unique fixed point of the recursion . The proof
now proceeds in the same way as the proof of Theorem [2.5] obtaining the con-
vergence (3]). O

Proof of Theorem[2.9 By Theorem the spontaneous magnetisation is
given by the following expression

Sa(8) = i tanh (1 + > Fa,. () (85)

where for every h > 0, Z = Z(83, h) is the only solution with all positive compo-
nents of the fixed point equation

'EC(Lb) = h + Z (kac - 6b0) Fﬂac (Ega)) ) (a7 b) € 5 : (86)
cel,

The limit limj_,o+ Z(83, h) is reached with decreasing monotonicity (Lemma
3.11)), and by continuity of the function Fg(z) it is a solution of

5 = 3 (hae = 000) Fan, (), (@ 0) € €. (57)
ce&,

If p(M) < 1, we know that 0 is the unique solution of fixed point equation
(Corollary [3.24). Therefore lim,_,o+ Z(8, k) = 0. It follows S,(8) = 0.

On the contrary, if p(M) > 1 equation has also a (unique) solution
zt = z1T(B) = 0 with all positive components (Corollary . We claim that

2(8,h) = zH(B) Vh>0. (88)
Then letting h — 0+
Jim 2(8,h) = 27 () (89)

and by uniqueness it follows that limj, o, 2(3,h) = zT(B). Replacing the
limit in concludes the proof. In order to show the validity of claim ,
observe that Z(3,h) for h > 0 is reached as s — oo by the following recursion:

zéb)(s) =h + Z (kac — Obe) Fa,. (zga)(s — 1)) , s>1
ceE, (90)
z00) = zZP+H(B) >0, s=0

for all (a,b) € € (Corollary [3.21]). Then, using positivity of A and monotonicity
of the function Fs(z), it is easy to prove by induction on s. O
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4.2

Proof of Theorem 2.7

Proof of Theorem[2.7 The proof consists in different steps.

1.
2.

Show that at 8 = 0 we have pg,, (0, h) = p(0, h) for every N.

Show that for every (a,a’) € €

apGN (/37 h’) 1 L™ (P) Qg kaa’
W = N Z <0’in>GN m 26(1&/ <0'10’2>aa/ (91)
ijeEEN:
i€Cq,j€C,

where d,,/ is the Kronecker delta and (-),,- is the Gibbs measure associated
to the following two spins Hamiltonian

H, . (0'1,0'2) = — Et(lal) o1 — 2((;,1) 09 — Baa 0102, (0'1, 0'2) € {il}z . (92)

Show that for every (a,a’) € £ also

8p(,3,h) _ Qg kaa

e @

The previous steps entail the convergence of the derivatives at any 3 and
the equivalence of the pressures at 3 = 0. Finally use the fundamental
theorem of calculus and dominated convergence to prove .

For the proof of the first point it suffices to compute the partition function
in the non-interacting case:

ZGN(O,h) = Z e az1haXicc, i — ﬁ H Z haci

— a=1ieC, 0;=%1
oc{-1,1}V~ € (94)

Nag,

(2cosh (hq))

a=1

then

Pax(0,h) = N7'log Zg, (0,h) = log2 + Y aglogcosh(ha).  (95)

a=1

On the other hand subsituting 3 = 0 in the expression one can see
that also

p(0,h) = log2 + Z aq log cosh(hy) . (96)

a=1
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2. A standard computation shows the first identity in . On the other
hand we can compute

’ ’ ’ ’
Baa T2 V2D | a2l 2D o Baar+2l 2l —Baar =2l 2

<0102>aa’ = 7 7 7 7
e e e T L )
’
tanh(Beq:) + tanh(z3")) tanh(E(g?))

1 + tanh(Baq) tanh(z.*) tanh(ifﬁ))

= tanh (6%/ + tanh™* (tanh(zga,)) tanh(zé@)))

(97)

tanh(z)+tanh(y)
1+tanh(z) tanh(y) "

Therefore the convergence in follows from convergence reasoning
as in Remark

where in the last step we used tanh(x + y) =

3. The whole proof of the third point consists in the computation of %ﬁ’b, (B,h)

from expression . Let us first consider a generic vector © = {z; €
R}jes and a parameter h € R. Set

K*(x,h) = " [[(A+a;) £ e [ - =) (98)
jeJ jeJ
K= (x,h)

Gz, h) = R (99)

For i € J consider a vector with one component less _; = {z;},cs (s} -
We hayve:
K™ (x_ih) _ K (x—i,h)/K*(z_i, D) G(z—_;,h)

K+(z,h)  Kt(zh)/Kt(z_h)  1+zGx_yh) (100)

using the identity K (z,h) — K™ (x_;,h) = 2; K~ (x_;, h) which is easy
to check. On the other hand, the function G rewrites as:

2log (" [T,c, (1iai)?) 1
g -1 1 i\ 2
G(z,h) = € = tanh log (eh H (—f—x]> )

h ey g 1—xa;
2o (e HJ'EJ(“%)Q) +1 jeJ J

= tanh (h + Ztanh_l(xj)> .

jeJ

(101)

Now, let us start computing the derivatives of p. For every (b,b') € &,
b <V, we have

8p 891,1,/ ap 2 8]? 1-— 9}%{;' 6fa
= = ]. — 0 ’ = Qg
OBryr OBy OOpty ( 2 OOyt 2 2 00y, (102)

a<ln
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where we set

10 1 - 02 ’ ! a
fa = — Z ]{jaa/ <g(2a’a) —+ log (1 —+ 0aa/ m((la )mé/))> +

a’€€,

+ 2log (eh“ [T (+ el + et T (1~ buwr mfj,‘))’“@a’) ,

a’'€€, a' €€,

(103)

Notice that m depends on € and it is differentiable by the implicit function
theorem. Then for every a < n we can write

Ofa 0 5 of, omY

= — 104
aobb’ aezplzcztgbb, 87’77,2?) 80bb/ ( )

(e,c")EE

where the first derivative on the r.h.s. is taken with respect to the explicit
contribution of 0. Now, let us introduce the following vector

2@ = (0,0 Y, By Byl O D By D))
kq1 times kg2 times kqn times
(105)

where each element 0, mfﬁ) is repeated ky, times. For every a’ € &,,
let us also introduce the vector a:(_ag, obtained from () removing only

one component of the type 6,4/ mfﬁ). Then, recalling also Oy = Oy, We
compute:

afa _eaa’ mz(za,)m(?)
A = 0 a,a’},{b,b/ kaa,( N a’ "
aemplzcztebb/ a;a { o } 1— Hga/ 1+ eaa’ m((la )ms’l)
K_ ((B(a)/ ha)
2 0{a,ar 1y Kaar 1 ((’l ey
+ ; tasa'h by Koo’ Tar” o oty 3

(106)

where 6{a7a’}7{b,b’} = (5,17}, 5@’,b’ + 6‘175/ 5a/,b)/26bb/. Applying the identity
(100) we have

K= (2,  hy) _ G(x'),  hy) 107)
K+(w(a)7 ha) 14+ Oy mz(;) G(.’I}(a) ha)

—a’ >

and by (101]), since tanhfl(r_n) is a fixed point of recursion 7 we find

G(w(fg/ ,hq) = tanh <ha + Z (kge — are) tanh? (Qac mff))) — mga’) .
ce&,
(108)
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Plugging the previous identities into (106) and rearranging terms we ob-
tain:

afa aaa’ mga/) 7l (a)
8eacplicit9bb, - a; 5{a,a/}7{b,b/} kaar <1 _ gga/ + 140, fn((z ") = (a)
(109)
Now, for every (¢, c’) € € let us compute
2] = ((1/)5 = (‘1)6
Ofa aa’ | Ma " O(a,a’),(¢!,c) T Mgr O(aar),(c,c’)
RO 2: Kaa _m)_(@
amc’ a’'€€, 1+ gaa’ Maq (110)
K= (2, hy)
+ 2 Z 6(a,a’),(c,c/) kaar gaa’ m
a'€E, e
K~ (2, ha) e
where d(q,4/),(¢,c’) = Oa,c Oar,cr- As already seen o = o n(; el
hence we find
Ofa
om©@ 0. (111)
Therefore 9 5
fo _ Ok 1)

A0y - fewplicitg, ,

Finally, plugging expression (109)) into (102 and using the identity apkpy =
oy kprp we obtain:

Op 1—62, ( 0,0 m,ﬁ“/)m(‘fl) )
= E 0 a,a’ " 0 Kaa/ + 0;
0Buy 2 (a,a’)e€ e 1= 9?‘“' 1+ 6aar mga ) mc(z(’L)

Qp kbb’ ebb/ + m( )m,(f,))

zébb/ 1 +9bb’ mlg )ml()l/)) ’

(113)
. . . 0, +m " V)
which proves by noticing again that W = (0102)ppr -
4. Using the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus and point 1. we write:
HpGN (/87 h) - p(/Ba h)| L (P) =
| [/ (tpestinr _ ires h)) u
dt L (@) (114)
dp
/ Z ﬂaa/ aﬁGN (tg, ) 86 (tﬁa ) dt .
0 (a,0)e€ aa’ aa’ L7 (P)
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The latter quantity vanishes as N — oo by points 2., 3. and dominated
convergence, completing the proof.

O
Remark 4.3. One can easily verify that
Opn (B, h) 1 L"® Op(B,h)
NV = : . 11
Ohy gvj_“ Jox Noxk ~ on, (115)
N:
1€Cl,

A Auxiliary results

In this Appendix we prove some auxiliary results used in Section [3]

Proof of Lemma[3.1 Denote by o, the spin configuration on the subtree T,
and by Hr, (o1,) = =X jyep(r.) Bii®i0i — 2icv(t,) hioi the corresponding
Hamiltonian. We can rewrite Hr, (o, ) as follows:

w w

Ky Ky
Hr,(oT,) = —hyow — Zﬁwuiguiaw + ZHTW (O.T“i) . (116)
Setting Sy 1, (£1) := pr, (0w = £1) and Zr,, =3 efrw(@1,) | we have
Swr, (€) = L Z e~ Hry (oTy,)
W, Law ZT
Yoo, 0w=E
hwf
— H Z eBwu70'u eiHTui (O-Tui)
Tw =1 oy,
Al s AT Hry (07 | o~Buui Hr, (on.,)
— wu; THTy  OTy, —Pwuy Ty (T Ty,
=~ | ECUND Y = > o )
W=l a'Tui:o'uizl UTu,L-:Uuri:71
ehwt Ku

= HZT (ePs Sy (1) + e Penit S, 1 (—1))

H T
=1 “Tu; 12 ehwé Bwu i€ 9 1) + e Buwu; € Suinui(_l))

wi, T uy;
=1

for £ = +1. Let us take the ratio,

Sw7Tw(1) _ eh"” f(:ui (651—“” Su'i7 Tu; ( ) + efﬁwui SuivTui (_1))
Swro (1) e I (7% Sur,, (1) + e Su,m,, (1))

i

(118)
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Notice that Sy, 7, (£1) = £« and SwaTw((li) =1 e, hence

L+my 2 H ePwui ( 1+mu ) + e Puui (1 —my,)
—ﬁwu u) + eﬁwui (1 _mul)

1 — My
(119)

— 2 H 1 4 tanh(Buwu; ) M,
1 — tanh(Buuw,; ) M,

Recall that 5 log 1 1+3¢ = tanh™ ( ). Then applying the logarithm on both sides
of the prev10us 1dent1ty7 we obtain

tanh™' (my) = hy + Z tanh ™" (tanh(Buu,) M, ) (120)
i=1

completing the proof. O
Proof of Lemma[3.} The Hamiltonian splits in three contributions:
HT(U) = HTl(U“’/) (O-Té)w’)) + HTl(Uaf) (O'TQE;;;)) — Bww! Ow T’ (121)

for o € {=1,1}VT). Then, setting Syw 7(+1) = pr(cwow = +1) and
Sw T<“,/>(j:1) = ) (0w = £1), we have:

7HT(w/) H (w>+ﬂww/0'w0' ’
w

Sww’,T(]-) - Z ¢ o

0:04,0 =1 ZT
Buww! —H_ (W) —H,
ZT o:op=1,0,/=1 oc.opy=—1,0,,=—1
5 Z (w’)ZT<w>
=e€ T (Sw,Téf“')(l) Sw,,T;lp(l) + Sw,Tfqu(—l)Sw,,T;lp(—l)) :
(122)
Similarly:
s 2 P
Sww’,T(fl) =€ ww,Tw (Sw,Téfu/)(l) Sw’,T,i,l/U)(il)JrSw,TfU“’/)(il) Sw’,Tfuw/)(l))'
(123)

Taking the ratio we find:
1 + <Uw0w’>T . Sww’7T(1)

1- <011)0w’>T Sww’ T(*l)
e (L) ml) + (L ml ) (1 = my)

w’
1+ mEN (@ —m®) + (1= m) 1+ m)

(w)

ezﬁurw' 1 + mg'uw )m

B 1-— mgul)mg’f) .

(124)
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By applying the logarithm at both side and inverting, we get . O

Proof of Lemma[3.23, Let us consider the graph G with vertex set {1,...,n}
and weighted adjacency matrix k. Let W(G) be the set of finite walks on G (we
denote a walk of lenght s € N as cpcy . ..cs € {1,...,n}*1) such that

i) the term ...cd... is allowed in a walk only if k.q > 1 (including the case
c=d);

ii) the term ...dcd. .. is allowed in a walk only if k.q > 2.

For brevity we call *walk any walk that belongs to W(G). In other words a
*walk is a walk on the graph G that may have self-edges and cannot backtrack
on edges of weight 1. We denote by W, the set of *walks starting from a, and

by W the set of *walks starting from a satisfying also:
iii) the initial term ab... is allowed in a walk only if k., > 2.

It takes a moment to understand that the classes of vertices appearing in the
trees T, = U, ey Ta(s), T = Usen Téb)(s) are exactly those appearing in the
collection of *walks W,, Wi respectively (see Definitions . In other
terms

C(T) = c(Wa), C(T3") = (W) (125)

where C(A) C {1,...,n} denotes the set of classes of vertices appearing in A.

Now, since the matrix k is irreducible, the graph G is strongly connected.
Moreover, *walks can visit the same vertices as standard walks: the non-
backtracking condition ii) is not restrictive. Indeed a non-backtraking walk
(where ...ded. .. is never allowed) could only be stuck in a leaf ¢, that is a
vertex of the graph G such that 3!'d # ¢ : k.g > 1. But the hypothesis
2 < k. = ke + keq guarantees that this is not the case for *walks, since ei-
ther the term ...dcd... or the term ...dced. .. is allowed. Therefore for every
f =1,...,n there exists a *walk of type a... f, that is

C(Wa) ={1,...,n}. (126)
Now, we claim that also

cw®y = {1,...,n}, (127)
namely for every f = 1,...,n there exists a *walk of type ba...f. In order to

prove it, let us distinguish three cases:

o if kyp > 2, then WS” = W, and (127) follows from (T26));

o if kyp = 1 and removing the edge (a,b) the graph G \ {(a,b)} remains
strongly connnected, then we have (127) (as before, since condition ii)
does not restrict the set of visited vertices);

27



e if k,p, = 1 and removing the edge (a, b) the graph G~ {(a, b)} is not strongly
connnected, we denote by G,, G, its two strongly connected components
containing a,b respectively. Since k, > 2, there is a *walk a...ca of
positive lenght in G, that starts from a and comes back to a after visiting
all the vertices of G,; in particular ¢ # b. Then:

w® 2 {a...ca} x W, (128)

Now, there is a *walk b...d in G, that starts from b and visits all the
vertices of G,. Thus Wb(a) D {b...d}. Therefore plugging into (128)) we
get

W® D>{a...cab...d} = C(Wéb)):{l,...,n}. (129)

Identity (127) together with (125]) conclude the proof of the lemma. O

Remark A.1. ky,...,k, > 2is anecessary and sufficient condition for C Wéb)) =
{1,...,n} for all (a,b) € £&. However, if some k, = 1 Corollary can be
extended, noticing that in this case Zéb) = hgy for b € &,, and verifying case-by-
case whether for every (¢,d) € £ \ {(a,b)} there exists f € C(ng)) such that

hf>0.

Definition A.2. Consider the graph G. We say that a couple of vertices (a,b)
is +adjacent if a — (b — 1) = 0 (mod n); we sayt that (a,b) is -adjacent if
a—(b+1)=0 (modn). G is called simply cyclic if

ke >0 < (a,b)is +adjacent or -adjacent (130)
and # a,b,c,d € {1,...,n} such that ab +adjacent, cd -adjacent, kqp, > 2, keg > 2.

Proof of Lemma[3.23, Let us introduce the matrix M indexed by £ x £ with
entries

Mooy g 131
(,b),(e,d) 0 ifa#dor(a=d, b=c, kee=1) 13y

. {1 if (a=d, b=rc, kae >2) or (a=d, b+ c)
for every (a,b) € &, (¢, d) € E. Since M and M have the same positive entries,
M is irreducible if and only if M is.

Notice that for s > 1 the element (MS)(abecvd) represents the number of
possible *walks on the graph G (as defined in the Proof of Lemma of type
ba...dc and length s + 1. Therefore, in order to prove that the matrix M is
irreducible, we have to show that for every (a,b) € &, (¢,d) € £ there exists a

*walk on G of type
ba...de. (132)

In Lemma we have already proved that for every (a,b) € £, d € {1,...,n}
there exists a *walk of type
ba...d. (133)
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Let us write the latter *walk as ba...ed. If kg. # 1 or e # ¢, the existence
of follows immediately since a possible *walk is ba...edc. Suppose now
kge = 1 and e = ¢, since kg > 2 there exists a *walk ba . ..cdf for some f # c.
To continue from df we have the following alternatives:

o if kpqg > 2, then we can backtrack and ba...cdfdc is a possible *walk;

o if kyg = 1, since ky > 2 and G is strongly connected and not a simple
cycle, there exists a *walk of type dfg...hf with g,h # d. Then hfdc
is a possible *walk. Gluing them together we find the desired *walk:
ba...cdfg...hfdc.

O

B Correlation Inequalities

In this second Appendix we report the classical GKS (Griffiths-Kelly-Sherman)
[31,[32], FKG (Fortuin-Kasteleyn-Ginibre) [35] and GHS (Griffiths-Hurst-Sherman)
[33,|34] correlation inequalities, which are involved in many proofs of the present
paper.

We consider an Ising spin system of N binary spins, o; = {—1,+1} for
i=1,...,N, on a general graph Gn(V, E), |V| = N, with Hamiltonian

H(o) =~ Z Bijoioj — Zhiai (134)

ijeE eV

Under the Gibbs (Boltzmann) measure

e—H(a’)
pr(o) = W (135)
so expressing the average of an observable (function of the spins) as
_ o)
(flo)) = Z W (136)

the following inequalities, under the corresponding assumptions on the Hamil-
tonian, hold. Before listing the inequalities, let us also recall that defining
m; = <Uz> we have that % :<O'¢Jj> — <Ji><0j> and

J

2
9% my

oy oy —\0i050k) + 2{0i)(05)(ok) — ({oi)(ojo%) + (5)(ion) + (or){0i0;))-

Theorem B.1 (GKS inequalities). If h; >0V i, [i; >0V i,j then
(cacB) > {(oa)(oB) (137)

where A,BCV and oa = [];c 0
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Remark B.2. Under the conditions of the GKS, Vi, j, k, [

T = is) ~ o) 20 (139
5 = (oo — (@os) 20 (139)
L9) — (oig300) — {0, o) 2 0 (140)
0109) — (gi0s000) ~ (o10,) (onen) 20 (1)

Theorem B.3 (FKG inequalities). For any external fields h, € R Vi, for Bi; >
0V i,5 ,if f(&) and g(&) are increasing functions of the spins, in the sense that
f(@) = f(o1,...04,...,0n) is such that

floi, oo ==1,...,on) < f(o1,...0i = 1,...,0N) (142)

for any i, and same for g(&); then

(fg) > (o) (143)
Remark B4. If 8;; >0, Vi,j
8 my;
oh, (oi05) — (gi){o5) >0 (144)

(since we apply FKG inequality choosing f(&) = o; and ¢(&) = o;, both increasing
functions).

Theorem B.5 (GHS inequalities). Ifh; >0V, B;; >0V i,j then

82 m;
—_— <
Thi o S 0 (145)

Y 1,7,k not necessairly distinct.

Proof of Remark[3.75] Consider the following k-regular trees:

e T; of depth ¢t and positive boundary conditions obtained by fixing the fields of
the spins at the boundary to +oo

e T, of depth t + 1, with positive infinite fields not only at the last generation,
but also at the generation ¢

e T3 of depth t + 1, with positive infinite fields at the last generation
For any (a,b) € &,

2V(s = 1,400) = 2 (s — 1,T0) = 2P (5, Tn) s>1
zéb>(s,+oo) = Zgb)(saTl) = Zt(lb)(svT?)) 520

(146)

where the boundary (and second-last generation) conditions are specified through
T1/2/3-

For transforming T» into T35 we have to remove the fields at the t-th generation, thus
the GKS inequalities (138]) hold and

2P (s, 1) > 2(s,T5) >0 (147)
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Thus, inserting (146]), we obtain
2 (s = 1,400) > 289 (s, +00) s>1 (148)
which proves the monotonic non-increasing behaviour of the recursion for h, = +o0.

For free boundary conditions (h. = 0), we consider the following k-regular trees:

e Ty of depth ¢ and all free boundary conditions (in the sense that there is no
added field at the boundary, h. = 0)

e T5 of depth ¢+ 1, with no added fields at the boundary and no edges among the
spins of the last and second-last generations

e T3 of depth ¢t + 1, with no added field at the boundary
Analogously, for any (a,b) € &,

2V —1,00= 20 (s — 1,10) = 2 (s, Tn) s>1
(® (b ®) (149)
Za)(S,O)EZa (Sle):Za (S7T3) 20

For transforming 7% into 73 we have to add to 7> the the missing ferromagnetic
couplings between the last two generations. As we only increase the weight of some
edges, the GKS inequalities (139) hold and

20 (s, 1) < 2P (s,T5) 520 (150)

Thus, inserting (149]), we obtain

2 (s =1,00 < 2(s,0)  s>1 (151)
which proves the monotonic non-decreasing behaviour of the recursion for h, = 0.
O
Proof of Remark By applying the chain rule, we obtain
sz,(lb) S, M d Bng) s, ha 82z§b> s, ha
St ean X Eartt= ¥ Gt ow

dh? dh. on’, OhL,0n., =
l

=1,...,n ,p=1,...,n

where h; = h; + h.. The last inequality follows from the GHS theorem (B.5)), as the
fields and couplings are all non-negative. O
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