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Abstract

Based on [10], it is well known that the rescaled two point correlation functions
VN(0i:0;) = VN ({oi0) = (0:)(0}))

in the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick spin glass model with non-zero external field ad-
mit at sufficiently high temperature an explicit non-Gaussian distributional limit
as N — oo. Inspired by recent results from [Il [3, 4], we provide a novel proof of
the distributional convergence which is based on expanding (o;; 0;) into a sum over
suitable weights of self-avoiding paths from vertex i to j. Compared to [10], our key
observation is that the path representation of (0;; ;) provides a direct explanation
of the specific form of the limiting distribution of v/N (o;; 0j).

1 Introduction

Consider N spins o4, @ € {1,..., N}, with values in {—1,1} whose interactions are
described by the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick (SK) [13] Hamiltonian Hy : {—1,1}Y = R

N
HN(O') = Z gij0i0; —{—hZO'Z (11)
1

1<i<j<N i=

Here, the (gi;)1<i<j<n are i.i.d. centered Gaussian random variables with variance tN 1
for i # jand we set g;; = 0foralli = 1,..., N. The parameter ¢ > 0 tunes the interaction
strength and h € R tunes the external field strength. We assume the {g;;} to be realized
in some probability space (€2, F,P) and we denote the corresponding expectation by E(-).
We denote the LP(Q2, F,P) norms by | - ||rrq) = (E|- [P)1/P. Expectations over other,
independent random variables are typically denoted by E(-).

In this paper, we analyze the distributional behavior of the spin covariances at high
temperature in the limit N — oo. The magnetization m; of spin o; and the spin
covariance m;; between spins o; and o; are defined by

m; = (o;) and  my; = (0;05) = (0i05) — (0:){0}),
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where (-) denotes the Gibbs expectation induced by Hy. It is defined so that

<f>:Zi S f0) ™D, zy= 3 )

N
oce{-1,1}N oce{-1,1}N

for every observable f : {—1,1}¥ — R. For ¢t > 0 sufficiently small, it is well known
that several quantities of interest related to the SK model have Gaussian fluctuations in
the limit N — oo. This includes for instance the free energy fluctuations [2| [7, 11] and
the overlap fluctuations [14] Section 1.10]. A notable exception consists of the two point
functions m;; in case of a non-vanishing external field h # 0: as shown in [10], in this
case the fluctuations vV’ N m;; converge in distribution to an explicit non-Gaussian limit.
The goal of this paper is to provide a new proof of the distributional convergence of
\/Nmij. To state our main result, let us denote by ¢ = ¢; 4 € [0, 1] the solution to

q = Etanh?(h + \1q2),

where Z ~ N(0,1) denotes a standard Gaussian random variable and where E(.) denotes
the expectation w.r.t. Z (if h = 0, we set g, = 0). Moreover, we denote by u = i p €
[0, 1] the quantity

1= Esech(h+ /1qZ).

Theorem 1. Assume that t > 0 is sufficiently small and denote by Zy, Zs, Z3 i.i.d.
standard Gaussian random variables. Then, in the limit N — oo, we have that

t
VNmij 3\ [ Zusec® (h+ VEaZa) sech? (h+ ViaZs) (1.2)

Remarks:

1) The convergence in (L2) was proved first in [I0]. To be more precise, [10, Theorem
1.1] shows the convergence of the moments of VN m;; towards those of the random
variable on the r.h.s. in (L2), which implies (I2]) by standard arguments.

2) It is clear that the convergence (I.2)) can only hold true if the parameters (¢, h) satisfy
the de Almeida-Thouless condition [8] ¢, < 1. Recall that this parameter range
corresponds to the expected replica symmetric region of the model. Whether (I.2])
holds true for all (¢, h) that satisfy tu; , < 1 remains a challenging open question.

As pointed out above, our main result Theorem [ is not new, but was already proved
in [I0]. The proof in [I0] computes the moments of v/ N m; explicitly by relating them
to suitable overlap moments and applying interpolation arguments which are based on
the cavity method (for more details on this, see e.g. [I4] Sections 1.6 to 1.11]). As such,
the proof does not, unfortunately, shed much light on how the specific structure of the
limiting distribution on the r.h.s. in ([L2]) emerges. In particular, as pointed out by
Talagrand [14] Research Problem 1.11.2], one wonders whether the specific form of the
limiting distribution arises from some underlying structure. In this paper, we aim to



clarify this point by giving a new proof of Theorem [I] which is inspired by recent results
in I, B, 4] and which is based on the following heuristics:

Basic mean field theory suggests that the magnetizations m; satisfy for ¢ > 0 suffi-
ciently small the cavity equations

m; ~ tanh (h + Z gikm,(f)>, (1.3)
ki

where m,(;) denotes the k-th magnetization after spin ¢ has been removed from the
system (for more details on our notation, see Section 2 below). The validity of (L3
for small t > 0 can be proved with a variety of tools and is well understood [5l 14 [1].
By differentiating (L3]) w.r.t. the external field, one can derive analogous equations for

higher order correlations functions [I], and in particular that

My = M Zg@km,(j} = Mij gz‘jmg'zj) +mii Z gzkm](;])
ki k#i,j
Note that the leading order (in t) term m“myj)gij =(1-m?)(1—-(m ()) )gij suggests
that m;; is typically of size O(N_l/Q) and that the scaling limit limy_, \/Nmzj can

not expected to be Gaussian unless h = 0, in which case m; = mg-i) = 0 by symmetry.
In order to go a step further and extract the correct candidate for the limiting
distribution, we iterate the previous identity and obtain the graphical representation

mij & My m (g@] + Z gzkmkk gk?j + Z glkmkl gl ) Mg My Z Z

k#i,j k,l#i,5;k# n>0 F”+1
n

Here, Fflj 41 denotes the set of self-avoiding paths v among N vertices from vertex i to j
of length |y| = n + 1 and the weight w(+y) is defined by

9. b 9. k 7k kA 7kn 7.
w(y) = gzklm]gli)lgkl QWéQk;j)ngkg m,(jnkln ? 1])gknj7 (1.4)

if v = ({i,k1}, {k1, ko, ..., {kn,j}) € I’Z_H and n > 1 (for n = 0 we set w(y) = g;5).

Now, in order to see how the distribution on the r.h.s. in (L2]) emerges from the path
representation of m;;, let us make two observations. First, based on the cavity equations
(L3) and the identity m;; = 1 — m?, we expect that

my; ~ sech? <h + Z gikmg)> D sech? (h + tq](\i,) Z) ~ sech? (h + \/EZ)
ki

for a Gaussian Z = (qy © )~1/2 Dkt Zglkmk ~ N(0,1), which is independent of the dis-
order (gkl)k,l#, and Where we approx1mated in the third step

qN—NZ

ki
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(4)

which can also be justified based on (L3)). Proceeding similarly for m;/,

this suggests

\/_m,j (Z Z VNuw(y >sechQ(h—l—\/t_qu)sechz(h—i—\/EZg) (1.5)

n>0 ij
Fn+1

for two i.i.d. Gaussian random variables Z5, Z3 that are independent of the first factor
on the r.h.s. in (LH) (indeed, as explained below, the correlations between the three
factors are negligible as N — o). That is, the second and third factors on the r.h.s. in

(L2]) emerge as a consequence of the vertex weights m;; and m( )
cause the non-Gaussian behavior of the limiting distribution of VINm;; if h # 0.

. . D

On the other hand, motivated by the leading order term ) | veris V Nw(y) =V Ng;j =

N(0,t) and by the results of [2, 3], a few basic moment computations combined with

similar arguments as above suggest that the random vector (Tn +1) n>q defined through

T, = Y, VNul (1.6)

yan+1

, respectively, and they

is close in distribution to a centered Gaussian vector Y = (Y})r>0 with covariance

k=1,

t(tu)*
EYLY; = t(tu)*s, =
ROCORL {0 kAL

By the additivity of the variance for a sum of independent Gaussians, we thus expect

Y VNuw(y ZY = [ty ()
n>0 ,yeFle n>0 n>0

for some standard normal variable Z; (independent of Zs, Z3). With (LX), we arrive at

\/Nm@'j 2 1/1_—leech (h+\/722)sech (h—{—\/—Z3)

It turns out that the simple heuristics sketched above can be made rigorous without
too much effort, thus providing an alternative and, hopefully, more transparent proof of
Theorem [I] compared to [I0]. To carry this out, we proceed in two main steps. After
introducing basic notation in the next Section [2, we first extend the analysis of [1] to
derive the following truncated version of the path representation of m;; in Section [3l

Proposition 2. Lett > 0 be small enough. Then, there exists a constant C' > 0, which
is independent of M, N and t, such that

H\/wa — miimg? ZT,?HH < CN~2 4 CotM/2,



In the second step, we need to compute the limiting distribution of the random

variable m”mg? Zano TfﬁH. Inspired by [2], this could for instance be based on a direct

moment analysis. This is carried out in [I5] on which part of this manuscript is based.
In this paper instead, we rather find it convenient to follow the above heuristics more
closely and we determine the joint limiting distribution of the random vector

XM = (XM = mum (T

M
37 n+1)

o, ERMHL (1.7)

for fixed M € N. Based on Stein’s method, the following is proved in Section [l

Proposition 3. Let t > 0 be small enough. Then, for every M € N, we have in the
limit N — oo that

XD B y(M)geep? (h + \/EZg)sech2 (h + \/EZ;;)

for a centered Gaussian vector YY) = (V,)M_ with covariance EY3Y; = Syt (tp)* and
for two i.i.d. standard normal variables Zs, Z3 which are independent of yM),

Theorem [l is now a direct consequence of Prop. Bl and Prop. Bt

Proof of Theorem 1. We assume t > 0 to be sufficiently small, in particular ¢ < 1. For
M e N, let XM and YM) be defined as above and let us denote by UM) the vector

UM — y(M)gech? (h + \/EZQ)sech2 (h + \/EZ?,).

We use the standard fact that a sequence (xx)k>o of R%-valued random variables con-
verges in distribution to x if Ef(xx) — Ef(x) as k — oo for all bounded Lipschitz
continuous f : R — R (see e.g. [0, Theorem 11.3.3]). Applying this criterion, note that
Prop. Bl and standard properties of independent Gaussian random variables imply that

M M
ZX"gZU" as N — o0
n=0 n=0
as well as
M
doUnZ
n=0

z % 7 sech? (h + \/EZQ)Sech2 (h + \/EZ;;) =V as M — cc.
Vi-tu

Now, let f : R — R be bounded and Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant L > 0.
By Prop. 2, Cauchy-Schwarz and the previous observations, we find that

M
tZ(t,u)" Z, sech? (h + \/EZQ)sech2 (h + \/EZ?,)
n=0

M
[Ef(VNmy;) — Ef(V)] < LH\/Nmij -3 x,
n=0

9 + ON(l) + OM(l)

<L(CN7TYV2 4 ctM/2) 4 on(1) + o (1).

Sending N — oo and then M — oo, we find that limy_, Ef(\/ﬁmw) = FEf(V). O



2 Notation and Auxiliary Results

In this section, we introduce some notation and we recall a few results from [IJ.
First of all, connected correlation functions are defined by

My in = (Ohs, - Onyy, 108 ZN) |y by =h-

Below, we also consider expectations of observables conditionally on a given number
of spins. To this end, suppose A = {ji,j2,...,75k} C {1,...,N} is disjoint from
B c {1,...,N} with |B| = [ and let 7 = (7j,,...,7j,) € {—1,1}* be a k-particle
configuration. Then, we define H][\?’B} = P ) {—1,1}V* 1 5 R by

Ny(le T

N
H][\?’B](O') _ Z 9ijOi0j + h Z <h + ZgijTj)O'i.

1<i<j<N 1<i<N jeA
i,j¢AUB i¢AUB

H ][\’;l ’B](J) corresponds to the energy of the system, conditionally on o; for j € A (s.t.
o; = 7j) and with all spins labeled by j € B being removed from the system. For disjoint

subsets A, B C {1,..., N}, ()*5] denotes the Gibbs measure induced by H][?’B]. Notice

that (f >[A’B} is equal to the conditional expectation of f, given the spins o; for j € A
We abbreviate ()4 = (YA ()Y(B) = (V0B] 45 well as (.) = ()®0]. By slight abuse

of notation, if A = {i}, we write for simplicity (.)[ = ()3 and ()@ = ()b,
Finally, for disjoint A, B C {1,..., N}, an index i € A and an observable f, we set

5 ()P = S ((H1AP (o = 1) = (HIAP(0; = 1)),

(AP o; = 1) + (/4B 0; = —-1)).

N — DN =

e (f)AP =

An important ingredient in our analysis is that correlation functions are small for
t > 0 small enough. In [1], this is proved based on the key identities (see [Il, Section 3])

mg]A,B] — <1 _ (m£A7B})2) 5im‘[7'AU{i}7B],

AU{i},B AU{i},B 1 Aufi),B] dt
dsml AR = N gl ]dgik+§ 3 5z‘<mkkj{} ]) =
k¢ AUB k¢ AUB

(2.1)

and suitable variants thereof (e.g. analogous identities for three point functions which
follow by differentiation w.r.t. the external field). The second line is a straightforward
consequence of It0’s lemma, viewing the i-th column (g )k = (gir(t))ri as a rescaled
Brownian motion at time ¢. Using basic Gronwall arguments, the following proposition
can be proved like [Lemmas 3.1 & 3.2][I]; since the proofs are very similar to those of
[1, Lemmas 3.1 & 3.2] (see also [I, Lemma 3.1, Remarks 2) & 3)]), we skip the details.



Proposition 4. Let t > 0 be sufficiently small and let A,B C {1,...,N} be disjoint.
Then, for some constant Cy > 0, independent of N, A and B, we have that

AU{i},B —(l4i.5Y|—
sup sup Hdm[ th ]((gz‘j(tij)1§i<j§1v))H4§CtN (tasd=172,
ti;€[0,t], oc{—1,1}Al
1<i<j <N
AU B —(14i.5.k}|—
sup  sup [y (gt h1<icsen) ||, < G NTUIRNZD/2
ti;€[0,t], oe{-1,1}I4l
1<i<j <N

foralli,j,k & AU B. As a consequence, it follows that

A,B —(I{i.3}|—
sup sup Hm,[j }((gij(tij)1§i<j§N))H4ECtN (He3}=1/2
ti;€[0,t], oe{-1,1}I4l
1<i<j<N
A,B —(14iq _
sup sup Hm,[jk }((gij(tij)1§i<j§N))H2 < ¢ N~(HERI=1/2,
ti; €[0,t], oe{-1,1}4l
1<i<j<N

3 Derivation of the Path Representation

In this section, we derive the path representation of v N m;; and we prove Prop. 2
The path representation follows by combining and iterating the key identities in
23). To make this precise, let us recall the definitions in (I4]), (L6) and (7)), and
let us recall that Frf 1 denotes the set of self-avoiding paths among vertices {1,..., N}
from ¢ to j of length n + 1. Moreover, given a cavity set B C {1,..., N}, let us deﬁne

B) BU{i}) [i,B ds
E( —m”< Z / elmkj _ml(cj{ +_ Z / mkjj] N)’

k¢BU{i} kgBu{ }
(3.1)
as well as
_ ()
EO - E@] ) mmm Z Gikq ]k17
kl#%]
(45k1 500 skn—2,7)
E, "2 @) Z w(v) By,
no = Tl o GRka) 1)
:(ikl...knj)el‘:fﬂ kn—1kn—1 Gken—1kn knkn
('l k1, kn— 27.7)
A, "2 mum® Z w(y) my
o g (45k1,5ekn—2) (k150 skn—1,3)

’\/Z(Z’kl...knj)erif+1 mknflknfl gk”_lknmknkn

Here, we introduced the shorthand notation v = (iki1ks ... knj) = ({i,k1}, ..., {kn,J})-
Then, for every M > 2, a straightforward induction argument shows that

VNmg; = ZX +Z\/_E +VNAy41. (3.2)



Indeed, combining the two identities in (2.1]), we have first of all that

mij = miim%‘)gz‘j +Eo+mi Y giklm](;)] N2Xo+ Eg+ma Y gik‘lm](;l)j'
ki#i,5 k1#i,j

Now, we apply the two identities in (Z.I]) to m(l) — m! k) , extracting the factor mglj) and

expanding through It6’s lemma in the dlsorder (g]k)k# This yields

= N"12x,+ m“mﬂ Z gzklmk{ﬁgklj + Eo + miim Z glklE](f,gl
k1#£1,j k1#4,j
+m”mJJ Z Z glklmklbgk?]
k1 7517.7 k27é27.] k1
= N"Y2Xy+ N"V2X, + Ey + Ey + As.
(i7k17"~7k1VI—27j) in the

knr—1kar
definition Apnr W.r.t. (Gry, 11)is£i ke, kenr1,> We conclude (B2) for every M > 2.

Iterating this procedure by expanding the two point function m

Proof of Prop.[2. 1t is enough to provide suitable bounds on ZnM: oEn and Apryq. We
start to estimate the contributions E,,, for n > 0. To control Ey, we use that 0 < m;; <1
and we consider first the martingale term in (3.1)). Using that

d
HZ/ ezmkj_mkj))dglk :< /H ezmk]—mk,] H2 S> ’

an application of Itd’s lemma w.r.t. (gix)x; combined with the triangle inequality, the

basic identity mL} = —2m M lm 2m l[z]mlmk and Prop. @ implies for k # j that
() _ " somll do o L iy 9 <oay
H(flmkj mkj)(s)Hz = Z . My A9i 5 Z Elmkjll §
I#i I#£i

and, similarly, for k = j that H (ezmg — 7”11/,(;]))(5)“2 < CsY2N—1/2. Hence, we get

N )
H Z/o (Eimkj - mkj)dgik
ki

and arguing similarly for the drift term in (B0 yields ||Eols < CN~'t. The same

arguments imply HE]ngkLHQ < CN7'tif ky # ko, for C > 0 independent of N,t and B.
Next, to estimate FE,, for n > 1, we proceed iteratively. In case of Eq, we bound

Hmnm Z glklEj(;gl < H Z glkl ]kl 9 N Z HE_](Z]CIHZ CtN )

k1 7/7] k1 Zv]

LgCN“t




where, in the second step, we used the independence of the disorder (g )k from EJ(QI

Repeating the independence argument and using the fact that 0 < mﬁ’B} <1 n times

in order to control E, for n > 2, we arrive at

2 (@) (4,) (3,k1,5) (6 k15 kn—2.5)
2 Hm’i’imjj Z Giky M 1 Ghr ks Moy - Gl ok 1 B i Gkni |,
y=(ik1...knJ)
eri
n+1
7_]) (ka;lvj) (ka;l?"'vkn727j) .
< N Hmk‘lkl Z gk1k2mk2k2 v Gk _okp_1 Ekn_1k‘n 9knj :
Rt v=(k1...knj) €T}
t t (Z kl . . . 2
) 7.7) (Z,k1,...,kn_2,]) .
SN2N > H > Mk -+ Ghnzbn—1 Bk, k) Ikni||,
ki k2#ikr y=(kg..knj)el¥ |

< t"sup || EEFR2D)|12 < o2,
k£l

Similarly, we proceed to control Apsy1 in which case Prop. @l implies

[ Anrsille < C +M/2 sup {’méz,kl,---,kn_a,j){IQ < ON-V/2M/2
kL

and collecting the above bounds, this concludes that

M
H\/Nmij — ZXn
n=0

M
LS S VN|Enlla + VN[ Ayl < CNV2 4082 O
n=0

4 Limiting Distribution of Path Vector

Before proving Prop.Bl we begin with some preliminary observations. Given the disorder
G = (gij)1<i<j<n, consider a monomial gi!; ... gy, for mutually distinct pairs (k;, ;)
and a; € N, for i € {1,...,n} and n € N. Assuming f : RNN=1/2 5 R to be smooth
and bounded with bounded derivatives, the following straightforward estimates are a

direct consequence of integration by parts and induction: if all aq,...,a, € 2N, then
Boil, g, 1@~ EFC) T] (%) F - | < o( L) 5"
Otherwise, if d denotes the number (:f odd integers among aq, ..., a,, we have that
Egth, g, f(G)] < () b (4.2)

The constant C' in (£1) and (£2]) depends on the norms ||0q f||oo for multi-indices with
degree |a| < 3 | a; and on the powers a;, but it is independent of N. Below, we apply
(1) and #2) in particular to estimate (slight modifications of) contributions of the
form Ew(y)w(y'), given two paths v,7" € T}/, | with n+1 < M +1 for fixed M € N.



Lemma 5. Fiz n € N and mutually distinct indices k; € {1,...,N} forl € {1,...,n}.
Moreover, let by € N, B; C {1,...,N} and suppose that max<;<y |b;| and max;<;<, |Bj]
are bounded uniformly in N. Then, for t > 0 small enough, we have that

‘E lﬁ (m ,gﬁ;) H Esech? (h+ igZ)| < CN~Y*, (4.3)
=1

where Z ~ N(0,1) and C = C; depends on t, but is independent of N.

Proof. If h = 0, so that ¢ = ¢, = 0 for ¢ small, the Lh.s. in (3] is equal to zero, so
let us assume that h 7% 0. In this case, the claim follows by slightly generalizing some of
the arguments detailed in the proofs of [I, Prop. 1.2 & Lemma 4.1].

We first recall that the creation of a cavity does not affect the local magnetization
significantly. Indeed, using It6’s formula to expand w.r.t. (gjk)évzl, we have

w8 _ B0 g § /m[{J}Bdg L1 Z/ mlHBl ()
k§ZBU{J} k#j

Jensen’s inequality and Prop. @ imply that
i = [l = D) < (] < o

7

for every ¢ ¢ BU{j}. Iterating this argument, we thus conclude that
B _
[[mi — HQ <ONT'2, lan — qJ(V )Hz < ON"'2, (4.4)

where we set for B C {1,...,N}

1
q](f) = N Z (m,(CB))2 and ¢y = q%)).
k¢B

Similarly, proceeding as in [I, Lemma 4.1], 1t6’s formula and Prop. @ imply

Hm53) _ tanh (h n /tQEfU{i})Zi(B))HQ < CN-12,

where
Z? = (tg7") 2N gl < N0, 1), (4.5)
JEBU{i}
Now, consider indices k;, powers b; and cavity sets By, for [ € {1,...,n}, as in the

statement of the lemma. Then, a slight variation of the previous observations implies

HmBl) tanh(h+FZ >H < CN~1/2

for the union B = {ky,...,k,} U U?Zl B; and a basic covariance computation shows

(27) ~N(0,1mn).

ky
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Combining this with a* — b* = (a — b) > j_oa“ *bF, 0 < mlg]lgél) =1- (mgfl))2 <1,
0 < sech(-) < 1, Cauchy-Schwarz, (4.4]) and [I, Prop. 1.2], we thus arrive at

n

EJ] <m§€ﬁ;j>bl - f[ E sech® (h + \/EZ)‘
=1

=1

< EHseCh%l (h + \/EZ,SB)) — EH sech?” (h + 4/ tq](f)Z,ng))‘ +CONVA
=1 =1
<CElqg—q| +CNV* <ONTVA O

Equipped with the previous two lemmas, we are now ready to prove Proposition Bl
Proof of Prop.[d . Recall the definition of X™) in (I7) and that UM) equals
UM = YMsech? (h + /IqZs)sech? (h + v/1qZ3),

where YM) = (v,,)M_'is a centered Gaussian vector with covariance E Y;Y; = &t ()"
and Zs, Zs are i.i.d. standard normal independent of Y. Our goal is to prove that

lim Ef(XM) = gfui)) (4.6)
N—ro00
for all f € C°(RM*1). Notice that the family UM (X)), of random variables

is tight, because maxp—g s [|Unl2 < C,max,—o, || Xnll2 < C for some C > 0 that
is independent of N. Combined with an application of Stone-Weierstrass, (£.6) implies

oo Ef(XAD) = EF(UM) for all f € Cp(RM+1) s0 that XM B UM a3 N — o,
We split the proof of (48] into two parts and define

M
Y3 — (5k1 t(t'u)k)kl ) c RM+1xM+1

Moreover, denote by WM) = (Wn)M_ ) ~ N(0,1ga41) a standard Gaussian vector s.t.
UM B 53 WMsech? (h + v/IgZs)sech? (h + v/Tq Zs)
2 5o WM)gech? (h + \/EZZQ))SGC}P (h + \/EZ](.i))
with (Zi(j)7 ZJ(-i)) ~ N(0,1p2) as defined in (435]). Then, we bound
[Bf(X0) ~ BF(U00)] < [BEf (mgmyg SEWCD) — BFUOD)
+ [ES(XM) — EEf(mgm|) s W) '
and we claim that the two terms on the r.h.s. in (£7) vanish as N — oo. The first term

can be controlled using the same ideas as in the proof of Lemma Bt we find that

EEf(SY2WMsech? (h + v/igZ?)sech?(h + igZ,")) — EEf (mym|) 53 WD)]

< 1V 1l 122 WD allmyim() — sech® (b + /g2 )sech® (h + Viaz)" )2 < <73
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for some C' = C); > 0 that is independent of N. Here, the last step uses [I, Prop. 1.2].
Let us now focus on the second term on the r.h.s. in (7). Here, we apply a suitable

variant of Stein’s method that takes into account the randommness of m”m§ j) (similar

arguments were used recently in [12]). For f € C°(RM*1) and 0 < C € RMFIXM+1 et
o
Vie(x) = —/ du [Ef(e‘“x +/1— e 2w — Ef(c%w(m)]_
0
By the multivariate Stein equation (see e.g. [6l, Lemma 2.6]), it follows that

F(x) = Ef(C2WM) = tr (C[V2Vel(x)) — x - [VVie] (%)

and an elementary bound shows that [|9,Vclleo < || 71|00 f]lc- Choosing x = X)),

C 3 = mumg?ﬁé and taking the expectation over all the random variables yields

IEf(X(M ) — Ef(m“m( VoW

= ZE mum tu)" [02 ](X(M)) _ i/[:EXn [0,V] (X(M))’ (4.8)

n=0

where we write in the remainder V' = Vj ¢ for this choice of C and fixed f € C2°(RM*1).
Prop. Bl thus follows if we show that the r.h.s. in ([£8)) vanishes in the limit N — oc.
Setting w® (v) = w(v)/gix, if ¥ = (ikiks...kyj), integration by parts in g;e implies

0,] (X1)
- Y E@umam{e0)[oV](X0)

. \/Lﬁ Z Z E mi;(0g,,, mii)(m%'))Qw(i) (7)[310, V] (X))

= 0 4= (k.. kn])eF;_H

+1 Z Z E(miimg?)Qw(i) (V)w® () (010, V] (X(M))
=0 y—(ik;.. /w)ernﬂ,

v =(ik1k}.. k’j)ef‘l_H

+t Z 3 E mii(9y,,, mai) ()@ (y)w(y) [0,0,V] (XOD)
=0 y=(iky..knj)eT, ,,

'=(ik}Ky..k{5)ET |

=z 4 Eé") + 2 4w,
where Egm is defined as the contribution in the j-th line on the r.h.s. and where we set

[818n‘~/] (x) = —/ due ™1 — e_QUE(E%W(M 11010, f](e " x+1/1 — e 2u 2W(M)
0
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Notice that |30,V [l < Cll010n.f]loo Jo - due ™ < C for some C = Cyy
It now turns out that Egn), Egn) and Ein) vanish in the limit N — oo and that Egn)

cancels, up to another error that is negligible, with the n-th summand in the first term
on the r.h.s. in ([L8]). To see this, using that |0,V ||co < ||flloo, Cauchy-Schwarz implies

C . 4
SUPS Y B, min) (@, ma)w® () ()
y=(ik1...knf) €T,
y':(ik;...k;])ergﬂ
C n—1 . .
=N ) B (g, m18) g, i) 0 (70 ()
u=0 y=(ik1.. kn])ern+1’
§= (zk/ KkLg)EDT ! |=u
C .
TN > By mi) ()
q/:(i/ﬂ---knj)érifﬁ
Recalling the explicit form w® (v) = m;(ii)l k1 ko T /(g;lc;])gmka ml(fiy:l;clr;k27...7kn_l,j)gk”j’ for

v = (iky . .. knj), the number |y N~'| of joint edges determines the size of each summand
according to the bounds ([@J]) and ([£.2): The last term of the latter is straightforward
and of order O(N~1). As for the term on the second line, we obtain that for |[yN~y'| = u,

E(0

Gikq

m; ) (Oy, i mii)w(i) (fy)w(i) (7) < CNu=2n,

Since ]I‘ | < N and [{ GF;fH lyNy|=u} <N “forﬁxed’yel“nﬂ,we get

n—1

=P <Y ON Ty €Ty N | = u} ]+ ON T < ONT
u=0

for some C' = C,, > 0 that depends on n < M, but that is independent of V. Recalling

that |80,V ||lsc < C, the same argument shows that |E§n)|2 < CON—L
n)

Next, let us consider Eg and let us compare it with the n-th summand in the first
term on the r.h.s. in ([A8]): then, we have that

B 2] X (X w2 - )

’yel—‘n+1

M

— o) Z Z tIE(miimg.lj))zw(i) (M w® (~ N[00,V ] (X(M)) Egl)—FEgQ)
=1 = (iky..kng)ED, o,
' (lklk' KjG)ETY £
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The error terms Eg{) and E:(,g) can be controlled through simple second moment estimates
as before. Recalling that [|059;V||oo < 3050 f |0, We have on the one hand that

|z§f{’|2s0E( S (w3 — 2y Y (w(i)(w))2+(tu)2">-

€T, Ve,
Applying @I) & [@Z), that [T 4] =N"+O(N"1) and Lemma 5, we find that

t

E Y ()= [(N)" ((E sech (h +v1qZ))" + O(N—1/4)) + O(N‘"‘l)} I,

’yel—‘n+l

= (tp)" + O(N~V4).

and, similarly, that

E > ( (w?(v)?

erd
= > E@P@))’@P@)?+>] Y. E@Ym)?(w?(y)?
v EF;J-H' u=1 v EF;J-H'
yy'=0 [y |=u
n—1

_ (tM)Qn + O(N_1/4) + ZO(NQn—u % N—Zn) — (tM)Qn + O(N_1/4).

u=1

Here, the scaling O(N?"~* x N—2") of the u-th summand in the error is obtained by
multiplying the number of paths |{v,7" € Fn+1 Iy N9 = u}| = O(N?%) with
the leading order decay in N of E(w® (7))2(w® (v)?: if |y Ny/| = u, at least u — 1
Gaussian edge weights in the product (w®(y))?(w®(7/))? have multiplicity four in
which case 2n — 2(u — 1) edge weights have multiplicity two, leading to an overall
O(N~—2w=1)) x O(N~2(»=utl)y = O(N~2") decay. On the other hand, there can be at
most u edge weights having multiplicity four in (w® (v))?(w®(7/))? in which case one
obtains similarly that E(w®(7))?(w®(y))? = O(N~2%) x O(N~2(=%)) = O(N~2"),
Collecting the previous observations, we conclude that ]2( 2 <CN-1/4

Finally, let us switch to E( ") and Efln), both terms can be controlled with similar
arguments as before, so let us only provide a few details for E( n) Fixing l € {1,..., M},

it turns out useful to split the I-th summand in the definition of Egg) into

min(n,l) min(n,l)

2 i 7
Z Z E(mzzmgj)) w()('y) ()( ala V Z 232u
=0 = (iky.. kng) €T,
y'=(ik1k}...k|j)ET)’
¥#Y vy |=u

I41°
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and controlling each summand separately; considering for concreteness Egg)o, for instance,
we apply Cauchy-Schwarz and get

‘Ei(;go)‘z < Z Z E’U}(l) (V)fw(l) (,y/)w(l) (T)w(z) (T/)
v=(ik1 . knf) €T, T=(ip1. Pnf)ETH, 1,
' =(ik1 k... k) ET ) v =0 7' =(ip1p}y..p}5)ET Y, ;:rr' =0

< > > Ew(y)w(y )w(r)w(r’)
ISkSN ’YEFI:Lj ,’YIEFfj!’Yﬂ’y/:@,
TEFﬁj,T/GFfj:TﬂT/ZQ

+ oY > Y. Ew(w()w(rw(r).

1§kk7ép§N: ’“/Grlflj ,’“/EFfj . TEFI;Lj ,T/Ef‘fj .
7p3‘£27j ,Ym,yl:@ TﬂT/:@

Now, the bounds (4.1]), (£2]), Lemma [5] and basic combinatorics as above imply that

> > Ew(y)w(y )w(r)w(r’)
1%Q§N ~ETRI ,'y’EI‘fj Ny =0,
" TEFﬁj,T’EFfj TNT'=0
n+l
<Y Y Y Eubet)u@e)
L<KSN:u=0 - cphir rephi,

) ' =0,7N7'=0,
|(Y Wy )N (rUr’)[=u

n+l
_ (N _ 2) Z O(N2(n+172)7(u72) « Nuf2(n+l)) < CON—L
u=0

The N~(#=2) gcaling is due to the fact that is enough to fix n — 1 edges to have v = 7
(the same for v/, 7"). Analogously, one shows that

> > > Euw@w)w(r)w(r') <ON!
1<k#p<N:yeTkl /e rer) r/erPd:
k,p#i,j ANy =0 AT =0
CN~1/2. The same arguments imply that ]Zggg\ < CN7/2 for

CN~1/2; finally, as already mentioned, a similar analysis implies

such that \Eg%)]
u>1st S5
=M < oN-12,

Collecting the above estimates, we have proved that the contribution on r.h.s. in
(3R is of the order O(N~1/*), which concludes the proof. O

<
<

Acknowledgements. C. B. and A. S. acknowledge support by the Deutsche Forschungs-
gemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) under Germany’s Excellence Strat-
egy — GZ 2047/1, Projekt-ID 390685813.

15



References

1]

A. Adhikari, C. Brennecke, P. von Soosten, H.-T. Yau. Dynamical Approach to
the TAP Equations for the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick Model. J. Stat. Phys. 183, 35
(2021).

M. Aizenman, J. L. Lebowitz, D. Ruelle. Some rigorous results on the Sherrington-
Kirkpatrick spin glass model. Comm. Math. Phys. 112, pp. 3-20 (1987).

C. Brennecke, A. Schertzer, C. Xu, H.-T. Yau. The Two Point Function of the SK
Model without External Field at High Temperature. Prob. Math. Phys. 5, No. 1,
pp. 131-175 (2024).

C. Brennecke, C. Xu, H.-T. Yau. Operator Norm Bounds on the Correlation Matrix
of the SK Model at High Temperature. Preprint: larXiv:2307.12535.

S. Chatterjee. Spin glasses and Stein’s method. Probab. Theory Relat. Fields 148,
pp. 567-600 (2010).

L.H.Y. Chen, L. Goldstein, Q.-M. Shao. Normal Approximation by Stein’s method.
Probability and Its Applications, Springer Berlin, Heidelberg (2010).

F. Comets, J. Neveu. The Sherrington—Kirkpatrick model of spin glasses and
stochastic calculus: The high temperature case. Comm. Math. Phys. 166, pp. 549-
564 (1995).

J. R. L. de Almeida, D. J. Thouless. Stability of the Sherrington—Kirkpatrick solu-
tion of a spin glass model. J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 11, pp. 983-990 (1978).

R. M. Dudley. Real Analysis and Probability. Cambridge studies in advanced math-
ematics 74, Cambridge University Press (2002).

A. Hanen. Un théoréme limite pour les covariances des spins dans le modele de
Sherrington-Kirkpatrick avec champ externe. Ann. Probab. 35, no. 1, pp. 141-179
(2007).

F. Guerra, F. L. Toninelli. Central limit theorem for fluctuations in the high tem-
perature region of the Sherrington—Kirkpatrick spin glass model. J. Math. Phys.
43, pp. 6224-6237 (2002).

S. Gufler, A. Schertzer, M. A. Schmidt. AMP algorithms and Stein’s method: Un-
derstanding TAP equations with a new method. larXiv:2311.11924/ (2023).

D. Sherrington, S. Kirkpatrick. Solvable model of a spin glass. Phys. Rev. Lett. 35,
pp. 1792-1796 (1975).

M. Talagrand. Mean Field Models for Spin Glasses. Volume I: Basic Examples. A
Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics 54, Springer Berlin, Heidelberg (2010).

16


http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.12535
http://arxiv.org/abs/2311.11924

[15] C. Van Dam. On Hanen’s Theorem for the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick Model. Master’s
Thesis Mathematics, Institute for Applied Mathematics, University of Bonn (2024).

17



	Introduction
	Notation and Auxiliary Results
	Derivation of the Path Representation
	Limiting Distribution of Path Vector

