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Abstract

W e investigate dynam ics ofan inference algorithm term ed the beliefpropagation (BP) when

em ployed in spin glass (SG ) m odels and show that its m acroscopic behaviors can be traced by

recursive updates of certain auxiliary �eld distributions whose stationary state reproduces the

replica sym m etric solution o�ered by the equilibrium analysis. W e further provide a com pact

expression forthe instability condition ofthe BP’s�xed pointwhich turnsoutto be identicalto

thatofinstability forbreaking thereplica sym m etry in equilibrium when thenum berofcouplings

per spin is in�nite. This correspondence is extended to a SG m odelof �nite connectivity to

determ inethe phasediagram ,which isnum erically supported.

PACS num bers:89.90.+ n,02.50.-r,05.50.+ q,75.10.Hk

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0211500v1


Recently,there isgrowing interestin a sim ilarity between researcheson spin glass(SG)

and inform ation processing(IP)[1].Sinceem ploym entofm ethodsfrom SG theory provided

signi� cantprogressesforseveralproblem srelated to IP such asm achinelearning [2],error-

correcting [3,4,5,6]and spreading codes[7,8],itisnaturalto expect thatthe opposite

direction m ightbepossible.

The purpose ofthisarticle isto show such an exam ple. M ore speci� cally,we show that

investigatingdynam icsofaniterativeinferencealgorithm term edthebeliefpropagation(BP)

which hasbeen developed in IP research [9,10]when em ployed in SG m odelsprovidesanew

understandingabouttherm odynam icalpropertiesofSG.W eshow thatthereplicasym m etric

(RS)solution known in the equilibrium analysiscan be characterized asa m acroscopically

stationary statein BP.W ealso providea com pactexpression ofthem icroscopicinstability

condition around the� xed pointin theBP dynam icswhich turnsoutto beidenticalto that

ofinstability forbreakingthereplicasym m etry in equilibrium term ed theAlm eida-Thouless

(AT)instability [11]when the num berofconnectivity perspin isin� nite. E� cacy ofthis

expression fora sparsely connected SG m odelisalso num erically supported.

W eheretakeup a fam ily ofIsing SG m odelsde� neby Ham iltonian

H (SjJ)= �

MX

�= 1

J�

Y

l2L(�)

Sl; (1)

where L(�) denotes a set ofindices which are connected to a quenched coupling J�. W e

assum ethateach coupling isindependently generated from an identicaldistribution

P(J�)=
1+ J0=(

p
CJ)

2
�

 

J� �
J
p
C

!

+
1� J0=(

p
CJ)

2
�

 

J� +
J
p
C

!

: (2)

W e furtherassum e thatforeach �,L(�)iscom posed ofrandom ly selected K � O (1)spin

indicesand each spin index lisconcerned with C couplingsthe setofwhich isdenoted as

M (l).J0 > 0 and J > 0 areparam etersto controlthem ean and thestandard deviation of

J�,respectively,which naturally linksthecurrentsystem (1)totheSherrington-Kirkpatrick

(SK)m odel[12]in thecaseofK = 2 and C � O (N )and to sparsely connected SG m odels

[13,14,15]in general.

A m ajor goal of statistical m echanics in the current system is to calculate the m i-

croscopic spin average m l = Tr
S
Slexp[��H (SjJ)]=TrS exp[��H (SjJ)] from given

Ham iltonian (1). This is form ally identicalto an inference problem for a posterior dis-

tribution P(SjJ) /
Q
M
�= 1 P(J�jS) derived from a conditional probability P(J�jS) =

2



exp
h

�J�
Q

l2L(�)Sl

i

=
P

J�= � J=
p
C
exp

h

�J�
Q

l2L(�)Sl

i

and a uniform prior,which can be ex-

pressed in a bipartite graph as Figure 1 (a). In this expression,spins and couplings are

denoted as two di� erent types ofnodes and are linked by edges when they are directly

connected,which isusefultoexplicitly representstatisticaldependencesbetween estim ation

variables(spins)and observed data (couplings).

BP isan iterativealgorithm de� ned overthebipartitegraph tocalculatethespin average

fora given setofcouplingsJ = (J�)[9,10]. In the current system ,thisisperform ed by

passing beliefs(orm essages)between thetwo typesofnodesvia edgesateach updateas

m̂
t+ 1
�l = tanh�J�

Y

k2L(�)nl

m
t
�k; (3)

m
t
�l = tanh

0

@
X

�2M (l)n�

tanh
� 1
m̂

t
�l

1

A ; (4)

wherebeliefsm t
�l and m̂

t
�l areparam etersto representauxiliary distributionsattth update

as P(SljfJ�6= �g) = (1 + m t
�lSl)=2 and P(J�jSl;fJ�6= �g) = TrSk6= l

P(J�jS)P(SjfJ�6= �g) /

(1+ m̂ t
�lSl)=2,respectively. L(�)nlstands for a set ofspin indices which belong to L(�)

otherthan land sim ilarly to M (l)n�.Calculating m̂ �l iteratively,the estim ate ofthespin

averageattth updateisprovided as

m
t
l = tanh

0

@
X

�2M (l)

tanh
� 1
m̂

t
�l

1

A : (5)

Itisknown thatBP providestheexactspin averageby theconvergentsolution when the

bipartitegraphisfreefrom cycles(Figure1(b)).Actually,BP isaverysim ilarschem etothe

transferm atrixm ethod (TM M )ortheBetheapproxim ation [16,17]which isfrequently used

in physicsand thecurrentstatem entcan beregarded asageneralization ofaknown property

ofTM M thato� ersthe exactresultsfora one dim ensionallattice ora tree. However,BP

stillhasa possibility to introducesom ething new into physicssinceitisexplicitly expressed

asan algorithm and such view pointhasbeen rarein theresearch on m atters.Thisstrongly

m otivatesusto exam ineitsdynam icalproperties,which wewillfocuson hereafter.

Letus� rstdiscussthem acroscopicbehavioroftheBP dynam ics(3)and (4).Although

the currentrandom ly constructed system isnotfree from cycles,itcan be shown thatthe

typicallength ofthecyclesgrowsasO (lnN )with respecttothesystem sizeN aslongasC is

O (1)[18],which im pliesthattheself-interaction from thepaststateispresum ably negligible
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in thetherm odynam iclim it.On theotherhand,theself-interaction isalsoexpected assu� -

ciently sm alleven ifC islargesincethestrength ofthecouplingbecom esweak asO (C � 1=2).

Thisand eqs.(3)and (4)im ply thatthetim eevolution ofthem acroscopicdistributionsof

beliefs�t(x)� (1=N C)
P N

l= 1

P

�2M (l)�(x� m
t
�l)and �̂

t(̂x)� (1=N C)
P N

l= 1

P

�2M (l)�(̂x� m̂
t
�l)

islikely to bewellcaptured by recursive equations

�̂
t+ 1

(̂x) =

Z K � 1Y

l= 1

dxl�
t
(xl)

*

�

 

x̂ � tanh�J

K � 1Y

l= 1

xl

! +

J

; (6)

�
t
(x) =

Z C � 1Y

�= 1

dx̂��̂
t
(̂x�)�

0

@ x � tanh

0

@

C � 1X

�= 1

tanh
� 1
x̂�

1

A

1

A ; (7)

whereh� � �i
J
representstheaveragewith respectto J following distribution (2).

The validity ofthe currentargum entand itslink to the replica sym m etric (RS)ansatz

in the equilibrium analysishave been shown already for� nite C [19,20]. Here,we further

show thatthesecan beextended to thecaseofin� niteC even iftheAT stability oftheRS

solution isbroken in equilibrium .

W hen C becom esin� nite,itism ore convenient to dealwith an auxiliary � eld of� nite

strength ht�l �
P

�2M (l)n� tanh
� 1
m̂ t

�l ’
P

�2M (l)n� m̂
t
�l rather than m̂ t

�l since m̂
t
�l becom es

in� nitesim al.Duetothecentrallim ittheorem ,thedistribution oftheauxiliary � eld �t(h)�

(1=N C)
P N

l= 1

P

�2M (l)�(h � ht�l)can beregarded asa Gaussian

�
t
(h)=

Z C � 1Y

�= 1

dx̂��̂
t
(̂x�)�(h �

C � 1X

�= 1

tanh
� 1
x̂�)’

1
p
2�F t

exp

"

�
(h � E t)2

2F t

#

; (8)

whereE tand F taretheaverageand thevariancetoparam eterizetheGaussian distribution

�t(h),respectively. The expression in the m iddle im plies�t(x)=
R
dh�t(h)�(x � tanh(h)).

Pluggingthisintoeq.(6)and recursively em ployingeq.(8),weobtain acom pactexpression

fortheupdateofE t and F t as

E
t+ 1

= �J0

�

M
t
�K � 1

; F
t+ 1

= �
2
J
2
�

Q
t
�K � 1

; (9)

M
t
=

Z

D ztanh(
p
F tz+ E

t
); Q

t
=

Z

D ztanh
2
(
p
F tz+ E

t
); (10)

where D z � exp[�z2=2]=
p
2� and M t and Q t can beexpressed asM t ’ (1=N )

P N
l= 1m

t
�l ’

(1=N )
P

N
l= 1m

t
l and Q

t ’ (1=N )
P

N
l= 1(m

t
�l)

2 ’ (1=N )
P

N
l= 1(m

t
l)
2,respectively,dueto thelaw

oflargenum bers.Eqs.(9)and (10)serveasalternativesofeqs.(6)and (7).

Itshould be noticed here thatthese equationscan be regarded asthe forward iteration

ofthesaddlepointequationsto obtain theRS solution in thereplica analysisofthem ulti-

spin interaction in� nite connectivity SG m odels[1]and,in particular,ofthe SK m odelfor

4



K = 2 [12].In orderto con� rm thevalidity oftheabove argum ent,we com pared the tim e

evolution ofthebeliefupdate(3)and (4)(B P)with thatofeqs.(9)and (10)(R S)forthe

SK (K = 2)m odel,which isshown in Figures2 (a)and (b).W ealso com pared them with

thetrajectory ofthenaiveiteration oftheBP’s� xed pointcondition

m l= tanh

0

B
@

X

�2M (l)

�J�

Y

k2L(�)nl

m k�
X

�2M (l)

(�J�)
2

X

j2L(�)nl

0

@
Y

k2L(�)nl;j

m k

1

A

2

(1� m
2

j)m l

1

C
A ; (11)

(TA P)which can beobtained inserting m �l ’ m l� (1� m 2
l)m̂ �l to the � xed pointofeqs.

(3) and (4) m t
�l = m �l, m̂

t
�l = m̂ �l and m t

l = m l. This becom es identicalto the fam ous

Thouless-Anderson-Palm er(TAP)equation oftheSK m odel,in particular,forK = 2 [21].

Theexperim entswereperform ed forJ0 = 1:5,0:5 keeping J = 1 and T = 0:5,wherethe

AT stability oftheRS solution in equilibrium issatis� ed forJ0 = 1:5butbroken forJ0 = 0:5

[11].Figures2 (a)and (b)show thatB P and R S exhibitexcellentconsistency with respect

to the m acroscopic variables irrespectively ofwhether the AT stability is satis� ed ornot.

Thisstrongly validatesthereduction from BP (3)and (4)to them acroscopicdynam ics(9)

and (10). On the otherhand,TA P isconsiderably di� erentfrom the others. In a sense,

thism ay benaturalbecausenaively iteratingeq.(11)isjustoneofproceduresforobtaining

a solution and its trajectory in dynam ics does not necessarily have any consistency with

B P orR S while the BP’s� xed pointiscorrectly characterized by the TAP equation (11)

which doeshavea certain relation to theRS solution in equilibrium asshown in [22].These

� guresalso im ply thatthe dynam ics ofBP cannotbe traced by a closed setofequations

with respectto singly indexed variablesm t
l even forC ! 1 whilethe� xed pointcondition

in thislim itisprovided ascoupled equationsofm l (11),which isalso observed in a sim ilar

system [8].

Although Figures2 (a)and (b)show thatthem acroscopicvariablesrapidly converge to

thoseoftheRS solution in BP,thisdoesnotim ply thatBP m icroscopically convergesto a

certain solution.In orderto probe thism icroscopic convergence,we exam ined the squared

di� erence ofspin averages between successive updatesDt � (1=N )
P

N
l= 1(m

t
l� m

t� 1
l )2,the

tim e evolution ofwhich is shown in the insets ofFigures 2 (a) and (b). These illustrate

that the (m icroscopic) localstability ofthe BP’s � xed point can be broken even ifthe

m acroscopic behaviorseem sto converge,which cannotbe detected by only exam ining the

reduced m acroscopicdynam ics(9)and (10).
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In order to characterize such instability,we next turn to the stability analysis ofthe

BP updates(3)and (4). Linearizing the updateswith respectto the auxiliary � eld h�l =

tanh
� 1
m �l around a � xed pointsolution m

t
�l = m �l,weobtain a dynam icsoftheauxiliary

� eld  uctuation �ht�l as

�h
t+ 1

�l =
X

�2M (l)n�

tanh�J�
Q

k2L(�)nlm �k

1�
�

tanh�J�
Q

k2L(�)nlm �k

�2 �
X

j2L(�)nl

1� m 2
�j

m �j

� �h
t
�j: (12)

Analytically solvingthislinearized equation foralargegraph isgenerally di� cult.However,

sincethecurrentsystem israndom ly constructed,theself-interaction of�ht�l from thepast

can be considered assm allasthose ofbeliefsare. Thisim pliesthatthe tim e evolution of

the uctuation distribution ft(y)� (1=N C)
P N

l= 1

P

�2M (l)�(y� �ht�l)can beprovided by a

functionalequation

f
t+ 1
(y) =

C � 1Y

�= 1

K � 1Y

l= 1

dy�lf
t
(y�l)

�

*

�

0

B
@ y�

C � 1X

�= 1

tanh�J �

Q K � 1
k= 1 x�k

1�
�

tanh�J �

Q K � 1

k= 1 x�k

�2 �

K � 1X

l= 1

1� x2�l

x�l
� y�l

1

C
A

+

J�;x�l

; (13)

where h� � �i
J�;x�l

denotesthe average overJ� and x�l following eq. (2)and the stationary

distribution of�t(x)= �(x),respectively,and the stability ofthe BP’s� xed pointcan be

characterized by whether the stationary solution ft(y) = f(y) = �(y) is stable or not in

update(13).Thisform ulation m akesanalyticalinvestigation possibleto a certain extent.

In order to connect eq. (13) to the existing analysis,let us � rst investigate the lim it

C ! 1 for which m uch m ore results are known com pared to the case of � nite C.

Due to the central lim it theorem , the distribution of the � eld  uctuation can be as-

sum ed as a Gaussian ft(y) = (1=
p
2�bt)exp[�(y� at)2=(2bt)], where at and bt are the

m ean and the variance of the distribution, respectively. Plugging this expression into

eq. (13) o� ers update rules with respect to at and bt as at+ 1 = �J0M
K � 2(1� Q)at and

bt+ 1 = (�J)2Q K � 2
R
D z

�

1� tanh
2
(
p
Fz+ E )

�2
(bt+ (at)2),where M ;Q;E and F repre-

sent the convergent solutions ofeqs. (9) and (10). In order to exam ine the stability of

f(y)= �(y),we linearize these equations around at = bt = 0,which provides the critical

condition oftheinstability with respectto thegrowth ofbt

(�J)
2
Q
K � 2

Z

D z
�

1� tanh
2
(
p
Fz+ E )

�2
= 1; (14)
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which becom esidenticalto thatofthe AT stability forthe in� nite range m ulti-spin inter-

action SG m odels and,in particular,for the SK m odelwhen K = 2 [11]. Furtherm ore,

in the case ofthe SK m odel(K = 2),the criticalcondition with respectto at around the

param agneticsolution M = Q = 0 correspondsto thepara-ferrom agnetictransition.These

m ean thatthetwo di� erentphasetransitionsfrom theparam agneticsolution can belinked

in a uni� ed fram ework to thedynam icalinstabilitiesofBP by eq.(13).

W hen C is� nite,onecan num erically perform thestability analysisem ploying eq.(13),

thedetailofwhich willbereported elsewhere.In addition,analyticalinvestigation becom es

possible forK = 2 asfollowssince transitionsfrom the param agnetic solution in thiscase

occurdueto thelocalinstability.

For a sm all �, the param agnetic solution �(x) = �̂(x) = �(x) (m �l = m̂ �l =

0) expresses the correct stable � xed point of the BP dynam ics. Inserting this into

eq. (13) does not provide a closed set of equations with respect to a � nite num -

ber of param eters since ft(y) is no m ore a Gaussian. However, assum ing ft(y) ’

�(y), the stability analysis can be reduced to coupled equations with respect to the

m ean and the variance of ft(y) as at+ 1 = (C � 1)htanh�J i
J
at and bt+ 1 = (C �

1)

�D

tanh
2
�J

E

J
bt+

�D

tanh
2
�J

E

J
� htanh�J i

2

J

�

(at)2
�

. Linearizing these around at =

bt = 0 providesthecriticalconditionswith respectto thegrowth ofat and bt as

(C � 1)htanh�J i
J
= 1; (15)

(C � 1)
D

tanh
2
�J

E

J
= 1; (16)

respectively.Itshould bem entioned thata sim ilarcondition to eq.(16)wasonceobtained

for a SG m odelon the Bethe lattice [23]while eq. (15) was not. However,the current

schem e m ay be superior to that em ployed in [23]as the expression (13) is com pact and,

therefore,can beeasily extended to thecaseofm ulti-spin interaction (K � 3)with theaid

ofnum ericalm ethodswhilesuch extension requireshigherorderperturbation and becom es

highly com plicated in theotherschem e.

Eqs. (15)and (16)m ightcorrespond to the para-ferrom agnetic and the para-SG phase

transitions,respectively,since they do in the lim itC ! 1 . In orderto exam ine this,we

perform ed num ericalexperim entsforN = 2000 and C = 4.Although furtherinvestigation

m ay be necessary to prove correctness,the data obtained from 100 experim ents of20000

M onte Carlo steps per spin exhibit good consistency with the analyticalexpressions (15)
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and (16)indicating thatthe correspondence between the phase transitions in equilibrium

and thedynam icalinstabilitiesofBP holdsfor� niteC aswell(Figure3).

In sum m ary,wehaveinvestigated dynam icalbehaviorofBP when em ployed in SG m od-

els. W e have shown thatthe tim e evolution ofm acroscopic variablescan be wellcaptured

by recursive updatesofauxiliary � eld distributionswhich becom esidenticalto theforward

iteration ofthesaddlepointequationsundertheRS ansatzin thereplica analysis.W ehave

furthershown thatthedynam icalinstability oftheBP’s� xed pointisclosely related to the

AT instability oftheRS solution,which hasbeen num erically supported.

Relationship between the currentschem e and an existing AT analysisfor� nite connec-

tivity SG m odels[24]thatgenerally requirescom plicated calculation and isnotfrequently

em ployed in practiceisunderinvestigation.Besidesthis,extension ofthecurrentfram ework

to the replica sym m etry breaking (RSB)schem es [25,26]is a challenging and interesting

futurework.

This work was partially supported by Grants-in-Aid from the M EXT, Japan, Nos.

13680400,13780208 and 14084206.
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SlSlSl

Jµ Jµ Jµ Jµ Jµ

Sl1 2 3

1 2 3 4

(a) (b)

FIG .1: (a):G raphicalexpression ofSG m odelsin thecaseofK = 3and C = 4.In thisexpression,

each spin Sldenoted as islinked toC = 4couplingsJ� (2),each ofwhich isconnected toK = 3

spins.L(�)and M (l)representsetsofindicesofspinsand couplingsthatarerelated to J� and Sl,

respectively. In the �gure,L(�)= fl1;l2;l3g and M (l)= f�1;�2;�3;�4g.(b):Cyclesin a graph.

A cycle iscom posed ofm ultiple pathsto link an identicalpairofnodes.Itisshown thatBP can

providethe exactspin averagesin a practicaltim e scale ifa given graph isfreefrom cycles[9].
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FIG .2: Tim eevolution ofm acroscopicvariablesM t= (1=N )
P

N
l= 1m

t
land Q

t= (1=N )
P

N
l= 1(m

t
l)
2

in the SK m odelfor the BP updates (3) and (4) (B P : ),the reduced dynam ics (9) and (10)

(R S:lines) and the naive iteration ofthe TAP equation (11) (TA P :+ ) for (a) J0 = 1:5 and

(b) J0 = 0:5 keeping J = 1 and T = 0:5. TA P is plotted only for Q t in the case ofJ0 = 0:5

in order to save space. Each m arker is obtained from 100 experim ents for N = 1000 system s.

The AT stability is satis�ed for J0 = 1:5 but broken for J0 = 0:5. Irrespectively of the AT

stability,thebehaviorofthem acroscopicvariablesin theBP dynam icscan bewellcaptured by the

reduced dynam icswhilethenaiveiteration oftheTAP equation doesnotexhibitany convergence

even in the m acroscopic scale. Insets: Squared deviation ofspin averages between the successive

updates D t = (1=N )
P N

l= 1(m
t
l� m

t� 1
l

)2 is plotted for the BP dynam ics. The deviation vanishes

to zero indicating convergence to a �xed pointsolution forJ0 = 1:5 whilerem ains�nitesignalling

instability ofthe �xed pointforJ0 = 0:5.
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FIG .3: Phase diagram for K = 2 and C = 4 suggested by eqs. (15) and (16). P,F and

SG stand for the param agnetic,the ferrom agnetic and the spin glass phases,respectively. The

boundary between F and SG isjusta conjecture.In orderto exam inethevalidity ofthisdiagram ,

100 M onte Carlo experim entswere perform ed forN = 2000 system satconditionsdenoted by + .

Foreach condition,frequenciesofm acroscopic m agnetizationsM a = (1=N )
P N

l= 1m
a
l
and overlaps

Q ab = (1=N )
P N

l= 1m
a
lm

b
l (a > b) were evaluated,where m a

l is the average ofSl obtained from

20000 M onte Carlo stepsperspin forexperim entsa;b= 1;2;:::;100 (insets).Forboth ofthetwo

conditionsin P,allofM a and Q ab fallinto the �rstbin.O n the otherhand,sharp peaksindicate

the orderto the ferrom agnetic state in F and a broad distribution ofQ ab signalsthe breaking of

the replica sym m etry in SG .
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