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The recentproofby F.G uerra thatthe Parisiansatz providesa lowerbound on the free energy

ofthe SK spin-glass m odelcould have been taken as o�ering som e support to the validity ofthe

purported solution. In this work we present a broader variationalprinciple,in which the lower

bound, as wellas the actualvalue, are expressed through an optim ization procedure for which

ultram etic/hierarchalstructuresform only a subsetofthevariationalclass.The validity ofParisi’s

ansatzfortheSK m odelisstillin question.Thenew variationalprinciplem ay beofhelp in critical

review ofthe issue.

PACS num bers:75.50.Lk

Introduction Thestatisticalm echanicsofspin-glass

m odelsischaracterized by theexistenceofa diversecol-

lection ofcom peting states,very slow relaxation ofthe

quenched dynam ics,and a ratherinvolved pictureofthe

equilibrium state.

A great dealofinsight on the subject has been pro-

duced through the study ofthe Sherrington K irkpatrick

(SK ) m odel[1]. After som e initialattem pts,a solution

was proposed by G .Parisiwhich has the requisite sta-

bility and m any other attractive features [2]. Its de-

velopm ent has yielded a plethora ofapplications ofthe

m ethod,in which a key structuralassum ption is a par-

ticular form ofthe replica sym m etry-breaking (i.e.,the

assum ption of\ultram etricity",or the hierarchalstruc-

ture,ofthe overlapsam ong theobserved spin con� gura-

tions)[3].

Yet to this day it was not established that this very

appealing proposaldoes indeed provide the equilibrium

structureoftheSK m odel.A recentbreakthrough isthe

proofby F.G uerra [4]thatthe free energy provided by

Parisi’spurported solution isa rigorouslowerbound for

the SK free energy.

M ore com pletely,the resultofG uerra is thatforany

value ofthe orderparam eter,which within the assum ed

ansatzisa function,the Parisifunctionalprovidesa rig-

orous lower bound. Thus,this relation is also valid for

the m axim izerwhich yieldsthe Parisisolution.

In thiswork we presenta variationalprinciple forthe

free energy ofthe SK m odelwhich m akes no use ofa

Parisi-typeorderparam eter,and which yieldsthe result

ofG uerra as a particular im plication. M ore explicitly,

the new principle allowsm ore varied boundson the free

energy,for which there is no need to assum e a hierar-

chalorganization oftheG ibbsstate(e.g.,asexpressed in

theassum ed ultram etricity oftheoverlaps[3]).G uerra’s

results follow when the variational principle is tested

againsttheDerrida-Ruellehierarchalprobability cascade

m odels(G REM )[5].

This leads us to a question which is not new: is the

ultram etricity an inherentstructueofthe SK m ean-� eld

m odel,orisitonly a sim pli� ying assum ption. The new

variationalprinciple m ay provide a toolfor challenging

testsofthisissue.

Them odel TheSK m odelconcernsIsing-typespins,

� = (�1;:::;�N ),with an a-prioriequi-distribution over

the valuesf� 1g,and the random Ham iltonian

H N (�) =
� 1
p
N

X

1� i< j� N

Jij�i�j � h

NX

i= 1

�i (1)

wherefJijg areindependentnorm alG aussian variables.

O uranalysisappliesto a m oregeneralclassofHam il-

tonianswhich includesalltheeven \p-spin"m odels[6,7].

Nam ely:

H N (�) = � K N (�) � h

NX

i= 1

�i (2)

with

K N (�) =

r
N

2

1X

r= 1

ar

N r=2

NX

i1;:::;ir= 1

Ji1:::ir�i1 � � � �ir (3)

whereallthefJi1;:::;irgareindependentnorm alG aussian

variables(forconvenience,thetensorisnotassum ed here

to be sym m etric),and
P

1

r= 1
jarj

2 = 1.Asin [7],ourar-

gum entrequiresthatthefunction f(q) =
P

1

r= 1
jarj

2 qr

be convex on [� 1;1].

O ne m ay note that K N (�) form a fam ily ofcentered

G aussian variableswith the covariance

E (K N (�)K N (�
0)j�;�0) =

N

2
f(q�;�0); (4)

which depends on the spin-spin overlap: q�;�0 =
1

N

P

j
�j�

0

j. The standard SK m odel corresponds to

f(q)= q2.

Thepartition function,Z,thequenched freeenergy,F ,

and whatwe shallcallhere the pressure,P ,are de� ned

as

ZN (�;h)=
X

�1;:::;�N = � 1

e
� � H N (�) (5)

PN (�;h) =
1

N
E (logZN (�;h)) = � � FN (�;h) (6)
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where E (� ) is an average over the random couplings

fJijg. The therm odynam ic lim it for the free energy,

i.e.,the existence oflim N ! 1 PN (�;h) = P (�;h),was

recently established by G uerra-Toninelli[8] through a

m uch-awaited argum ent.

The VariationalPrinciple O urvariationalexpression

for P (�;h) em ploys a setup which m ay at � rst appear

strange,butisnaturalfrom thecavity perspective,when

one considersthe change in the totalfree energy caused

by the addition ofM spins to a m uch larger system of

size N . The expression for ZN + M =ZN sim pli� es in the

lim it N ! 1 ,at � xed M . In the following idealized

de� nition one m ay regard the sym bol� asrepresenting

thecon� guration ofthebulk.Thediscretnessseen in the

de� nition (
P

��)isjustfortheconvenienceoftheform u-

lation ofthe variationalbounds,and notan assum ption

on theG ibbsstate,though such an assum ption m ay well

be true. (A m ore generalform ulation is possible,but

notm uch islostby restricting attention to the \RO St"

de� ned below.)

D e�nition (R andom O verlap Structures): A ran-

dom overlap structure (RO St) consists ofa probability

space f
 ;�(d!)g where for each ! there is associated

a system of weights f��(!)g and an \overlap kernel"

f~q�;� 0(!)g such that,foreach ! 2 
 ,

i.
P

�
��(!) � 1 ,

ii.thequadraticform correspondingto f~q�;� 0g ispos-

itivede� nite,

iii.~q�;� = 1,for each �,and hence (by the Schwarz

inequality)also:j~q�;� 0j� 1 forallpairsf�;�0g.

An im portant class of RO St’s is provided by the

Derrida-Ruelle probability cascade m odelwhich is for-

m ulated in ref.[5](called thereG REM ).

W ithoutadditionalassum ptions,onem ay associateto

thepointsin any RO Sttwo independentfam iliesofcen-

tered G aussian variablesf�j;�gj= 1;2;:::and f��gwith co-

variances (conditioned on the random con� guration of

weightsand overlaps)

E (�j;��j0;� 0 j~q�;� 0 ) =
1

2
�j;j0 f

0(~q�;� 0); (7)

E (���� 0 j~q�;� 0 ) = ~q�;� 0f
0(~q�;� 0)� f(~q�;� 0): (8)

The existence of such processes requires positive-

de� niteness ofthe joint covariance,but that is evident

from the following explicitconstruction in the case that

the �’sareN -vectors,with q�;� 0 = 1

N

P

j
�j;�

0

j:

�j;� =

r
N

2

X

r

p
rar

N r=2

X
eJj;i1;:::;ir� 1

�i1 � � � �ir� 1
(9)

where the second sum is over i1;:::;ir� 1 which range

from 1 to N ,and

�� =
X

r

p
r� 1ar

N r=2

NX

i1;:::;ir= 1

bJi1;:::;ir�i1 � � � �ir (10)

W e shallnow denote by E(� ) the com bined average,

which corresponds to integrating over three sources of

random ness:theSK random couplingsfJijg,therandom

overlap structure described by the m easure �(d!),and

the G aussian variablesf��g and f�j;�g.

G uided by the cavity picture,we associate with each

RO Stthe following quantity:

G M (�;h;�) =

=
1

M
E

 

log

 P

�;�
�� e

�
P

M

j= 1
(�j;� + h)�j

P

�
�� e�

p
M =2��

! !

(11)

where� = (�1;:::;�M )

O urm ain resultis:

T heorem 1 i.For any �nite M ,

PM (�;h) � inf
(
 ;�)

G M (�;h;�) � PU (�;h); (12)

where the in�m um is over random overlap structures

(ROSt’s)and PU (�;h)denotesthefreeenergy� (� �)ob-

tained through the Parisi\ultram etric" (or\hierarchal")

ansatz.

ii.The in�nite volum e lim itofthe free energy satis�es:

P (�;h) = lim
M ! 1

inf
(
 ;�)

G M (�;h;�): (13)

Proof These resultscan be seen as consisting oftwo

separate parts: lower and an upper bounds,which are

derived by di� erentargum ents.

i. The upper bound: the left inequality in eq.(12),

em ploysan interpolation argum entwhich isakin to that

used in the analysisofG uerra [4],butwhich hereisfor-

m ulated in broaderterm swithoutinvokingtheultram et-

ricansatz.Thesecond inequality in (12)holdssince the

Parisicalculation representsthe restriction ofthe varia-

tion to the subsetofhierarchalRO St’s.

To derive the � rst inequality let us introduce a fam -

ily ofHam iltonians for a m ixed sytem ofM spins � =

(�1;:::;�M )and theRO Stvariables�,with aparam eter

0� t� 1:

� H M (�;�;t)=
p
1� t

 

K M (�)+

r
M

2
��

!

+

+
p
t

MX

j= 1

�j;��j + h

MX

j= 1

�j; (14)

and let

R M (�;h;t) =
1

M
E

 

log

 P

�;�
�� e

� �H M (�;�;t)

P

�
�� e�

p
M =2��

! !

:

(15)
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Then

R M (�;h;0)= PM (�;h); (16)

R M (�;h;1)= G M (�;h;�); (17)

and we shallshow that d

dt
R M (�;h;t) � 0.

W eusethefollowing notation forreplica averagesover

pairsofspin and RO Stvariables. Forany X = X (�;�)

and Y = Y (�;�;�0;�0):

E
(1)

t (X ) = E

 
X

�;�

w(�;�;t)X

!

(18)

E
(2)

t (Y ) = E

0

@
X

�;�

X

� 0;�0

w(�;�;t)w(�0;�0;t)Y

1

A

with the \G ibbsweights"

E
2
tw(�;�;t)= ��e

� �H M (�;�;t)
. X

�;�

��e
� �H M (�;�;t)

:

(19)

W e now have

d

dt
R M (�;h;t) = �

�

M
E
(1)

t

�
d

dt
H M (�;�;t)

�

: (20)

Theterm d

dt
H M (�;�;t)includesG aussian variables,and

one m ay apply to it the generalized W ick’s form ula

(G aussian integration-by-parts)for correlated G aussian

variables,x1;:::;xn:

A v (x1  (x1;:::;xn)) =

=

nX

j= 1

A v (x1xj)A v

�
@ (x1;:::;xn)

@xj

�

: (21)

The resultis(afteran elem entary calculation):

�
�

M
E
(1)

t

�
d

dt
H M (�;�;t)

�

=
�2

4
E
(2)

t (’) (22)

with

’(�;�;�0;�0) =

= [f(q�;�0)� f(~q�;� 0)]� (q�;�0 � ~q�;� 0)f0(~q�;� 0): (23)

Therefore,

d

dt
R M (�;h;t) =

�2

4
� (24)

E
(2)

t ([f(q�;�0)� f(~q�;� 0)]� (q�;�0 � ~q�;� 0)f0(~q�;� 0)) � 0:

The lastinequality,which iscrucialforus,followsfrom

theassum ed convexityoff.FortheSK m odel,theabove

expression sim pli� esto E
(2)

t

�
(q�;�0 � ~q�;� 0)2

�
.

Putting the positivity ofthe derivative together with

(16)and (17)clearly im pliesthe � rstbound in (12).

As was noted earlier, a particular class of random

overlap structures is provided by the Derrida-Ruelle

probability cascade m odels (G REM ) of [5], which are

param etrized by a m onotone function x :[0;1]! [0;1].

Thesem odelshavetwo nice features:i.the distribution

off��gisinvariant,exceptforadeterm inisticscalingfac-

tor,underthem ultiplication byrandom factorsasin (11)

(consequently the value ofG M (:::;�x(� ))forsuch RO St

doesnotdepend on M ),ii.quantitieslikeG M (:::;�x(� ))

can be expressed asthe boundary valuesofthe solution

ofa certain di� erentialequation,which dependson x(� ).

Evaluated forsuch m odelsG M (:::;�x(� ))reproducesthe

Parisifunctionalfor each value ofthe order param eter

x(� ).TheParisisolution isobtained by optim izing (tak-

ing the inf)overthe orderparam eterx(� ).Thisrelation

givesriseto the second inequality in (12).

ii. To prove (13)we need to supplem ent the � rstin-

equality in (12)by an opposite bound.

O ur analysis is stream lined by continuity argum ents,

which areenabled bythefollowingbasicestim ate(proven

by twoelem entary applicationsoftheJensen inequality).

Lem m a 2 LetZ(H )denote the partition function for a

system with the Ham iltonian H (�),and letU (�)be,for

each �,a centered Gaussian variable which is indepen-

dentofH .Then

0 � E

�

log
Z(H + U )

Z(H )

�

�
1

2
E(U 2 ): (25)

Using the above,itsu� cesto derive ourresultforin-

teractionswith thesum overr,in (3),truncated atsom e

� nite value.

A convenient toolis provided by the superadditivity

ofQ N � N PN ,which was established in the work of

G uerra-Toninelli[8]and itsextensions[7,9].The state-

m entisthatforthe system sdiscussed here (and in fact

a broaderclass)foreach M ;N 2 N

Q M + N (�;h)� Q M (�;h)+ Q N (�;h): (26)

Thesuperadditivity wasused in [8]to establish theexis-

tenceofthelim itlim N ! 1 PN .However,ithasa further

im plication based on the following usefulfact.

Lem m a 3 For any superadditive sequence fQ N g satis-

fying (26)the following lim itsexistand satisfy

lim
N ! 1

Q N =N = lim
M ! 1

lim inf
N ! 1

[Q M + N � Q N ]=M : (27)

Forourpurposes,thisyields:

lim
N ! 1

PN = lim
M ! 1

lim inf
N ! 1

1

M
E

�

log
ZN + M

ZN

�

: (28)

W e now claim ,based on an argum ent em ploying the

cavity picture,thatforany M

lim inf
N ! 1

1

M
E

�

log
ZN + M

ZN

�

� inf
(
 ;�)

G M (�;h;�); (29)



4

which would clearly im ply (13). The reason forthisin-

equality is that when a block ofM spins is added to a

m uch larger\reservoir"ofN spins,thechangein thefree

energy isexactly in the form of(11){ exceptforcorrec-

tionswhose totalcontribution to G M isoforderO (M
N
).

(Thespin-spin couplingswithin thesm allerblockand the

subleading term sfrom thechangeN 7! (N + M )in (3).)

Thus,the largerblock ofspinsactsasa RO St.

To seethatin detail,letussplitthesystem ofM + N

spins into � = (~�;�),with ~� = (�1;:::;�M ) and � =

(�M + 1;:::;�M + N ). W ith this notation,the interaction

decom posesinto

K M + N (�) = eK N (�)+

MX

j= 1

e�j;� �j + U (~�;�) (30)

where: i. feK N (�)g consists ofthe term s ofK M + N (�)

which involveonlyspinsin thelargerblock,ii.thesecond

sum m and includes allthe term s which involve exactly

one spin in the sm allerblock,and iii. U consistsofthe

rem aining term s of K M + N (�), including the spin-spin

interactionswithin the sm allerblock.

O ne should note that feK N (�)g 6= fK N (�)g since,as

a consequence ofthe addition ofthe sm aller block,the

term s in feK N (�)g are weighted by powers of(N + M )

ratherthan N ,aspresented in (3). By the law ofaddi-

tion ofindependentG aussian variables,fK N (�)g (which

are ofhigher variance than feK N (�)g ) have the sam e

distribution asthe sum ofindependentvariables

(

eK N (�)+

r
M

2
��

)

; (31)

wheref��g arecentered G aussian variablesindependent

of eK N (�). Up to factors[1+ O (M
N
)],the covariancesof

fe�j;�g and f��g satisfy (7)and (8),respectively,and

1

M
E(U (~�;�)2)� C

M

N
: (32)

Taking

�� := exp

"

�

 

eK N (�)+ h

NX

i= 1

�i

! #

; (33)

we � nd that (29) follows by directly substituting the

aboveinto (11)(using (25)and (32)).�
Discussion At� rstglance,therecentresultof[4]m aybe

read aso� ering som esupportto thewidely shared belief

thattheParisiansatzhasindeed provided thesolution of

theSK m odel.However,weshowed herethattheG uerra

bound ispartofa broadervariationalprinciplein which

no referenceism adeto thekey assum ption of[2]thatin

the lim itN ! 1 the SK G ibbsstate developsa hierar-

chalorganization.The reasonsforsuch an organization,

which isequivalently expressed in term sof\ultram etric-

ity" in the overlaps q�;�0,are not a-prioriobvious. (A

step,approaching the issue from a dynam icalperspec-

tive,wastaken in ref[10],but this resulthasyetto be

extended to theinteractivecavity evolution.) O urresult

(12)raisesthe possibility thatperhapssom eotherorga-

nizing principles m ay lead to even lowerupper-bounds.

This reinstates the question whether the ultram etricity

assum ption,which hasenabled the calculation of[2],is

correctin the contextofthe SK -typem odels.

It should be em phasized,however,that the question

is not whether the SK m odelexhibits replica sym m e-

try breaking at low tem peratures. That, as well as

m any other aspects of the accepted picture, are sup-

ported by both intuition and by rigorous results ([11,

12,13,14,15]). The question concernsthe validity ofa

solution-facilitating ansatz aboutthe hierarchalform of

thereplicasym m etry breaking.Theinterestin thisques-

tion isenhanced by the factthatthisassum ption yields

a com putationaltoolwith m any otherapplications[3].
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