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Abstract. Extrem alO ptim ization (EO ), a new localsearch heuristic, is used to approxin ate ground states
ofthem ean—- eld spin glassm odel introduced by Sherrington and K irkpatrick . T he In plem entation extends
the applicability of EO to system sw ith highly connected variables. A pproxin ate ground states of su cient
accuracy and w ith statistical signi cance are obtained for system swith m orethan N = 1000 variables using

J bonds. T he data reproduces the welkknown P arisi solution for the average ground state energy of the
m odel to about 0.01% , providing a high degree of con dence in the heuristic. T he results support to less
than 1% accuracy rationalvaliesof ! = 2=3 for the nitesize correction exponent, and of = 3=4 for the

uctuation exponent of the ground state energies, neither one of which hasbeen obtained analytically yet.
T he probability density function for ground state energies is highly skewed and identical w ithin num erical
error to the one found f©r G aussian bonds.But com parison w ith iIn niterangem odels of nite connectivity
show s that the skew ness is connectivity-dependent.

PACS. 7510Nr Spin-glass and other random models { 02.60Pn Num erical optin ization { 0550+ g

Lattice theory and statistics (Ising, P otts, etc.)

1 Introduction

T he Sherrington—K irkpatrick (SK ) m odel ] has provided
a rare analytic glin pse Into the nature of frustrated spin
glasses below the glass transition. It extends the notion
of a spin glasson a nite-dim ensional lattice introduced
by Edwards and Anderson EA) M] to n nite dinen—
sions, where all spin variablesare in nitely connected and
m ean— eld behavior em erges. In this 1im it, analytically in—
tractable geom etric properties of the lattice subm erge.
Consequently, the SK m odel sin ply establishes m utual
bonds between allvariables.M any features of this highly
connected m odelhave becom e analytically accessible w ith
P arisi’s replica sym m etry breaking R SB) schem e l].0 nly
recently have R SB m odels w th longrange but nie con—
nectivity been analyzed successfilly M. An comparable
treatm ent of EA is stillm issing.

The SK m odel rem ains a topic of current research M,
M. For one, its m athem atical challenges, leaving cer-
tain scaling exponents asofnow intractable, continue to
inspire new theoretical approaches M]. Furthem ore, as
scaling argum ents [J8¥] r EA suggest an entirely dif-
ferent picture, the findam ental question to the relevance
of mean— eld theory for any description of realistic sys—
tem s at low tem perature rem ains unanswered.

The challenge of the SK m odel is exem pli ed by the
fact that i is an NP-hard problem to nd the ground
state of its instances M]. Unlke in a spin m odel of ferro—
m agnetism , in which couplings J;;5 = 1 alwaystry to align

¢ http://www physics.em ory edu/faculy /boettcher

neighboring spins, In a soin glass m odel like SK or EA,
each soin is frustrated by a com petition betw een random Iy
drawn, aligning and antialigning couplings (say, Ji;j =

1) to itsneighbors.A sa resul, itspotentialenergy land—
scape is characterized by a hierarchy of valleys w ithin val-
leys ] wih a number of local m inin a grow ing expo—
nentially in the system size W]. Since its low -energy land-
scape features prom nently in its low —tem perature proper—
ties, even num erical insights have been hard to com e by.
Som e earlierw ork In thisarea hasbeen focused on gradient
descent W] or Sinulated Annealing algorithm s M),
extrapolations to low tem peratures from perturbative ex—
pansions near the glass transition ], or on exact m eth—
ods to enum erate low -lying energy values #¥]. And even
w ith the m ost sophisticated m ethods, lke genetic algo—
rithm s (GA ), accurate approxin ations have been lim ited
to system size ofN 300 1.

Here, we propose an altemative optim ization proce—
dure, based on the Extrem al O ptin ization (EO ) heuris—
tic ). O ur in plem entation of EO ] is extrem ely
sin ple and very e ective, allow Ing to sam ple system s of
sizesup to N 1000 wih su cient accuracy and statis—
ticalsigni cance. T his approach produces results that not
only verify previous studies by independent m eans, but
also in prove the accuracy. P revious studies ] suggest
that the uctuation exponent ofthe ground state energies

isnearto 3=4, excluding an earlier con cture of 5=6 B9,
W]. Here, we double the size of the scaling regineto  nd
= 0:7500 29). T hese resuls strongly support analytical
argum ents by Refs. J] in favor of = 3=4, assum ing
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that such an exponent In a solvable m odel should be a
sin ple rationalnum ber.

2 EO A Igorithm

Our in plem entation of -EO proceeds as follow s (=5,20]:

A ssign to each spin variable x; = 1) a \ tness"
R
1= X Ji;5%57 1)
61
i. e. the (negative) localenergy ofeach spin, so that
1 X
H= -Pp= i @)
2 N

is the fam iliar H am iltonian of the SK m odel. For general
bond m atrices Jj;4, such as those draw ing from a continu-—
ousG aussian bond distribution w ith varyingbond-w eights
attributed to di erent spins, morere ned de nitionsofy
should be used =%/27]. H ere it is conceptually and com pu-—
tationally m ost convenient to draw discrete bonds J from
f 1;+1g wih equal probability, such that hJi= 0 and
hJ?i= 1.
A Iocalsearchw ith EO &%] ideally requiresthe ranking
ofthe tnesses ; from worst to best before each update,
. ) HEH v 3)
where 1=
tness. At each update, one soin of low
to change unconditionally. Since EO does not converge to

x Indicates spin x; ashaving the k-th ranked

a speci coon guration, it outputs the best-found after a

certain num ber of updates.

Follow ing Ref. 1], i is m ost expedient to approxi-
m ately order the ; in Eq. ) instead on a binary tree of
depth O (log, N ) w ith the least— t spins ranking near the
root. Unlke for sparse bond-m atrices =], Ipping one
soin also changes the tness of all other spins, abeit by
a sm all am ount, i= 1= O (1=N). To avoid the cost
0f O (logN ) for reordering the entire tree each update,
a dynam ic ordering scheme is used here: A1l ; are re—
evaluated, but the tree is parsed only once, node-by-node,
starting atthe root.The tnesson the currentnode isonly

com pared w ith itstwo sub-nodes and exchanged, i is t-

ness isbetter. In thisway, a new Iy in proved tnesscan be
m oved away from the root severaltin es, but new Iy worse

thesses m ove at m ost one step tow ards the root. Yet, a
soin which suddenly attained a low  tness would m ove
to the root at m ost w ithin O (log, N ) updates. Hence, re—
ordering of tnesses occurs faster than m is-orderings can
escalate because = 1.

In a -EO update, a soin is selected according to a
scale-free probabJJJty distrbbution P (k) k  over the
ranks k 2 fl;:::3;N g in Eq. ). Sihce the ranking here
is not linear as in Eq. ) but on a tree, a kevel 1, 0
1 blog (n)c is selected w ith probabilty 2 ¢ Y%, and
one random ly chosen spin on the I-th lvel of the tree

tness is forced

0.7 } ]
c
%—O g1
» -0.72 ¢
o
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Fig. 1. Plot of the average best energy per soin found by
EO as a function of the param eter . For each system size
N , a set of test instances were created and optin ized w ith
£0, each rN°? update steps. Each data point represents
the average over the best-found energies obtained w ith that
In accordance w ith Ref. ], the optin al choice for wihin
the given runtin e m oves closer to unity slow Iy w ith increasing

system size.W ithin the range of N used here, a xed 12
appears to be e ective.
is updated %], In this m anner of ranking and selecting

from a binary tree, an ideal selection according to P (k)
is approxin ated whilke saving O N ) in the com putational
cost. Tests show , In fact, that the -dependence for op-
tin al perform ance of this algorithm s follow s the generic
behavior described in Ref. W], sce Fig.M.EO at = 12
nds consistently accurate energies using O N°) update
steps In each run, at least for N 1000, veri ed by the
fact that our data reproduces the exactly known energy
ofthe SK to about 0.01% , see Fig.ll. Including the linear
cost of recalculating tnesses and dynam ic ordering, the
algorithm ic cost is O ™ ). Runs take between 1s or
N = 63to 20h orN = 1023 on a 2GHz Athlon CPU.

Tt isnot at allobvious that EO would be successfilin
an environm ent w here variables are highly connected. So
far, EO hasonly obtained good resuls for system s where
each variable is connected only to O (1) other variables for
N ! 1 .Theupdateofa single variablhence In pactsthe
extensive energy of the system only to sub-leading order,
and only O (1) variables need to rearrange their tness.
Applications of EO to highly connected system s, where
each degree of freedom  is coupled tom ost others over long—
range Interactions, proved unsatisfactory : For instance, in
a continuum polym er m odel =%] w ith torsion angles be—
tween chain elem ents as variables, even a m inute rotation
Jeads to m acroscopic changes in the total energy, and al-
m ost allm oves are equally detrim ental. In that case, cri-
teria form ove rejpction are necessary, which are decidedly
absent from EO so far.RBut orthg SK In a gpdate nearE
wepestjmate E=FE = 5 =i ;i (
1= N ,assum ing a sum over tem s w ith random signs. In
fact, the ability to sustain roughly N perturbations to

i= i)
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Table 1. List of our com putational resuls to approximn ate

ground state energies ey of the SK m odel. For each system size -0.71 + EO-dafa )—@—1 s
N , we have averaged the energies over I Instances and printed .
the rescaled energies hepi, llowed by the deviation (eo) in -0.72 ¢+ fit — & ]
Eqg. ) .G iven errors are exclusively statistical. RSB x
T — = -0.73 | e ]
15 380100 ~0.64445 (9) 00669 (3) & 0.74 | 7 (eg+0.76324)N23 |
31 380100 -0.69122 (8) 0.0405 () ) r=a
49 500 000 -0.71051 (6) 0.0293 (1) A on
63 389100 -0.71868 (3) 0.0246 (1) 0.75 ¢ & ' o o ol
99 500000 -0.73039 (3) 0.01763(7) @@ 0.70 % 3® ?
127 380407 -0.73533 (2) 0.01468(7) -0.76 L 3 |
199 351317 -0.74268 (2) 0.01043(5) 0.69 EO-data -o-
255 218473 -0.74585 (2) 0.00862 (5) ‘ ‘ ‘
399 15624 075029 (5) 0.0061 (1) 0 0.03 1/N23 0.06
511 25762 -0.75235 (3) 0.0051 (1)
799 725 -0.7551 (1) 0.0037(4) F ig.2.Extrapolation ofthedata forhepiin Tab MorN ! 1 .
1023 244 0.7563 @) 0.0029 (6) The exact resul of 0:76321(3) ( ) is reproduced within

the system before altering the m acroscopic state m ay be
one of the advantages ofEO .

3 Num erical Resuls

E xtensive com putations to detem ine ground state en—
ergies per spin, ey, ofabout I = 5 10 instances for
N 100 to Just I 250 instances or N = 1023 have
yielded the results listed in Tab. M. Note that all values
chosen ©rN areodd.UsihgN = 2 1 wasconvenient to
ensure a com plete lling of all levels on the tree ranking
the tnessesin Secll. Subsequently, we added data at in—
tem ediate values ofN .For am allerN there wasam inute
but noticeable deviation In the behavior of heyi between
even and odd valies of N , wih even values lading to
consistently lower heyi. E ither set of data extrapolates to
the sam e them odynam ic lim i, w ith the sam e corrections-
to-scaling exponent, but appears to di er in the am pli-
tude ofthe scaling corrections. T his behavior is consistent
w ith the ndings foreven and odd-connectivity B ethe lat—
tices 0], N otethateven N here In plies odd connectivity
for each soin in the SK m odel, and vice versa.)

W e have plotted heyi vs. 1=N 2= ;n Fig.l. The data
points extrapolate to  0:76324 (5), very close to the best
known Parisi energy of 0:76321 (3) .7]. A lldata shown
nFigMl tstotheasymptoticform hgiy = hepis +a=N '
w ih a goodnessof- tQ 0:7.The
ponent for scaling corrections ! = 0:672 (5), or 2=3 w ithin
1% . This is consistent w ith analytical results for scaling
corrections obtained near Ty 2] and w ith num ericalstud-
lesofground state energies [1,]] orthe SK m odel, but also
wih EO simulations of soin glasseson nite-connectivity
B ethe Jattices and ordinary random graphs ov].

T he lJarge num ber of nstances for which estin ates of
ey have been obtained allow a closer look at their distri-
bution. The extrem e statistics of the ground states has
been pointed out in Ref. °F] and studied num erdcally in
Refs. [ M]. Being an extrem e elem ent of the energy spec—
trum , the distribbution of ey is not nom albut follows a

0:01% accuracy. The nearlinear behavior of the t yilds a
scaling-correction exponent of ! = 2=3 to about 1% .The inset
show s the sam e data, subtracted by 0:76324 and rescaled by
N ?=%, which now extrapolates to the am plitude of the scaling
corrections at 0:70(1). D espite \peeling o " layers of the
asym ptotic behavior, the data rem ains quite coherent, attest—
ing to the accuracy of the EO heuristic.

highly skewed \extrem al statistics" 22]. If the energies
w ithin that spectrum are uncorrelated, it can be shown
that the distrbution forey isam ong one ofonly a few uni-
versal finctions. For instance, ifthe sum orH n Eq. W)
were over a large num ber of uncorrelated random variables

i, H would be G aussian distrbbuted. In such a spectrum ,
the probability of nding H ! 1 decays faster than
any pow er, and ground states ¢y would be distrdbuted ac—
cording to a G um bel distrbution, 2]

X U X u
m exp

On ®)= wexp m (4)

wihm = 1, wherem refers to them -th lowest extrem e
value.

C learly, in a spn glassthe Iocalenergies ; arenotun-—
correlated variables, see Eq. ), and deviations from the
universalbehavior m ay be expected. In particular, these
deviations should becom e strongest w hen allspin variables
are directly interconnected such as in the SK m odel, but

t gives for the ex—m ay be less so or sparse graphs. Indeed, in the SK m odel

w ith G aussian bonds Refs. [,/]] nd num erically highly
skew ed distributions for ey which do not t to the Gum -
bel distrbution n Eq. ) ®rm = 1. Fig.l, we plot
the rescaled distrbution ofground state energies obtained
here for J bonds. The resul resem bles those ofRef. ]
to a surprising degree. In fact, a naive tofEq.l) or
variablem to the SK -data, as suggested by Ref. [1], yields
virtually identical results, w ith m 5.Thism ay indicate
a high degree of universality w ith respect to the choice of
bond distribution in the SK m odel, or a new universaliy
class ofextrem evalue statistics for correlated variables. In
F ig llwehave also included data fork+ 1-connected B ethe



4 Stefan Boettcher: E xtrem al O ptin ization for Sherrington-K irkpatrick Spin G lasses

k+1=3
k+1=25
SK
0.1 £ Gauss
Gumbel ---
0.01 |
—~
o
LLl
e
o
0.001 | ﬁ
o
.
+ +®
e £2
0.0001 | o ¥
3 )
+4
' l/' g
o O O
1e-05 & oS L L L L Vo
6 -4 2 4

-2 0
(x-<x>)lo

F ig. 3. P ot of the rescaled probability distrdboution of ground
state energies using J bonds. Shown are the data for the SK
m odel and for Bethe lattices of connectivity k + 1 = 3 and 25
from Ref. [l]. The data for iIncreasing k seem s to evolve aw ay
from a G aussian (solid line) towardsthe SK data k= 1 ), the
latter tted by Eq. ). The values obtained in the t (dashed
line) arru= 026,v= 223, w = 90,andm = 54.

Jattices from Ref. 28] ork+ 1= 3 and 25, which seem to
suggest a am ooth interpolation in k between a nom aldis-
trbution and the SK resul.H ence, while the distrbbution
ofep seam s to be universalw ith regpect to bond distribbu—
tion, its connectivity-dependence appears to disfavor the
existence of a (unigue) universal extrem evalue statistic
for correlated energies.

W enow considerthe scaling ofthe standard deviations
in the distrbution of ey w ith respect to system size,

q
€o)= Ieli mmi? N ()
where is the uctuation exponent. Sin ilarly, the uc—
tuations of ¢y appear to be narrower than nom al, w ith

> 1=2 in Eq. {@). Early theoretical work E/E¥] sug-
gested a value of = 5=6.M ore recent num ericalwork [,
] Instead is pointing to a lower value. Ref. 22] have ad—
vanced an altemative argum ent in favorof = 3=4,based
on corrections in the zero-m ode of the propagator due to
uctuations.

In Fig.ll the num erical resuls for the standard devi-
ations in the distribution of ground state energies e, is
shown. The asym ptotic scaling for N 63 is certainly
very close to 3=4. T he crossover tow ard asym ptotic
behavior is sin ilarto the resuls found for G aussian bonds
usihg a GA (see Fig. 1 In Ref. []), except that the EO
data reaches about half a decade further into the asym p—
toticregime.A  t, weighted by the statistical error, to the
data points In the scaling regin e yields 0:7500 29),
or 3=4 wihin 04% , with a goodnessof- tQ = 1.Asthe
inset of F ig .Ml show s, any apparent trend tow ards a higher
value []then = 3=4 iseasily explained in tem s of scal-
ing corrections, for instance, in powers of 1=N 174,

0.1
. EO-data -
o fit —
B
0.0l [ 0.58 a(eg) N ]
056 .
0.54 Pt 'I’-».x‘
052 k
05,
048
0.46
0.001 Lo o1 o2 qn¥o4 |
10 100 N 1000

Fig. 4. P ot of the standard deviation in the distribution of
ground state energies ey vs the system size N . A sym ptotic
scaling sets in for N 63, clkarly avoring N *~*.A t (@mll
line) of these data points extrapolates to = 0:7500 (29). The
inset shows the sam e data reduced by the predicted asym p—

totic scaling, (eo)=N 3=4 as a function of 1=N *™* .Any devi-
ation from N °=* -scaling would appear as divergent behavior
forN ! 1 .Instead, the scaling corrections are welkcaptured,

say, by a sin ple parabola in 1=N ™%,

4 Conclusions

W e have shown that the extrem al optim ization heuris-
tic can be extended successfully to highly connected sys—
tem s. Results for the ground states of the SK m odel are
consistent w ith previous studies w hile reaching assuringly
larger system ssizes.T hese resultsprovidem orecon dence
Into confctures about asofyet unobtainable scaling ex—
ponents. C om parison w ith data fork+ 1-connected m ean—

eld soin glasses on B ethe lattices suggest a sm ooth inter—
polation in k for the extrem e<value statistic ofthe ground-
state energy between a G aussian distrbution for an allk
and a highly skewed G um bel distrbbution w ith m 5 for
the SK model k! 1).
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