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Abstract. Extrem alO ptim ization (EO ),a new localsearch heuristic,isused to approxim ateground states

ofthem ean-�eld spin glassm odelintroduced by Sherrington and K irkpatrick.Theim plem entation extends

theapplicability ofEO to system swith highly connected variables.Approxim ateground statesofsu�cient

accuracy and with statisticalsigni�canceareobtained forsystem swith m orethan N = 1000variablesusing

� J bonds.The data reproducesthe well-known Parisisolution forthe average ground state energy ofthe

m odelto about0.01% ,providing a high degree ofcon�dence in the heuristic.The resultssupportto less

than 1% accuracy rationalvaluesof! = 2=3 forthe�nite-sizecorrection exponent,and of�= 3=4 forthe


uctuation exponentoftheground stateenergies,neitheroneofwhich hasbeen obtained analytically yet.

Theprobability density function forground state energiesishighly skewed and identicalwithin num erical

errortotheonefound forG aussian bonds.Butcom parison with in�nite-rangem odelsof�niteconnectivity

showsthatthe skewnessisconnectivity-dependent.

PACS. 75.10.Nr Spin-glass and other random m odels { 02.60.Pn Num erical optim ization { 05.50.+ q

Lattice theory and statistics(Ising,Potts,etc.)

1 Introduction

TheSherrington-K irkpatrick (SK )m odel[1]hasprovided

a rare analytic glim pse into the nature offrustrated spin

glasses below the glass transition.It extends the notion

ofa spin glass on a � nite-dim ensionallattice introduced

by Edwards and Anderson (EA) [2] to in� nite dim en-

sions,whereallspin variablesarein� nitely connected and

m ean-� eld behaviorem erges.In thislim it,analytically in-

tractable geom etric properties of the lattice subm erge.

Consequently,the SK m odel sim ply establishes m utual

bondsbetween allvariables.M any featuresofthishighly

connected m odelhavebecom eanalytically accessiblewith

Parisi’sreplicasym m etrybreaking(RSB)schem e[3].O nly

recently haveRSB m odelswith long-rangebut� nitecon-

nectivity been analyzed successfully [4].An com parable

treatm entofEA isstillm issing.

The SK m odelrem ainsa topic ofcurrentresearch [5,

6,7]. For one,its m athem atical challenges,leaving cer-

tain scaling exponents as-of-now intractable,continue to

inspire new theoreticalapproaches [8]. Furtherm ore,as

scaling argum ents [9,10]for EA suggest an entirely dif-

ferentpicture,the fundam entalquestion to the relevance

ofm ean-� eld theory for any description ofrealistic sys-

tem satlow tem peraturerem ainsunanswered.

The challenge ofthe SK m odelis exem pli� ed by the

fact that it is an NP-hard problem to � nd the ground

state ofitsinstances[3].Unlike in a spin m odelofferro-

m agnetism ,in which couplingsJi;j = 1alwaystry toalign

a http://www.physics.em ory.edu/faculty/boettcher

neighboring spins,in a spin glass m odellike SK or EA,

each spin isfrustrated byacom petition between random ly

drawn,aligning and anti-aligning couplings (say,Ji;j =

� 1)toitsneighbors.Asaresult,itspotentialenergyland-

scapeischaracterized by a hierarchy ofvalleyswithin val-

leys [11]with a num ber oflocalm inim a growing expo-

nentially in the system size[3].Sinceitslow-energy land-

scapefeaturesprom inently in itslow-tem peratureproper-

ties,even num ericalinsightshave been hard to com e by.

Som eearlierworkinthisareahasbeenfocused ongradient

descent [12,13]or Sim ulated Annealing algorithm s [14],

extrapolationsto low tem peraturesfrom perturbativeex-

pansionsnearthe glasstransition [15],oron exactm eth-

odsto enum erate low-lying energy values[16].And even

with the m ost sophisticated m ethods,like genetic algo-

rithm s(G A),accurate approxim ationshave been lim ited

to system size ofN � 300 [5,6,7].

Here,we propose an alternative optim ization proce-

dure,based on the Extrem alO ptim ization (EO ) heuris-

tic [17,18].O ur im plem entation ofEO [19]is extrem ely

sim ple and very e� ective,allowing to sam ple system s of

sizesup to N � 1000 with su� cientaccuracy and statis-

ticalsigni� cance.Thisapproach producesresultsthatnot

only verify previous studies by independent m eans,but

also im prove the accuracy.Previousstudies[5,7]suggest

thatthe
 uctuation exponentoftheground stateenergies

�isnearto3=4,excludingan earlierconjectureof5=6[20,

21].Here,wedoublethe sizeofthescaling regim eto � nd

�= 0:7500(29).These resultsstrongly supportanalytical

argum entsby Refs.[22,5]in favor of� = 3=4,assum ing

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0407130v2
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that such an exponent in a solvable m odelshould be a

sim ple rationalnum ber.

2 EO Algorithm

O urim plem entation of�-EO proceedsasfollows[17,18]:

Assign to each spin variablexi(= � 1)a \� tness"

�i = xi

NX

j6= i

Ji;jxj; (1)

i.e.the (negative)localenergy ofeach spin,so that

H = �
1

2
p
N

NX

i= 1

�i (2)

isthe fam iliarHam iltonian ofthe SK m odel.Forgeneral

bond m atricesJi;j,such asthosedrawing from a continu-

ousG aussianbond distribution with varyingbond-weights

attributed to di� erentspins,m orere� ned de� nitionsof�i
should beused [17,25].Hereitisconceptuallyand com pu-

tationally m ostconvenientto draw discretebondsJ from

f� 1;+ 1g with equalprobability,such that hJi = 0 and

hJ2i= 1.

A localsearchwith EO [17]ideallyrequirestheranking

ofthe � tnesses�i from worstto bestbeforeeach update,

�� 1
� �� 2

� :::� �� N
; (3)

wherei= � k indicatesspin xi ashaving the k-th ranked

� tness.At each update,one spin oflow � tness is forced

to changeunconditionally.SinceEO doesnotconvergeto

a speci� c con� guration,itoutputsthe best-found aftera

certain num berofupdates.

Following Ref.[17],it is m ost expedient to approxi-

m ately orderthe �i in Eq.(3)instead on a binary treeof

depth O (log2 N )with the least-� tspinsranking nearthe

root.Unlike for sparse bond-m atrices [18], 
 ipping one

spin also changes the � tness ofallother spins,albeit by

a sm allam ount,�� i=�i = O (1=N ).To avoid the cost

ofO (logN ) for re-ordering the entire tree each update,

a dynam ic ordering schem e is used here:All�i are re-

evaluated,butthetreeisparsed only once,node-by-node,

startingattheroot.The� tnesson thecurrentnodeisonly

com pared with itstwosub-nodesand exchanged,i� its� t-

nessisbetter.In thisway,anewly im proved � tnesscan be

m oved away from therootseveraltim es,butnewly worse

� tnessesm ove atm ostone step towardsthe root.Yet,a

spin which suddenly attained a low � tness would m ove

to the rootatm ostwithin O (log2 N )updates.Hence,re-

ordering of� tnessesoccursfasterthan m is-orderingscan

escalatebecause ��=�� 1.

In a �-EO update,a spin is selected according to a

scale-free probability distribution P (k) � k� � over the

ranks k 2 f1;:::;N g in Eq.(3).Since the ranking here

is not linear as in Eq.(3) but on a tree,a levell,0 �

l� blog2(n)c isselected with probability � 2� (�� 1)l,and

one random ly chosen spin on the l-th levelof the tree
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Fig. 1. Plot of the average best energy per spin found by

EO as a function of the param eter �.For each system size

N ,a set of test instances were created and optim ized with

�-EO ,each for N
3
update steps.Each data point represents

theaverageoverthebest-found energiesobtained with that�.

In accordance with Ref.[26],the optim alchoice for � within

thegiven runtim em ovescloserto unity slowly with increasing

system size.W ithin the range ofN used here,a �xed � � 1:2

appearsto be e�ective.

is updated [17].In this m anner ofranking and selecting

from a binary tree,an idealselection according to P (k)

isapproxim ated while saving O (N )in the com putational

cost.Tests show,in fact,that the �-dependence for op-

tim alperform ance ofthis algorithm s follows the generic

behaviordescribed in Ref.[26],see Fig.1.EO at� = 1:2

� nds consistently accurate energies using O (N3) update

steps in each run,atleastfor N � 1000,veri� ed by the

fact that our data reproduces the exactly known energy

oftheSK to about0.01% ,seeFig.2.Including thelinear

costofrecalculating � tnesses and dynam ic ordering,the

algorithm ic cost is O (N 4).Runs take between � 1s for

N = 63 to � 20h forN = 1023 on a 2G Hz Athlon CPU.

ItisnotatallobviousthatEO would besuccessfulin

an environm entwhere variablesare highly connected.So

far,EO hasonly obtained good resultsforsystem swhere

each variableisconnected only to O (1)othervariablesfor

N ! 1 .Theupdateofasinglevariablehenceim pactsthe

extensiveenergy ofthe system only to sub-leading order,

and only O (1) variables need to rearrange their � tness.

Applications ofEO to highly connected system s,where

each degreeoffreedom iscoupled tom ostothersoverlong-

rangeinteractions,proved unsatisfactory:Forinstance,in

a continuum polym er m odel[27]with torsion angles be-

tween chain elem entsasvariables,even a m inuterotation

leadsto m acroscopic changesin the totalenergy,and al-

m ostallm ovesare equally detrim ental.In thatcase,cri-

teriaform overejection arenecessary,which aredecidedly

absentfrom EO sofar.ButfortheSK in aupdatenearE 0

we estim ate �E =E =
P

i
�� i=

P

i
�i �

P

i
(�� i=�i) �

1=
p
N ,assum ing a sum overterm swith random signs.In

fact,the ability to sustain roughly
p
N perturbations to
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Table 1. List of our com putational results to approxim ate

ground stateenergiese0 oftheSK m odel.Foreach system size

N ,we haveaveraged theenergiesoverI instancesand printed

the rescaled energies he0i,followed by the deviation �(e0) in

Eq.(5).G iven errorsare exclusively statistical.

N I he0i �(e0)

15 380100 -0.64445(9) 0.0669(3)

31 380100 -0.69122(8) 0.0405(2)

49 500000 -0.71051(6) 0.0293(1)

63 389100 -0.71868(3) 0.0246(1)

99 500000 -0.73039(3) 0.01763(7)

127 380407 -0.73533(2) 0.01468(7)

199 351317 -0.74268(2) 0.01043(5)

255 218473 -0.74585(2) 0.00862(5)

399 15624 -0.75029(5) 0.0061(1)

511 25762 -0.75235(3) 0.0051(1)

799 725 -0.7551(1) 0.0037(4)

1023 244 -0.7563(2) 0.0029(6)

the system before altering the m acroscopic state m ay be

oneofthe advantagesofEO .

3 N um ericalResults

Extensive com putations to determ ine ground state en-

ergies per spin,e0,ofabout I = 5 � 105 instances for

N � 100 to just I � 250 instances for N = 1023 have

yielded the results listed in Tab.1.Note that allvalues

chosen forN areodd.Using N = 2i� 1 wasconvenientto

ensure a com plete � lling ofalllevelson the tree ranking

the� tnessesin Sec.2.Subsequently,weadded data atin-

term ediatevaluesofN .Forsm allerN therewasa m inute

but noticeable deviation in the behaviorofhe0ibetween

even and odd values ofN ,with even values leading to

consistently lowerhe0i.Eithersetofdata extrapolatesto

thesam etherm odynam iclim it,with thesam ecorrections-

to-scaling exponent,but appears to di� er in the am pli-

tudeofthescalingcorrections.Thisbehaviorisconsistent

with the� ndingsforeven and odd-connectivity Bethelat-

tices[28].(Notethateven N hereim pliesodd connectivity

foreach spin in the SK m odel,and viceversa.)

W e have plotted he0i vs.1=N
2=3 in Fig.2.The data

pointsextrapolate to � 0:76324(5),very close to the best

known Parisienergy of� 0:76321(3)[15].Alldata shown

in Fig.2� tstotheasym ptoticform he0iN = he0i1 + a=N !

with a goodness-of-� tQ � 0:7.The � t gives for the ex-

ponentforscaling corrections! = 0:672(5),or2=3 within

1% .This is consistent with analyticalresults for scaling

correctionsobtained nearTg [29]and with num ericalstud-

iesofgroundstateenergies[5,7]fortheSK m odel,butalso

with EO sim ulationsofspin glasseson � nite-connectivity

Bethe latticesand ordinary random graphs[30].

The large num berofinstancesforwhich estim atesof

e0 have been obtained allow a closerlook attheirdistri-

bution.The extrem e statistics ofthe ground states has

been pointed outin Ref.[31]and studied num erically in

Refs.[6,7].Being an extrem e elem entofthe energy spec-

trum ,the distribution ofe0 is not norm albut follows a

-0.76
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-0.73

-0.72

-0.71

0.060.030

e
0

1/N
2/3

EO-data
fit

RSB

0.71

0.70

0.69

(e0+0.76324)N
2/3

EO-data

Fig.2.Extrapolation ofthedataforhe0iin Tab.1forN ! 1 .

The exact result of � 0:76321(3) (� ) is reproduced within

0:01% accuracy.The near-linear behavior of the �t yields a

scaling-correction exponentof! = 2=3 to about1% .Theinset

showsthesam e data,subtracted by � 0:76324 and rescaled by

N
2=3,which now extrapolates to the am plitude ofthe scaling

corrections at � 0:70(1).D espite \peeling o�" layers of the

asym ptotic behavior,the data rem ainsquite coherent,attest-

ing to the accuracy ofthe EO heuristic.

highly skewed \extrem alstatistics" [31].If the energies

within that spectrum are uncorrelated,it can be shown

thatthedistribution fore0 isam ongoneofonly afew uni-

versalfunctions.Forinstance,ifthesum forH in Eq.(2)

wereoveralargenum berofuncorrelatedrandom variables

�i,H would beG aussian distributed.In such a spectrum ,

the probability of� nding H ! � 1 decays faster than

any power,and ground statese0 would bedistributed ac-

cording to a G um beldistribution,[31,7]

gm (x)= w exp

�

m
x � u

v
� m exp

�
x � u

v

��

(4)

with m = 1,where m refersto the m -th lowestextrem e

value.

Clearly,in aspin glassthelocalenergies�i arenotun-

correlated variables,see Eq.(3),and deviationsfrom the

universalbehaviorm ay be expected.In particular,these

deviationsshould becom estrongestwhen allspin variables

are directly interconnected such asin the SK m odel,but

m ay belessso forsparsegraphs.Indeed,in theSK m odel

with G aussian bonds Refs.[6,7]� nd num erically highly

skewed distributionsfore0 which do not� tto the G um -

beldistribution in Eq.(4) for m = 1.In Fig.3,we plot

therescaled distribution ofground stateenergiesobtained

here for� J bonds.The resultresem blesthose ofRef.[7]

to a surprising degree.In fact,a naive � t ofEq.(4) for

variablem to theSK -data,assuggested by Ref.[7],yields

virtually identicalresults,with m � 5.Thism ay indicate

a high degreeofuniversality with respectto thechoiceof

bond distribution in the SK m odel,ora new universality

classofextrem e-valuestatisticsforcorrelated variables.In

Fig.3wehavealsoincluded datafork+ 1-connected Bethe
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Fig.3.Plotoftherescaled probability distribution ofground

state energiesusing � J bonds.Shown are thedata fortheSK

m odeland forBethe latticesofconnectivity k + 1 = 3 and 25

from Ref.[28].The data forincreasing k seem sto evolveaway

from a G aussian (solid line)towardstheSK data (k = 1 ),the

latter�tted by Eq.(4).The valuesobtained in the�t(dashed

line)are u = 0:26,v = 2:23,w = 90,and m = 5:4.

latticesfrom Ref.[28]fork+ 1= 3 and 25,which seem to

suggesta sm ooth interpolation in k between anorm aldis-

tribution and theSK result.Hence,whilethedistribution

ofe0 seem sto beuniversalwith respectto bond distribu-

tion,its connectivity-dependence appearsto disfavorthe

existence ofa (unique) universalextrem e-value statistic

forcorrelated energies.

W enow considerthescalingofthestandard deviations

in the distribution ofe0 with respectto system size,

�(e0)=

q

he2
0
i� he0i

2 � N
� �
: (5)

where � is the 
 uctuation exponent.Sim ilarly,the 
 uc-

tuations ofe0 appear to be narrower than norm al,with

� > 1=2 in Eq.(5).Early theoreticalwork [20,21]sug-

gested a valueof�= 5=6.M orerecentnum ericalwork [5,

7]instead ispointing to a lowervalue.Ref.[22]have ad-

vanced an alternativeargum entin favorof�= 3=4,based

on correctionsin the zero-m ode ofthe propagatordue to


 uctuations.

In Fig.4 the num ericalresultsforthe standard devi-

ations in the distribution ofground state energies e0 is

shown.The asym ptotic scaling for N � 63 is certainly

very close to � = 3=4.The crossovertoward asym ptotic

behaviorissim ilartotheresultsfound forG aussian bonds

using a G A (see Fig.1 in Ref.[7]),except that the EO

data reachesabouthalfa decadefurtherinto the asym p-

toticregim e.A � t,weighted by thestatisticalerror,tothe

data points in the scaling regim e yields � = 0:7500(29),

or3=4 within 0.4% ,with a goodness-of-� tQ = 1.Asthe

insetofFig.4shows,any apparenttrend towardsa higher

value[7]then �= 3=4 iseasily explained in term sofscal-

ing corrections,forinstance,in powersof1=N 1=4.

 0.001

 0.01

 0.1

 10  100  1000

σ(
e

0
)

N

EO-data
fit

 0.46

 0.48

 0.5

 0.52

 0.54

 0.56

 0.58

0.40.20.10 1/N
1/4

σ(e0) N3/4

Fig. 4. Plot ofthe standard deviation in the distribution of

ground state energies e0 vs the system size N . Asym ptotic

scaling sets in for N � 63,clearly favoring N
� 3=4

.A �t (full

line)ofthese data pointsextrapolatesto �= 0:7500(29).The

inset shows the sam e data reduced by the predicted asym p-

totic scaling,�(e0)=N
� 3=4,asa function of1=N 1=4.Any devi-

ation from N
� 3=4-scaling would appearas divergentbehavior

forN ! 1 .Instead,thescaling correctionsarewell-captured,

say,by a sim ple parabola in 1=N
1=4

.

4 Conclusions

W e have shown that the extrem aloptim ization heuris-

tic can be extended successfully to highly connected sys-

tem s.Resultsfor the ground statesofthe SK m odelare

consistentwith previousstudieswhilereaching assuringly

largersystem ssizes.Theseresultsprovidem orecon� dence

into conjectures aboutas-of-yetunobtainable scaling ex-

ponents.Com parison with datafork+ 1-connected m ean-

� eld spin glasseson Bethelatticessuggesta sm ooth inter-

polation in k fortheextrem e-valuestatisticoftheground-

state energy between a G aussian distribution forsm allk

and a highly skewed G um beldistribution with m � 5 for

the SK m odel(k ! 1 ).
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