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A bstract

W einvestigate geom etricalpropertiesoftherandom K -satis�ability problem using

the notion ofx-satis�ability:a form ula is x-satis�able is there exist two SAT as-

signm entsdi�ering in N x variables.W eshow theexistenceofa sharp threshold for

thisproperty asa function oftheclausedensity.Forlargeenough K ,weprovethat

there existsa region ofclause density,below the satis�ability threshold,where the

landscapeofHam m ing distancesbetween SAT assignm entsexperiencesa gap:pairs

ofSAT-assignm entsexistatsm allx,and around x = 1

2
,butthey do notexistatin-

term ediatevaluesofx.Thisresultisconsistentwith theclusteringscenario which is

attheheartoftherecentheuristicanalysisofsatis�ability using statisticalphysics

analysis (the cavity m ethod),and its algorithm ic counterpart (the survey propa-

gation algorithm ).O urm ethod useselem entary probabilistic argum ents(�rstand

second m om entm ethods),and m ightbeusefulin otherproblem sofcom putational

and physicalinterestwheresim ilarphenom ena appear.
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1 Introduction and outline

ConsiderastringofBoolean variables| orequivalently astringofspins| of
sizeN :~�= f�ig2 f�1;1gN .CallaK -clauseadisjunction bindingK ofthese
Boolean variablesin such a way thatone oftheir2K jointassignm entsisset
to false,and alltheotherstotrue.A form ula in aconjunctivenorm alform
(CNF) is a conjunction ofsuch clauses.The satis�ability problem is stated
as:doesthere exista truth assignm ent~� thatsatis�esthisform ula? A CNF
form ula is said to be satis�able (SAT) ifthis is the case,and unsatis�able
(UNSAT)otherwise.

Thesatis�ability problem isoften viewed asthecanonicalconstraintsatisfac-
tion problem (CSP).Itisthe�rstproblem to have been shown NP-com plete
[5],i.e.atleastashard asany problem forwhich a solution can bechecked in
polynom ialtim e.

The P 6= N P conjecture states that no generalpolynom ial-tim e algorithm
exists that can decide whether a form ula is SAT or UNSAT.However for-
m ulaswhich are encountered in practice can often be solved easily.In order
to understand propertiesofsom e typicalfam iliesofform ulas,oneintroduces
a probability m easure on the set ofinstances.In the random K -SAT prob-
lem ,one generatesa random K -CNF form ula FK (N ;M )asa conjunction of
M = N � K -clauses,each ofthem being uniform ly drawn from the 2K

�
N

K

�

possibilities.In the recentyearsthe random K -satis�ability problem hasat-
tracted m uch interestin com puterscience and in statisticalphysics.Itsm ost
striking featureiscertainly itssharp threshold.

Throughoutthispaper,‘with high probability’(w.h.p.)m eanswith a proba-
bility which goesto oneasN ! 1 .

C onjecture 1.1 (Satis�ability T hreshold C onjecture) For allK � 2,
there exists�c(K )such that:

� if�< �c(K ),FK (N ;N �)issatis�able w.h.p.
� if�> �c(K ),FK (N ;N �)isunsatis�able w.h.p.

The random K -SAT problem ,for N large and � close to � c(K ),provides
instances ofvery hard CNF form ulas that can be used as benchm arks for
algorithm s.Forsuch hard ensem bles,thestudyofthetypicalcom plexity could
becrucialfortheunderstanding oftheusual‘worst-case’com plexity.

Although Conjecture1.1rem ainsunproved,Friedgutestablished theexistence
ofa non-uniform sharp threshold [12].

T heorem 1.2 (Friedgut) For each K � 2,there exists a sequence �N (K )
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such thatforall�> 0:

lim
N ! 1

P(FK (N ;N �)issatis�able)=

8
><

>:

1 if�= (1� �)� N (K )

0 if�= (1+ �)� N (K ):
(1)

A lotofe�ortshave been devoted to �nding tightboundsforthe threshold.
Thebestupperboundssofarwerederivedusing�rstm om entm ethods[13,14],
and thebestlowerboundswereobtained by second m om entm ethods[17,18].
Using thesebounds,itwasshown that�c(K )= 2K ln(2)� O (K )asK ! 1 .

On theotherhand,powerful,self-consistent,butnon-rigoroustoolsfrom sta-
tisticalphysicswereused topredictspeci�cvaluesof�c(K ),aswellasheuris-
ticalasym ptotic expansionsforlarge K [20,21,22].The cavity m ethod [19],
which provides these results,relies on severalunproven assum ptions m oti-
vated by spin-glass theory,the m ost im portant ofwhich is the partition of
thespaceofSAT-assignm entsintom any statesorclustersfaraway from each
other(with Ham m ing distance greaterthan cN asN ! 1 ),in theso-called
hard-SAT phase.

Sofar,theexistenceofsuch aclusteringphasehasbeenshown rigorouslyinthe
sim plercaseoftherandom XORSAT problem [33,32,34]in com pliancewith
the prediction ofthe cavity m ethod,but its existence is predicted in m any
other problem s,such as q-colorability [27,28]or the M ulti-Index M atching
Problem [29].Atthe heuristic level,clustering isan im portantphenom enon,
often held responsible forentrapping localsearch algorithm into non-optim al
m etastable states[26].Itisalso a lim iting feature forthe beliefpropagation
iterativedecoding algorithm sin Low Density Parity Check Codes[30,31].

In thispaperweprovidea rigorousanalysisofsom egeom etricalpropertiesof
thespaceofSAT-assignm entsin therandom K -SAT problem .Thisstudycom -
plem entsthe resultsof[35],and itsresultsare consistentwith the clustering
scenario.A new characterizing featureofCNF form ulas,the‘x-satis�ability’,
is proposed,which carries inform ation about the spectrum ofdistances be-
tween SAT-assignm ents.The x-satis�ability property is studied thoroughly
using �rstand second m om entm ethodspreviously developed forthesatis�a-
bility threshold.

TheHam m ing distancebetween two assignm ents(~�;~�)isde�ned by

d~�~� =
N

2
�
1

2

NX

i= 1

�i�i : (2)

(Throughoutthepapertheterm ‘distance’willalwaysreferto theHam m ing
distance.)Given a random form ula FK (N ;N �),wede�nea ‘SAT-x-pair’asa
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pairofassignm ents(~�;~�)2 f�1;1g2N ,which both satisfy F,and which are
ata �xed distancespeci�ed by x asfollows:

d~�~� 2 [N x � �(N );N x + �(N )]: (3)

Here x is the proportion ofdistinct values between the two con�gurations,
which wekeep �xedasN anddgotoin�nity.Theresolution�(N )hastobe� 1
and sub-extensive:lim N ! 1 �(N )=N = 0,butitsprecise form isunim portant
forourlargeN analysis.Forexam plewecan choose�(N )=

p
N .

D e�nition 1.3 A CNF form ula isx-satis�able ifitpossessesa SAT-x-pair.

Note that for x = 0,x-satis�ability is equivalent to satis�ability,while for
x = 1,itisequivalentto Not-All-Equalsatis�ability,where each clause m ust
contain atleastonesatis�ed literaland atleastoneunsatis�ed litteral[6].

Theclustering property found heuristically in [21,20]suggeststhefollowing:

C onjecture 1.4 For allK � K 0,there exist�1(K ),�2(K ),with �1(K )<
�2(K ), such that: for all � 2 (� 1(K );�2(K )), there exist x1(K ;�) <

x2(K ;�)< x 3(K ;�)such that:

� forallx 2 [0;x1(K ;�)][[x 2(K ;�);x 3(K ;�)],arandom form ulaF K (N ;N �)
isx-satis�able w.h.p.

� forallx 2 [x1(K ;�);x 2(K ;�)][[x 3(K ;�);1],arandom form ulaF K (N ;N �)
isx-unsatis�able w.h.p.

Letusgivea geom etricalinterpretation ofthisconjecture.ThespaceofSAT-
assignm ents is partioned into non-em pty regions whose diam eter is sm aller
than x1;the distance between any two ofthese regions is atleast x2,while
x3 isthe m axim um distance between any pairofSAT-assignm ents.Thisin-
terpretation iscom patible with the notion ofclusters used in the statistical
physicsapproach.Itshould alsobem entioned thatin acontribution posterior
to thiswork [36],the num berofregionswasshown to be exponentialin the
sizeoftheproblem ,furthersupporting thestatisticalm echanicspicture.

Conjecture1.4can berephrased in a slightly di�erentway,which decom poses
itinto two steps.The�rststep isto statetheSatis�ability Threshold Conjec-
ture forpairs:

C onjecture 1.5 For allK � 2 and for allx,0 < x < 1,there exists an
�c(K ;x)such that:

� if�< �c(x),FK (N ;N �)isx-satis�able w.h.p.
� if�> �c(x),FK (N ;N �)isx-unsatis�able w.h.p.

The second step conjecturesthatforK largeenough,asa function ofx,the
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function �c(K ;x)isnon m onotonicand hastwo m axim a:alocalm axim um at
a valuexM (K )< 1,and a globalm axim um atx = 0.

In thispaperweprovetheequivalentofFriedgut’stheorem :

T heorem 1.6 For each K � 3 and x,0 < x < 1,there exists a sequence
�N (K ;x)such thatforall�> 0:

lim
N ! 1

P(FK (N ;N �)isx-satis�able)=

8
><

>:

1 if�= (1� �)� N (K ;x);

0 if�= (1+ �)� N (K ;x);
(4)

and weobtain two functions,�LB (K ;x)and �U B (K ;x),such that:

� For�> �U B (K ;x),a random K -CNF FK (N ;N �)isx-unsatis�able w.h.p.
� For�< �LB (K ;x),a random K -CNF FK (N ;N �)isx-satis�ablew.h.p.

The two functions�LB (K ;x)and �U B (K ;x)arelowerand upperboundsfor
�N (K ;x) as N tends to in�nity.Num ericalcom putations ofthese bounds
indicate that �N (K ;x) is non m onotonic as a function ofx for K � 8,as
illustrated in Fig.1.M oreprecisely,weprove

T heorem 1.7 Forall�> 0,there existsK 0 such thatforallK � K 0,

m in
x2(0;1

2
)
�U B (K ;x)� (1+ �)

2K ln2

2
; (5)

�LB (K ;0)� (1� �)2K ln2; (6)

�LB (K ;1=2)� (1� �)2K ln2: (7)

Thisin turn showsthat,forK largeenough and in som ewellchosen interval
of� below the satis�ability threshold � c � 2K ln2,SAT-x-pairs exist for x
closetozeroand forx = 1

2
,butthey donotexistin theinterm ediatex region.

NotethatEq.(6)wasestablished by [18].

In section 2 we establish rigorousand explicitupperboundsusing the �rst-
m om entm ethod.Theexistenceofagap intervalisproven in acertain rangeof
�,and boundson thisintervalarefound,which im ply Eq.(5)in Theorem 1.7.
Section 3 derivesthelowerbound,using a weighted second-m om entm ethod,
asdeveloped recently in [17,18],and presentsnum ericalresults.In section 4
we discuss the behavior ofthe lower bound forlarge K .The case ofx = 1

2

istreated rigorously,and Eq.(7)in Theorem 1.7 isproven.Othervaluesofx
are treated atthe heuristic level.Section 5 presentsa proofofTheorem 1.6.
W ediscussourresultsin section 6.
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Fig.1.Lowerand UpperBoundsfor�N (K = 8;x).TheUpperBound isobtained by

the�rstm om entm ethod.Above thiscurvethereexistsno SAT-x-pair,w.h.p.The

Lower Bound is obtained by the second m om ent m ethod.Below this curve there

exist a SAT-x-pair w.h.p.For 164:735 < � < 170:657,these curves con�rm the

existence ofa clustering phase,illustrated here for� = 166:1:solid linesrepresent

x-satregions,and wavy linesx-unsatregions.Thex-satzonenear0 correspondsto

SAT-assignm ents belonging to the sam e region,whereas the x-sat zone around 1

2

correspondsto SAT-assignm entsbelonging to di�erentregions.Thex-unsatregion

around :13 corresponds to the inter-cluster gap.W e recallthat the best re�ned

lowerand upperboundsforthesatis�ability threshold �c(K = 8)from [14,18]are

respectively 173:253 and 176:596.Thecavity prediction is176:543 [22].

2 U pper bound:the �rst m om ent m ethod

The�rstm om entm ethod relieson M arkov’sinequality:

Lem m a 2.1 LetX be a non-negative random variable.Then

P(X � 1)� E(X ): (8)

W etakeX to bethenum berofpairsofSAT-assignm entsat�xed distance:

Z(x;F)=
X

~�;~�

�(d~�~� 2 [N x + �(N );N x � �(N )]) �[~�;~� 2 S(F)]; (9)

where F = FK (N ;N �)isa random K -CNF form ula,and S(F)isthe setof
SAT-assignm entsto thisform ula.Throughoutthispaper�(A)isan indicator
function,equalto 1 ifthe statem ent A is true,equalto 0 otherwise.The
expectation E isoverthesetofrandom K -CNF form ulas.Since Z(x;F)� 1
isequivalentto‘F isx-satis�able’,(8)givesanupperbound fortheprobability
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ofx-satis�ability.

Theexpected valueofthedoublesum can berewritten as:

E(Z)= 2N
X

d2[N x+ �(N );N x� �(N )]\N

 
N

d

!

E [�(~�;~� 2 S(F))]: (10)

where ~� and ~� are any two assignm entswith Ham m ing distance d.W e have
�(~�;~� 2 S(F))=

Q

c�(~�;~� 2 S(c)),wherecdenotesoneoftheM clauses.All
clausesaredrawn independently,so thatwehave:

E(Z)� (2�(N )+ 1)2N m ax
d2[N x+ �(N );N x� �(N )]\N

(  
N

d

!

(E [�(~�;~� 2 S(c))])M
)

;

(11)
where we have bounded the sum by the m axim alterm tim esthe num berof
term s.E [�(~�;~� 2 S(c))]can easily becalculated and itsvalueis:1� 21� K +
2� K (1� x)K + o(1).Indeed thereareonly tworealizationsoftheclauseam ong
2K thatdo notsatisfy cunlessthe two con�gurationsoverlap exactly on the
dom ain ofc.

Considering thenorm alized logarithm ofthisquantity,

F(x;�)= lim
N ! 1

1

N
lnE(Z)= ln2+ H 2(x)+ �ln

�

1� 21� K + 2� K (1� x)K
�

;

(12)
where H 2(x)= �xlnx � (1� x)ln(1� x)isthe two-state entropy function,
one can deduce an upper bound for �N (K ;x).Indeed,F(x;�) < 0 im plies
lim N ! 1 P(Z(x;F)� 1)= 0.Therefore:

T heorem 2.2 Foreach K and 0< x < 1,and forall� such that

�> � U B (K ;x)= �
ln2+ H 2(x)

ln(1� 21� K + 2� K (1� x)K )
; (13)

a random form ula FK (N ;N �)isx-unsatis�able w.h.p.

W eobserve num erically thata ‘gap’(x1;x2 and �such thatx 1 < x < x2 =)
F(x;�)< 0)appearsforK � 6.M ore generally,the following resultsholds,
which im pliesEq.(5)in Theorem 1.7:

T heorem 2.3 Let� 2 (0;1),and fyK gK 2N be a sequence verifying K yK !

1 and yK = o(1).Denote by H
� 1
2 (u) the sm allestrootto H 2(x) = u,with

u 2 [0;ln2].

There existsK 0 such thatforallK � K 0,�2 [(1+ �)2K � 1ln2;�N (K ))and
x 2 [yK ;H

� 1
2 (�21� K � ln2� �)][ [1� H

� 1
2 (�21� K � ln2� �);1],FK (N ;N �)

isx-unsatis�able w.h.p.
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Proof.Clearly (1+ �)2K � 1ln(2)< �N (K )since �N (K )= 2K ln(2)� O K (K )
[18].Observe that(1� yK )K = o(1).Then forall�> 0,thereexistsK 1 such
thatforallK � K 1,x > yK :

�U B (x)< (1+ �)2K � 1(ln2+ H 2(x)): (14)

Inverting thisinequality yieldsthetheorem . 2

Thechoice(9)ofX ,although itisthesim plestone,isnotoptim al.The�rst
m om entm ethod only requiresthecondition X � 1 to beequivalentto thex-
satis�ability,and betterchoicesofX existwhich allow to im provethebound.
Techniquessim ilarto theoneintroduced separately by Duboisand Boufkhad
[14]on the one hand,and Kirousis,Kranakisand Krizanc [13]on the other
hand,can be used to obtain two tighterbounds.Quantitatively,itturnsout
thatthese m ore elaborate boundsprovide only very little im provem ent over
the sim ple bound (13) (see Fig.2).For the sake ofcom pleteness,we give
withoutproofthesim plestofthesebounds:

T heorem 2.4 The unique positive solution ofthe equation

H 2(x)+ �ln
�

1� 21� K + 2� K (1� x)K
�

+ (1� x)ln

"

2� exp

 

�K �
21� K � 2� K (1� x)K � 1

1� 21� K + 2� K (1� x)K

! #

+ xln

"

2� exp

 

�K �
21� K � 21� K (1� x)K � 1

1� 21� K + 2� K (1� x)K

! #

= 0 (15)

isan upperbound for�N (K ;x).Forx = 0 we recoverthe expression of[13].

The proofclosely follows that of[13]and presents no notable di�culty.W e
also derived a tighterbound based on thetechniqueused in [14],gaining only
a sm allim provem entoverthebound ofTheorem 2.4 (lessthan :001% ).

3 Low er bound:the second m om ent m ethod

The second m om ent m ethod uses the following consequence ofChebyshev’s
inequality:

Lem m a 3.1 IfX isa non-negative random variable,one has:

P(X > 0)�
E(X )2

E(X 2)
: (16)

It is well known that the sim plest choice of X as the num ber of SAT-
assignm ents(in ourcasethenum berofSAT-x-pairs)isbound to fail.Thein-
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Fig.2.Com parison between the sim ple upper bound (13) for �N (K = 6;x) (top

curve)and there�ned one(bottom curve),asde�ned in Theorem 2.4.

tuitivereason [17,18]isthatthisnaivechoicefavorspairsofSAT-assignm ents
with a greatnum berofsatisfying litterals.Itturnsoutthatsuch assignm ents
arehighly correlated,sincethey tend toagreewith each other,and thiscauses
thefailureofthesecond-m om entm ethod.In ordertodealwith balanced(with
approxim ately halfofliteralssatis�ed)and uncorrelated pairsofassignm ents,
onem ustconsidera weighted sum ofallSAT-assignm ents.Following [17,18],
wede�ne:

Z(x;F)=
X

~�;~�

�(d~�~� = bN xc)W (~�;~�;F); (17)

where bN xc denotes the integer partofN x.Note thatthe condition d~�~� =
bN xc is stronger than Eq.(3).The weights W (~�;~�;F) are decom posed ac-
cording to each clause:

W (~�;~�;F)=
Y

c

W (~�;~�;c); (18)

with W (~�;~�;c)= W (~u;~v); (19)

where~u;~v areK -com ponentvectorssuch that:ui= 1 iftheith litteralofcis
satis�ed under~�,and u i = �1 otherwise (here we assum e thatthe variables
connected to c are arbitrarily ordered).~v is de�ned in the sam e way with
respectto~�.In ordertohavetheequivalencebetween Z > 0and theexistence
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ofpairsofSAT-assignm ents,weim posethefollowingcondition on theweights:

W (~u;~v)=

8
><

>:

0 if ~u = (�1;:::;�1) or ~v = (�1;:::;�1);

> 0 otherwise:
(20)

Letusnow com putethe�rstand second m om entsofZ:

C laim 3.2

E(Z)= 2N
 

N

bN xc

!

f1(x)
M
; (21)

where

f1(x)= E[W (~�;~�;c)] (22)

= 2� K
X

~u;~v

W (~u;~v)(1� x)j
�!
u� vj

x
K � j

�!
u� vj

: (23)

Here j~ujis the num ber ofindices isuch thatui = +1,and ��!u � v denotes the
vector(u1v1;:::;uK vK ).

W riting thesecond m om entisa littlem orecum bersom e:

C laim 3.3

E(Z 2)= 2N
X

a2VN \f0;1=N ;2=N ;:::;1g
8

N !
Q
7

i= 0(N ai)!
f2(a)

M
; (24)

where

f2(a)= E[W (~�;~�;c)W (~�;~�;c)]

= 2� K
X

~u;~v;~u0;~v0

W (~u;~v)W (~u0;~v0)
KY

i= 1

a
�(ui= vi= u

0

i
= v0

i
)

0 a
�(ui= vi= u

0

i
6= v0

i
)

1

a
�(ui= vi= v

0

i
6= u0

i
)

2 a
�((ui= vi)6= (u

0

i
= v0

i
))

3 a
�(ui= u

0

i
= v0

i
6= vi)

4

a
�((ui= u

0

i
)6= (vi= v

0

i
))

5 a
�((ui= v

0

i
)6= (u0

i
= vi))

6 a
�(u0

i
= v0

i
= ui6= ui)

7 (25)

a is a 8-com ponent vector giving the proportion of each type of quadru-
plets (�i;�i;�0i;�

0
i) | ~� being arbitrarily (butwithoutlosing generality) �xed

to (1;:::;1)| asdescribed in the following table:
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a0 a1 a2 a3 a4 a5 a6 a7

�i + + + + + + + +

�i + + + + � � � �

�0i + + � � + + � �

�0i + � + � + � + �

The setVN � [0;1]8 isa sim plex speci�ed by:
8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

bN (a4 + a5 + a6 + a7)c= bN xc

bN (a1 + a2 + a5 + a6)c= bN xc

P
7

i= 0ai= 1

(26)

Thesethreeconditions(26)correspond tothenorm alization oftheproportions
and to the enforcem ent ofthe conditions d~�~� = bN xc,d~�0~�0 = bN xc.W hen
N ! 1 ,V =

T

N 2N VN de�nes a �ve-dim ensionalsim plex described by the
threehyperplanes: 8

>>>>><

>>>>>:

a4 + a5 + a6 + a7 = x

a1 + a2 + a5 + a6 = x

P
7

i= 0ai= 1

(27)

In orderto yield an asym ptotic estim ate ofE(Z 2)we �rstuse the following
lem m a,which resultsfrom a sim pleapproxim ation ofintegralsby sum s:

Lem m a 3.4 Let (a) be a real,positive,continuous function ofa,and let
VN ,V be de�ned aspreviously.Then there existsa constantC 0 dependingon
x such thatforsu�ciently large N :

X

a2VN \f1=N ;2=N ;:::;1g8

N !
Q
7

i= 0(N ai)!
 (a)N � C0N

3=2

Z

V

da eN [H 8(a)+ ln (a)]; (28)

where H 8(a)= �
P

8

i= 1ailnai.

A standard Laplacem ethod used on Eq.(28)with  = 2(f2)� yields:

C laim 3.5 Foreach K ;x,de�ne:

�(a)= H 8(a)� ln2� 2H 2(x)+ �lnf2(a)� 2�lnf1(x): (29)

and let a0 2 V be the globalm axim um of� restricted to V .Suppose that
@2
a
�(a 0)isde�nite negative.Then there existsa constantC 1 such that,forN

11



su�ciently large,
E(Z)2

E(Z 2)
� C1exp(�N �(a 0)): (30)

Obviously �(a 0)� 0in general.In orderto useLem m a 3.1,onem ust�nd the
weightsW (~u;~v)in such a way thatm ax

a2V �(a)= 0.W e�rstnoticethat,at
theparticularpointa� wherethetwo pairsareuncorrelated with each other,

a
�
0
= a

�
3
=
(1� x)2

2
; a

�
1
= a

�
2
= a

�
4
= a

�
7
=
x(1� x)

2
; a

�
5
= a

�
6
=
x2

2
; (31)

wehavethefollowing properties:

� H8(a�)= ln2+ 2H 2(x),
� @

a
H 8(a�)= 0;@2

a
H 8(a�)de�nitenegative,

� f1(x)2 = f2(a�)and hence�(a �)= 0.

(Notethatthederivatives@
a
aretaken in thesim plex V ).Sotheweightsm ust

be chosen in such a way thata� be the globalm axim um of�.A necessary
condition isthata� bea localm axim um ,which entails@

a
f2(a�)= 0.

Using the fact that the num ber of com m on values between four vectors
~u;~v;~u0;~v02 f�1;1gK can bewritten as:

1

8

�

K + ~u� ~v+ ~u � ~u
0+ ~u � ~v

0+ ~v� ~u
0+ ~v� ~v

0+ ~u
0� ~v

0+ ��!
u � v�

���!
u
0� v

0

�

(32)

wededucefrom @
a
f2(a�)= 0 thecondition:

X

~u;~v

W (~u;~v)

8
><

>:

~u

~v

(1� x)j
�!
u� vj

x
K � j

�!
u� vj= 0; (33)

0= K (2x� 1)2
2

4
X

~u;~v

W (~u;~v)(1� x)j
�!
u� vj

x
K � j

�!
u� vj

3

5

2

+

2

4
X

~u;~v

W (~u;~v)��!u � v(1� x)j
�!
u� vj

x
K � j

�!
u� vj

3

5

2

+2(2x� 1)

2

4
X

~u;~v

W (~u;~v)~u � ~v(1� x)j
�!
u� vj

x
K � j

�!
u� vj

3

5

�

2

4
X

~u;~v

W (~u;~v)(1� x)j
�!
u� vj

x
K � j

�!
u� vj

3

5 : (34)

12



IfwesupposethatW isinvariantundersim ultaneousand identicalperm uta-
tionsoftheui orofthevi (which wem ust,sincetheordering ofthevariables
by the labeliis arbitrary),the K com ponents ofallvectorialquantities in
Eqs.(33),(34)should beequal.Then weobtain equivalently:

X

~u;~v

W (~u;~v)(2j~uj� K )(1� x)j
�!
u� vj

x
K � j

�!
u� vj= 0 and ~u $ ~v; (35)

X

~u;~v

W (~u;~v)(K (2x � 1)+ ~u � ~v)(1� x)j
�!
u� vj

x
K � j

�!
u� vj= 0; (36)

W echoosethefollowing sim pleform forW (~u;~v):

W (~u;~v)=

8
><

>:

0 if ~u = (�1;:::;�1) or ~v = (�1;:::;�1);

�j~uj+ j~vj�j
�!
u� vjotherwise:

(37)

Although this choice is certainly not optim al, it turns out particularly
tractable.Eqs.(35)and (36)sim plify to:

[�(1� x)]K � 1 =(�2 + 1� 2��)
�

2�x + �(1� x)(1+ �
2)
�K � 1

(�(1� x)+ �x)K � 1 =(1� ��)
�

2�x+ �(1� x)(1+ �
2)
�K � 1

:

(38)

W e found num erically a unique solution � > 0;� > 0 to these equationsfor
any valueofK � 2 thatwechecked.

Fixing (�;�)to a solution of(38),we seek the largest value of� such that
the localm axim um a� is a globalm axim um ,i.e.such that there exists no
a 2 V with �(a)> 0.To proceed one needsanalyticalexpressionsforf1(x)
and f2(a).f1 sim ply reads:

f1(x)= 2� K
�

(1� x)�(1+ �
2)+ 2x�

�K
� 2� 2� K (x�+ (1� x)�)K

+2� K ((1� x)�)K : (39)

f2 iscalculated by Sylvester’sform ula,butitsexpression islong and requires
prelim inarnotations.W eindex the16 possibilitiesfor(ui;vi;u0i;v

0
i)by a num -

berr2 f0;:::;15g de�ned as:

r= 8
1� ui

2
+ 4

1� vi

2
+ 2

1� u0i

2
+
1� v0i

2
: (40)

Foreach index r,de�ne

l(r)= �(ui= 1)+ �(vi= 1)+ �(u0i= 1)+ �(v0i= 1); (41)

n(r)= �(uivi= 1)+ �(u0iv
0
i= 1); (42)

13



and

zr= �
l(r)
�
n(r)�

8
><

>:

ar if r� 7

a15� r if r� 8
: (43)

Also de�ne the four following subsets of f0;:::;15g:A 0 is the set of in-
dices r corresponding to quadruplets ofthe form (�1;vi;u0i;v

0
i).A 0 = fr 2

f0;:::;15gjui = �1g.Sim ilarly,A 1 = frjvi = �1g,A 2 = frju0i = �1g and
A 3 = frjv0i= �1g.

Then f2 isgiven by:

2K f2(a)=

0

@

15X

j= 0

zj

1

A

K

�

3X

k= 0

0

@
X

j2A k

zj

1

A

K

+
X

0� k< k0� 3

0

@
X

j2A k\A k0

zj

1

A

K

�
X

0� k< k0< k00� 3

0

@
X

j2A k\A k0
\A

k00

zj

1

A

K

+

0

@
X

j2A 0\A 1\A 2\A 3

zj

1

A

K

:(44)

W ecan now stateourlower-bound result:

Lem m a 3.6 Let�+ 2 (0;+1 ]be the sm allest� such that@ 2
a
�(a �) is not

de�nite negative.Foreach K and x 2 (0;1),and forall�� � LB (K ;x),with

�LB (K ;x)= m in

"

�+ ;inf
a2V+

ln2+ 2H 2(x)� H 8(a)

lnf2(a)� 2lnf1(x)

#

; (45)

where V+ = fa 2 V jf2(a)> f2
1
(1=2)g,and where (�;�) is chosen to be a

positive solution of(38),the probability thata random form ula FK (N ;N �)is
x-satis�able isbounded away from 0 asN ! 1 .

Thisisa straightforward consequence oftheexpression (29)of�(a).

Theorem 1.6 and Lem m a 3.6 im m ediately im ply:

T heorem 3.7 For all� < � LB (K ;x) de�ned in Lem m a 3.6,a random K -
CNF form ula FK (N ;N �)isx-satis�able w.h.p.

W edevised severalnum ericalstrategiestoevaluate�LB (K ;x).Theim plem en-
tation ofPowell’sm ethod on each pointofa grid ofsize N 5 (N = 10;15;20)
on V turned outto be the m oste�cient and reliable.The results are given
by Fig.1 forK = 8,the sm allestK such thatthe picture given by Conjec-
ture1.4 iscon�rm ed.W efound a clustering phenom enon forallthevaluesof
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K � 8 thatwechecked.In thefollowing weshallprovide a rigorousestim ate
of�LB

�

K ;1
2

�

atlargeK .

4 Large K analysis

4.1 Asym ptoticsforx = 1

2

The m ain resultofthissection iscontained in the following theorem ,which
im pliesEq.(7)in Theorem 1.7:

T heorem 4.1 The large K asym ptoticsof�LB (K ;x)atx = 1=2 isgiven by:

�LB (K ;1=2)� 2K ln2: (46)

Theproofprim arily relieson thefollowing results:

C laim 4.2 Let�= 1 and �be the unique positive rootof:

(1� �)(1+ �)K � 1
� 1= 0: (47)

Then (�;�)issolution to (38)with x = 1

2
and one has,atlarge K :

�� 1� �21� K : (48)

Lem m a 4.3 Letx = 1

2
.ThereexistK 0 > 0,C1 > 0 and C2 > 0 such thatfor

allK � K 0,and foralla 2 V s.t.ja� a�j< 1=8,

jlnf2(a)� 2lnf1(1=2)j� K
2
C1ja� a

�j
22� 2K + C2ja� a

�j
32� K (49)

Lem m a 4.4 Letx = 1

2
.There existK 0 > 0,C0 > 0 such thatfor K � K 0,

foralla 2 V ,

jlnf2(a)� 2lnf1(1=2)j� 2� K
h

(a0 + a1 + a4 + a5)
K + (a0 + a2 + a4 + a6)

K

+(a0 + a1 + a6 + a7)
K + (a0 + a2 + a5 + a7)

K
i

+ C0K 2� 2K

(50)

Theproofsoftheselem m asaredefered to sections4.3 and 4.4.
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4.2 ProofofTheorem 4.1

W e �rst show that @2
a
�(a �) is de�nite negative for all� < 2 K ,when K is

su�cientlylarge.Indeed@ 2
a
H 8(a�)isde�nitenegativeanditslargesteigenvalue

is�4.Using Lem m a 4.3,fora 2 V closeenough to a�:

�(a)� �2ja� a
�j2 + �C 1ja� a

�j
2
K

22� 2K + �C 2ja� a
�j
32� K : (51)

Therefore

�(a)� �ja� a
�j2 forK largeenough,ja� a

�j<
1

2C2

and �< 2K
: (52)

Using Theorem 3.6,weneed to �nd them inim um ,fora 2 V+ ,of

G(K ;a)�
3ln2� H 8(a)

lnf2(a)� 2lnf1(1=2)
: (53)

W eshallshow that

inf
a2V+

G(K ;a)� 2K ln2: (54)

W edividethistask in two parts.The�rstpartstatesthatthereexistsR > 0
and K 1 such that forallK � K 1,and for alla 2 V+ such that ja � a�j<

R,G(K ;a) > 2K .This is a consequence ofLem m a 4.3;using the fact that
3ln2� H 8(a)� ja� a�j2 fora closeenough to a�,oneobtains:

G(K ;a)�
2K

C1K
22� K + C2ja� a�j

(55)

which,forK largeenough and a closeenough to a�,isgreaterthan 2K .

Thesecond partdealswith thecasewherea isfarfrom a�,i.e.ja� a�j> R.
Firstweputabound on thenum eratorofG(a):thereexistsaconstantC3 > 0
such thatforalla 2 V s.t.ja� a�j> R,onehas3ln2� H 8(a)> C3.

Looking atEq.(50),itisclearthat,in orderto m inim ize G(K ;a),a should
be‘close’to atleastonethefourhyperplanesde�ned by

a0 + a1 + a4 + a5 = 1; a0 + a2 + a4 + a6 = 1;

a0 + a1 + a6 + a7 = 1; a0 + a2 + a5 + a7 = 1:
(56)

M ore precisely,we say for instance that a is close to the �rst hyperplane
de�ned abovei�

a0 + a1 + a4 + a5 > 1� K
� 1=2 (57)
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Now suppose thata isnotcloseto thathyperplane.Then thecorresponding
term goesto 0:

(a0 + a1 + a4 + a5)
K �

�

1� K
� 1=2

�K
� exp(�

p
K ) asK ! 1 : (58)

W eclassify allpossible casesaccording to thenum berofhyperplanesa 2 V+

iscloseto:

� a iscloseto noneofthehyperplanes.Then

G(K ;a)�
2K C3

4exp(�
p
K )+ C0K 2� K

> 2K forK largeenough. (59)

� aisclosetoonehyperplaneonly,e.g.the�rsthyperplanea0+ a1+ a4+ a5 = 1
(theotherhyperplanesaretreated equivalently).As

P
7

i= 0ai= 0,onehas

a2 < K
� 1=2

; a3 < K
� 1=2

; a6 < K
� 1=2

; a7 < K
� 1=2

: (60)

Thisim pliesH 8(a)< 2ln2+ 2lnK =
p
K ,and weget:

G(K ;a)�
2K [ln2� 2lnK =

p
K ]

1+ C0K 2� K + 3e�
p
K
� 2K (ln2)

h

1� 3lnK =
p
K
i

(61)

forsu�ciently largeK .
� a is close to two hyperplanes.It is easy to check that these hyperplanes
m ust be either the �rst and the fourth ones,or the second and the third
ones.In the�rstcasewehave a0 + a5 > 1� 3=

p
K and in thesecond case

a0 + a6 > 1� 3=
p
K .Both cases im ply:H 8(a) < ln2+ 3lnK =

p
K .One

thusobtains:

G(K ;a)�
2K [2ln2� 3lnK =

p
K ]

2+ C0K 2� K + 2e�
p
K
� 2K (ln2)

h

1� 3lnK =
p
K
i

: (62)

� Onecan check thata cannotbecloseto m orethan two hyperplanes.

To sum up,wehaveproved thatforK largeenough,foralla 2 V+ ,

G(K ;a)� 2K (ln2)
h

1� 3lnK =
p
K
i

; (63)

Clearly,�LB (K ;1=2)= inf
a2V+ G(K ;a)< �U B (K ;1=2).Since from Theorem

2.2 weknow that�U B (K ;1=2)� 2K ln2,thisprovesEq.(54).

4.3 ProofofLem m a 4.3

Letx = 1

2
and choose � = 1 and � the unique positive rootofEq.(47).Let

�i= ai� 1=8,and �= (�0;:::;�7).W eexpand f2(a)in seriesof�.Thezeroth
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orderterm isf2(1=8;:::;1=8)= f2
1
(1=2).The �rst orderterm vanishes.W e

thusget:

f2(a)= f
2

1
(1=2)+ B 0 � B 1 + B 2 � B 3 + B 4; (64)

with

B 0=
KX

q= 2

 
K

q

!  
1

2

7X

i= 0

pi(�)�i

! q"
1+ �

2

#4(K � q)

; (65)

B 1= 2� K
4X

a= 1

KX

q= 2

 
K

q

! "
7X

i= 0

�

�
‘ai � 1

�

�i

#q"
1+ �

2

#3(K � q)

; (66)

B 2= 2� 2K
6X

a= 1

KX

q= 2

 
K

q

!

[2ra(�;�)]
q

"
1+ �

2

#2(K � q)

; (67)

B 3= 2� 3K
4X

a= 1

KX

q= 2

 
K

q

!

[4sa(�;�)]
q

"
1+ �

2

#K � q

; (68)

B 4= 2� 4K
KX

k= 2

(8�0)
q
: (69)

In B 0,pi(�) = � l(i) + �l(15� i) � 2 � 4(�� 1).W e have used the fact that
P

7

i= 0�i = 0.Using l(i)+ l(15� i) = 4,one obtains jpi(�)j� 11(�� 1)2 �

11� 24� 2K ,sincej�� 1j� 22� K forK largeenough,by virtueofLem m a 4.2.

In B 1,wehaveused again
P

7

i= 0�i= 0.‘ai iseitherl(i)orl(15� i),depending
on a.In both casesj�‘ai� 1j� 4j�� 1j� 24� K .In B 2 and B 3,theexpressions
ofra(�;�)and sa(�;�)aregiven by:

r1 = �0 + �(�1 + �2)+ �
2
�3; r2 = �0 + �(�1 + �4)+ �

2
�5;

r3 = �0 + �(�2 + �4)+ �
2
�6; r4 = �0 + �(�1 + �7)+ �

2
�6;

r5 = �0 + �(�2 + �7)+ �
2
�5; r6 = �0 + �(�4 + �7)+ �

2
�3;

(70)

s1 = �0+ ��1; s2 = �0+ ��2; s3 = �0+ ��4; s4 = �0+ ��7: (71)

In orderto proveLem m a 4.3 wewillusethefollowing fact:

C laim 4.5 Lety be a realvariable such thatjyj� 1.Then

�
�
�
�
�

KX

k= 2

 
K

k

!

y
k

�
�
�
�
�
�
K (K � 1)

2
y
2 + 2K jyj3: (72)

One hasj2raj� 8j�j,j4saj� 8j�j,and j8�0j� 8j�j.Therefore,forj�j< 1=8,
onecan write:
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jB 0j�
K (K � 1)

2
(11� 26)22� 4K j�j2 + (11� 26)32� 5K j�j3 (73)

jB 1j� 4
K (K � 1)

2
2142� 3K j�j2 + 2212� 3K j�j3 (74)

jB ij�

 
4

i

!
K (K � 1)

2
262� iK j�j2 + 292� (i� 1)K j�j3 for2� i� 4: (75)

Observe that

f1(1=2)=

2

4

 
1+ �

2

! K

� 2� K
3

5

2

= 1+ O (K 2� K ) (76)

and thatforK largeenough,

�
�
�
�
�
ln

f2(a)

f21(1=2)

�
�
�
�
�
�

2

f1(1=2)2

4X

i= 0

jB ij; (77)

which provesLem m a 4.3.

4.4 ProofofLem m a 4.4

NotethattheboundsonB 0 and B 1 (73),(74)rem ain valid forany�.Therefore
B 0 = O (2� 2K )and B 1 = O (2� 2K )uniform ly.W ebound B 3 by observing that:

B 3 =2
� K

h

(a0 + �a1)
K + (a0 + �a2)

K + (a0 + �a4)
K + (a0 + �a7)

K
i

� 2� 3K
4X

a= 1

"
1+ �

2

#K "

1+ K

 
8sa(�;�)

1+ �

! #

:
(78)

Since (a0 + �a1)� a0 + a1 � 1=2 and likewise forthe three otherterm s,one
hasB 3 = O (2� 2K )uniform ly in a.A sim ilarargum entyieldsB 4 = O (2� 2K ).
Thererem ainsB 2,which wewriteas:

B 2 =2
� K

X

0� k< k0� 3

0

@
X

j2A k\A k0

zj

1

A

K

� 2� 2K
6X

a= 1

"
1+ �

2

#2K "

1+ K

 
8ra(�;�)

(1+ �)2

! #
(79)

The second term of the sum is O (K 2� 2K ).The �rst term is m ade of six
contributions.Two ofthem ,nam ely 2� K (a0+ �(a1+ a2)+ �2a3)and 2� K (a0+
�(a4+ a7)+ �2a3),areO (2� 2K ),becauseofthecondition on distances.Am ong
thefourrem aining contributions,weshow how to dealwith oneofthem ,the
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othersbeing handled sim ilarly.Thiscontribution can bewritten as:

(a0+�(a1+a4)+�
2
a5)

K = (a0+a1+a4+a5)
K

 

1+
(�� 1)(a1 + a4)+ (�2 � 1)a5

a0 + a1 + a4 + a5

! K

:

(80)
W edistinguish two cases.Eithera0+ a1+ a4+ a5 � 1=2,and wegettrivially:

(a0 + �(a1 + a4)+ �
2
a5)

K � (a0 + a1 + a4 + a5)
K = O (2� K ); (81)

sinceboth term sareO (2� K );ora0 + a1 + a4 + a5 � 1=2,and then:

�
�
�(a0 + �(a1 + a4)+ �

2
a5)

K � (a0 + a1 + a4 + a5)
K
�
�
� �

�
�
�
�
�
�

 

1+
(�� 1)(a1 + a4)+ (�2 � 1)a5

a0 + a1 + a4 + a5

! K

� 1

�
�
�
�
�
�
= O (K 2� K ):

(82)

Using again Eq.(76)�nishestheproofofLem m a 4.4. 2

4.5 Heuristicsforarbitrary x

Forarbitrary x,thefunction tom inim izein (45)ishard to study analytically.
Here we present what we believe to be the correct asym ptotic expansion of
�LB (K ;x)atlarge K .Hopefully thistem ptative analysiscould be used asa
starting pointtowardsa rigorousanalyticaltreatm entforany x.

A carefullook atthe num ericssuggeststhe following Ansatz on the position
oftheglobalm axim um ,atlargeK :

a0 = 1� x + o(1); a6 = x+ o(1)

ai= o(1) fori6= 0;6:
(83)

A second,sym m etric,m axim um alsoexistsarounda0 = 1� x,a5 = x.Plugging
thislocusinto Eq.(45)leadsto thefollowing conjecture:

C onjecture 4.6 Forallx 2 (0;1],the asym ptoticsof�LB (x)isgiven by:

lim
K ! 1

2� K �LB (K ;x)=
ln2+ H (x)

2
; (84)

and the lim itisuniform on any closed sub-intervalof(0;1].

This conjecture is consistent with both our num ericalsim ulations and our
resultatx = 1

2
.
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5 ProofofT heorem 1.6

Starting with the sharpness criterion for m onotone properties ofthe hyper-
cube given by E.Friedgut and J.Bourgain,we willprove Theorem 1.6 by
using techniques and tools developped by N.Creignou and H.Daud�e for
proving thesharpnessofm onotonepropertiesin random CSPs.

First we m ake precise som e notations for this study on random K -CNF
form ula over N Boolean variables fx1;:::;xN g:A K -clause C is given in
disjunctiveform :C = x

"1
1 _:::_x

"K
K where"i2 f0;1g(x0i isthepositiveliteral

xi and x1i isthenegativeonexi).A K -CNF form ula F isa �niteconjunction
ofK -clauses,
(F) willdenote the set ofdistinct variables occurring in F,

(F)� fx 1;:::;xN g.In thisBoolean fram ework,S(F)the setofsatisfying
assignm entsto F,becom esa subsetoff0;1gN .

Now,letusrecallhow a slightchangeofourprobability m easureon form ul�
givesa convenientproductprobability spaceforstudying x-satis�ability.

5.1 x-unxatis�ability asa m onotone property

In ourcasethenum berofclausesin a random form ula FK (N ;N �)is�xed to
M = N �.W ede�neanotherkind ofrandom form ula G K (N ;N �)by allowing
each ofthe N = 2K

�
N

K

�

possible clausesto be present with probability p =
�N =N .Then,assigning 1 to each clause ifitispresentand 0 otherwise,the
hypercube f0;1gN stands for the set ofallpossible form ul�,endowed with
the so-called productm easure �p,where p isthe probability for1,and 1� p

for0.

M ore generally,letN be a positive integer,a property Y � f0;1gN iscalled
m onotoneif,forany y;y02 f0;1gN ,y � y0and y 2 Y im pliesy02 Y .In that
case�p(y 2 Y )isan increasing function ofp2 [0;1]where

�p(y1;� � � ;yN )= p
jyj� (1� p)N � jyjwherejyj= ]f1� i� N = yi= 1g:

Forany non trivialY we can de�ne forevery � 2]0;1[the unique p� 2]0;1[
such that:

�p�(y 2 Y )= �:

In ourcaseY willbetheproperty ofbeing x-unsatis�able.Ifweput:

D =
�

(~�;~�)2 f0;1gN � f0;1gN s:t: d~�~� 2 [N x� "(N );N x+ "(N )]
�

(85)
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then x-unsatis�ability can beread:

F 2 Y ( ) S(F)� S(F) \ D = ;:

Observe thatthe num ber ofclauses in G K (N ;N �)is distributed as a bino-
m iallaw Bin(N ;p = �N =N )peaked around itsexpected value p� N = �N .
Therefore,from wellknown resultson m onotone property ofthe hypercube,
[44,page21and Corollary 1.16page19],ourTheorem 1.6 isequivalenttothe
following result,which establishesthesharpnessofthem onotoneproperty Y
under�p.

T heorem 5.1 For each K � 3 and x;0 < x < 1,there exists a sequence
�N (K ;x)such thatforall�> 0:

lim
N ! 1

�p(F isx � unsatisfiable)=

8
><

>:

1 ifp� N = (1� �)�N (K ;x)N ;

0 ifp� N = (1+ �)�N (K ;x)N :
(86)

Thistheorem willbe proved using generalresultson m onotone propertiesof
thehypercube.W estatetheseresultsbelow withoutproof.

5.2 Generaltools

The m ain toolused to prove the existence ofa sharp threshold willbe a
sharpnesscriterion stem m ing from Bourgain’sresult[12]and from a rem ark
byFriedguton thepossibilitytostrengthen hiscriterion [43,Rem arkfollowing
Theorem 2.2].Thus,aslightstrengtheningofBourgain’sproofin theappendix
of[12]com bined with anobservation m adein [39,Theorem 2.3,page130]gives
thefollowing sharpnesscriterion:

T heorem 5.2 LetYN � f0;1gN be a sequence ofm onotone properties,then
Y hasa sharp threshold assoon asthere existsa sequence TN with TN � YN

such thatforany �2]0;1[and every D � 1 the three followingconditionsare
satis�ed:

p� = o(1); (87)

�p�(y s:t:9z2 T; z � y; jzj� D )= o(1); (88)

8z0 =2 T;jz0j� D �p�(y 2 Y; ynz0 =2 Y j y � z0 )= o(1): (89)

W eend thissubsection byrecallingtwogeneralresultson m onotoneproperties
de�ned on �nitesets,established in [40].

Lem m a 5.3 [40,Lem m a A.1,page 236]
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Let U = f1;:::;N g be partitioned into two sets U 0 and U 00 with # U 0 =
N 0;# U 00= N 00 and N = N 0+ N 00.Forany u � U letusdenote u0= u \ U 0

and u00= u \ U 00:LetY � f0;1gN be a m onotone property.Forany elem ent
u,letA (u)be the setofelem entsfrom U 0thatare essentialforproperty Y at
u:A (u)= fi2 U 0 s.t.u [ fig 2 Y g:Then,forany a > 0 the following holds

�p(u 2 Y;u
0062 Y )�

1

(1� p)N 0
� �p(u 62 Y;# A (u)� a)+

a� p

(1� p)N 0
:

Forthe second result we consider a sequence ofm onotone properties YN �

f0;1gN .For any �xed u 2 f0;1gN ,Bj(u) willbe the set ofcollections ofj
elem entssuch thatonecan reach property Y from u by addingthiscollection,
thus# Bj(u)�

�
N

j

�

.

Lem m a 5.4 [40,Lem m a A.2,page 237]LetYN � f0;1gN be a sequence of
m onotone properties.For any integer j � 1,for any b > 0 and as soon as
N � p tendsto in�nity,the following estim ate holds

�p

�

u 62 Y;# Bj(u)� b�

 
N

j

! �

= o(1);

Bj(u)= ffi1;:::;ijg;1� i1 < :::< ij � N ; such thatu [ fi1;:::;ijg2 Y g:

5.3 ProofofTheorem 5.1 (m ain steps)

As usual,the �rst two conditions (87) and (88) are easy to verify for the
x-unsatis�ability property.Forthe�rstonewehave:

�p(F isx-satis�able)� �p(F issatis�able)� 2N (1� p)(
N

K
):

Thisshowsthatp� �
N ln(2)� ln(1� �)

�
N

K

� ,thusforx-unsatis�ability weget:

8�2]0;1[ p�(N )= O (N 1� K ): (90)

Forthesecond condition,letH (F)betheK -uniform hypergraph associated to
a form ula F:itsverticesarethe
(F)variablesoccurring in F,each index set
ofaclauseC inF correspondstoanhyperedge.Letusrecall,see[45],thataK -
uniform connected hypergraph with vverticesand w edgesiscalled ahypertree
when (K � 1)w � v = �1;itissaid to beunicyclic when (K � 1)w � v = 0,
and com plex when (K � 1)w � v � 1.LetT be the set ofform ul� F such
thatH (F)hasatleastone com plex com ponent.W e willrule out(88)(and
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also (89))by using thefollowing resulton non com plex form ul�,theproofof
which isdeferred to thenextsubsection:

Lem m a 5.5 Let K � 3. If G is a K -CNF-form ula on v variables whose
associated hypergraph is an hypertree or unicyclic then for allinteger d 2

f0;:::;vg there exits(~�;~�)2 S(G)� S(G)such thatd~�~� = d:

In particular,thisresultshowsthatany x-unsatis�able form ula hasatleast
onecom plex com ponent,i.e.T � Y:Then observethatthereisO (N (K � 1)s� 1)
distinct com plex com ponents ofsize s with N vertices.Thus we get for all
p :�p(F s:t:9G 2 T; G � F; jGj� D )�

X

s� D

O (N (K � 1)s� 1)� p
s
;and (88)

followsfrom (90)

In orderto prove(89),letusintroducesom etoolsinspired of[40].

Foreach positive integer tand � = (� 1;:::;� t)2 f0;1gt,a �-assignm ent
is an assignm ent for which the t �rst values ofthe variables are equalto
� 1;:::;� t.Then S� (F)willdenotethesetofsatisfying �-assignm entsto F:
S� (F)� S(F)� f0;1gN .

Forany pairoft-tuples(�;� 0)2 f0;1gt� f0;1gt wede�neY � ;� 0

:

F 2 Y
� ;� 0

( ) S� (F)� S� 0(F) \ D x = ;:

Observe thatY � ;� 0

isa m onotoneproperty containing Y .

Now wecom eback to (89)with F0 =2 T,so thatthehypergraph associated to
the boosterform ula F0 hasno com plex com ponents.S(F0)6= ; and w.l.o.g.
we can suppose that 
(F 0) = f1;:::;tg.Then,for F 2 Y such that F �

F0 with F n F0 =2 Y ,let F 00 denote the largest subform ula ofF such that

(F 00)\ f1;:::;tg = ;.W e have the two following claim s whose proofis
postponed to thenextsubsection.

C laim 5.6 Forany (�;� 0)2 S(F0)� S(F0); F nF0 2 Y � ;� 0

.

C laim 5.7 There exits(�;� 0)2 S(F0)� S(F0)such thatF 00 =2 Y � ;� 0

.

Thus(89)isproved assoon asforany �2]0;1[and (�;� 0)2 f0;1gt� f0;1gt:

�p�(F nF0 2 Y
� ;� 0

;F
00
=2 Y

� ;� 0

j F � F0 )= o(1): (91)

Thetwo�rsteventsin theR.H.S.of(91)donotdepend on thesetofclausesin
F0 thusby independenceundertheproductm easureand recalling thatY � ;� 0
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isa m onotoneproperty weareled to provethat:

�p�(F 2 Y
� ;� 0

;F
00
=2 Y

� ;� 0

)= o(1):

From (90) we know that p�(N ) = O (N 1� K ).Let N 0 = �(N K � 1) be the
num berofclauseshaving atleastonevariablein f1;:::;tg,then Lem m a 5.3,
applied to the m onotone property Y � ;� 0

,shows that the above assertion is
trueassoon asweareableto provethatforall> 0:

�p�(F =2 Y
� ;� 0

;# A � ;� 0(F)� � N
K � 1 )= o(1): (92)

where A � ;� 0(F)isthesetofK -clausesC on N variableshaving atleastone
variablein fx1;:::;xtg and such thatF ^ C 2 Y � ;� 0

.

Then letB� ;� 0(F)bethesetofcollectionsof(K � 1)K -clausesfC1;:::;CK � 1g

such thatF ^ C1 ^ :::̂ CK � 1 2 Y � ;� 0

.From lem m a 5.3 wededucethat(92)
istrueassoon asthefollowing resultisproved:

Lem m a 5.8 For allt;K � 3; > 0 and (�;� 0) 2 f0;1gt� f0;1gt,there
exits�> 0 such thatforallN ,the following holds:

# A � ;� 0(F)� � N
K � 1 =) # B� ;� 0(F)� �� N

K � (K � 1)
: (93)

Again the proofofthis last result is deferred to the next subsection that
furnishesa detailed and com pleteproofofTheorem 5.1.

5.4 Detailed proofs

5.4.1 Lem m a 5.5

Proof:W hen G hasa leaf-clause,thatisa clauseC = x
"1
1 _ :::_ x

"K
K having

only onevariable,say x1,in com m on with G nC,theassertion can beproved
by induction on the num berofclausesin G.Indeed from a pairofsatisfying
assignm ents(~�;~�)2 S(G nC)� S(G nC)with d~�~� = d and apairofsatisfying
assignm entsatdistanced02 f0;:::;K � 1g forC 0= x

"2
2 _ :::_ x

"K
K ,onegets

a pairofsatisfying assignm entsatdistance d+ d0.ButC 0 isa K � 1-clause,
thus for any d0 2 f0;:::;K � 1g C 0 has a pair ofsatisfying assignm ents at
distanced0.

W hen anyK -clauseCiofG = C1^:::̂ Clhasexactlytwovariablesincom m on
with G nCithen wecan writeC1 = x

�1
1 _x

�2
2 _C

0
1
;C2 = x

�2
2 _x

�3
3 _C

0
2
;:::;Cl=

x
�l
l _x

�1
1 _C 0

l wheretheC
0
j are(K � 2)-clauses.A variablein C 0

j occursexactly
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oncein form ulaG and thesetofvariablesin theseC 0
j isequaltofxl+ 1;:::;xvg.

In particularthissetisdisjointfrom thesetofvariablesofthe2-CNF form ula
(x�11 _ x

�2
2 )^ (x

�2
2 _ x

�3
3 )^ :::̂ (x�ll _ x

�1
1 ).Firstobservethatthis2-CNF cyclic

form ula hasalwaysa satisfying assignm ent(�1;:::;�l)and togetherwith any
truth valueforthe(xj;j> l)itgivesa satisfying assignm entforG.Thus,for
G,one getsa pairofsatisfying assignm entsatdistance d forany d � v� l.
Second,as
(C 0

j)\ 
(C
0
k)= ; when j6= k asatisfying assignm ent�l+ 1;:::;�v

can easily be found forC 0
1 ^ :::^ C 0

l.Togetherwith any truth valuesofthe
(xi;i� l) it gives a satisfying assignm ent for G.Then,from the satisfying
assignm ent(�1;:::;�l;1� �l+ 1;:::;1� �v)onegets,forany d � v� l,a pair
ofsatisfying assignm entsatdistanced. 2

5.4.2 Claim s5.6 and 5.7

Proof:ObservethatanySAT-x-pair(~�;~�)forF nF 0 with (�1;:::;�t)2 S(F0)
and (�1;:::;�t)2 S(F0)isalso a SAT-x-pairforF.Thisprovesthe�rstclaim
by contradiction.

For the second claim , F n F0 =2 Y so there exits a SAT-x-pair (~�;~�) 2

S(F nF0)� S(F nF0).By construction,thesetofsatisfying assignm entofF 00

doesnotdepend on the �rsttcoordinates.Letdt be the Ham m ing distance
between (�1;:::�t)and (�1;:::�t).W eknow thatallcom ponentsofthehyper-
graph associated to form ula F0 are sim ple and lem m a (5.5)showsthatthere
exits(�0

1
;:::�0t)2 S(F0)and (�0

1
;:::�0t)2 S(F0)such thatd~�0~�0 = dt.Hence

(�01;:::�
0
t;�t+ 1;:::;�N )and (�

0
1;:::�

0
t;�t+ 1;:::;�N )form now aSAT-x-pairfor

F 00,thusproving thesecond claim . 2

5.4.3 Lem m a 5.8

Proof:In [42],Erd�osand Sim onovitsproved thatany su�ciently dense uni-
form hypergraph alwayscontainsspeci�c subhypergraphs.In particularthey
considered a generalization ofthe com plete bipartite graph speci�ed by two
integersh � 2 and m � 1.Letusdenoteby K h(m )theh-uniform hypergraph
with h � m vertices partitioned into h classes V1;� � � ;Vh with # Vi = m and
whose hyperedges are those h-tuples,which have exactly one vertex in each
Vi.ThusK h(m )hasm h hyperedges,forh = 2 itisa com pletebipartitegraph
K (m ;m ).

Forproving Lem m a 5.8,we need a sm allvariation on a resultofErd�osand
Sim onovitswhich di�ersonly in thatitdealswith ordered h-tuplesasopposed
to sets ofsize h.M ore precisely,let us consider hypergraphs on n vertices,
say fx1;:::;xng,we willsay that two disjoint subsets ofvertices A and B

verify A < B iffor allxi in A and allxj in B we have i < j.Let H be
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an h-uniform hypergraph with vertex set fx1;:::;xng,then any h-uniform
subhypergraph K h(m )with V1 < :::< Vh iscalled an ordered copy ofK h(m )
in H .Thus,the ordered version ofthe theorem from Erd�os and Sim onovits
aboutsupersaturated uniform hypergraphs[42,Corollary 2,page184]can be
stated asfollows.

T heorem 5.9 (Ordered Erd�os-Sim onovits) Given c > 0 and two integers
h � 2 and m � 1,thereexistc0> 0 and N such thatforallintegersn � N ,if
H isa h-uniform hypergraph overn verticeshaving atleastc�

�
n

h

�

hyperedges

then H containsatleastc0nhm ordered copiesofK h(m ).

W ewillalso usethefollowing observation m adewhen oneconsideran assign-
m entoftwo colours,say 0 and 1,to thehyperedgesofK h(m ).Firstlet’ssay
thata vertex sisc-m arked ifsbelongsto atleastonec-colored hyperedge.A
subsetofverticesS issaid c-m arked ifany s in S isc-m arked.

C laim 5.10 Leth � 2,m � 1,and V1;� � � ;Vh the partition associated to
K h(m ).Consideran assignm entoftwocolourstothem h hyperedgesofK h(m ),
then atleastone ofthe Vi ism arked.

Indeed, suppose that V1;� � � ;Vh are not c-m arked.Now consider a vertex
s 2 V1 then s is(1� c)m arked else by construction ofK h(m ),Vi would be
c-m arked foralli� 2.HenceV1 becom es(1� c)-m arked.

Now let us show (93),in other words that for any K -CNF form ula F such
thatA � ;� 0(F)isdense then B� ;� 0(F)isalso dense.Form ore readability we
willrestrictourattention to the specialcase K = 3,in using the above fact
theproofwillbeeasily extendable to any K � 3.Supposethereexist�(N 2)
clauses in A � ;� 0(F) then,by the pigeon hole principle,at least for one of
theeighttypesofclausewecan �nd �(N 2)clausesofthistypein A � ;� 0(F).
Suppose,forexam ple,that

#
n

C = xi1 _xi2_ xi3;1� i1 < i2 < i3 � N ;i1 � t;F ^C 2 Y
� ;� 0

o

= �(N 2):

From wellchosen elem entsin A � ;� 0(F)wenow exhibitanelem entin B� ;� 0(F).
W e consider the graph H (F)associated to form ula F:the set ofvertices is
f1;:::;N g and foreach C = xi1 _ xi2 _ xi3 2 A � ;� 0(F)we create an edge
fi2;i3g.Let(~�;~�)bea SAT-x-pairforF,then either� =2 S(C)or� =2 S(C).
Now,followinga�xed orderingonthesetofpairsofthruth assignm entsweput
thecolour0 on thenon colored edgefi2;i3g if�i2 = 0 and �i3 = 1 elseweput
thecolor1,having in thiscase�i2 = 0 and �i3 = 1.Now,let’stakean ordered
copy ofK (3;3)in H (F)with partition A = fj1;j2;j3g and B = fj4;j5;j6g.
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From Fact5.10 we know thatone part,say A,ism arked.In such a case we
have�j1 = 0;�j2 = 0;�j3 = 0 (A is0-m arked)or�j1 = 0;�j2 = 0;�j3 = 0 (A is
1-m arked)hence(~�;~�)isno longera SAT-x-pairforF ^ (xj1 _ xj2 _ xj3).If
B ism arked then (~�;~�)isno longera SAT-x-pairforF ^ (xj4 _ xj5 _ xj6).
Thusin any casef(xj1 _ xj2 _ xj3);(xj4 _ xj5 _ xj6)g 2 B� ;� 0(F).

By hypothesisH (F)isadensegraph so from Theorem 5.9wecan �nd �(N 6)
copiesofK (3;3)in H (F).Theaboveconstruction provide�(N 6)elem entsin
B� ;� 0(F)thusproving thatthissetisalso dense. 2

5.5 A generalsharpnessresult

Notethattheaboveproofdoesnotuseany inform ation abouttheshapeofthe
setD de�ningthex-unsatis�ability in term sofasubsetoff0;:::;N g,nam ely
the interval[N x � "(N );N x + "(N )](see (85)).Actually we can consider
propertiesde�ned by a non em pty propersubsetoff0;:::;N g and we have
proved thefollowing generalresult:

T heorem 5.11 LetJN be a non em pty subsetoff0;:::;N g and consider

D J =
�

(~�;~�)2 f0;1gN � f0;1gN s:t: d~�~� 2 JN

�

:

LetK � 3 and YJ be the setofK -CNF form ula de�ned as:

F 2 YJ ( ) S(F)� S(F) \ D J = ;:

Then,YJ isa m onotone property exhibiting a sharp threshlold.

On one hand,any upper bound for the satis�ability threshold,for instance
(90),isan upperbound forallYJ threshold.On the otherhand,lem m a 5.5
tellsusthata non com plex form ula doesnotbelongsto YJ.Then,from [45],
weknow thatw.h.p a form ula whoseratio between thenum berofclausesand
the num berofvariblesislessthan 1=K (K � 1),hasno com plex com ponent.
Thusitprovidesa lowerbound forallYJ threshold.

6 D iscussion and C onclusion

W ehavedeveloped a sim pleand rigorousprobabilisticm ethod which isa�rst
step towardsa com plete characterization oftheclustered hard-SAT phase in
therandom satis�ability problem .Ourresultisconsistentwith theclustering
picture and supportsthe validity ofthe one-step replica sym m etry breaking
schem e ofthecavity m ethod forK � 8.
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The study ofx-satis�ability has the advantage that it does not rely on a
precisede�nition ofclusters.Indeed,itisim portanttostressthatthe\appro-
priate"de�nition forclustersm ay vary accordingtotheproblem athand.The
naturalchoice seem s to be the connected com ponents ofthe space ofSAT-
assignm ents,where two adjacent assignm ents have by de�nition Ham m ing
distance1.However,although thisnaivede�nition seem sto work wellon the
satis�ability problem ,itraisesm ajordi�cultieson som eotherproblem s.For
instance,in q-colorability,itisusefulto perm itcolorexchangesbetween two
adjacentverticesin addition to single-vertex colorchanges.In XORSAT,the
naive de�nition isinadequate,since jum psfrom solution to solution can in-
volve a large,yet�nite,Ham m ing distance due to the hard nature oflinear
Boolean constraints[37].

On the other hand,the existence ofa gap in the x-satis�ability property is
strongerthan theoriginalclustering hypothesis.Clustersareexpected tohave
a typicalsize,and to be separated by a typicaldistance.However,even for
typicalform ulas,there exist atypicalclusters,the sizes and separations of
which m ay di�er from their typicalvalues.Because ofthis variety ofclus-
ter sizes and separations,a large range ofdistances is available to pairs of
SAT-assignm ents,which ourx-satis�ability analysistakesintoaccount.W hat
we have shown suggests that,for typicalform ulas,the m axim um size ofall
clusters is sm aller than the m inim um distance between two clusters (for a
certain range of� and K � 8).This is a su�cient condition forclustering,
butby no m eansa necessary one.Asa m atteroffact,ourlarge K analysis
conjectures that �1(K ) (the sm aller � such that Conjecture 1.4 is veri�ed)
scalesas2K � 1ln2,whereas�d(K )(where thereplica sym m etry breaking oc-
curs) and �s(K ) (where the one-step RSB Ansatz is supposed to be valid)
scaleas2K lnK =K [22].According to thephysicsinterpretation,in therange
�s(K ) < a < �1(K ),there exist clusters,but they are not detected by the
x-satis�ability approach.Thislim itation m ightaccountforthe failure ofour
m ethod forsm allvalues ofK | even though m ore sophisticated techniques
forevaluating the x-satis�ability threshold �c(K ;x)m ightyield som eresults
forK < 8.Still,theconceptualsim plicity ofourm ethod m akesitausefultool
forproving sim ilarphenom ena in othersystem sofcom putationalorphysical
interest.

A betterunderstandingofthestructureofthespaceofSAT-assignm entscould
begained bycom putingtheaveragecon�gurationalentropyofpairsofclusters
at �xed distance,which contains details about how intra-cluster sizes and
inter-cluster distances are distributed.This would yield the value ofthe x-
satis�ability threshold.Such acom putation wascarried outataheuristiclevel
within thefram ework ofthecavity m ethod fortherandom XORSAT problem
[38],and should beextendableto thesatis�ability problem orto otherCSPs.

Thiswork hasbeen supported in partby the EC through the network M TR
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2002-00319 ‘STIPCO’and theFP6 IST consortium ‘EVERGROW ’.

This paper,signed in alphabetic order,is based on previous work by M ora
M �ezard and Zecchina reported in Sec.1{4,6.The proofin Sec.5 is due to
Daud�e.
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