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A bstract

W e investigate geom etrical properties of the random K -satis ability problem using
the notion of x-satis ability: a form ula is x-satis abl is there exist two SAT as—
signm ents di ering In N x variables. W e show the existence ofa sharp threshold for
this property as a function ofthe clause density. For Jarge enough K , we prove that
there exists a region of clause density, below the satis ability threshold, where the
Jlandscape of H am m Ing distancesbetween SAT assignm ents experiences a gap : pairs
of SAT -assignm ents exist at sm allx, and around x = %, but they do not exist at In—
term ediate values of x. T his result is consistent w ith the clustering scenario w hich is
at the heart of the recent heuristic analysis of satis ability using statistical physics
analysis (the caviy m ethod), and its algorithm ic counterpart (the survey propa—
gation algorithm ). O urm ethod uses elem entary probabilistic argum ents ( rst and
second m om ent m ethods), and m ight be usefil in other problem s of com putational
and physical interest w here sin ilar phencm ena appear.
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1 Introduction and outline

Consider a string ofB oolkan variables | or equivalently a string of spins | of
sizeN :~= £ ;g2 f 1;1g" .CallaK —clause a disfunction binding K ofthese
Boolan variables in such a way that one of their 2¥ pint assignm ents is set
to false, and allthe othersto true.A formula In a conjinctive nom al form
CNF) is a conjunction of such clauses. The satis ability problem is stated
as: does there exist a truth assignm ent ~ that satis es this formula? A CNF
formula is said to be satis abk (SAT) if this is the case, and unsatis abk
(UNSAT) otherw ise.

T he satis ability problam is often viewed as the canonical constraint satisfac-
tion problem (CSP). It isthe rst problm to have been shown NP -com plete
B], ie. at least ashard as any problem forwhich a solution can be checked In
polynom ialtin e.

TheP 6 NP confpcture states that no general polynom iattin e algorithm

exists that can decide whether a formula is SAT or UNSAT . However for-
m ulas which are encountered In practice can often be solved easily. In order
to understand properties of som e typical fam ilies of form ulas, one introduces
a probability m easure on the set of Instances. In the random K -SAT prob—
Jem , one generates a random K CNF formula Fx (N ;M ) as a conjinction of

M = N K -clauses, each of than being uniform Iy drawn from the 2% E
possibilities. In the recent years the random K -satis ability problem has at-
tracted much interest in com puter science and In statistical physics. Ttsm ost

striking feature is certainly its sharp threshold.

T hroughout this paper, W ih high probability’ W hp.) m eans w ith a proba—
bility which goesto oneasN ! 1 .

Conpecture 1.1 (Satis ability T hreshold C on cture) For allK 2,
there exists . K ) such that:

if < K),Fx N;N ) is satis abkew hp.
if > K),Fgx ON;N ) isunsatis abk w hp.

The random K -SAT problkm, for N large and clss to K ), provides
Instances of very hard CNF fomulas that can be used as bendm arks for
algorithm s.For such hard ensem bles, the study ofthe typical com plexiy could
be crucial for the understanding of the usual Worst-case’ com plexiy.

A lthough C ongcture[l ] ram ains unproved, F riedgut established the existence
of a non-uniform sharp threshold [1Z2].

Theorem 1.2 (Friedgut) For each K 2, there exists a sequence y K)



such that orall > O:
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A ot of e orts have been devoted to nding tight bounds for the threshold.
T hebest upperbounds so farwere derived using rstm om entm ethods [13,114],
and the best lower bounds were cbtained by second m om ent m ethods [17,/18].
U sing these bounds, t wasshown that K )=2 m(2) O ®)asK ! 1 .

O n the other hand, powerful, self-consistent, but non-rigorous tools from sta—
tistical physics were used to predict speci cvaluesof (K ), aswellasheuris-
tical asym ptotic expansions for large K RQ,121,122]. T he cavity m ethod [L9],
which provides these resuls, relies on several unproven assum ptions m oti-
vated by soin-glass theory, the m ost in portant of which is the partition of
the space of SAT -assignm ents Into m any states or clusters faraway from each
other (wih Hamm ing distance greater than &N asN ! 1 ), in the socalled
hard-SAT phase.

So far, the existence of such a clustering phase hasbeen shown rigorously in the
sin pler case of the random XORSAT problm [33,132,134] in com pliance w ith
the prediction of the cavity m ethod, but is existence is predicted in m any
other problem s, such as goolorability R71, (28] or the M ulti-Tndex M atching
Problm R9].At the heurstic kevel, clustering is an in portant phenom enon,
often held responsible for entrapping local search algorithm into non-optim al
m etastable states R6]. &t is also a 1im ting feature for the belief propagation
frerative decoding algorithm s n Low D ensity Parity Check Codes [30,(31].

In this paperwe provide a rigorous analysis of som e geom etrical properties of
the space of SAT -assignm ents in the random K -SAT problem . T his study com —
plem ents the resuls of [35], and its results are consistent w ith the clustering
scenario. A new characterizing feature of CNF fomm ulas, the kX-satis ability’,
is proposed, which carres Inform ation about the soectrum of distances be-
tween SAT -assignm ents. The x-satis ability property is studied thoroughly
using rst and second m om ent m ethods previously developed for the satis a—
bility threshold.

The Hamm ing distance between two assignm ents (~;~) is de ned by

N 1 ¥
dNZ_ _
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(T hroughout the paper the term Yistance’ will always refer to the Ham m ing
distance.) G iven a random formulaFx N ;N ),wede nea SAT-x-pair asa



pair of assignm ents (~;~) 2 £ 1;1g? , which both satisfy F, and which are
at a xed distance speci ed by x as ollow s:

d. 2 Nx N ) ;Nx+ )] 3)

Here x is the proportion of distinct values between the two con gurations,
which wekesp xedasN anddgotoin niy.Theresolution N ) hastobe 1
and sub-extensive: liny , ; @O )=N = 0, but is precise J‘brmpjs_unjm portant
forour large N analysis. Forexam ple we can choose (N )= N .

De nition 1.3 A CNF formul is x-satds abk if it possesses a SAT x-pair.

Note that for x = 0, x-satis ability is equivalent to satis ability, whilk for
x = 1, it isequivalent to N otA 1HE qual satis ability, where each clause must
contain at least one satis ed literal and at least one unsatis ed litteral [6].

T he clustering property found heuristically in R1,120] suggests the follow ing:

Conpecture 1.4 For allK Ko, thereexist K ), ,K),with ;&) <
2 ®), such that: for all 2 ( 1K ); 2K)), there exist x; K; ) <
X K; )< x3K; ) such that:

rallx2 0;x K; )I[ k2K ; );x3K; )],arandom ormulbFyg N ;N )
is x-satis abke w hp.

rallx2 KK; );x2®; )]l kK3 ®; );1],arandom ormulaF ¢ N ;N )
is x~unsatis abk w hp.

Let us give a geom etrical Interpretation of this con ecture. T he space of SAT —
assignm ents is partioned into non-em pty regions whose diam eter is am aller
than x;; the distance between any two of these regions is at least x,, whike
X3 is the m axinum distance between any pair of SAT -assignm ents. T his in-
terpretation is com patdbl w ith the notion of clusters used in the statistical
physics approadch . It should also bem entioned that In a contribution posterior
to this work [3€], the num ber of regions was shown to be exponential In the
size of the problem , further supporting the statistical m echanics picture.

Confcture[l 4 can be rephrased in a slightly di erent way, which decom poses
it Into two steps. The rst step is to state the Satis ability T hreshold C on -

ture for pairs:

Conpecture 1.5 For allK 2 and for allx, 0 < x < 1, there exists an
< K ;x) such that:

if < &x),Fx ON;N ) isx-satis abkew hp.
if > x),Fx (N;N ) isx-unsatis abke w hp.

T he second step con ectures that for K Jarge enough, as a function of x, the



function . ;x) isnon m onotonic and hastwom axin a:a localm axinum at
avaliexy K )< 1,and aglbalmaximum atx= 0.

In this paper we prove the equivalent of Friedgut's theorem :

Theorem 1.6 For each K 3 and x, 0 < x < 1, there exists a sequence
vy K ;x) such that forall > O:

1 =@ ) g Kix);
Im P Fx N;N ) isx-satis abk) = “)
Nl A+ ) x K;x);

(@]
R
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and we obtain two functions, 1z K ;X) and gy K ;x), such that:

For > yg K;x),armndom K CNF Fy N ;N ) isx-unsatis abkew hp.
For < 5 K;x),arandom K -CNF Fx (N;N ) isx-satis ablkew hp.

The two functions 5 K ;x) and yg K ;x) are ower and upper bounds for

y K ;x) as N tends to In nity. Num erical com putations of these bounds
indicate that y K ;xX) is non m onotonic as a function of x for K 8, as
ilustrated in Fig.[1. M ore precisely, we prove

Theorem 1.7 Forall > 0, there exists K, such that for allK Ko,

. 25 n2
min yg K;x) @+ ) ; ©)
x2 (O;%) 2
s ®;0) @ )2 T 2; ©)
s K;1=2) (1 )2° I 2: (7)

This In tum show s that, forK large enough and in som e well chosen interval
of below the satis ability threshold . 25X In2, SAT x-pairs exist for x
close to zero and forx = 2, but they do not exist in the intem ediate x region.
Note that Eq. [d) was established by [1&].

In section [ we establish rigorous and explicit upper bounds using the rst-
m om ent m ethod. T he existence of a gap interval isproven in a certain range of

, and bounds on this Interval are found, which in ply Eq. (8) in T heorem [1.7.
Section [3 derives the lower bound, using a weighted second-m om ent m ethod,
as developed recently In [17,118], and presents num erical resuls. In section [4
we discuss the behavior of the Iower bound for arge K . The case of x = %
is treated rigorously, and Eq. [7) in T heorem [1.7 is proven. O ther values of x
are treated at the heuristic level. Section [3 presents a proof of T heorem [1.8.

W e discuss our results in section [6.
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Fig.l.Lowerand UpperBoundsfor y K = 8;x).TheUpperBound is cbtained by
the rstm om entm ethod.Above this curve there exists no SAT x-pair, w hp.The
Lower Bound is ocbtained by the second m om ent m ethod. Below this curve there
exist a SAT xpair w hp.For 164:735 < < 170:657, these curves con m the
existence of a clustering phase, illustrated here for = 166:1: solid lines represent
x-sat regions, and wavy lines x-unsat regions. T he x-sat zone near 0 corresponds to
SAT -assignm ents belonging to the sam e region, whereas the x-sat zone around %
corresponds to SAT -assignm ents belonging to di erent regions. T he x-unsat region
around 13 corresponds to the interclister gap. W e recall that the best re ned
lower and upper bounds for the satis ability threshold K = 8) from [14,/18] are
respectively 173253 and 176:596. T he caviy prediction is 176543 R2].

2 Upper bound: the zrstm om ent m ethod

The rstmomentmethod relies on M arkov’s Inequality:
Lemma 2.1 LetX ke a non-negative random variabk. T hen

P X 1) EX) : (8)

W e take X to be the num ber of pairs of SAT -assignm ents at xed distance:

X
Z (xF) = d.2 Nx+ ON)Nx ©N)) F~2S5F)]; 0O

r

where F = Fy N;N ) isa random K -CNF formula, and S ¢ ) is the st of
SAT -assignm ents to this form ula. Throughout thispaper @A) is an Indicator
function, equal to 1 if the statement A is true, equal to 0 otherwise. The
expectation E is over the set of andom K -CNF formulas. Shoe Z2 x;F) 1
isequivalentto ¥ isx-satis ab¥’, (8) gives an upperbound forthe probability



of x-satis ability.

T he expected value of the doubl sum can be rew ritten as:
|

N X N
E@)=2 dE[(~;~28(F))]: 10)

d2Nx+ N)Nx @©N)N\N

where ~ and ~ are any two assignm ents w ith Ham m Ing distance d. W e have
~i~2SE))= . (;~2 S (), wherecdenotesoneoftheM clauses.A 1l
clauses are drawn Independently, so that we have:

( ! )

N M
E@Z) @ @)+ 1)2" m ax E[ :~28©)) ;
d2 Nx+ M)Nx ©)\N d

11)
where we have bounded the sum by the m axin al term tim es the num ber of
tem s.E [ (~;~ 2 S ()] can easily be calculated and itsvalue is: 1 2% ¥ +
2 ¥ 1 x)*+o0().hdeed there are only two realizations of the clause am ong
2% that do not satisfy ¢ unless the two con gurations overlap exactly on the
dom ain ofc.

C onsidering the nom alized logarithm of this quantity,

. l 1 K K K
F ;)= ]:mlN—]nE(Z)=]n2+H2(x)+ n 1 2 + 2 1 x) ;
N !
12)
whereH,®X) = xhx 1 x)In(@ x) isthe two-state entropy function,

one can deduce an upper bound for y K ;x). Indeed, F (xX; ) < 0 inplies
Iimy: 1 P @ ®;F) 1)= 0.Therfore:

Theorem 2.2 ForeachK and 0< x< 1, and for all such that

N K ) — n2+ H, &) . 13
UB Fhs n@l 2'X +2K@q x)X)’

a random formula Fx N ;N ) is x-unsatis abke w hp.

W e observe num erically that a Yap’ (X1;X, and such thatx; < x< x, =)
F ®; ) < 0) appears for K 6.M ore generally, the follow Ing resuls holds,
which inpliesEq. [8) in Theorem [I.7:

Theorem 2.3 Let 2 (0;1), and fyx 9k »n ke a sequence verifying K yx !
1 andyx = o(l).Denote by H, ' (1) the smallest root to H, x) = u, with
u2 D;n2l.

There exists K ; such that orallk Ko, 2 [+ )2¥ 'h2; vy K)) and
x2 ;H, ' (27 % m2 )L QL H, (2% W2  );1,Fx O;N )
is x-unsatis abk w hp.



Proof.Clearly 1+ )2X 'h@R)< y K)shee yK)=22nh@) 0x K)
[18].0bserve that 1 vk )¥ = o(1).Then orall > 0, there exists K ; such
that forallK Kqi,X> yk ¢

v ®) < @+ )2¥ "2+ H, ®): (14)
Inverting this nequality yields the theorem . 2

The choice [9) ofX , although it is the sim plest one, is not optin al. The rst
m om ent m ethod only requires the condition X 1 to be equivalent to the x-
satis ability, and better choices 0of X exist which allow to in prove the bound.
Technigues sin ilar to the one ntroduced separately by D ubois and B oufkhad
[14] on the one hand, and K irousis, K ranakis and K rizanc [L3] on the other
hand, can be usad to obtain two tighter bounds. Q uantitatively, it tums out
that these m ore elaborate bounds provide only very little in provem ent over
the sinple bound [13) (see Fig.[2). For the sake of com plkteness, we give
w ithout proof the sim plest of these bounds:

Theorem 2.4 The unique positive solution of the equation

Hyx)+ Ih 1 2% 4+2K @ x)X

X expP
) 1 28X+2K50 xX
21 K 21 K (l X)K 1 LH
+xh 2 exp K =0 15
1 21X+ 2Kk@1 x)X 1)

L #

is an upper bound or y K ;x).Forx = 0 we recover the expression of [L3].

T he proof closely follow s that of [L3] and presents no notabl di culy. W e
also derived a tighter bound based on the technique used In [14], gaining only
a an all in provem ent over the bound of T heoram (less than 001% ).

3 Lower bound: the second m om ent m ethod

The seocond m om ent m ethod uses the llow Ing consequence of Chebyshev’s
nequaliy:
Lemma 3.1 IfX isa non-negative random variabl, one has:

EX)*
EX2)

PX > 0) 16)

&t is well known that the simplest choice of X as the number of SAT -
assignm ents (in our case the num ber of SAT x-pairs) isbound to fail. The In-
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Fig. 2. Com parison between the sinple upperbound [I3) r y K = 6;x) (top
curve) and the re ned one (bottom curve), as de ned in T heoram [2.4.

tuitive reason [17,/18] is that this naive choice favors pairs of SA T -assignm ents
w ith a great num ber of satisfying litterals. t tums out that such assignm ents
are highly correlated, since they tend to agree w ith each other, and this causes
the failure of the second-m om ent m ethod. In order to dealw ith balncad (w ith
approxin ately half of literals satis ed) and uncorrelated pairs of assignm ents,
one m ust consider a weighted sum of all SAT -assignm ents. Follow ing [17,/18],

we de ne:

X
Z x;F )= @d.. = N X)W (~;~;F); a7

r

where N xc denotes the integer part of N x. N ote that the condition d.. =
N xc is stronger than Eq. [3). The weights W (~;~;F ) are decom posed ac-
cording to each clause:

Y
W (v~;F)= W (~;~;0); 18)

with W (v;~;00=W @©;v); 19)

where ®;v are K -com ponent vectors such that:u; = 1 ifthe i litteralofc is
satis ed under ~, and u; = 1 otherwise (here we assum e that the variables
connected to ¢ are arbitrarily ordered). v is de ned In the same way wih
respect to ~ . In order to have the equivalence between Z > 0 and the existence



ofpairs of SAT -assignm ents, we In pose the follow ing condition on the weights:

N

W ) = 20)
- > 0 otherw ise:

Let usnow com pute the st and second m om ents of7Z :

Claim 32 '
-
E@Z)=2N £, )™ ; 21
) N xcC 1 %) (21)
where
HEX)=EW X~;~;C)] 22)
=25 W vQ x)P R BV 23)

v

|
Here 317 is the numbker of indices 1 such thatu; = +1, and u ° v denotes the

W riting the second m om ent is a little m ore cum bersom e:

Claim 3.3
2 N X N ! M
E@Z")=2 Q77'f2 @) ; 24)
a2Vy \ £0;1=N 2=N ;u:;1g8 =0 N ai) .
where

LE@=EW ¢i~ioW (v;~;0)]
K X 0.0 ui=vi= uS: Vg) ui=vi= ugé vio)
=2 W @;v)W @©;v) a a
w00 =1

wi=vi=visud) _ (wi=vi)6 @i=v)) _ @i=ul=visvi)

az a3 a4
(@i=ud)6 wi=v)) _ (@i=v))6 wi=vi)) _ @l=vi=uisuy)
5 3 &y @5)

a is a 8-component vector giving the proportion of each type of quadru—
pkts (i 1; %5 9 | ~ being arbitrarily (out without Josing generality) xed

.. .
ir i

10



dp A1 aApy a3z az as ag ay

O + o+ + o+

1

0 4+ + + +

1

The setVy ;1P is a sin plex speci ed by:
8
%bN (@s + as+ ag+ a;)c= N xc
<
N @+ a, + as + ag)c= N xc (26)

§P7
2L

0di= 1

T hese three conditions [28) correspond to the nom alization ofthe proportions

and to the eanroan ent of the conditions d.. = IN xc, d.o.o = N xc. W hen
N ! 1,V = y,¢Vy denesa vedinensional sin plex described by the
three hyperplanes:

ataptagt ag=x @7)

P
7 —
Fod=1

8

§a4+ as+ agt+ a; = x

In order to yield an asym ptotic estin ate of E (Z?) we st use the llow ing
Jemm a, which resuls from a sin ple approxin ation of integrals by sum s:

Lemma 34 Let (@) ke a mal, positive, continuous fiinction of a, and kt
Vy » V e de ned as previously. T hen there exists a constant C ; depending on
x such that for su ciently arge N :

X N ! z

o———— @" CoN? dae e @5 gg)
a2Vy \ £1=N ;2=N ;::;1g8 =0 N ai) : v
Pg
WheIGHg(a)= izlai]nai.

A standard Laplacemethod used on Eq. 28) with = 2(f,) yieds:
Clain 3.5 ForeachK ;x, de ne:

@=Hg@ h2 2H,xK)+ Ihf,@ 2 Inf,&x): 29)
and kt ap 2 V ke the ghlmlmaximum of restricted to V. Suppose that

@§ @) is de nite negative. T hen there exists a constant C; such that, for N

11



su ciently large,
E Z)?

E Z?)

Ciexp( N (ao)): 30)

Obviously (@a,) 0 in general.nh orderto use Lemm a[3.]], onemust nd the
welghtsW @@;v) h such away thatmax,,vy @)= 0.W e st notice that, at
the particular point a where the two pairs are uncorrelated w ith each other,

[\

_ 1 X)Z. x1 x) bie

Poag = ag = E; (31)

we have the follow Ing properties:

Hg(a )= nh2+ 2H2(X),
QHg@ )= 0; @?Hg (a ) de nite negative,
£ &)= f,(@)andhence (@ )= 0.

(N ote that the derivatives @, are taken In the sinplex V). So thewelghtsmust
be chosen in such a way that a be the globalm axinum of .A necessary
condition isthat a be a localm axinum , which entails @, £, @ ) = O.

Using the fact that the number of common values between four vectors
w;v;u%v?2 £ 1;16% can be written as:

1 !
2—3 K+u v+u vu v &v % %+u!vu0 % (32)

we deduce from @,f, @ ) = 0 the condition:
8

X % iV ! . ! .

Wy, @ x)¥ ®E ¥ VL (; (33)
un c N
2 3,

X L L
0=K 2x 1)%4 W @;v)@l x)*» % #» 3

uw

2 3,
X T
147 W oapvut va o R 3
o 2 3
X N
+20@2x 14 W @v)n vl xR W
2 o 3
X N
4 W o @v)L ox)F RS ¥ e, (34)

uw

12



Ifwe suppose that W is invariant under sim ultaneous and identical permm uta—
tions of the u; or ofthe v; Which we must, since the ordering of the variables
by the label i is arbitrary), the K com ponents of all vectorial quantities in
Egs. [33), B4) should be equal. Then we cbtain equivalently:

X L L

W a;v)RR] K)@ xR VY20 and u$ w; (35)
o X 1 U
W ev)K Cx L+u w1 xr % ¥VEQ; (36)

uw

W e choose the follow ing simnple ormm forW (@;v):
8
20 if w= ( 1;:::; 1) or vw= ( 1;:::; 1);
W @;v) = 1 37)
T RF ¥ W Vigthenw ise:

A though this choice is certainly not optinal, i tums out particularly
tractable.Egs. [39) and [36) sin plify to:

(a4 9F '=(%+1 2 ) 2x+ 4 xa+ 0

_— (38)
(@1 x)+ x) = (1 ) 2x+ 1 x)@L+ ?) :

W e found num erically a unique solution > 0; > 0 to these equations for
any valie ofK 2 that we checked.

Fixing (; ) to a solution of (38), we seek the largest value of such that
the bcalmaxinum a is a globalmaximum , ie. such that there exists no
a2V wih @)> 0.To prooceed one needs analytical expressions for £, (x)
and f; @).f; sinply reads:

K

HE&=2% @ x) @+ %)+ 2x 2 22+ 1 x))
+2 5@ x))HF: 39)

f, is calculated by Sylvester’s form ula, but its expression is long and requires
prelin inar notations. W e index the 16 possbilities for (u;;vi;ul;v?) by a num -

r= 8 'y o4 +2 iy i, (40)

Foreach index r, de ne

)= =D+ =D+ @=L+ =1); (41)
0

nk)= @vi= 1)+ @N=1); 42)



VaYaKeel

z,= "0 }ar e : 43)
* dis rjf r 8

dices r corresponding to quadruplets of the orm  ( 1;vi;ul;v). Ay = fr 2
£0;:::;15gjus = 1lg.Similarly, A; = frivi= 1g,A, = frjul= 1lgand

0 1g 0 1g 0 1g
« %5 x3 X X X
2 f, @)= @ sz @ Z]A + @ Z]A
4=0 k=0 2B, 0 k<k® 3 32A,\A,0
0 1x O 1x
X X X
Q@ zB + @ zA  : (44)
0 k<k%k® 3 922, \A,0\A,® J2A0\A1\A,\Aj

W e can now state our lowerdbound resul:

Lemma 3.6 Let , 2 (0;+1 ]ke the snalkst such that @2 (@ ) is not
de nite negative. Foreach K and x 2 (0;1), and for all g K ;x), with

n

#
. .. h2+2H,&) Hg@)
13 K;X)=min +,a32nvn+f he @ 2nhw) 45)

whereV, = fa2 V jf; @) > £f? (1=2)g, and where (; ) is chosen to ke a
positive solution of (38), the prokability that a random formuk Fx N ;N ) is
x-satis abk isbounded away from 0 asN ! 1 .

This is a straightforward consequence of the expression [29) of (@).
Theorem [1.d and Lenm a[3.8 inm ediately inply:

Theorem 3.7 Forall < ;5 K ;x) de ned in Lemma [3.6, a mndom K -
CNF formula Fx N ;N ) is x-satis abk w hp.

W e devised severalnum erical strategiesto evaluate 1z K ;x).The in plem en—
tation of Powell’s m ethod on each point of a grid of size N S N = 10;15;20)
on V tumed out to be the m ost e cient and reliabl. T he results are given

by Fig.[l orK = 8, the snallest K such that the picture given by Congc-
ture[l1.4 is con med.W e ound a clustering phenom enon for all the values of
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K 8 that we checked. In the llow ng we shall provide a rigorous estin ate
of 5 K ;% at large K .

4 Large K analysis

4.1 Asymptotics for x = %

The m ain resul of this section is contained in the follow Ing theorem , which
inpliesEq. [@) n Theorem [1.7:
Theorem 4.1 The hrge K asymptoticsof 5 K ;x) at x = 1=2 is given by:

1 K;1=2) 2f m2: (46)

T he proofprin arily relies on the follow ing results:
Clain 4.2 Let = 1and ke the unigue positive root of:

@ Hya+ )< ' 1=o: @7)

Then (; ) is solution to (38) with x = 3 and one has, at arge K :

1 2t K. 48)

Lemma 4.3 Letx = ;.ThereexistK,> 0,C; > 0and C, > 0 such that for
allkK Kg,and oralla2 V st. B a j< 1=8,

Inf,@) 2hf1=2)] K2C,2 aiji2*+cC,p aij2ft 49)

Lemma 44 Letx = %.There existKo > 0,Co > 0 such that orK Ky,
foralla2 Vv,

h

Inf@) 2hfiA=2)] 2% (a+ar+az+ as) + @+ ap+ as+ as
1

+(ao+al+a6+a7)K+(a0+a2+a5+a7)K +C0K22K
0)

)K

T he proofs of these Jem m as are defered to sections[4.3 and [4.4.
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42 P roof of T heorem

We rst show that@§ @ ) is de nite negative orall < 2%, when K is
su ciently large. Indeed @ §H g @ ) isde nitenegative and its Jargest eigenvalue
is 4.UsingLenmald3, ora 2 V close enough to a :

@) 2% a f+ C.p afK?2 *F 4+ CcL,p ad2f: G1)
T herefore

1
@) A a ¥ ©DHrK lamgeenough, B a j< R and < 2%: (52)
2

U sing Theorem [3.8, weneed to nd them nimum , ora 2 V, , of

6 & sa) 3n2 Hg@) 53)
! hf,@ 2hf 1=2)"

W e shall show that
nfG K;a) 2Ff m2: (54)

a2vy

W e divide thistask In two parts. The rst part states that there existsR > 0
and K ; such that for allK Ki,and foralla 2 V, such that B a j<
R, G (K ;a) > 2% . This is a consequence of Lemm a [4.3; using the fact that
3lW2 Hg@ B a F fora clse enough to a , one cbtains:

2K
G ;a 55
ia) C1K22 K +Cha aj %)

which, ©rK Jarge enough and a close enough to a , is greater than 2¥ .

The seoond part dealsw ith the casewhere a isfarfrom a ,ie.® a j> R.
F irst we put a bound on the num erator ofG (a) : there existsa constant C; > 0
such that foralla2 V st.® a j> R,onehas3In2 Hjg@)> Cs.

Looking at Eq. [B0), it is clear that, in order to m inim ize G K ;a), a should
be Yls’ to at least one the four hyperplanes de ned by

g+ a;t+ agt+ as l; ao+a2+a4+a6=l;

(56)

agtartagt ay=1; agt a+tast+ ay= 1:

M ore precisely, we say for instance that a is clse to the st hyperplane
de ned above 1

ag+tay+tata>1l K P (57)
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Now suppose that a is not close to that hyperplane. T hen the corresponding
term goesto 0:

K 1=2 K P | ]
@+ a;+ as + as) 1 K exp( K) asK ! 1 : (58)

W e classify all possible cases according to the num ber of hyperplanes a 2 V.,
is close to:

a is close to none of the hyperplanes. T hen

2% C,
p—
dexp( K)+ CoK2 X

G K ;a) > 2F forK large enough. (59)

a isclose to onehyperplane only, eg.the rsthyperp]gneaﬁ artatas=1
(the other hyperplanes are treated equivalently).A s z= cai= 0,onehas

aa <K Y; ay<K Y a<K ' a; <k (60)

P_—
ThisinpliessHg@) < 2Ih2+ 2IhK= K, and we get:

p— .
2XMm2 2hK= K] h p_—1
G K ;a) — 2°M2) 1 3hK= K (61)
1+ COK2 K4+ 3e K

for su ciently hrgeK .
a is close to two hyperplanes. It is easy to chedk that these hyperplanes
must be either the rst and the fourth ones,oﬁge second and the third
ones. In the rst casewehaveag+ as > 1 3= K and in the nd case
agt+ag>1 3= K .Both cases nply:Hg@) < W2+ 3ImK= K .One
thus cbtains:

2X P2 3]nK=pK_] h p_1

G K ;a) — 22 mM2) 1 3hK= K : (62)
2+ CygK2 K + 2e K

O ne can check that a cannot be close to m ore than two hyperplanes.

To sum up, we have proved that orK large enough, foralla 2 vV, ,
h i

GK;a) 22mM2) 1 3hK= K ; (63)
Clarly, 1z K;1=2)= infi,y, G Kj;a) < yp K ;1=2).Sihce from Theorem
22weknow that yg K ;1=2) 2¥ 2, thisprovesEq. [54).

43 ProfofLemmaldg

Letx = % and choose = 1 and the unique positive root of Eq. (47). Let

=a; 1=8,and = (g;:::; 7).Weexpand £, (@) In series of .The zeroth

i
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order tem is £, (1=8;:::;1=8) = £?(1=2).The rst order term vanishes. W e
thus get:
f,@) = ff(1=2)+ By B;+ B, Bs+ By; (64)
w ith
X k1% 9y M
Bo- =7 () ; (€9)
=2 d 21:0 2 ’
K k¥ #q"l+ LET S
B;=2 " 1 ; (66)
a=12 94 =0 2
X6 X Kl " + EL
By=2 * Pr. (; )1° ; 67)
a=lg=2 2
| nw #K q
x XX K g 1t
B3=2 Bs, (7 )] ; (68)
a=lg=2 d 2
By=2 % (8, (69)
k=2
I Bo, pil) = Wy WS D 2 4(  1).W e have used the fact that
Z=o ;= 0.Ushg 1@ + 115 i) = 4, one cbtains pi()j 11¢( 1) 2
11 272 ,shcej 13 22 ¥ rK large enough, by virtue of Lemm a[42.

P
In B;,we have used again
ona.nbothcasesj = 13 47
ofr, (; )and s, (; ) are given by:

13

2 2
rn= o+ (1+ 2)+ 3; rn= ot (1+ )+ 55
2 2
3= ot (2+ 4+ 67 = o+t (1+ )+ 67
2 2
rs= o+ (2+ )+ 55 rs= ot (st )+ 3;
S1= ot 15 S = ot 25 S3= ot 45 S4= ot 7:

In order to prove Lemm al43 we w ill use the follow ing fact:

Clain 4.5 Lety ke a malvariabk such that ¥ 1.Then
|
¥ K KK 1) .
K 'a #Yz‘* 2 y7:
k=2
Onehas Pr,j 833 #s:J 8jjand B oj 87 J Thercfore, for j j<

one can w rite:

18

Z=O ;= 0.%; iseither 1(i) or 1(15 i), depending
2% ¥ \In B, and B 3, the expressions

(70)

(71)

(72)



K&K 1)

Bo] #(11 2?2 *95+ a1 2%°2 * 57 (73)
K 1
:Blj 4 CK'2 )2142 3K j f+ 2212 3K jj’ﬁ (74)
!
4 K 1 . .
B %262 Kyf+2%2 V%59 pr2 i 4: (75)
1
O bserve that
2 - 32
1+ « .
f,(1=2)= 4 — 2%5 =1+0®2K) (76)

and that orK large enough,

£, @) 2 xt
£2 (1=2) £, 1=2)% _,

BiJ (77)

which proves Lemm a[43.

44 ProofofLemmaldd

N ote that theboundson B, and B, [73), [74) rem ain valid orany .Therefore
Bo=0 @ *)andB;= 0 @ %) unibm ly.W e bound B ; by cbserving that:

h i
B3=2" (@+ a)’+ @+ a)"+ @+ al)"+ @+ an"
" # " !#
4 K .
g x Lt L WA e
. 2 1+

Since @+ ai;) ag+ a; 1=2 and lkew ise for the three other tem s, one
hasB;= 0 2 * ) uniom Iy ;n a.A sinibr argument yieldsB, = 0 2 ).
There ram ains B,, which we w rite as:

0 1g
B,=2F% * @ * zsB
0 K<k 3 jZAk\Z;;O" . 79)
o XLt 1eg Smli)
L, 2 L+ )2

The seoond term of the sum is O ® 2 X ). The rst term is m ade of six
contrioutions. Two ofthem ,namely 2 ¥ @+ @1+ ax)+ 2az)and2 ¥ @+

@i+ a7)+ 2a3),are0 2 *),because ofthe condition on distances.Am ong
the four rem aining contributions, we show how to dealw ith one of them , the
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others being handled sin ilarly. T his contribution can be w ritten as:

!
( D@i+a)+ (2 Das

o+ a1+ az + as

2

(a0+ (a1+ a4)+ a5)K = (ao+ a;tagt a5)K 1+

@®0)
W e distinguish two cases.Eiherag+ a; + a4 + as  1=2, and we get trivially:

B+ @i+ a)+ ‘as)  @tatata)=0@%); @1
sihce both tem sareO 2 ¥ );orapy+ a; + as + as  1=2, and then:

@+ @1+ a)+ ‘as)f @+ a;+ as+ as)"
|
@i+ a)+ (2 Das ° 82)
1+( ) @1 a)+ ( )as 1-0&25):
ot ar+ ast+ as

Usihg again Eq. [7d) nishes the proofof Lemm a[4.4. 2

4.5 Heuristics for arbitrary x

For arbitrary x, the function tom inin ize n [45) ishard to study analytically.
Here we present what we believe to be the correct asym ptotic expansion of

g K ;x) at large K . Hopefully this tem ptative analysis could be used as a
starting point towards a rigorous analytical treatm ent for any x.

A careful ook at the num erics suggests the follow ing Ansatz on the position
of the globalm aximum , at large K :

ag=1 x+o@); ag=x+ o)

. (83)
a;= o) forié 0;6:

A second, symm etric, m axin um also existsaroundapg = 1 x,as = x.P lugging
this Jocus into Eq. [45) Jeads to the ollow Ing con ecture:

Concture 4.6 Forallx 2 (0;1], the asym ptotics of 5 (X) is given by:

o n2+ H &)
Jm 25 s ®x) = ———— (84)

and the lim it is uniform on any closed sub-intervalof (0;11].

This confpcture is consistent w ith both our num erical sim ulations and our
1

result at x = 5
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5 P roofofTheorem [1.6

Starting w ith the sharpness criterion for m onotone properties of the hyper—
cube given by E . Friedgut and J. Bourgain, we will prove T heorem by
using techniques and tools developped by N . Creignou and H . D aude for
proving the sharpness of m onotone properties in random CSP s.

First we m ake precise som e notations for this study on random K -CNF

disjunctive form :C = x,' _ :::_x. where™ 2 £0;1g &? isthe positive literal
x; and x; isthe negative one X;).A K €NF mulk F isa nite conjinction
of K clauses, ) will denote the set of distinct varables occurring in F,

) fx1;:::0;%xy g. In thisBookan framework, S ) the st of satisfying
assignm ents to F , becom es a subset of £0;1g" .

Now, ket us recallhow a slight change of our probability m easure on form ul
gives a convenient product probability space for studying x-satis ability.

5.1 x-unxatis ability as a m onotone property

In our case the num ber of clauses In a random formula Fx (N ;N ) is xed to

M = N .W ede neanoctherkind ofrandom formula G x N ;N ) by allow ing
each ofthe N = 2K E possibl clauses to be present w ith probability p =

N =N .Then, assigning 1 to each clause if i is present and 0 othemw ise, the
hypercube £0;1g" stands for the set of all possbl formul , endowed w ith
the socalled product m easure ,, where p is the probability for1l,and 1 p

for 0.
M ore generally, et N be a positive integer, a property Y £0;1g" is called
m onotone if, orany y;y°2 £0;1g" ,v  ylandy 2 Y inpliesy’2 Y . h that
case (v 2 Y) isan increasing function ofp 2 0;1] where

p;  wiy=p? @ P} Ywhere yi= 1f1 i N =y = lg:

For any non trivialY we can de ne forevery 2]0;1[theuniquep 210;1[
such that:

p ¥2Y)=
In ourcase Y willbe the property ofbeing x-unsatis abl. If we put:

D = (;~)2 £f0;1g"  £f0;1g" st: d. 2 Nx "N );Nx+"(N)] (85)
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then x-unsatis ability can be read:
F2Y () SE) SE) \ D=;:

ODbsarve that the number of clauses in Gy N ;N ) is distrilbuted as a bino—
miallaw BinN ;p= N=N ) peaked around its expected valiep N = N.
T herefore, from well known resuls on m onotone property of the hypercube,
[44, page 21 and C orollary 1.16 page 19], our T heorem [1.4 is equivalent to the
follow ing result, which establishes the sharpness of the m onotone property Y
under .

Theorem 5.1 For each K 3 and x;0 < x < 1, there exists a sequence
v K ;x) such that forall > O:

8

1lifp N =@ )y ®xN;
Iim LF isx unsatjsfiable)=> (86)
N1 TOifp N = 0+ )y KN

T his theoram w ill be proved using general results on m onotone properties of
the hypercube. W e state these results below w ithout proof.

52 Genemltools

The main tool used to prove the existence of a sharp threshold will be a
sharpness criterion stemm ng from Bourgain’s result [LZ2] and from a rem ark
by Friedgut on the possibbility to strengthen his crterion B3, R em ark follow ing
Theoram 2 2].Thus, a slight strengthening ofB ourgain’sproofin the appendix
of [12] com bined w ith an cbservation m ade in [39, Theoram 2.3, page 130] gives
the follow Ing sharpness criterion :

Theorem 5.2 Let Yy £0;1g" ke a sequence of m onotone properties, then
Y has a sharp threshold as soon as there exists a sequence Ty with Ty Yy
such that forany 210;1[and every D 1 the three lw Ing conditions are
satis ed:

p =o@); @®7)
p (yst:9z2T;z vy; J D)= o0(); (88)
8zg2T; j D p Y2Y;ynzg2Y Jy 2z )=o(): (89)

W e end this subsection by recalling tw o general results on m onotone properties
de ned on nite sets, established in [40].

Lemma 5.3 [0, Lemma A .1, page 236]
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Let U = f1;:::;N g be partitioned into two sets U% and U®? with #U° =
N%#U%=N%andN =N%+ N®@ Foranyu U ktusdenoteu’= u\ U°
andu®= u\ U% LetY £0;1g" be a monotone property. For any ekm ent
u, Bt A @) be the set of elem ents from U ° that are essential or property Y at
u:A @)= fi2 U%st.u [ fig2 Yg:Then, Prany a> 0 the ©lbowing hods
a p

pWBY;#A @) a)+ —:

L2 Y;umﬁ Y)
i @ pN

@ pn’

For the sscond result we consider a sequence of m onotone properties Yy
f0;1g" .Forany xed u 2 £0;1g" , By @) willbe the set of collections of j
elem ents such that one can reach property Y from u by adding this collection,
thus # B5 () Nj

Lemma 54 [0, Lanma A 2, page 237] Let Yy £0;19" be a sequence of
m onotone properties. For any integer j 1, for any b > 0 and as soon as
N p tends to in nity, the follow ing estim ate holds

N
p UB Y;#Bsu) Db | = o(l);
J

By)= ffi;:::5;49;1 14 < :::< iy N ; suchthatu [ fi;:::5,492 Yg:
5.3 P roof of T heorem (m ain steps)

A s usual, the rst two conditions (87) and [88) are easy to verify for the
x-unsatis ability property.For the rst one we have:

oF isx-satis abk) L issatisabk) 28 (1 p)k):

Nh@ hd )

N
K

This shows that p , thus for x-unsatis ability we get:

8 210;1[ p W)=0N"' ¥): (90)

Forthe second condition, et H F ) betheK -uniform hypergraph associated to
a fomula F :isverticesare the () varablesoccurring In F, each index sst

ofaclauseC In F correspondsto an hyperedge. Let usrecall, see [45], thataK -
uniform connected hypergraph w ith v vertices and w edges is called a hypertree
when K I)w v= 1; i is said to be unicyclic when K Iw v=0,
and compkx when K 1)w v 1.Let T be the sst of ormul F such

that H (F ) has at Jeast one com plex com ponent. W e will rule out [88) (@nd
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also [89)) by using the ollow ing result on non com plex form ul , the proof of
which is deferred to the next subsection:

Lemma 5.5 Let K 3.IfG is a K-CNF-omulh on v variabks whose
associated hypergraph is an hypertree or unicyclic then for all integer d 2
£0;:::;vg there exits (~;~)2 SG) S G) such thatd.. = d:

In particular, this result show s that any x-unsatis abl form ula has at least
one com plex com ponent, .e.T Y :Then observe that there isO (1 & s 1)

distinct com plex com ponents of size s with N, vertices. Thus we get for all
p: ,F st:9627T;G F; $£j D) oN® Vs 1y ¥ and [89)

s D

ollow s from  [90)

Tn order to prove [89), et us introduce som e tools inspired of 4C].

For each positive integer t and = ( 1;:::; +) 2 £0;19% a -assignment
is an assignm ent for which the t st values of the variables are equal to
17:::5; ¢.Then S () willdenote the set of satisfying -assignmentsto F :
S ) SE) £0;19".

For any pair of ttupks ( ; 9 2 £0;1g° £0;1g*wede neY 7 '

F2Y / () S F) SoF) \ Dy=;:

Observe that Y 7 ' isam onotone property containing Y .

Now we comeback to [89) with Fy, 2 T, so that the hypergraph associated to
the booster form ula Fy; has no com plex com ponents. S ) 6 ; and w log.

E D\ fl;:::5;tg = ;.We have the two llowing clain s whose proof is
postponed to the next subsection.

Clain 5.6 Forany (; 92 S ®,) SEo); FnFe2Y 7'
Claim 5.7 Thereexits (; 92 S F,) S F,) such thatF P2y 7’
Thus [89) isproved assoon as orany 210;1[and (; 9 2 £0;1g° £0;1g:

L (FnFe2Y 7 ;F®2Y 7' 5 F Fo)=o(): 1)

Thetwo rsteventsintheR H S.of (91l) do not depend on the set of clauses in
Fo thus by Independence under the product m easure and recalling that Y 7/ ’
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is a m onotone property we are led to prove that:
. 0 ® . 0
p (F2Y 7 ;F72Y 7 )= o():
From [90) we know thatp W) = ON'! ¥). Lee N %= @ ¥ 1) be the

applied to the m onotone property Y 7 0, show s that the above assertion is
true as soon aswe are ablk to prove that forall > 0:

C(F2ZY 7GR, oF) N )= o(): (92)

where A , oF ) is the set of K clauses C on N variables having at least one
variabl in fx;;:::;x.g and such thatF ~C 2 Y 7/ ’

Then EtB , oF ) bethesstofcollectionsof K 1)K clausesfCq;:::;Cx 19
such thatF ~C,”~ :::2Cx 12Y  '.From lmmal53 we deduce that [92)
is true as soon as the follow ing resul is proved:

Lemma 5.8 For all ;K 3; >0and (; 92 £0;1g"  £0;1g%, there
exits > 0 such that for allN , the ollow ing holds:

#A . oF) N =) #B , oF) N© & n (93)

Agaln the proof of this last result is deferred to the next subsection that
fimishes a detailed and com plete proof of T heorem [5.1.

54 Detaikd proofs

541 Lemmal5.5

P roof: W hen G has a lafclhuse, that isa clause C = x;l T x;“ having
only one variable, say x;, In common wih G nC, the assertion can be proved
by induction on the number of clauses in G . Indeed from a pair of satisfying
assignm ents (~;~) 2 S(GnC) S GnC)wihd.. = dand a pairof satisfying
assignm ents at distance d°2 £0;:::;K  1g orC%= x> _ :::_ %, one gets
a pair of satisfying assignm ents at distance d+ d°>.But C%isa K 1-clhuss,
thus Prany d° 2 £0;:::;K  1g C° has a pair of satisfying assignm ents at
distance d°.

W hen any K clauseC; 0ofG = C,” :: " Chasexactly two variables In com m on
withGnC;thenwecanwriteC; = x;'_x,2_C2;Cr= x,°_ x4 _C;::5;Cy=
xll_xll_cfwherethecg are K 2)clhuses.A variablk in C?oocursexactjy
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In particular this set isdispint from the set of variables ofthe 2-CNF formula
G %7 Xy _xg') N (%' x¢') . First observe that this 2-CNF cyclic

truth value forthe (x5;J> 1) it gives a satisfying assignm ent ©orG . Thus, for
G, one gets a pair of satisfying assignm ents at distance d forany d v L
Second,as € )\ (€)= ; when j6 k a satisfying assignment 1 1;:::; +
can easily be found for C9~ :::~ C ). Together w ith any truth values of the
x;1 1) it gives a satisfying assignm ent for G . Then, from the satisfying
assignment ( 1;:::; 171 wireel v)onegets, oranyd v 1 apair
of satisfying assignm ents at distance d. 2

542 Clhins[5.6and[5.7

by contradiction.

For the second chin, F nFy 2 Y s there exits a SAT x-pair (v;~) 2
S (F nF,) S nF,).By construction, the set of satisfying assignm ent of F ©
does not depend on the rst t coordinates. Let d. be the Hamm ing distance
between ( 1;::: ) and (1;::: ) .W eknow that all com ponents of the hyper-
graph associated to formula F, are smpl and lemm a [5.5) show s that there
exits ( 95::: )2 SEp) and (5::: ) 2 S Fp) such that duoo = di. Henoe
( 8;::: S; w1700 n)and (lo;::: to,. wi1sst:; y ) om now a SAT x-pair for
F @, thus proving the second clain . 2

543 Lemmal5.8

P roof: In [42], Erdos and Sin onovits proved that any su ciently dense uni-
form hypergraph always contains speci ¢ subhypergraphs. In particular they
considered a generalization of the com plete bipartite graph soeci ed by two
Integersh 2 andm l.Letusdenote by Ky m ) the h-uniform hypergraph
with h m vertices partitioned into h classes V; WWih #V; = m and
whose hyperedges are those h-tuples, which have exactly one vertex n each
V;.ThusK, () hasm " hyperedges, orh = 2 it isa com plte bipartite graph
K m;m).

For proving Lemm a [5.8, we need a am all variation on a result of E rdos and
Sin onovitswhich di ersonly In that it dealsw ith ordered h-tuples as opposed
to sets of size h. M ore precisely, ket us consider hypergraphs on n vertices,

verify A < B ifforallx; n A and allxy n B we have 1 < j.Let H be
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subhypergraph K4, fm ) with V; < :::< Vy is called an ordered copy of Ky, (m )
in H . Thus, the ordered version of the theorem from E rdos and Sin onovits
about supersaturated uniform hypergraphs [42, C orollary 2, page 184] can be
stated as follow s.

Theorem 5.9 (O rdered ErdosSinonovis) Given ¢ > 0 and two integers
h 2andm 1,thereexistd®> 0andN such that orallintegersn N, if
H is a h-uniform hypergraph over n vertices having at least ¢ E hyperedges

then H contains at Jeast ¢h™™ ordered copies of Ky, (m ).

W e will also use the follow ing cbservation m ade when one consider an assign—
m ent of two colours, say 0 and 1, to the hyperedges of Ky, (m ). F irst kt's say
that a vertex s is cm arked if s belongs to at least one c-oolored hyperedge. A

subset of vertices S is said cm arked ifany s in S is cm arked.

Claim 5.10 Leth 2, m 1, and Vy; n s ¥he partition associated to
Ky ) .Consider an assignm entoftwo colours to them h hyperedges ofK , m ),
then at Jast one of the V; is m arked.

Indeed, suppose that Vi; n;¥re not cmarked. Now consider a vertex
s2 V; then sis (1 c¢) marked else by construction of Ky, m ), V; would be
cmarked foralli 2.HenceV; becomes (I ¢)-m arked.

Now lt us show [93), in other words that or any K <NF formula F such
thatA ; oF ) isdensethen B ; o ) is also dense. Form ore readability we
w ill restrict our attention to the special case K = 3, in using the above fact
the proofw ill be easily extendable to any K 3. Suppose there exist N ?)
clhuses n A , o) then, by the pigeon hol principl, at least for one of
the eight types of clausswe can nd (N ?) clausesofthistype n A . oF ).
Suppose, or exam ple, that

n O

# C=%y_x,_%;1l H<h<i N;i HFAC2Y ' = ®?):

From wellchosen elementsinA ; o ) wenow exhbifanelmentinB ; o«F ).
W e oconsider the graph H (F ) associated to formula F : the set of vertices is
fl;::;)Ngand Preach C = X3, _X%j, _ X; 2 A , o) we create an edge
fiy;izg.Let (~;~) be a SAT xpair forF ,then ether 2SS C)or 2ZS(C).
Now, ollow hga xed ordering on the set ofpairsofthruth assignm entswe put
the colour 0 on the non colored edge fi;;i3g if ;, = Oand i, = 1elseweput
the color 1, having In thiscase ;, = 0 and ;, = 1.Now, kt’s take an ordered
copy ofK (3;3) n H ) with partition A = f};%ikgand B = £31;7J5; 369
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From Fact[5.10 we know that one part, say A, ism arked. In such a cass we

have 5= O; b = O; 3 = 0 (AJSO—H‘la]j{@)Or = O; B = O; 3 = 0 (A]S
1-m arked) hence (~;~) isno longera SAT X-pair forF " (xj _ X3, _ X3,).If

B ismarked then (~;~) isno longera SAT xX-pair forF ~ &3, _ X3 _ X3).
Thusihany case £ (x5, _ X5, _ X3,); &5, _X5 _ X3)92B ; o).

By hypothesisH () isa dense graph so from Theorem E9wecan nd ® °)
copiesofK (3;3) n H ).The above construction provide © ®) elem ents n
B . o) thus proving that this set is also dense. 2

’

55 A general sharpness result

N ote that the above proofdoes not use any inform ation about the shape ofthe

Dy= (;~)2 £f0;1g"  £0;1g" st: d.. 2 Jy
LetK 3 and Y; ke the set of K -CNF form ula de ned as:
F2Y;() SE) SE) \ Dy=;:

Then, Y; is a m onotone property exhibiting a sharp threshlod.

On one hand, any upper bound for the satis ability threshold, for instance
[90), is an upper bound for all Y; threshold.On the other hand, lemm a[5.3
tells us that a non com plex form ula does not belongs to Y;. Then, from [45],
we know thatw hp a form ula whose ratio between the num ber of clauses and
the num ber of vardbles is kss than 1=K K 1), has no com plex com ponent.
Thus i provides a Iower bound for allY; threshold.

6 D iscussion and C onclusion

W e have developed a sin pl and rigorous probabilistic m ethod which isa st
step towards a com plete characterization of the clustered hard-SAT phase in
the random satis ability problam . O ur resul is consistent w ith the clustering
picture and supports the validity of the onestep replica symm etry breaking
schem e of the cavity m ethod forK 8.
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The study of x-satis ability has the advantage that it does not r=ly on a
precise de nition of clusters. Indeed, it is in portant to stress that the \appro—
prate" de nition for clustersm ay vary according to the problem at hand.The
natural choice seem s to be the connected com ponents of the space of SAT -
assignm ents, where two adpcent assignm ents have by de nition Hamm ing
distance 1. H owever, although this naive de nition seem s to work well on the
satis ability problam , it rmisesm apr di culties on som e other problem s. For

Instance, In goolorability, it is usefiil to pem it color exchanges between two
ad-pcent vertices in addition to shglevertex color changes. n XORSAT, the
naive de nition is nadequate, shoe jum ps from solution to solution can In—
volre a large, yet nie, Hamm Ing distance due to the hard nature of lnear
Boolan constraints [37].

On the other hand, the existence of a gap in the x-satis ability property is
stronger than the original clustering hypothesis. C lusters are expected to have
a typical size, and to be ssparated by a typical distance. H owever, even for
typical formulas, there exist atypical clusters, the sizes and separations of
which may di er from their typical values. Because of this variety of clus-
ter sizes and separations, a large range of distances is available to pairs of
SAT -assignm ents, which our x-satis ability analysis takes Into acoount. W hat
we have shown suggests that, for typical form ulas, the m axinum size of all
clusters is an aller than the m lnimnum distance between two clusters (for a
certaln range of and K 8). This is a su cient condition for clustering,
but by no m eans a necessary one. A s a m atter of fact, our large K analysis
conpctures that ; K ) (the smaller such that Conjgcture is veri ed)
scales as 2¥ 'l 2, whereas 4K ) (where the replica symm etry breaking oc—
curs) and (K ) Where the onestep RSB Ansatz is supposed to be valid)
scak as2¥ mK =K PRZ].A ccording to the physics interpretation, in the range

sK)< a< 1K), there exist clusters, but they are not detected by the
x-satis ability approach. T his Iim ation m ight acoount for the ailure of our
m ethod for sm all values of K | even though m ore sophisticated techniques
for evaluating the x-satis ability threshold K ;x) m ight yield som e results
forK < 8.S5til], the conceptual sin plicity of ourm ethod m akes it a usefiiltool
for proving sin ilar phenom ena in other system s of com putational or physical
Interest.

A Dbetterunderstanding ofthe structure ofthe space of SAT —assignm ents could
be gained by com puting the average con gurationalentropy ofpairs of clusters
at xed distance, which contains details about how ntra—clister sizes and
Interclister distances are distributed. This would yield the value of the x-
satis ability threshold. Such a com putation was carried out at a heuristic level
w ithin the fram ew ork ofthe caviy m ethod for the random XORSAT problam

B8], and should be extendable to the satis ability problm or to other CSP s.

This work has been supported in part by the EC through the network M TR
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2002-00319 STIPCO ' and the FP 6 IST consortiim EVERGROW .

T his paper, signed in alphabetic order, is based on previous work by M ora
M ezard and Zecchina reported in Sec. 1{4, 6. The proof in Sec. 5 is due to
D aude.
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