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The dynam ics of the SK modelat T = 0 starting from random spin con gurations is considered.
T he m etastable states reached by such dynam ics are atypical of such states as a whole, in that the

probability density of site energies, p( ), isan allat

= 0. Sihce virtually allm etastable states have

amuch larger p (0), this behavior dem onstrates a qualitative failure of the E dwards hypothesis. W e
ook for its origins by m odelling the changes in the site energies during the dynam ics as a M arkov
process. W e show how the an allp(0) arises from features of the M arkov process that have a clear
physicalbasis in the spin-glass, and hence explain the failure of the E dwards hypothesis.

Complex system s lke granular m edia have a large
number of m etastable (pblocked) con gurations. W hen
shaken or tapped, they quickly relax into another
m etastable state. A subsequent tap will result In an-
other blocked or pm m ed state, and so on. T he com plex—
ity (entropy) of m etastable states n granular system s
or spin glasses is extensive In the system size. Edwards
and co-w oxkers have proposed that the quasiequilloriim
steady state which results from repeated tapping can
be descrbed using a them odynam ic m easure over the
m etastable states 'g:, ::a*]. T he strongest version of such a
hypothesis predicts that a system adopts con gurations
which m axin ize the entropy. In weaker versions param e—
ters such as the energy orvolum e are  xed, and the sys—
tem adopts con gurations which m axin ize the entropy
consistent w ith the constraints.

E dwards hypotheses have m et with a high degree of
success In m any com plex system s. Som e recent exam —
pls Include predicting (i) the distrbution of contact
forces 'E_’.], and the e ective tam perature :Bl], in simu-
lations of granular media, (i) the dynam ical entropy
and correlation functions in the slow-dynam ics regin e
of the K ob-A nderson m odel t:)'], and (iii) the distribu-—
tion of steady-state energies in the tapped Sherrington-—
K irkpatrick m odel t_é]. They seam to be a good approx-—
In ation, although not exact, for the zero-tem perature
constrained dynam ics of nitedim ensional Ising ferro—
m agnets ij]. W e note also support In the context of
the slow dynam ics ofm ean— eld spin-glassm odels, w here
i has been argued that the e ective tem perature coin—
cides w ith the Edwards tem perature t_':‘:, :j]. T he under-
Iying generalidea that dynam ics does not strongly select
am ongst m etastable states is yet m ore widely used to
attrbute slow dynam ics to a proliferation ofm etastable
states { in optin ization algorithm s ['E_i], forexam ple.

Here we study dynam ics in the the canonical SK
m odel, for which the m etastable states are already welk-
understood @, :_l-(j] W e show that the m etastable states
selected by dynam ics are of a very special character n
which the energy 2 ; to 1 the soin at site i has a
distrdbution p( ) which is small for 0. Generic

m etastable states have p(0) € 0. The dynam ically
selected m etastable states are a vanishing fraction of
the totality of m etastable states in the them odynam ic
lim i and therefore, according to the Edwards hypothe-
sis, should not be expected to be selected. W e provide a
m odel of the dynam ics which explains why it converges
onto this tiny subset ofthe m etastable Es)tates

T]gle SK Ham iltonian is H )JijSiSj =

% i ir w here S; = 1, i = Si jéiJiij is the
\site-energy", equal to one-half of the energy change on

pping the spin §, and (345 indicates a sum over all
pairs of sites. T he interaction strengths J;; are indepen—
dent random variables from a G aussign distrdution w ith

zero m ean and standard deviation 1= N .

(i3

W e consider the non-equilbbriuim behaviorofthem odel
under single-spin relaxational dynam ics Iil:, :_1-2j, :_1-3_:],
starting from a random initial state. W e consider the
T = 0 lm it of this dynam ics, as In Reﬁ.:_é, ::/: and :_ffl,
because i allow sthem etastable states to be clearly iden—
ti ed. Further m otivation for studying this lim it com es
from is use in contexts ranging from hysteresis in the
SK m odel {_1-5] to dom ain grow th in ferrom agnets; it cor-
respondsto thebasicHop eld neuralnetwork algorithm ,
and to the greedy steps In the walk-SAT algorithm g].

T he state evolvesby Ipping shgle spinswih ; < O,
ie., those which are opposed to the localm agnetic eld
on their site, untilno such spinsrem ain. D i erent choices
for the order of spin  Is lad to di erent versions of
the algorithm . In the \sequential" algorithm a random ly
selected unstable spin is  jpped at each tim estep, whilk in
the \greedy" algorithm them ost unstable (m nmum ;)
soin is  Jpped. Thebehaviorofthese di erent algorithm s
is rem arkably sin ilarfi4].

The T = 0 dynamics of the SK m odel converges
onto one-gpin— Ip-stable states, in which every soin aligns
wih is local eld. Thismodel is an attractive one In
w hich to consider the E dw ards hypothesis, because these
m etastable states have been studied analytically [_53, :_EC_S]
The key results are shown In Fig. :14', in which the cal-
culated and m easured entropy (\com plexity") and dis-
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FIG .1: D iscrepanciesbetween sin ulations ofsequentialspin—
glass dynam ics on a system of 5000 spins and the analytical
predictions based on at-m easure assum ptions. Left panel,
curve (left axis): Com plexity of m etastable states of energy
E, E)= Ni IogN 5 (E ) forthe SK m odel, whereN 5 (E ) isthe
m ean num ber of m etastable states w ith energy E . Bar (right
axis): H istogram of the converged energies for 65 runs of the
sequential spin—glass dynam ics. R ight panel, curve: A verage
p( ) In them etastable states ofenergy 0:7. H istogram : A v—
erage p( ) over the nalstates of the sopin-glass dynam ics.

tribution of local energies of the m etastable states are
com pared. T he converged energies do not cluster at the
peak of the com plexity curve, but are nstead clustered
In a narrow range around E 0:7, so the dynam ics cer—
tainly does not sam ple the m etastable states unifom ly.
Furthem ore, the com puted p( ) isqualitatively di erent
from the ataveragep( ) at the converged energy: T he
com puted p( ) has a negligble intercept, whereas the
ataverage p( ) hasa signi cant nite intercept. Thus
the dynam ics does not uniform Iy sam ple the m etastable
states at the converged energy. Furthem ore, repeated
\tapping" of a random ly selected fraction of spins does
not alter this conclusion: In our sin ulations the steady—
state does not develop an intercept. Thus the states
reached by the dynam ics are always qualitatively di er—
ent from the totality of m etastable states of the same
energy, and in the them odynam ic 1m it they are a neg—
ligble fraction of these states. In other siations, i
hasbeen observed that the blocked states reached by the
dynam ics have di erent energies to those typical of the
blocked states as a whole [16]. O urwork show s this fea—
ture too, but fiirthem ore that the dynam ically generated
states are even atypicalof the states of the sam e energy.

To understand why the typicalm etastable states are
not realized we m ust look to the dynam ics. W e sin plify
the problem by considering only the population of site—
energies, £ g, and m aking the working assum ption that
the evolution ofp ( ) can bem odeled in term sofa M arkov
process In this population.

T he population dynam ics is designed to parallel the
real spinglass dynam ics. At each step an unstable soin 1
is  Ipped, corresponding to ; ! ;. In the spinglass

the other site energies 5 shift by an am ount

i = ZSiSjJij: (l)
Here S; and S5 denote the spin con guration before the

. To cbtain a population dynam ics we replace the
drifts 31 with functions of the site-energies. In the
M arkov approxim ation we replace them wih indepen-
dent random variables, whose distrloution P (5, 9)
depends only upon the site-energies at each step.

Sin ilar approacheshave previously been applied to the
SK model [i4, 7], granularm edia (L], the wak-SAT al-
gorithm Eﬂ], and spin m odels on random graphs t_f;::, E-E_}]
P revious work on the SK m odel has attem pted to cal-
culate P (54 9). Alhough this approach hasmet
w ith som e success {_1]'], it leads to very involved m od-
els. Owing to their com plexiy, these m odels are only
tractable num erically, and their physics rem ains obscure.
W e therefore take a di erent approach, which is to de-
temm ine the general features of P (5, g) thatsu ce
for a qualitative understanding of the dynam ics.

We can deduce some of the general features of
P ( j4f g) directly from (). Because the model is
com pltely connected, summ ing thﬁ drifts over all the
un Jpped spins gives the sum rule 361
T herefore, tom odelthe dynam icsw ith a M arkov process,
wemusttakeP ( 54 g)tohaveamean / 1N in the
largeN lin it. Shce S? = 1, the variance of the drifts is
then just associated w ith that of the bond distrlbution,

= 2 .

h 2,4 h uif 4=: @)
O ur sin ulations of the spjnﬁgss dynam ics converged
n <N Jips.Sihced;= O (1= N ), thethird and higher
camulantsof  j;; arehigherorderin 1=N than them ean
and variance. T herefore the total drift produced by the
higher cum ulants is negligible over the convergence tin e,
and we may take P ( 44 g) to be Gaussian. Any
correlations between the drifts, s;ir and the elds 4
would have a qualitative e ect on the evolution ofp( ).
W e looked for such correlationsby taking the states gen—
erated during the spin-glass dynam ics and num erically
evaliating the drifts when spinsare Ipped. The results
are shown in FJg-_ﬁ Each point is the total drift of an
un Ipped spin as a function of its siteenergy when all
soinsw ith site-energies in a an all range are  Jpped.

N ote the general correlation betw een the drifts and the
site-energiesw hich can be seen in FJg:_?: T he overalldrift
on Ipihga spiniis xed by the sum rulebut it isnon—
uniform ly distributed am ongst spins according to their
energies: H ighly unstable soins tend to have their site—
energies strongly increased, at the expense of a reduced
Increase or a decrease In the site-energies of the m ore
stable spins. T his isphysically reasonable because a very
unstable spin hasm ostly unsatis ed bonds, whilk a very
stable spin hasm ostly satis ed bonds. T herefore the soin
i is Iikely to be connected to a highly unstable soin by an



unsatis ed bond, and toahighly stable spin by a satis ed
bond, producing the observed correlation.

W e now consider w hether the general featureswe have
denti ed can explain aspects of the spin-glass dynam —
ics, In particular the observation that it apparently con—
verges in N tin esteps, to a state wih a sn all inter—
cept and an approxin ately linear p( ). W e adopt the
ollow Ing m Inin alm odel, which captures the behavior of
the distribution p( ) at snall and at late tines. W e

m ake the sin plest assum ption, that the drift 51 I
the value of 5 resulting from  jpping an unstable spin
iis a Gaussian random variabl wih mean N (> 0)

and variance 2?=N , where, according to Eq. (:2:), 2= 4,
T his assum ption is m otivated by the correlations visble
in Fjg.:_Z, which lead us to expect that the m ean drift
of a low-energy spin is non-vanishing as the converged
state is approached. Since the assum ption of a constant
drift violates the previously derived sum —rule, i cannot
be correct for all sites. O urm odel is designed to address
the behaviour ofp( ;t) at samall
T he equation ofm otion forp( ;t) is, or largeN ,
Gp( ;1
et af)
2 @%p( ;v

e "z ez’ ©

where g(t) = Rol p( ;0)d isthe weight in the negative
side ofthe distribution (from which the Ipped soinsare
drawn) at tim e t, and the units of tim e are such that
there are N m oves peruni tim e.

The zrsttem in :_(:3) derives from the Ipping process

i ! i, which sin ply transfers the population from
negative to positive at a rate of 1 spin per tin estep.
The second tem derives from the mean of the drifts,

ZibA;;

FIG.2: Total changes in the site energies, 5;1 ofun—

i

Ipped spins when all spins w ith site energies In the ranges

10< ;i< 05 are Ppped, in con gurations generated by
100 (left panel, 671 ipped spins), and 500 (right panel, 420

pped spoins) steps of the greedy algorithm on a system of
5000 spins. This algorithm converged after 2465 ips. The
straight lines show linear tsto the data.

which leads, within our m odel, to a uniform convection
In the space. The naldi usion tem is due to the

uctuations In the drifts. A 1l these processes occur on
the sam e tin escale, taking N steps,oratine NP,
to produce an e ect oforderl on p( ;t).

To understand the solutionsto Eq. (:_3:) we rstconsider
the case 2 = 0. The equation of m otion can then be
soled analytically, to give p( ;t) In tem s of integrals
over p( ;0). The results are shown in the top panel of
Fig.d, ©ra Gaussian initial condition and c= 4. The
number of spins with < 0 is always decreasing at a

nite rate, due to the convection across = 0 and the

Jpping process. Thus this process certainly converges,
reaching g@) = 0 In a nie tine. In general the decay
ofp (0;t) near the end of the evolution is linear n tin e,
w hich com bines w ith the convection to produce a linear
p( ), wih no intercept, in the converged state. T he slope
depends on the Iniialconditions and on c. It diverges as
c! 0,where the resulting p( ) is just the halfG aussian
created by the Ipping.

For 2> 0,wehavesolved {) num erically. T he resul-
Ingp( ;t) are shown In the lower three panels ofFjg.:_a’.
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FIG .3: Thesoltion to (3),w ith a G aussian nitialcondition
and c= 4 (top three panels) and 8 (lowest panel), for 2=0
(top panel), 2= (m iddle panel), and 2= (ower two
panels). Curves are plotted at tim e Intervals of 0.05. The
bold curves in the Iower two gures are the earliest at which
pO;t) 0:03. They agree w ith the histogram s obtained by
direct sim ulation ofthe population dynam icsm odelw ith 5000
elds, shown forc= 8 (crosses).



For these values of c and 2 the behavior at early tin es
is sin ilar to that with % = 0. The di usion, however,
an ooths out the singularities (discontinuity of slope at

= 0) evident .n the 2 = 0 solutions, and broadens the
distrbbution, but the tail of unstable spins continues to
decay at a signi cant rate. This can be understood by
noting that whilk the positive slope at = 0 leadsto a
di usion current back towards < 0, for these param e—
ters this current is too am allto overcom e the loss due to

Jpping and convection. In contrast, if ¢ is too sm allthe
solution with = 0 would have a large average slope at

= 0, and the di usion would haveamapre ect.

Although fr some c and 2 the early-tin e behav-
ior is sin ilar to that of the modelwih 2 = 0, we
see that a new regin e appears at later tines. A s the
tail of unstabl soins becom es narrower, the slope at

= 0 increases, whik the intercept continues to de-—
cay. This slow s the decay of g(t), which obeys do=dt =

1 O+ (%=2) @p=@ )j_o, with term s due to

Jpping, convection, and di usion respectively. Indeed,
In thethe owertwo panelsthe slopeat = 0 isapproach-
ing the critical slope of 2= ? at which the di usion cur-
rent balancesthe lossdue to  ipping. g(t) m ust continue
to decay, since the buk ofp( ) will continue to di use
and convect, and by continuiy thism ust reduce the tail
ofunstable spins. H ow ever this decay is extrem ely slow .
Furthem ore, it is an artifact of our low -energy approxi-
m ation, n which we replaced the -dependent convection
rate by a constant. In a m ore com plete treatm ent the bi-
asing visble in Fjg.lr_j would tend to con ne the buk of
the distribution to a region centered on 1,dueto neg-
ative convection rates at large , whereas in the m odel
them axin um ofthe distrbution continues to drift to the
right { sseFig.d.

In an In nite system theM arkov process and the spin—
glass dynam ics term inate when g() = 0. O ur num erics
suggest that this does not occur n a nie tine for the
M arkov process, unless = 0. Hence it is inconsistent
w ith the con gcture that the dynam icsofthein nite soin—
glass converges in a nite tin e. However, for m oderate
values of c the features in p( ) associated w ith the slow —
Ing ofthe dynam icsbecom e so an allthat it would require
a very large system forthem tobe resolved. T hereforewe
suggest that them inin alM arkovm odelm ay be adequate
to understand the convergence seen In the spin-glass sin —
ulations, which are nie, abei large.

In the nite spinglassthe converged p( ) hasa anall
Intercept, which we can estim ateby tting to histogram s
such as those shown In FJgg: For N = 1000 we ob-
taln an intercept 0f 006, and 003 rN = 5000 and
N = 10000, consistent w ith the intercept of 2= N sug—
gested in Ref.[4. T hisscalipg isexplained by theM arkov
m odel, since Hrp(©) < 1= N the average di usion ux
from posiive to negative is less than the one spin per
tin estep transferred in the opposite direction by the ip—
pihg. The dynam ics w ill rapidly converge after such an

Intercept is reached, w ith little firther change n p( ).

B ased on these argum entsand the results for the direct
sin ulations ofthe soin glass, we suggest that the M arkov
process w ill converge In a nite system when R (0;t) ob-
tained from Eq. (:j) becom escom parablew ith 1= N .For
a large enough ¢, this condition ism et before the dynam -
ics becom es dom inated by di usion, and the resulting
p( ;t) has som e features sim ilar to that of the sinula—
tional result. This can be seen In the lower two panels
of Fig.d, where we mark in bold the p( ;t) at which
p©O;t) 0:03. This corresponds to the an allest interoept
we have seen In the spin-glass sin ulations. D irect sin u—
lations ofthem inimalmodelin a nite population lad
to sin ilar distribbutions.

To conclude, we have discovered a correlation betw een
the energy shifts and siteenergies in the spoin-glass dy—
nam ics, and shown that such a correlation can be su -
cient for the dynam ics to converge to a m etastable state
In a large but nite system . Since in the population-
dynam ics approach the converged state w illhave a nearly
continous p( ), while the typicalm etastable states have
a discontinous one, the success of a population-dynam ics
approach In pliesthe milnireofthe atm easureone. Such
success is only possible because the population-dynam ics
converges: otherw ise spins would Ip many tin es, and
the M arkov approxin ation would &il

T hese considerations suggest an unusualpicture ofthe
origins of slow dynam ics in som e com plex system s. D is—
order and frustration do play a role, captured by the dif-
fusion term , In preventing a fast convergence of the dy—
nam ics, but this role is Im ited by the drift. This causes
the dynam ics to converge long before it has tim e to thor-
oughly explore the state space, and so the Edwards hy—
pothesis fails.

T he Edwards hypothesis was shown to correctly pre—
dict the form of the distribution of steady-state energies
in sinulations of tapping the SK m odel in Ref.6. G iven
our results, this agreem ent now poses an intriguing prob-—
lem . Perhaps the true dynam ical entropy g4yn E) has
a sim ilar energy dependence to that ofthe atm easure
entropy  eqw E ), so that the energy distributions in tap—
ping take sin flar form s. Since the states are very di er—
ent, however, i is unclear why this should occur.
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