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1. Introduction

Strongly disordered system s such as spin glasses represent som e ofthe m ost interesting and

m ost di�cult problem s ofstatisticalm echanics. Am ongst the m ost rem arkable achievem ents of

theoreticalphysicsin this�eld istheexactsolution ofsom em odelsofm ean �eld typeviathereplica

trick and Parisi’sreplica sym m etry breaking schem e(Foran exposition see[M PV];theapplication

to theHop�eld m odel[Ho]wascarried outin [AG S]).Thereplica trick isa form altoolthatallows

to elim inatethedi�culty ofstudying disordered system sby integrating outtherandom nessatthe

expense ofhaving to perform an analytic continuation ofsom e function com putable only on the

positive integers to the value zero1. M athem atically,thisprocedure ishighly m ysterious and has

so far resisted allattem pts to be put on a solid basis. O n the other hand,its apparent success

isa clear sign thatsom ething oughtto be understood betterin thism ethod. An apparently less

m ysteriousapproach thatyieldsthe sam e answeristhe cavity m ethod [M PV].However,here too,

thederivation ofthesolutionsinvolvesa largenum berofintricate and unproven assum ptionsthat

seem hard orim possibleto justify in general.

However,there hasbeen som e distinctprogress in understanding the approach ofthe cavity

m ethod at least in sim ple cases where no breaking ofthe replica sym m etry occurs. The �rstat-

tem ptsin thisdirection were m ade by Pasturand Shcherbina [PS]in the Sherrington-K irkpatrick

m odeland Pastur,Shcherbina and Tirozzi[PST]in the Hop�eld m odel. Theirresults were con-

ditional: They assertto show thatthe replica sym m etric solution,holdsundercertain unveri�ed

assum ption,nam ely the vanishing ofthe so-called Edwards-Anderson param eter.A breakthrough

wasachieved in a recentpaperby Talagrand [T1]whereheproved thevalidity ofthereplica sym -

m etricsolution in an explicitdom ain ofthem odelparam etersin theHop�eld m odel.Hisapproach

is purely by induction over the volum e (i.e. the cavity m ethod) and uses only som e a priories-

tim ates on the supportproperties ofthe distribution ofthe so-called overlap param eters as �rst

proven in [BG P1,BG P2]and in sharperform in [BG 1].

Letusrecallthede�nition oftheHop�eld m odeland som ebasicnotations.LetS N � f� 1;1gN

denote the set offunctions � :f1;:::;N g ! f� 1;1g,and set S � f� 1;1gIN . W e call� a spin

con�guration and denote by �i thevalueof� ati.Let(
;F ;IP )bean abstractprobability space

and let�
�

i,i;� 2 IN ,denote a fam ily ofindependentidentically distributed random variables on

this space. For the purposesofthis paper we willassum e that IP [�
�

i
= � 1]= 1

2
. W e willwrite

��[!]forthe N -dim ensionalrandom vectorwhose i-th com ponentisgiven by �
�

i[!]and callsuch

1
A s a m atter offact,such an analytic continuation is not perform ed. W hat is done is m uch m ore subtle: The

function atintegervaluesisrepresented assom eintegralsuitable forevaluation by a saddlepointm ethod.Instead of

doing this,apparently irrelevant criticalpointsare selected judiciously and the ensuing wrong value ofthe function

is then continued to the correct value atzero.
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a vector a ‘pattern’. O n the other hand,we use the notation �i[!]forthe M -dim ensionalvector

with the sam e com ponents. W hen we write �[!]withoutindices,we frequently willconsideritas

an M � N m atrix and wewrite�t[!]forthetransposeofthism atrix.Thus,�t[!]�[!]istheM � M

m atrix whoseelem entsare
P N

i= 1
�
�

i
[!]��i[!].W ith thisin m ind wewillusethroughoutthepapera

vectornotation with (� ;� )standing forthescalarproductin whateverspacetheargum entm ay lie.

E.g.the expression (y;�i)standsfor
P M

�= 1
�
�

i
y�,etc.

W e de�nerandom m apsm
�

N
[!]:SN ! [� 1;1]through2

m
�

N
[!](�)�

1

N

NX

i= 1

�
�

i[!]�i (1:1)

Naturally,thesem aps‘com pare’thecon�guration �globally to therandom con�guration � �[!].A

Ham iltonian isnow de�ned asthe sim plestnegative function ofthesevariables,nam ely

H N [!](�)� �
N

2

M (N )X

�= 1

(m
�

N
[!](�))

2

= �
N

2
km N [!](�)k

2

2

(1:2)

where M (N )issom e,generally increasing,function thatcrucially inuencesthe propertiesofthe

m odel. k� k2 denotes the ‘2-norm in IR
M
,and the vector m N [!](�) is always understood to be

M (N )-dim ensional.

Through thisHam iltonian wede�nein a naturalway �nitevolum eG ibbsm easureson S N via

�N ;�[!](�)�
1

ZN ;�[!]
e
� �H N [!](�) (1:3)

and theinduced distribution ofthe overlap param eters

Q N ;�[!]� �N ;�[!]� mN [!]
� 1 (1:4)

Thenorm alizing factorZN ;�[!],given by

ZN ;�[!]� 2� N
X

�2S N

e
� �H N [!](�) � IE �e

� �H N [!](�) (1:5)

is called the partition function. W e are interested in the large N behaviour ofthese m easures.

In ourpreviouswork we have been m ostly concerned with the lim iting induced m easures. In this

paperwereturn to thelim iting behaviouroftheG ibbsm easuresthem selves,m aking use,however,

oftheinform ation obtained on theasym ptotic propertiesofthe induced m easures.

2
W e will m ake the dependence of random quantities on the random param eter ! explicit by an added [!]

wheneverwe wantto stress it.O therwise,we willfrequently drop the reference to ! to sim plify the notation.
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W e pursue two objectives. Firstly,we give an alternative proofofTalagrand’s result (with

possiblyaslightly di�erentrangeofparam eters)that,although equally based on thecavity m ethod,

m akesm ore extensive use ofthe propertiesofthe overlap-distribution thatwere proven in [BG 1].

This allows,in our opinion,som e considerable sim pli�cations. Secondly,we willelucidate som e

conceptualissuesconcerning the in�nite volum e G ibbsstates in thism odel. Severaldelicacies in

thequestion ofconvergenceof�nitevolum eG ibbsstates(orlocalspeci�cations)in highlydisordered

system s,and in particular spin glasses,were pointed out repeatedly by Newm an and Stein over

thelastyears[NS1,NS2].Butonly during thelastyeardid they proposetheform alism ofso-called

\m etastates" [NS3,NS4,N]thatseem sto providetheappropriatefram ework to discusstheseissues.

In particular,wewillshow thatin theHop�eld m odel,thisform alism seem sunavoidableforspelling

outconvergence results.

Letusform ulate ourm ain resultin a slightly prelim inary form (precise form ulationsrequire

som e m orediscussion and notation and willbegiven in Section 5).

Denoteby m �(�)thelargestsolution ofthem ean �eld equation m = tanh(�m )and by e � the

�-th unitvectorofthecanonicalbasisofIR
M
.Forall(�;s)2 f� 1;1g� f1;:::;M gletB

(�;s)
� � IR

M

denote the ballofradius � centered at sm �e�. For any pair ofindices (�;s) and any � > 0 we

de�netheconditionalm easures

�
(�;s)

N ;�;�
[!](A )� �N ;�[!](A jB (�;s)

� ); A 2 B(f� 1;1gN ) (1:6)

The so called \replica sym m etric equations"3of[AG S]is the following system ofequations in

three unknownsm 1;r,and q,given by

m 1 =

Z

dN (g)tanh(�(m 1 +
p
�rg))

q=

Z

dN (g)tanh
2
(�(m 1 +

p
�rg))

r=
q

(1� �+ �q)2

(1:7)

W ith thisnotation we can state

T heorem 1.1: There existsa nonem pty connected setofparam eters�;� bounded by the curves

� = 0,� = c(m �(�))4 and � = c0�,such thatiflim N "1 M (N )=N = � the following holds: For

any �nite I � IN ,and for any sI � f� 1;1gI,

�
(�;s)

N ;�;�
(f�I = sIg)!

Y

i2I

e
�si[m 1�

1

i
+ gi

p
�r]

2cos(�[m 1�
1
i + gi

p
�r])

(1:8)

3
W e cite these equations,(3.3-5) in [AG S]only for the case k = 1,where k is the num ber ofthe so-called

\condensed patterns". O ne could generalize our results presum ably m easures conditioned on balls around \m ixed

states",i.e.the m etastable stateswith m ore than one \condensed pattern",butwe have notworked outthe details.
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as N " 1 , where the gi, i 2 I are independent gaussian random variables with m ean zero and

variance one thatare independentofthe random variables�1i,i2 I.The convergence isunderstood

in law with respectto the distribution ofthe gaussian variables gi.

Thistheorem should bejuxtaposed to oursecond result:

T heorem 1.2: On the sam e setofparam eter as in Theorem 1.1, the following is true with

probability one: For any �nite I � IN and for any x 2 IR
I
,there existsubsequences N k[!]" 1

such thatfor any sI � f� 1;1gI,if�> 0,

lim
k"1

�
(�;s)

N k [!];�;�
[!](f�I = sIg)=

Y

i2I

esixi

2cosh(xi)
(1:9)

The above statem entsm ay look a little bitsurprising and need clari�cation. Thiswillbe the

m ain purposeofSection 2,wherewegivea ratherdetailed discussion oftheproblem ofconvergence

and thenotion ofm etastateswith theparticularissuesin disordered m ean �eld m odelsin view.W e

willalsoproposeyetadi�erentnotion ofastate(letuscallit\superstate"),thattriestocapturethe

asym ptotic volum e dependence ofG ibbs states in the form ofa continuous tim e m easure valued

stochastic process. W e also discuss the issue ofthe \boundary conditions" or rather \external

�elds",and the construction ofconditionalG ibbs m easures in this context. This willhopefully

preparetheground fortheunderstanding ofourresultsin theHop�eld case.

Thefollowing two section collecttechnicalprelim inaries.Section 3 recallssom eresultson the

overlap distribution from [BG 1-3]thatwillbecrucially needed later.Section 4 statesand provesa

version ofthe Brascam p-Lieb inequalities[BL]thatissuitable foroursituation.

Section 5 contains our centralresults. Here we construct explicitly the �nite dim ensional

m arginalsofthe G ibbsm easuresin �nitevolum e and study theirbehaviourin thein�nitevolum e

lim it. The results willbe stated in the language ofm etastates. In this section we assum e the

convergence ofcertain therm odynam ic functionswhich willbe proven in Section 6. M odulo this,

thissection containsthe precise statem entsand proofsofTheorem s1.1 and 1.2.

In Section 6 we give a proofofthe convergence ofthese quantitiesand we relate them to the

replica sym m etric solution. This sections is largely based on the ideas of[PST]and [T1]and is

m ainly added forthe convenience ofthereader.

A cknow ledgem ents: W egratefully acknowledgehelpfuldiscussionson m etastateswith Ch.New-

m an and Ch.K �ulske.
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2. N otions ofconvergence ofrandom G ibbs m easures.

In this section we m ake som e rem arks on the appropriate picture for the study oflim iting

G ibbs m easures for disordered system s,with particular regard to the situation in m ean-�eld like

system s.Although som eoftheobservationswewillm ake herearosenaturally from theproperties

we discovered in the Hop�eld m odel,ourunderstanding hasbeen greatly enhanced by the recent

work ofNewm an and Stein [NS3,NS4,N]and their introduction ofthe concept of\m etastates".

W e referthe readerto theirpapersform ore detailand furtherapplications. Som e nice exam ples

can also be found in [K ,BG K ].O therwise,we keep this section self-contained and geared for the

situation we willdescribe in the Hop�eld m odel,although part ofthe discussion is very general

and notrestricted to m ean �eld situations. Forthisreason we talk about�nite volum e m easures

indexed by �nitesets� ratherthen by the integerN .

M etastates. The basic objects ofstudy are �nite volum e Gibbs m easures,��;� (which for con-

venience we willalways consider as m easures on the in�nite product space S1 ). W e denote by

(M 1(S1 );G)them easurablespaceofprobability m easureson S1 equipped with thesigm a-algebra

G generated by theopen setswith respecttotheweak topology on M 1(S1 )
4.W ewillalwaysregard

G ibbsm easuresasrandom variableson the underlying probability space (
;F ;IP )with valuesin

the spaceM 1(S1 ),i.e.asm easurablem aps
! M 1(S1 ).

W e are in principle interested in considering weak lim itsofthese m easuresas� " 1 . There

are essentially three thingsthatm ay happen:

(1) Alm ostsureconvergence:ForIP -alm ostall!,

��[!]! �1 [!] (2:1)

where�1 [!]m ay orm ay notdepend on ! (in generalitwill).

(2) Convergence in law:

��
D
! �1 (2:2)

(3) Alm ostsure convergence along random subsequences: There exist(at leastforalm ost all!)

subsequences�i[!]" 1 such that

�� i[!][!]! �1 ;f� i[!]g[!] (2:3)

In system swith com pactsingle site state space,(3)holdsalways,and there are m odelswith

non-com pactstatespacewhereitholdswith the\alm ostsure" provision (seee.g.[BK ]).However,

4
N ote that a basis ofopen sets is given by sets ofthe form s N f1;:::;fk ;�

(�)� f�
0
j81� i� k j�(fi)� �

0
(fi)j< �g,where

fi are continuousfunctionson S
1 ;indeed,itis enough to consider cylinder functions.
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thiscontainslittle inform ation,ifthesubsequencesalong which convergence holdsareonly known

im plicitly. In particular,it gives no inform ation on how,for any given large � the m easure � �

\lookslikeapproxim ately".In contrast,if(i)holds,wearein a very nicesituation,asforany large

enough � and for(alm ost)any realization ofthedisorder,them easure� �[!]iswellapproxim ated

by �1 [!]. Thus,the situation would be essentially like in an ordered system (the \alm ost sure"

excepted).Itseem sto usthatthecom m on feeling ofm ostpeopleworking in the�eld ofdisordered

system swasthatthiscould bearranged by putting suitableboundary conditionsorexternal�elds,

to \extract pure states". Newm an and Stein [NS1]were,to our knowledge,the �rst to point to

di�cultieswith thispointofview.In fact,thereisno reason whyweshould everbe,orbeableto put

us,in a situation where (1)holds,and thispossibility should beconsidered asperfectly exceptional.

W ith (3) uninteresting and (1) unlikely,we are left with (2). By com pactness,(2) holds always

at least for (non-random !) subsequences�n,and even convergence withoutsubsequencescan be

expected rather com m only. O n the other hand,(2) gives us very reasonable inform ation on our

system ,telling uswhatisthe chance thatourm easure �� forlarge � willlook like som e m easure

�1 . This is m uch m ore than what(3) tells us,and baring the case where (1) holds,allwe m ay

reasonably expectto know.

W e should thusinvestigate thecase (2)m ore closely.Asproposed actually �rstby Aizenm an

and W ehr[AW ],itism ostnaturalto consideran objectK � de�ned asa m easure on the product

space 
 
 M 1(S1 ) (equipped with the product topology and the weak topology,respectively),

such thatitsm arginaldistribution on 
 isIP whiletheconditionalm easure,� �(� )[!],on M1(S1 )

given F 5is the Dirac m easure on ��[!]; the m arginalon M 1(S1 ) is then ofcourse the law of

��. The advantage ofthis construction over sim ply regarding the law of�� lies in the fact that

we can in this way extract m ore inform ation by conditioning,as we shallexplain. Note that by

com pactnessK � convergesatleastalong (non-random !) subsequences,and wem ay assum ethatit

actually convergesto som em easureK .Now thecase(1)abovecorrespondsto thesituation where

the conditionalprobability on G given F isdegenerate,i.e.

�(� )[!]= ��1 [!](� ); a.s. (2:4)

Thusweseethatin generaleven theconditionaldistribution �(� )[!]ofK isa nontrivialm easureon

the space ofin�nite volum e G ibbsm easures,thislatterobjectbeing called the (Aizenm an-W ehr)

m etastate6.W hathappensisthattheasym ptotic propertiesoftheG ibbsm easuresasthevolum e

tendsto in�nity depend in a intrinsicway on thetailsigm a �eld ofthedisordervariables,and even

5
W e write shorthand F forM 1(S

1
)
 F wheneverappropriate.

6
Itm ay be interesting to recallthe reasonsthatled A izenm an and W ehr to this construction. In their analysis

ofthe e�ect ofquenched diorder on phase transition they required the existence of\translation-covariant" states.

Such object could be constructed as weak lim its of�nite volum e states with e.g. periodic or translation invariant

6



afterallrandom variablesare�xed,som e\new" random nessappearsthatallowsonly probabilistic

statem entson the asym ptotic G ibbsstate.

A toy exam ple:Itm ay beusefulto illustratethepassagefrom convergencein law to theAizenm an-

W ehr m etastate in a m ore fam iliar context, nam ely the ordinary central lim it theorem . Let

(
;F ;IP )be a probability space,and letfX igi2IN bea fam ily ofi.i.d.centered random variables

with variance one;letFn be the sigm a algebra generated by X 1;:::;X n and letF � lim n"1 Fn.

De�ne the realvalued random variable G n �
1p
n

P n

i= 1
X i.W e m ay de�nethe jointlaw K n ofG n

and theX i asa probability m easureon IR 
 
.Clearly,thism easureconvergesto som em easureK

whosem arginalon IR willbethestandard norm aldistribution.However,wecan say m ore,nam ely

Toy-Lem m a 2.1 In theexam pledescribed above,theconditionalm easure�(� )[!]� K (� jF )satis�es

�(� )[!]= N (0;1); IP -a.s. (2:5)

P roof: W eneed to understand what(2.5)m eans.Letf bea continuousfunction on IR.W eclaim

thatforalm ostall!,
Z

f(x)�(dx)[!]=

Z
e� x

2
=2

p
2�

f(x)dx (2:6)

De�ne them artingale hn �
R
f(x)K (dx;d!jFn).W e m ay write

hn = lim
N "1

IE X n + 1
:::IE X N

f

 

1p
N

NX

i= 1

X i

!

= lim
N "1

IE X n + 1
:::IE X N

f

 

1p
N � n

NX

i= n+ 1

X i

!

; a.s.

=

Z
e� x

2
=2

p
2�

f(x)dx;

(2:7)

where we used that for �xed N , 1p
N

P n

i= 1
X i converges to zero as N " 1 alm ost surely. Thus,

forany continuousf,hn isalm ostsurely constant,while lim n"1 hn =
R
f(x)K (dx;d!jF ),by the

m artingale convergence theorem .Thisprovesthe lem m a.}

The CLT exam ple m ay inspire the question whether one m ight not be able to retain m ore

inform ation on the convergence ofthe random G ibbs state than is kept in the Aizenm an-W ehr

m etastate. The m etastate tellsusaboutthe probability distribution ofthe lim iting m easure,but

boundary conditions,provided the corresponding sequences converge alm ost surely (and notvia subsequences with

possibly di�erent lim its). They noted that in a generaldisordered system this m ay not be true. The m etastate

provided a way outofthis di�culty.
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wehavethrown outallinform ation on how fora given !,the�nitevolum em easuresbehaveasthe

volum e increases.

Newm an and Stein [NS3,NS4]have introduced a possibly m ore profound conceptofthe em -

piricalm etastate which captures m ore precisely the asym ptotic volum e dependence ofthe G ibbs

statesin the in�nite volum e lim it.W e willbriey discussthisobjectand elucidate itsm eaning in

theabove CLT context.Let�n bean increasing and absorbing sequenceof�nitevolum es.De�ne

the random em piricalm easures�emN (� )[!]on (M1(S
1 ))by

�
em
N (� )[!]�

1

N

NX

n= 1

��� n [!]
(2:8)

In [NS4]itwasproven thatforsu�ciently sparsesequences� n and subsequencesN i,itistruethat

alm ostsurely

lim
i"1

�
em
N i
(� )[!]= �(� )[!] (2:9)

Newm an and Stein conjectured thatin m anysituations,theuseofsparsesubsequenceswould notbe

necessary to achieve theabove convergence.However,K �ulske[K ]hasexhibited som esim plem ean

�eld exam ples where alm ost sure convergence only holds for very sparse (exponentially spaced)

subsequences).He also showed thatform ore slowly growing sequencesconvergence in law can be

proven in these cases.

Toy exam ple revisited: Allthis is easily understood in our exam ple. W e set G n � 1p
n

P n

i= 1
X i.

Then the em piricalm etastate correspondsto

�
em
N (� )[!]�

1

N

NX

n= 1

�G n [!] (2:10)

W e willprove thatthe following Lem m a holds:

Toy-Lem m a 2.2 Let G n and �emN (� )[!]be de�ned above. Let Bt, t 2 [0;1]denote a standard

Brownian m otion. Then

(i) The random m easures �emN converge in law to the m easure �em =
R1
0
dt�t� 1=2B t

(ii)

IE [�em (� )jF ]= N (0;1) (2:11)

P roof: O ur m ain objective is to prove (i). W e willsee that quite clearly, this result relates

to Lem m a 2.1 as the CLT to the Invariance Principle, and indeed, its proof is essentially an

im m ediate consequence ofDonsker’s Theorem . Donsker’s theorem (see [HH]fora form ulation in
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m oregenerality than needed in thischapter)assertsthefollowing:Let�n(t)denotethecontinuous

function on [0;1]thatfort= k=n isgiven by

�n(k=n)�
1
p
n

kX

i= 1

X i (2:12)

and that interpolates linearly between these values for allother points t. Then,�n(t) converges

in distribution to standard Brownian m otion in the sense that for any continuous functionalF :

C ([0;1])! IR itistruethatF (�n)convergesin law to F (B ).From heretheproofof(i)isobvious.

W e have to proofthatforany bounded continuousfunction f,

1

N

NX

n= 1

�G n [!](f)�
1

N

NX

n= 1

f

�

�n(n=N )=
p
n=N

�

!

Z 1

0

dtf(B t=
p
t)�

Z 1

0

dt�
B t=

p
t
(f)

(2:13)

To see this,sim ply de�nethecontinuousfunctionalsF and FN by

F (�)�

Z 1

0

dtf(�(t)=
p
t) (2:14)

and

FN (�)�
1

N

NX

n= 1

f(�(n=N )=
p
n=N ) (2:15)

W e have to show thatin distribution F (B )� FN (�N )convergesto zero.But

F (B )� FN (�N )= F (B )� F (�N )+ F (�N )� FN (�N ) (2:16)

By theinvarianceprinciple,F (B )� F (�N )convergesto zero in distribution whileF (�N )� FN (�N )

convergesto zero sinceFN isthe Riem ann sum approxim ation to F .

To see that (ii) holds,note �rst that as in the CLT,the brownian m otion B t is m easurable

with respectto thetailsigm a-algebra oftheX i.Thus

IE [�em jF ]= N (0;1) (2:17)

}

R em ark: Itiseasily seen thatforsu�ciently sparsesubsequencesn i (e.g.ni = i!),

1

N

NX

i= 1

�G n i
! N (0;1); a.s (2:18)

buttheweak convergence resultcontainsin a way m ore inform ation.
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Superstates:In ourexam plewehaveseen thattheem piricalm etastate convergesin distribution

to the em piricalm easure ofthe stochastic process B t=
p
t. It appears naturalto think that the

construction ofthecorrespondingcontinuoustim estochasticprocessitselfisactually therightway

to look atthe problem also in the contextofrandom G ibbsm easures,and thatthe the em pirical

m etastate could converge (in law)to the em piricalm easureofthisprocess.To do thiswe propose

the following,yetsom ewhattentative construction.

W e �x again a sequence of�nitevolum es� n
7.W e de�nefort2 [0;1]

�
t
� n
[!]� (t� [tn]=n)�� [tn ]+ 1

[!]+ (1� t+ [tn]=n)�� [tn ]
[!] (2:19)

(where as usual[x]denote the sm allest integer less than or equalto x). Clearly this object is

a continuous tim e stochastic process whose state space is M 1(S). W e m ay try to construct the

lim iting process

�t[!]� lim
n"1

�
t
� n
[!] (2:20)

where the lim itagain can in generalbe expected only in distribution. O bviously,in ourCLT ex-

am ple,thisisprecisely how weconstructtheBrownian m otion in theinvarianceprinciple.W ecan

now ofcourse repeatthe construction ofthe Aizenm an-W ehr m etastate on the levelofprocesses.

To do this,one m ust m ake som e choices for the topologicalspace one wants to work in. A nat-

uralpossibility isto considerthe space C ([0;1];M 1(S
1 ))ofcontinuousm easure valued function

equipped with theuniform weak topology8,i.e.wesay thata sequenceofitselem ents�i converges

to �,ifand only if,forallcontinuousfunctionsf :S 1 ! IR,

lim
i! 1

sup
t2[0;1]

j�i;t(f)� �t(f)j= 0 (2:21)

Sincetheweak topology ism etrizable,so istheuniform weak topology and C ([0;1];M 1(S
1 ))be-

com esam etricspacesowem ay de�nethecorrespondingsigm a-algebra generated by theopen sets.

Takingthetensorproductwith ourold 
,wecan thusintroducethesetM 1 (C ([0;1];M 1(S
1 ))
 
)

ofprobability m easureson thisspace tensored with 
.Then we de�netheelem ents

K n 2 M 1 (C ([0;1];M 1(S
1 ))
 
)

whose m arginals on 
 are IP and whose conditionalm easure on C ([0;1];M 1(S
1 )),given F are

the Dirac m easure on the m easure valued function �� [tn ]
[!],t2 [0;1]. Convergence,and even the

7
The outcom e ofourconstruction willdepend on the choice ofthissequence. O urphilosophy here would be to

choose a naturalsequence ofvolum es forthe problem at hand. In m ean �eld exam ples this would be � n = f1;:::;ng,

on a lattice one m ightchoose cubes ofsidelength n.
8
A nother possibility would be a m easure valued version ofthe space D ([0;1];M 1(S )) ofm easure valued C�adl�ag

functions. The choice depends essentially on the properties we expect from the lim iting process (i.e. continuous

sam ple pathsornot).
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existenceoflim itpointsforthissequenceofm easuresisnow nolongeratrivialm atter.Theproblem

ofthe existence oflim itpointscan be circum vented by using a weakernotion ofconvergence,e.g.

thatoftheconvergence ofany �nitedim ensionalm arginal.O therwise,som etightnesscondition is

needed [HH],e.g.we m ustcheck thatforany continuousfunction f,supjs� tj� � j�
t
� n
(f)� �s

� n
(f)j

convergesto zero in probability,uniform ly in N ,as�# 0.9

W ecan alwayshopethatthelim itasn goestoin�nityofK n exists.Ifthelim it,K exists,wecan

again consideritsconditionaldistribution given F ,and theresultingobjectisthefunctionalanalog

oftheAizenm an-W ehrm etastate.(W efeeltem pted to callthisobjectthe\superstate".Notethat

the m arginaldistribution ofthe superstate \attim e t= 1" isthe Aizenm an-W ehrm etastate,and

the law ofthe em piricaldistribution ofthe underlying process is the em piricalm etastate). The

\superstate" containsan enorm ousam ountofinform ation on the asym ptotic volum e dependence

oftherandom G ibbsm easures;on theotherhand,itsconstruction in any explicitform isgenerally

hardly feasible.

Finally,we wantto stressthatthesuperstate willnorm ally depend on the choice ofthe basic

sequences�n used in itsconstruction. Thisfeature isalready presentin the em piricalm etastate.

In particular,sequences growing extrem ely fast willgive di�erent results than slowly increasing

sequences. O n the otherhand,the very precise choice ofthe sequencesshould notbe im portant.

A naturalchoice would appearto ussequencesofcubesofsidelength n,or,in m ean �eld m odels,

sim ply thesequence ofvolum esofsize n.

B oundary conditions,external�elds,conditioning.In thediscussion ofNewm an and Stein,

m etastatesareusually constructed with sim pleboundaryconditionssuch asperiodicor\free"ones.

Theyem phasizethefeatureofthe\selection ofthestates"bythedisorderin agiven volum ewithout

any biasthrough boundary conditionsorsym m etry breaking �elds.O urpointofview issom ewhat

di�erentin thisrespectin thatwe think thatthe idea to apply specialboundary conditionsor,in

m ean �eld m odels,sym m etry breaking term s,to im prove convergence properties,is stillto som e

extend useful,the aim ideally being to achieve the situation (1). O ur only restriction in this is

really that our procedure shallhave som e predictive power,that is,it should give inform ation of

the approxim ate form ofa �nite volum e G ibbs state. This excludes any construction involving

subsequences via com pactness argum ents. W e thus are interested to know to what extend it is

possible to reduce the \choice" ofavailable states for the random ness to select from ,to sm aller

subsetsand to classify them inim alpossiblesubsets(which then som ehow play the r̂oleofextrem al

states). In fact,in the exam plesconsidered in [K ,BG K ]itwould be possible to reduce the size of

9
There are pathologicalexam ples in which we would not expect such a result to be true. A n exam ple is the

\highly disordered spin glass m odel" ofN ewm an and Stein [N S5]. O fcourse,tightness m ay also be destroyed by

choosing very rapidly growing sequences ofvolum es � n .
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such subsetsto one,whilein theexam pleofthepresentpaper,weshallseethatthisisim possible.

W e have to discussthispointcarefully.

W hile in short range lattice m odels the DLR construction gives a clear fram ework how the

class ofin�nite volum e G ibbs m easures is to be de�ned,in m ean �eld m odels this situation is

som ewhatam biguousand needsdiscussion.

Ifthein�nitevolum eG ibbsm easureisunique(forgiven !),quasiby de�nition,(1)m usthold.

So ourproblem sarise from non-uniqueness.Hence the following recipe:m odify �� in such a way

that uniqueness holds,while otherwise perturbing it in a m inim alway. Two procedures suggest

them selves:

(i) Tilting,and

(ii) Conditioning

Tiltingconsistsin theaddition ofasym m etry breaking term totheHam iltonian whosestrength

is taken to zero. M ostly,this term is taken linear so that it has the naturalinterpretation ofa

m agnetic �eld.M ore precisely,de�ne

�
fhg

�;�
[!](� )�

��[!]

�

� e
� ��

P

i2 �
hi�i

�

��[!]

�

e
� ��

P

i2 �
hi�i

� (2:22)

Here hi is som e sequence ofnum bers that in generalwillhave to be allowed to depend on ! if

anything isto be gained.O ne m ay also allow them to depend on � explicitly,ifso desired.From

a physicalpoint ofview we m ight wish to add further conditions, like som e locality ofthe !-

dependence;in principle there should be a way ofwriting them down in som e explicit way. W e

should stress that tilting by linear functions is not always satisfactory,as som e states that one

m ightwish to obtain are lost;an exam ple isthe generalized Curie-W eissm odelwith Ham iltonian

H N (�)= � N

4
[m N (�)]

4 atthe criticalpoint.There,the free energy hasthree degenerate absolute

m inim a at� m �;0,and + m �,and whilewem ightwantto think oftreecoexisting phases,only the

m easurescentered at� m � can beextracted by theabovem ethod.O fcoursethiscan berem edied

by allowing arbitrary perturbation h(m ) with the only condition thatkhk1 tendsto zero at the

end.

By conditioning we m ean always conditioning the m acroscopic variables to be in som e set

A . This appears naturalsince, in lattice m odels, extrem alm easures can always be extracted

from arbitrary DLR m easuresby conditioning on events in the tailsigm a �elds;the m acroscopic

variables are m easurable with respect to the tailsigm a �elds. O f course only conditioning on

eventsthatdo nothave too sm allprobability willbe reasonable. W ithoutgoing into too m uch of

a m otivating discussion,we willadoptthe following conventions. LetA be an eventin the sigm a

12



algebra generated by the m acroscopic function.Put

f�;� (A )= �
1

�j�j
ln��;� [!](A ) (2:23)

W e callA adm issible forconditioning ifand only if

lim
j�j"1

f�;� [!](A )= 0 (2:24)

W ecallA m inim alifitcannotbedecom posed into two adm issiblesubsets.In analogy with (2.22)

we then de�ne

�
A
�;� [!](� )� ��;� [!](� jA ) (2:25)

W ede�nethesetofalllim iting G ibbsm easuresto bethesetoflim itpointsofm easures�A
�;� with

adm issiblesetsA .Choosing A m inim al,weim proveourchancesofobtaining convergentsequences

and theresulting lim itsare seriouscandidatesforextrem allim iting G ibbsm easures,butwe stress

thatthisisnotguaranteed to succeed,aswillbecom em anifestin ourexam ples.Thiswillnotm ean

thatadding such conditioning isnotgoing to be useful.Itisin fact,asitwillreduce the disorder

in the m etastate and m ay in generalallow to constructvariousdi�erentm etastatesin the case of

phase transitions.The pointto be understood here isthatwithin the generalfram ework outlined

above,we should considertwo di�erentnotionsofuniqueness:

(a) Strong uniquenessm eaning thatforalm ostall! there isonly onelim itpoint�1 [!],and

(b) W eak uniqueness10 m eaning thatthereisa uniquem etastate,in thesensethatforany choice

ofA ,them etastate constructed taking thein�nitevolum elim itwith them easures�A
�;� isthe

sam e.

In fact,it m ay happen that the addition ofa sym m etry breaking term or conditioning does

notlead to strong uniqueness.Rather,whatm ay betrueisthatsuch a �eld selectsa subsetofthe

states,butto which ofthem the state atgiven volum e resem blescan depend on the volum e in a

com plicated way.

Ifweak uniquenessdoesnothold,one hasa non-trivialsetofm etastates.

It is quite clear that a su�ciently generaltilting approach is equivalent to the conditioning

approach;we prefer for technicalreasons to use the conditioning in the present paper. W e also

note thatby dropping condition (2.24) one can enlarge the class oflim iting m easures obtainable

to includem etastable states,which in m any applications,in particularin thecontextofdynam ics,

are also relevant.

10
M aybe the notion ofm eta-uniqueness would be m ore appropriate
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3. Properties ofthe induced m easures.

In thissection we collecta num berofresultson the distribution ofthe overlap param etersin

the Hop�eld m odelthat were obtained in som e ofourpreviouspapers[BG 1,BG 2,BG 3]. W e cite

these resultsm ostly from [BG 3]where they were stated in the m ostsuitable form forourpresent

purposesand we referthe readerto thatpaperfortheproofs.

W e recallsom e notation. Let m �(�)be the largest solution ofthe m ean �eld equation m =

tanh(�m ).Notethatm �(�)isstrictly positiveforall� > 1,lim �"1 m �(�)= 1,lim �#1
(m

�
(�))

2

3(�� 1)
= 1

and m �(�)= 0 if�� 1.Denoting by e� the�-th unitvectorofthecanonicalbasisofIR
M

weset,

forall(�;s)2 f� 1;1g� f1;:::;M (N )g,

m
(�;s) � sm

�(�)e�; (3:1)

and forany �> 0 wede�nethe balls

B
(�;s)
� �

n

x 2 IR
M
�
�kx � m

(�;s)k2 � �

o

(3:2)

Forany pairofindices(�;s)and any �> 0 we de�netheconditionalm easures

�
(�;s)

N ;�;�
[!](A )� �N ;�[!](A jB (�;s)

� ); A 2 B(f� 1;1gN ) (3:3)

and thecorresponding induced m easures

Q
(�;s)

N ;�;�
[!](A )� Q N ;�[!](A jB (�;s)

� ); A 2 B(IR
M (N )

) (3:4)

Thepointhereisthatfor�� c
p
�

m �(�)
,thesetsB

(�;s)
� areadm issiblein thesenseofthelastsection.

It will be extrem ely useful to introduce the Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ed m easures

eQ N ;�[!]which are nothing but the convolutions ofthe induced m easures with a gaussian m ea-

sureofm ean zero and variance 1=�N ,i.e.

eQ N ;�[!]� Q N ;�[!]?N (0;
1I

�N
) (3:5)

Sim ilarly wede�nethe conditionalHubbard-Stratonovich transform ed m easures

eQ
(�;s)

N ;�;�
[!](A )� eQ N ;�[!](A jB (�;s)

� ); A 2 B(IR
M (N )

) (3:6)

W e willneed to considertheLaplace transform softhese m easureswhich we willdenote by10

L
(�;s)

N ;�;�
[!](t)�

Z

e
(t;x)

dQ
(�;s)

N ;�;�
[!](x); t2 IR

M (N )
(3:7)

10
Thisnotation is slightly di�erent from the one used in [BG 3].
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and

eL
(�;s)

N ;�;�
[!](t)�

Z

e
(t;x)

deQ
(�;s)

N ;�;�
[!](x); t2 IR

M (N )
(3:8)

Thefollowing isa sim pleadaptation ofProposition 2.1 of[BG 3]to these notations.

P roposition 3.1:Assum ethat� > 1.Thereexist�nitepositiveconstantsc� c(�);~c� ~c(�);�c�

�c(�)such that,with probability one,for allbuta �nite num ber ofindicesN ,if� satis�es

1

2
m

�
> �> c(�)

�
1

N 1=4 ^
p
�
	

(3:9)

then,for alltwith
ktk2p
N
< 1 ,

i)

L
(�;s)

�;N ;�
[!](t)

�
1� e

� ~cM
�
� e

� 1

2N �
ktk

2

2 eL
(�;s)

�;N ;�
[!](t)� e

� ~cM + L
(�;s)

�;N ;�
(t)

�
1+ e

� ~cM
�

(3:10)

ii) for any �;�� satisfying (3.9)

eL
(�;s)

�;N ;��
[!](t)

�
1� e

� �cM
�
� eL

(�;s)

�;N ;�
[!](t)� e

� �cM + eL
(�;s)

�;N ;��
[!](t)

�
1+ e

� �cM
�

(3:11)

iii) for any �;�� satisfying (3.9)

�
�
�
�

�Z

dQ
(�;s)

N ;�;�
[!](m )m �

Z

deQ
(�;s)

N ;�;��
[!](z)z ;t

��
�
�
�� ktk2e

� �cM (3:12)

A closely related resultthatwewillneed isalso an adaptation ofestim atesfrom [BG 3],i.e.it

isobtained com bining Lem m ata 3.2 and 3.4 ofthatpaper.

Lem m a 3.2: There exists a > 0, such that for all� > 1 and
p
� < a(m

�)2, if c0

p
�

m � <

� < m �=
p
2 then, with probability one, for all but a �nite num ber of indices N , for all� 2

f1;:::;M (N )g,s2 f� 1;1g,for allb> 0 such that�+ b<
p
2m �,

1�
Q �;N

�

B
(�;s)

�+ b

�

Q �;N

�

B
(�;s)
�

� � 1+ e
� c2�M (3:13)

where 0< c2 < 1 isa num ericalconstant.

W e �nally recallourresulton localconvexity ofthe function �.

T heorem 3.3: Assum e that1< � < 1 .Ifthe param eters �;�;� are such thatfor �> 0,

inf
�

�

�(1� tanh
2
(�m �(1� �)))(1+ 3

p
�)

+ 2�tanh
2
(�m �(1� �))�(�;�m �

=�)

�

� 1� �

(3:14)
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Then with probability one for allbuta �nite num ber ofindices N ,�N ;�[!](m
�e1 + v) is a twice

di�erentiable and strictly convex function ofv on the setfv :kvk2 � �g,and

�m in

�
r 2�N ;�[!](m

�
e
1 + v)

�
> � (3:15)

on thisset.

R em ark: Thistheorem was�rstobtained in [BG 1],the above form iscited and proven in [BG 2].

W ith � chosen as� = c
p
�

m � ,the condition (3.14) m eans(i)For� close to 1:
p
�

(m �)2
sm alland,(ii)

For � large: � � c� � 1. The condition on � forlarge � seem s unsatisfactory,butone m ay easily

convince oneselfthatitcannotbesubstantially im proved.
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4. B rascam p-Lieb inequalities.

A basictoolofouranalysisaretheso-called Brascam p-Lieb inequalities[BL].In fact,weneed

such inequalitiesin a slightly di�erentsetting than they arepresented in theliterature,nam ely for

m easureswith bounded supporton som e dom ain D � IR
M
. O urderivation followsthe one given

in [H](see also [HS]),and isin thiscontextalm ostobvious.

Let D � IR
M

be a bounded connected dom ain. Let V 2 C 2(D ) be a twice continuously

di�erentiable function on D ,let r 2V denote its Hessian m atrix and assum e that,for allx 2 D ,

r 2V (x)� c> 0(wherewesay thatam atrix A > c,ifand only ifforallv 2 R M ,(v;Av)� c(v;v)).

W e de�nethe probability m easure� on (D ;B(D ))by

�(dx)�
e� N V (x)dM x

R

D
e� N V (x)dM x

(4:1)

O urcentralresultis

T heorem 4.1: Let � the probability m easure de�ned above. Assum e that f;g 2 C 1(D ), and

assum e that(w.r.g.)
R

D
d�(x)g(x)=

R

D
d�(x)f(x)= 0.Then

�
�
�
�

Z

D

d�(x)f(x)g(x)

�
�
�
��

1

cN

Z

D

d�(x)kr f(x)k2kr g(x)k2

+
1

cN

R

@D
jg(x)jkr f(x)k

2
e� N V (x)dM � 1x

R

D
e� N V (x)dM x

(4:2)

where dM � 1x isthe Lebesgue m easure on @D .

P roof: W e consider the Hilbert space L2(D ;IR
M
;�) ofR M valued functions on D with scalar

product hF;G i �
R

D
d�(x)(F (x);G (x)). Let r be the gradient operator on D de�ned with a

dom ain ofallbounded C 1-function that vanish on @D . Let r � denote its adjoint. Note that

r � = � eN V (x)r e� N V (x) = � r + N (r V (x)).O neeasily veri�esby partialintegration thaton this

dom ain the operatorr r � � r eN V (x)r e� N V (x) = r �r + N r 2V (x)issym m etric and r �r � 0,

so that by our hypothesis,r r � � cN > 0. As a consequence,r r � has a self-adjoint extension

whoseinverse (r r �)� 1 existson allL2(D ;IR
M
;�)and isbounded in norm by (cN )� 1.

As a consequence ofthe above,for any f 2 C 1(D ),we can uniquely solve the di�erential

equation

r r � r u = r f (4:3)

forr u. Now note that(4.3)im pliesthatr �r u = f + k,where k isa constant11. Hence forreal

11
O bserve that this is only true because D is connected. For D consisting ofseveralconnected com ponents the

theorem isobviously false.
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valued f and g asin the statem entofthetheorem ,

Z

D

d�(x)(r g(x);r u(x))=

Z

D

d�(x)eN V (x) div

�

e
� N V (x)

gr u(x)

�

+

Z

D

d�(x)g(x)r �r u(x)

=
1

Z

Z

D

d
M
x div

�

e
� N V (x)

gr u(x)

�

+

Z

D

d�(x)g(x)f(x)

(4:4)

whereZ �
R

D
dM xe� N V (x).Therefore,taking into accountthatr u = (r r �)� 1r f,

�
�
�
�

Z

D

d�(x)g(x)f(x)

�
�
�
��

�
�
�
�

Z

D

d�(x)
�
r g(x);(r r �)� 1r f(x)

�
�
�
�
�

+
1

Z

�
�
�
�

Z

D

d
M
x div

�

e
� N V (x)

gr u(x)

���
�
�

�
1

cN

Z

D

d�(x)kr g(x)k2kr f(x)k2

+
1

cN Z

Z

@D

jg(x)jkr f(x)k
2
e
� N V (x)

d
M � 1

x

(4:5)

Notethatin second term weused theG auss-G reen form ulatoconverttheintegraloveradivergence

into a surfaceintegral.Thisconcludesthe proof.}

R em ark: As is obvious from the proofabove and as was pointed out in [H],one can replace

the bound on the lowest eigenvalue ofthe Hessian ofV by a bound on the lowest eigenvalue of

the operator r r �. So far we have notseen how to get a better bound on this eigenvalue in our

situation,butitm ay wellbethatthisobservation can bea clueto an im provem entofourresults.

The typicalsituation where we want to use Theorem 4.1 is the following: Suppose we are

given a m easurelike (4.1)butnoton D ,buton som ebiggerdom ain.W em ay beableto establish

the lower bound on r 2V not everywhere,but only on the sm aller dom ain D ,but such that the

m easureisessentially concentrated on D anyhow.Itisthen likely thatwe can also estim ate away

the boundary term in (4.2),eitherbecause V (x)willbe large on @D ,orbecause @D willbe very

sm all(orboth).W e then have essentially theBrascam p-Lieb inequalitiesatourdisposal.

W e m ention thefollowing corollary which showsthattheBrascam p-Lieb inequalitiesgive rise

to concentration inequalitiesundercertain conditions.

C orollary 4.2: Let � be as in Lem m a 4.3. Assum e that f 2 C 1(D ) and that m oreover

Vt(x)� V (x)� tf(x)=N for t2 [0;1]isstillstrictly convex and �m in(r
2Vt)� c0> 0.Then

0 � ln

Z

D

d�(x)ef(x) �

Z

D

d�(x)f(x)�
1

2c0N
sup
t2[0;1]

Z

D

d�t(x)kr fk
2
2

+ sup
t2[0;1]

1

c0N

R

@D
jg(x)jkr f(x)k

2
e� N Vt(x)dM � 1x

R

D
e� N Vt(x)dM x

(4:6)

where �t isthe corresponding m easure with V replaced by Vt.
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P roof: Note that

lnIE V e
f = IE V f +

Z 1

0

ds

Z s

0

ds
0

IE V

�

es
0
f

�

f �
IE V e

s0f
f

IE V es
0f

�2
�

IE V e
s0f

= IE V f +

Z 1

0

ds

Z s

0

ds
0
IE Vs0

�
f � IE Vs0

f
�2

(4:7)

whereby assum ption Vs(x)hasthesam e propertiesasV itself.Thususing (4.2)gives(4.7).}

R em ark: W ewould liketonotethataconcentration estim atelikeCorollary 4.2can alsobederived

underslightly di�erenthypothesison f using logarithm icSobolev inequalities(see[Le])which hold

underthesam ehypothesisasTheorem 4.1,and which in factcan bederived asa specialcaseusing

f = h2 and g = lnh2 in Theorem 4.1.

In thesituationswherewewillapply theBrascam p-Lieb inequalities,thecorrection term sdue

to the�nitedom ain D willbetotally irrelevant.Thisfollowsfrom thefollowing sim pleobservation.

Lem m a 4.3: LetB � denote the ballofradius � centered at the origin. Assum e that for all

x 2 D ,d � r 2V (x)� c> 0. Ifx� denotes the unique m inim um ofV ,assum e thatkx�k2 � �=2.

Then there existsa constantK < 1 (depending only on c and d)such thatif�� K
p
M =N ,then

for N large enough R

@D
e� N V (x)dM � 1x

R

D
e� N V (x)dM x

� e
� �

2
N =K (4:8)

Theproofofthislem m a iselem entary and willbeleftto thereader.
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5. The convergence ofthe G ibbs m easures.

Aftertheseprelim inarieswecan now com eto thecentralpartofthepaper,nam ely thestudy

ofthem arginaldistributionsoftheG ibbsm easures�
(�;s)

N ;�;�
.W ithoutlossofgenerality itsu�cesto

considerthe case (�;s)= (1;1),ofcourse.Letus�x I � IN arbitrary but�nite.W e assum ethat

�� I,and fornotationalsim plicity we putj�j= N + jIj.W e are interested in the probabilities

�
(1;1)

�;�;�
[!](f�I = sIg)�

IE �� nI
e
1

2
�j�jkm � (sI;�� nI)k

2

21I
fm � (sI;�� nI)2B

(1;1)
� g

IE �IIE �� nI
e
1

2
�j�jkm � (�I;�� nI)k

2

21I
fm � (sI;�� nI)2B

(1;1)
� g

(5:1)

Note thatkm I(�)k2 �
p
M .Now wecan write

m � (�)=
N

j�j
m �nI (�)+

jIj

j�j
m I(�) (5:2)

Then
1I
fm � (sI;�� nI)2B

(1;1)

� g
� 1I

fm � nI(�)2B
(1;1)

�+
g

1I
fm � (sI;�� nI)2B

(1;1)

� g
� 1I

fm � nI(�)2B
(1;1)

��
g

(5:3)

where�� � ��

p
M jIj

N
.Setting �0� N

j�j
�,thisallowsusto write

�
(1;1)

�;�;�
[!](f�I = sIg)�

R

B
(1;1)
�+

dQ �nI;� 0(m )e�
0
jIj(m I(sI);m )e

�
jIj2

2j� j
km I(sI)k

2

2

2jIjIE �I

R

B
(1;1)
��

dQ �nI;� 0(m )e�
0jIj(m I(�I);m )e

�
jIj2

2j� j
km I(�I)k

2

2

�

R

B
(1;1)
��

dQ �nI;� 0(m )
R

B
(1;1)

�+

dQ �nI;� 0(m )

�
L�=I;�;� +

[!](�0jIjm I(sI))e
�

jIj2

2j� j
km I(sI)k

2

2

2jIjIE �IL�=I;�;� �
[!](�0jIjm I(�I))e

�
jIj2

2j� j
km I(�I)k

2

2

Q �nI;� 0

�

B
(1;1)
�+

�

Q �nI;� 0

�

B
(1;1)
��

�

(5:4)

and

�
(1;1)

�;�;�
[!](f�I = sIg)�

R

B
(1;1)

��

dQ �nI;� 0(m )e�
0
jIj(m I(sI);m )e

�
jIj2

2j� j
km I(sI)k

2

2

2jIjIE �I

R

B
(1;1)

�+

dQ �nI;� 0(m )e�
0jIj(m I(�I);m )e

�
jIj2

2j� j
km I(�I)k

2

2

�
Q �nI;� 0

�

B
(1;1)
��

�

Q �nI;� 0

�

B
(1;1)
�+

�

=
L�=I;�;� �

[!](�0jIjm I(sI))e
�

jIj
2

2j� j
km I(sI)k

2

2

2jIjIE �IL�=I;�;� +
[!](�0jIjm I(�I))e

�
jIj2

2j� j
km I(�I)k

2

2

Q �nI;� 0

�

B
(1;1)
��

�

Q �nI;� 0

�

B
(1;1)
�+

�

(5:5)
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Now theterm
jIj

2

N
km I(s)k

2
2 is,up toaconstantthatisindependentofthesi,irrelevantly sm all.

M ore precisely,we have that

Lem m a 5.1: There exist1 > C;c> 0 such thatfor allI,M ,and for allx > 0,

IP

"

sup
�I2f� 1;1g

I

jIj
2

N

�
�
�km I(s)k

2
2 �

M jIj

N

�
�
��

jIjM

N

�q
jIj

N
+ x

�#

� C exp

�

� cM
�p

1+ x � 1
�2
�

(5:6)

P roof: This Lem m a is a direct consequence ofestim ates on the norm ofthe random m atrices

obtained,e.g.in Theorem 4.1 of[BG 6].}

Togetherwith Proposition 3.1 and Lem m a 3.2,wecan now extractthedesired representation

forourprobabilities.

Lem m a 5.2: For all� > 1 and
p
� < a(m

�)2,ifc0

p
�

m � < � < m �=
p
2 then,with probability

one,for allbuta �nite num ber ofindicesN ,for all�2 f1;:::;M (N )g,s2 f� 1;1g,

(i)

�
(1;1)

�;�;�
[!](f�I = sIg)=

L
(1;1)

�=I;�;�
[!](�0jIjm I(sI))

2jIjIE �IL
(1;1)

�=I;�;�
[!](�0jIjm I(�I))

+ O (N � 1=4)

(5:7)

and alternatively

(ii)

�
(1;1)

�;�;�
[!](f�I = sIg)=

eL
(1;1)

�=I;�;�
[!](�0jIjm I(sI))

2jIjIE �I
eL
(1;1)

�=I;�;�
[!](�0jIjm I(�I))

+ O

�

e
� O (M )

�
(5:8)

W e leave the detailsofthe proofto the reader.W e see thatthe com putation ofthe m arginal

distribution oftheG ibbsm easuresrequiresnothing butthecom putation oftheLaplacetransform s

oftheinduced m easuresoritsHubbard-Stratonovich transform attherandom pointst=
P

i2I
si�i.

Alternatively,thesecan beseen astheLaplacetransform softhedistribution oftherandom variables

(�i;m ).

Now itisphysically very naturalthatthelaw oftherandom variables(�i;m )should determ ine

the G ibbs m easures com pletely. The pointis that in a m ean �eld m odel,the distribution ofthe

spinsin a�nitesetI isdeterm ined entirely in term softhee�ectivem ean �eldsproduced by therest

ofthe system thatacton the spins�i.These �eldsare precisely the (�i;m ).In a \norm al" m ean
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�eld situation,them ean �eldsareconstantalm ostsurely with respecttotheG ibbsm easure.In the

Hop�eld m odelwith subextensively m any patterns,thiswillalso betrue,asm willbeconcentrated

nearoneofthevaluesm �e� (see[BG P1]).In thatcase(�i;m )willdepend only in a localand very

explicitform on thedisorder,and theG ibbsm easureswillinheritthisproperty.In a m oregeneral

situation,the localm ean �eldsm ay have a m ore com plicated distribution,in particularthey m ay

notbeconstantundertheG ibbsm easure,and thequestion ishow todeterm inethis.Theapproach

ofthe cavity m ethod (see e.g. [M PV]) as carried out by Talagrand [T1]consists in deriving this

distribution by induction over the volum e. [PST]also followed this approach,using however the

assum ption of\self-averaging" ofthe orderparam eterto controlerrors. O urapproach consistsin

using thedetailed knowledge obtained on them easures eQ ,and in particularthelocalconvexity to

determ ine a priorithe form ofthe distribution;induction willthen only be used to determ ine the

rem aining few param eters.

Letusbegin with som egeneralpreparatory stepswhich willnotyetrequirespecialproperties

ofourm easures.To sim plify thenotation,we we introducethe following abbreviations:

W e write IE � N
for the expectation with respectto the m easures eQ �nI;�;h [!]conditioned on

B � and we set �Z � Z � IE � N
Z.W e willwrite IE �I forthe expectation with respectto the fam ily

ofrandom variables�
�

i,i2 I,�= 1;:::;M .

The�rststep in thecom putation ofourLaplace transform consistsin centering,i.e.wewrite

IE � N
e

P

i2 I
�si(�i;Z )

= e

P

i2 I
�si(�i;IE � N

Z )
IE � N

e

P

i2 I
�si(�i;�Z )

(5:9)

W hilethe�rstfactorwillbeentirely responsiblefortheforthedistribution ofthespins,ourm ain

e�ortshave to go into controlling the second. To do thiswe willuse heavily the fact,established

�rstin [BG 1],thaton B
(1;1)
� the function � is convex with probability close to one. This allows

usto exploittheBrascam p-Lieb inequalitiesin theform given in Section 3.Theadvantage ofthis

procedureisthatitallowsustoidentify im m ediately theleadingterm sand togetaprioriestim ates

on theerrors.Thisisto becontrasted to them uch m oreinvolved procedureofTalagrand [T1]who

controlstheerrorsby induction.

G eneralA ssum ption:Fortherem ainderofthispaperwewillalwaysassum ethattheparam eters

�and �ofourm odelaresuch thatthehypothesesofProposition 3.1 and Theorem 3.3 aresatis�ed.

Alllem m ata,propositionsand theorem are valid underthisprovision only.

Lem m a 5.3: Under our generalassum ption,

(i)

IE �IIE � N
e

P

i2 I
�si(�i;

�Z )
= e

� 2

2

P

i2 I
s
2

iIE � N
k �Z k

2

2 � e
O (1=(�N )) (5:10)
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(ii) There isa �nite constantC such that

IE �I

"

ln

 

IE � N
e

P

i2 I
�si(�i;�Z )

IE �IIE � N
e

P

i2 I
�si(�i;�Z )

! #2

�
C

N
(5:11)

R em ark: Theim m ediateconsequenceofthislem m a istheobservation thatthefam ily ofrandom

variables
�
(�i;�Z)

	

i2I
isasym ptotically closetoafam ily ofi.i.d.centered gaussian random variables

with variance UN � IE � N
k�Zk22.UN willbeseen to beoneoftheessentialparam etersthatwewill

need to controlby induction. Note that for the m om ent,we cannot say whether the law ofthe

(�i;�Z) converges in any sense,as it is not a prioriclear whether UN willconverge as N " 1 ,

although this would be a naturalguess. Note that as far as the com putation ofthe m arginal

probabilitiesofthe G ibbsm easuresisconcerned,thisquestion is,however,com pletely irrelevant,

in asfarasthisterm isan even function ofthe si.

R em ark: Itfollowsfrom Lem m a 5.3 that

lnIE � N
exp

 
X

i2I

�si(�i;�Z)

!

=
�2

2
jIjIE � N

k�Zk22 + O
�

1

�N

�
+ R N (5:12)

where

IE �IR
2
N �

C

N
(5:13)

P roof: The proofof this Lem m a relies heavily on the use of the Brascam p-Lieb inequalities,

Theorem 4.1,which areapplicabledueto ourassum ptionsand Theorem 3.3.Itwasgiven in [BG 1]

forI being a single site,and we repeatthem ain steps.Firstnote that

IE �IIE � N
e

P

i2 I
�si(�i;�Z )

� IE � N
e
� 2

2

P

i2 I
s
2

i
k �Z k

2

2

IE �IIE � N
e

P

i2 I
�si(�i;�Z )

� IE � N
e
�
2

2

P

i2 I
s
2

ik
�Z k

2

2
�

�
4

4

P

i2 I
s
4

ik
�Z k

4

4

(5:14)

Note�rstthatifthesm allesteigenvalueofr 2�� �,then theBrascam p-Lieb inequalitiesTheorem

4.1 yield

IE � N
k�Zk22 �

M

�N
+ O (e� �

2
N =K ) (5:15)

and by iterated application

IE � N
k�Zk44 � 4

M

�2N 2
+ O (e� �

2
N =K ) (5:16)

In the bounds (5.14) we now use Corollary 4.2 with f given by �2jIj=2k�Z k22, respectively by

�2jIj=2k�Z k22 � �4jIj=4k�Z k44 to �rstm ove the expectation into the exponent,and then (5.15) and
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(5.16)(applied to theslightly m odi�ed m easuresIE � N � tf=N ,which stillretain thesam econvexity

properties)to the term sin the exponent.Thisgives(5.10).

By very sim ilarcom putationsone shows�rstthat

IE

�

IE � N
e

P

i2 I
�si(�i;�Z )

� IE �IIE � N
e

P

i2 I
�si(�i;�Z )

�

�
C

N
(5:17)

M oreover,using again Corollary 4.2,oneobtainsthat(on thesubspace �
 whereconvexity holds)

e
� �

2
jIj=2 �

� � IE � N
e

P

i2 I
�si(�i;�Z )

e
� �

2
jIj=2 �

� (5:18)

Thesebounds,togetherwith theobviousLipshitzcontinuity ofthelogarithm away from zero yield

(5.11).}

R em ark: The above prooffollowsideasofthe proofofLem m a 4.1 on [T1]. The m ain di�erence

isthatthesystem aticuseoftheBrascam p-Lieb inequalitiesthatallowsusto avoid theappearance

ofuncontrolled errorterm s.

W enow turn tothem ean valuesoftherandom variables(�i;IE � N
Z).Theseareobviously ran-

dom variableswith m ean value zero and variance kIE � N
Zk2.M oreover,the variables(�i;IE � N

Z)

and (�j;IE � N
Z)are uncorrelated fori6= j.Now IE � N

Z hasone m acroscopic com ponent,nam ely

the �rst one,while allothers are expected to be sm all. It is thus naturalto expect that these

variableswillactually converge to a sum ofa Bernoullivariable �1iIE � N
Z1 plusindependentgaus-

sians with variance TN �
P M

�= 2
[IE � N

Z�]
2,butit is far from trivialto prove this. Itrequires in

particularatleastto show thatTN converges.

W e will�rstprove thefollowing proposition:

P roposition 5.4:In addition toourgeneralassum ption,assum ethatlim infN "1 N 1=4TN = + 1 ,

a.s..Fori2 I,setX i(N )� 1p
TN

P

�= 2
�
�

i
IE � N

Z�.Then thisfam ily convergesto a fam ily ofi.i.d.

standard norm alrandom variables.

R em ark: The assum ption on the divergence ofN 1=4TN isharm less. W e willsee later thatitis

certainlyveri�ed provided lim infN "1 N 1=8IE TN = + 1 .Recallthatour�nalgoalistoapproxim ate

(in law)
P M

�= 2
�
�

iIE � N
Z� by

p
TN gi,wheregiisgaussian.SoifTN � N � 1=4,then

P M

�= 2
�
�

iIE � N
Z�

is close to zero (in law) anyway,as is
p
TN gi,and no harm is done ifwe exchange the two. W e

willsee thatthissituation only arisesin factifM =N tendsto zero rapidly,in which case allthis

m achinery isnotneeded.

P roof: To prove such a resultrequiresessentially to show thatIE � N
Z� forall�� 2 tend to zero

asN " 1 . W e note �rstthatby sym m etry,forall�� 2,IE IE � N
Z� = IE IE � N

Z2. O n the other
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hand,
MX

�= 2

[IE IE � N
Z�]

2 � IE

MX

�= 2

[IE � N
Z�]

2 � �
2 (5:19)

so thatjIE IE � N
Z�j� �M � 1=2.

Toderivefrom thisaprobabilisticbound on IE � N
Z� itselfwewilluseconcentration ofm easure

estim ates.To do so we need the following lem m a:

Lem m a 5.5: Assum ethatf(x)isa random function de�ned on som eopen neighborhood U � IR.

Assum e thatf veri�esfor allx 2 U thatfor all0� r� 1,

IP [jf(x)� IE f(x)j> r]� cexp

�

�
N r2

c

�

(5:20)

and that,atleastwith probability 1� p,jf0(x)j� C ,jf00(x)j� C < 1 both hold uniform ly in U .

Then,for any 0 < � � 1=2,and for any 0 < �< N �=2,

IP

h

jf0(x)� IE f
0(x)j> �N

� �=2
i

�
32C 2

�2
N

� exp

�

�
�4N 1� 2�

256c

�

+ p (5:21)

P roof: Letusassum e that jU j� 1. W e m ay �rstassum e thatthe boundednessconditions for

the derivativesoff hold uniform ly;by standard argum entsone showsthatifthey only hold with

probability 1� p,the e�ect is nothing m ore than the �nalsum m and p in (5.21). The �rst step

in the proofconsists in showing that(5.20) together with the boundednessofthe derivative off

im plies that f(x)� IE f(x) is uniform ly sm all. To see this introduce a grid ofspacing �,i.e. let

U� = U \ �ZZ.Clearly

IP

�

sup
x2U

jf(x)� IE f(x)j> r

�

� IP

"

sup
x2U �

jf(x)� IE f(x)j

+ sup
x;y:jx� yj� �

jf(x)� f(y)j+ jIE f(x)� IE f(y)j> r

#

� IP

�

sup
x2U �

jf(x)� IE f(x)j> r� 2C �

�

� �
� 1
IP [jf(x)� IE f(x)j> r� 2C �]

(5:22)

Ifwe choose �= r

4C
,thisyields

IP

�

sup
x2U

jf(x)� IE f(x)j> r

�

�
4C

r
exp

�

�
N r2

4c

�

(5:23)
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Nextweshow thatif supx2U jf(x)� g(x)j� rfortwofunctionsf,gwith boundedsecond derivative,

then

jf0(x)� g
0(x)j�

p
8C r (5:24)

Fornotice that �
�
�
�
1

�
[f(x + �)� f(x)]� f

0(x)

�
�
�
��

�

2
sup

x� y� x+ �

f
00(y)� C

�

2
(5:25)

so that

jf0(x)� g
0(x)j�

1

�
jf(x + �)� g(x + �)� f(x)+ g(x)j+ C �

�
2r

�
+ C �

(5:26)

Choosing the optim al�=
p
2r=C gives(5.24).Itsu�cesto com bine (5.24)with (5.23)to get

IP

h

jf0(x)� IE f
0(x)j>

p
8rC

i

�
4C

r
exp

�

�
N r2

4c

�

(5:27)

Setting r= �
2

C N � ,wearrive at(5.21).}

W e willnow use Lem m a 5.5 to controlIE � N
Z�.W e de�ne

f(x)=
1

�N
ln

Z

B
(1;1)

�

d
M
ze

�N xz� e
� �N � �;N ;M (z) (5:28)

and denote by IE � N ;x the corresponding m odi�ed expectation. Ashasby now been shown m any

tim es[T1,BG 1],f(x)veri�es(5.20).M oreover,f0(x)= IE � N ;xZ� and

f
00(x)= �N IE � N ;x (Z� � IE � N ;xZ�)

2
(5:29)

O fcourse the addition ofthe linear term to � does not change its second derivative,so that we

can apply theBrascam p-Lieb inequalitiesalso to the m easureIE � N ;x.Thisshowsthat

IE � N ;x (Z� � IE � N ;xZ�)
2
�

1

�N �
(5:30)

which m eansthatf(x)hasa second derivative bounded by c= 1

�
.

Thisgivesthe

C orollary 5.6: There are �nite positive constantsc;C such that,forany 0< � � 1

2
,forany �,

IP

h

jIE � N
Z� � IE IE � N

Z�j� N
� �=2

i

� C N
� exp

�

�
N 1� 2�

c

�

(5:31)
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W e are now ready to conclude the proofofour proposition. W e m ay choose e.g. � = 1=4

and denote by 
N the subset of 
 where, for all �, jIE � N
Z� � IE IE � N

Z�j � N � 1=8. Then

IP [
c
N ]� O

�

e� N
1=2
�

.

W e willprove the proposition by showing convergence ofthe characteristic function to that

ofproduct standard norm aldistributions,i.e. we show that for any t 2 IR
I
,IE
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convergesto
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e
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2
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(5:32)

Thusthe second term tendsto zero rapidly and can beforgotten.O n theotherhand,on 
 N ,
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(IE � N
Z�)

4 � N
� 1=4

MX
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(IE � N
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TN (5:33)

M oreover,forany �nite tj,for N large enough,

�
�
�

tjp
TN

IE � N
Z�

�
�
�� 1. Thus,using that jlncosx �

x2=2j� cx4 forjxj� 1,and that

IE �Ic 1I
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IE �e

i
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tjX j(N )

� e
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j=2 sup
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� 1=4
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! 3

5 IP �(
N )
(5:34)

Clearly,the righthand sideconvergesto e
�
P

j2 I
t
2

j
=2
,provided only thatN 1=4TN " 1 .Since this

wasassum ed,theProposition isproven.}

W e now controlthe convergence ofour Laplace transform except for the three param eters

m 1(N )� IE � N
Z1,TN �

P M

�= 2
[IE � N

Z�]
2
and UN � IE � N

k�Zk22. W hat we have to show isthat

these quantities converge alm ost surely and that the lim its satisfy the equations ofthe replica

sym m etric solution ofAm it,G utfreund and Som polinsky [AG S].

W hile the issue of convergence is crucial, the technical intricacies of its proof are largely

disconnected to the question ofthe convergence ofthe G ibbsm easures. W e willtherefore assum e

forthe m om entthatthese quantitiesdo converge to som e lim itsand draw the conclusionsforthe

G ibbsm easuresfrom the resultsofthissection underthisassum ption (which willlaterbe proven

to hold).

Indeed,collecting from Lem m a5.3 (seetherem ark following thatlem m a)and Proposition 5.4,

we can write

�
(1;1)

�;�;�
[!](f�I = sIg)=

e
�
0

N
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i2 I
si[m 1(N )�

1

i+ X i(N )
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2IIE �Ie
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�i[m 1(N )�1

i
+ X i(N )

p
TN ]+ R N (�I)

(5:35)
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where

�
0
N ! �

R N (sI)! 0 in Probability

X i(N )! gi in law

TN ! �r a.s.

m 1(N )! m 1 a.s.

forsom enum bersr;m 1 and therefgigi2IN isa fam ily ofi.i.d.standard gaussian random variables.

Putting thistogetherwegetthat

P roposition 5.7: In addition to our generalassum ptions, assum e that TN ! �r, a.s. and

m 1(N )! m 1,a.s.Then,for any �nite I � IN

�
(1;1)

�;�;�
(f�I = sIg)!

Y

i2I

e
�si[m 1

��
1

i+ gi
p
�r]

2cosh
�
��i

�
m 1

��1i + gi
p
�r
�� (5:36)

where the convergence holds in law with respect to the m easure IP ,and fgig22IN is a fam ily of

i.i.d.standard norm alrandom variablesand f��1igi2IN are independentBernoullirandom variables,

independentofthe gi and having the sam e distribution asthe variables �1i.

To arrive atthe convergence in law ofthe random G ibbsm easures,itisenough to show that

(5.36)holdsjointly forany �nitefam ily ofcylindersets,f�i = si;8i2Ik g;Ik � IN ,k = 1;:::;‘(C.f.

[K a],Theorem 4.2).Butthisiseasily seen to hold from the sam e argum ents.Therefore,denoting

by �
(1;1)

1 ;�
therandom m easure

�
(1;1)

1 ;�
[!](�)�

Y

i2IN

e�� i[m 1�
1

i[!]+
p
�rg i[!]]

2cosh(�[m 1�
1
i[!]+

p
�rgi[!]])

(5:37)

we have

T heorem 5.8: Under the assum ptions ofProposition 5.7,and with the sam e notation,

�
(1;1)

�;�;�
! �

(1;1)

1 ;�
; in law,as�" 1 ; (5:38)

Thisresultcan easily beextended to thelanguageofm etastates.Thefollowing Theorem gives

an explicitrepresentation ofthe Aizenm an-W ehrm etastate in oursituation:

T heorem 5.9: Let ��(� )[!]denote the Aizenm an-W ehr m etastate. Under the hypothesis of

Proposition 5.7,foralm ostall!,forany continuousfunction F :IR
k
! IR,and cylinderfunctions
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fi on f� 1;1gIi,i= 1;:::;k,one has
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=
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2cosh(
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(5:39)

where N denotes the standard norm aldistribution.

R em ark: M odulo the convergence assum ptions,that willbe shown to hold in the next section,

Theorem 5.9 istheprecisestatem entofTheorem 1.1.Notethattheonly di�erencefrom Theorem

5.8 isthatthe variables�1i thatappearhere on the righthand side are now the sam e asthose on

the lefthand side.

P roof: Thistheorem isproven justasTheorem 5.8,exceptthatthe \alm ostsure version" ofthe

centrallim it theorem ,Proposition 5.4,which in turn is proven just as Lem m a 2.1,is used. The

detailsare leftto the reader.}

R em ark: O urconditionson the param eters� and � place usin the regim e where,according to

[AG S]the \replica sym m etry" isexpected to hold. Thisisin nice agreem ent with the rem ark in

[NS4]where replica sym m etry islinked to the factthatthe m etastate isconcentrated on product

m easures.

R em ark: O ne would be tem pted to exploit also the other notions of\m etastate" explained in

Section 2. W e see thatthe key to these constructionswould be an invariance principle associated

to the centrallim ittheorem given in Proposition 5.4. However,there are a num berofdi�culties

that so far have prevented us from proving such a result. W e would have to study the random

process

X
t
i(N )�

M (tN )X

�= 2

�
�

iIE � tN
Z� (5:40)

(suitably interpolated fortthatarenotintegerm ultiplesof1=N ).Ifthisprocesswastoconvergeto

Brownian m otion,itsincrem entsshould convergeto independentG aussianswith suitablevariance.

But

X
t
i(N )� X

s
i(N )=

M (tN )X

�= M (sN )

�
�

i
IE � tN

Z�

+

M (sN )X

�= 2

�
�

i (IE � tN
Z� � IE � sN

Z�)

(5:41)
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The �rstterm on the rightindeed hasthe desired properties,asisnottoo hard to check,butthe

second term ishard to control.

To get som e idea of the nature of this process, we recallfrom [BG 1,BG 2] that IE � N
Z is

approxim ately given by c(�) 1

N

P

j2�nI
�j (in thesensethatthe‘2 distancebetween thetwo vectors

isoforder
p
�atm ost).Letusforsim plicity consideronly thecaseI = f0g.IfwereplaceIE � N

Z

by thisapproxim ation,we are led to study theprocess

Y
t(N )�

1

t

�tNX

�= 2

�
�

0

1

N

tNX

i= 1

�
�

i
(5:42)

fortN ;�tN integerand linearly interpolated otherwise.

P roposition 5.10: The sequence ofprocesses Y t(N ) de�ned by (5.42) converges weakly to the

gaussian process t� 1B �t2,where B s isa standard Brownian m otion.

P roof: Notice that �
�

0
�
�

i
has the sam e distribution as �

�

i
, and therefore Y t(N ) has the sam e

distribution as

eY t(N )�
1

tN

�tNX

�= 2

tNX

i= 1

�
�

i (5:43)

forwhich the convergence to B �t2 followsim m ediately from Donsker’stheorem .}

Atpresentwe do notsee how to extend thisresultto therealprocessofinterest,butatleast

we can expectthatsom e processofthistypewillem erge.

Asa �nalrem ark we investigate whatwould happen ifwe adopted the \standard" notion of

lim iting G ibbsm easuresasweak lim itpointsalong possibly random subsequences.The answeris

the following

P roposition 5.10: Under the assum ptions ofProposition 5.7,for any �nite I � IN ,for any

x 2 IR
I
, for IP -alm ost all!, there exist sequences N k[!]tending to in�nity such that for any

sI 2 f� 1;1gI

lim
k"1

�
(1;1)

N k ;�
[!](f�I = sIg)

=
Y

i2I

e�si[m 1�
1

i[!]+
p
�rx i]

2cosh(�[m 1�
1
i[!]+

p
�rx i])

(5:44)

P roof: To sim plify thenotation wewillwritetheproofonly forthecasei= f0g.Thegeneralcase

di�ersonly in notation.Itisclearthatwem ustshow thatforalm ostall! thereexistsubsequences

N k[!]such that X 0(N k)[!]converges to x, for any chosen value x. Since by assum ption TN

convergesalm ostsurely to �r,itisactually enough to show thatthevariablesY k �
p
TN k

X 0(N k)

converge to x.Butthisfollowsfrom the following lem m a:
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Lem m a 5.11: De�ne Yk �
p
TN k

X 0(N k).For any x 2 IR
I
and any �> 0,

IP [Yk 2 (x0 � �;x0 + �)i.o.]= 1 (5:45)

P roof: Letusdenoteby F� thesigm aalgebra generated by therandom variables�
�

i
;�2 IN ;i� 1.

Note that

IP [X k 2 (x0 � �;x0 + �)i.o.]= IE (IP [X k 2 (x0 � �;x0 + �)i.o.jF�]) (5:46)

so thatitisenough to prove thatforalm ostall!,IP [X k 2 (x0 � �;x0 + �)i.o.jF�]= 1.

Letusde�nethe random variables

eYk �

M (N k )X

�= M (N k� 1)+ 1

�
�

0IE � N k
Z� (5:47)

Note �rstthat

IE

�

Yk � eYk

�2
= IE

M (N k� 1)X
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IE � N k
Z�

�2
� M (N k� 1)IE
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IE � N k
Z2

�2
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2N k� 1
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(5:48)

Thus,ifN k ischosen such that
P 1

k= 1

N k� 1

N k
< 1 ,by the �rstBorel-Cantellilem m a,

lim
k"1

(Yk � eYk)= 0 a.s. (5:49)

O n the other hand,the random variables eYk are conditionally independent,given F�. Therefore,

by the second Borel-Cantellilem m a

IP [X k 2 (x0 � �;x0 + �)i.o.jF�]= 1 (5:50)

if
1X

k= 1

IP [X k 2 (x0 � �;x0 + �) jF�]= 1 (5:51)

But for alm ost all!, eYk conditioned on F� converges to a gaussian ofvariance �r (the proofis

identicalto thatofProposition 5.3),so thatforalm ostall!,ask " 1

IP [X k 2 (x0 � �;x0 + �) jF�]!
1

p
2��r

Z x+ �

x� �

dye
�

y2

2�r > 0 (5:52)

which im plies(5.51)and hence(5.50).Putting thistogetherwith (5.49)concludestheproofofthe

lem m a,and ofthe proposition.}
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Som e rem arks concerning the im plications ofthis proposition are in place. First,it shows

thatifthestandard de�nition oflim iting G ibbsm easuresasweak lim itpointsisadapted,then we

have discovered thatin the Hop�eld m odelallproductm easureson f� 1;1gIN are extrem alG ibbs

states. Such a statem entcontainssom e inform ation,butitisclearly notusefulasinform ation on

the approxim ate nature ofa �nite volum e state. Thiscon�rm sourdiscussion in Section 2 on the

necessity to usea m etastate form alism .

Second,one m ay ask whether conditioning or the application ofexternal�elds ofvanishing

strength as discussed in Section 2 can im prove the convergence behaviour ofour m easures. The

answer appears obviously to be no. Contrary to a situation where a sym m etry is present whose

breaking biases the system to choose one ofthe possible states,the application ofan arbitrarily

weak �eld cannotalteranything.

Third,wenotethatthetotalsetoflim iting G ibbsm easuresdoesnotdepend on thecondition-

ingon theballB
(1;1)
� ,whilethem etastateobtained doesdepend on it.Thustheconditioningallows

usto constructtwo m etastatescorresponding to each ofthestored patterns.Thesem etastatesare

in a sense extrem al,since they are concentrated on the setofextrem al(i.e. product)m easuresof

oursystem . W ithoutconditioning one can constructotherm etastates (which howeverwe cannot

controlexplicitly in oursituation).
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6. Induction and the replica sym m etric solution

W e now conclude our analysis by showing that the quantities UN � IE � N
k�Zk22,m 1(N ) �

IE � N
Z1 and TN �

P M

�= 2
[IE � N

Z�]
2 actually do converge alm ostsurely underourgeneralassum p-

tions. The proofconsist oftwo steps: First we show that these quantities are self-averaging and

then theconvergence oftheirm ean valuesisproven by induction.W ewillassum ethroughoutthis

section thattheparam eters�and � aresuch thatlocalconvexity holds.W estressthatthissection

isentirely based on ideasofTalagrand [T1]and Pastur,Shcherbinaand Tirozzi[PST]and ism ainly

added fortheconvenience ofthe reader.

Thusour�rstresultwillbe:

P roposition 6.1:LetA N denote any ofthe three quantitiesUN ,m 1(N )orTN .Then there are

�nite positive constants c;C such that,for any 0< � � 1

2
,

IP

h

jA N � IE A N j� N
� �=2

i

� C N
� exp

�

�
N 1� 2�

c

�

(6:1)

P roof: The proofsofthese three statem entsare allvery sim ilarto thatofCorollary 5.6.Indeed,

form 1(N ),(6.1)isa specialcase ofthatcorollary. In the two othercases,we justneed to de�ne

the appropriateanaloguesofthe ‘generating function’f from (5.28).They are

g(x)�
1

�N
lnIE � N

IE
0
� N

e
�N x( �Z ;�Z

0
) (6:2)

in the case ofTN and

~g(x)�
1

�N
lnIE � N

IE
0
� N

e
�N xk �Z k

2

2 (6:3)

Theproofthen proceedsasin thatofCorollary 6.6.W e refrain from giving the details.}

W e now turn to the induction partofthe proofand derive a recursion relation forthe three

quantitiesabove. In the sequelitwillbe convenientto introduce a site 0 thatwillreplace the set

I and to set�0 = �.Letusde�ne

uN (�)� lnIE � N
e
��(�;Z ) (6:4)

W e also setvN (�)� ��(�;IE � N
Z)and wN (�)� uN (�)� vN (�). In the sequelwe willneed the

following auxiliary result

Lem m a 6.2: Under our generalassum ptions

(i) 1

�
p
TN

d

d�
vN (�)convergesweakly to a standard gaussian random variable.
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(ii)
�
�d
d�
wN (�)� ��2IE IE � N

k�Zk22

�
�convergesto zero in probability.

P roof: (i) is obvious from Proposition 5.4 and the de�nition ofvN (�). To prove (ii),note that

wN (�) is convex and d
2

d�2
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�
. Thus,ifvar(wN (�)) �
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N
,then var

�
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d�
wN (�)

�
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0

N 1=4

by a standard resultsim ilarin spiritto Lem m a 5.5 (see e.g. [T2],Proposition 5.4). O n the other

hand,jIE wN (�)�
�
2
�
2

2
IE IE � N

k�Zk22j�
Kp
N
,by Lem m a 5.3,which,togetherwith theboundedness

ofthe second derivative ofwN (�) im plies that j
d

d�
IE wN (�)� ��2IE IE � N

k�Zk22j# 0. This m eans

thatvar(wN (�))�
Cp
N
im pliesthelem m a.Sincewealready know from G .11ter)thatIE R 2

N � K

N
,

itisenough to prove var
�
IE � N

k�Zk22
�
� Cp

N
.Thisfollowsjustasthe corresponding concentration

estim ate forUN .}

W e are now ready to start the induction procedure. W e willplace ourselves on a subspace

e
 � 
 whereforallbut�nitely m any N jU N � IE UN j� N � 1=4,jTN � IE TN j� N � 1=4,etc.This

subspacehasprobability oneby ourestim ates.

Let us note that by (iii) ofProposition 3.1,IE � N
Z� and

R
dQ

(1;1)

N ;�;�
(m )m � di�er only by an

exponentially sm allterm .Thus

IE � N
Z� =

1

N

X

i= 1

�
�

i

Z

�
(1;1)

N ;�;�
(d�)�i+ O

�
e
� cM

�
(6:5)

and,by sym m etry,

IE IE � N + 1
(Z�)= IE �

�

Z

�
(1;1)

N + 1;�;�
(d�)�0 + O

�
e
� cM

�
(6:6)

Using Lem m a 5.2 and the de�nition ofuN ,thisgives

IE IE � N + 1
(Z�)= IE �

� e
uN (1)� euN (� 1)

euN (1)+ euN (� 1)
+ O

�
e
� cM

�
(6:7)

whereto bepreciseoneshould notethattheleftand righthand sidearecom puted attem peratures

� and � 0 = N

N
�,respectively,and thatthe value ofM isequalto M (N + 1) on both sides;that

is,both sidescorrespond to slightly di�erentvaluesof�and �,butwewillseethatthiscausesno

problem s.

Using ourconcentration resultsand Lem m a 5.3 thisgives

IE IE � N + 1
(Z�)= IE �

� tanh

�

�(�1IE m 1(N )+
p
IE TN X 0(N ))

�

+ O (N � 1=4) (6:8)

Using furtherProposition 5.4 we geta �rstrecursion form 1(N ):

m 1(N + 1)=

Z

dN (g)tanh

�

�(IE m 1(N )+
p
IE TN g)

�

+ o(1) (6:9)
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R em ark: The error term in (6.9) can be sharpened to O (N � 1=4) by using instead ofLem m a

5.3 a trick,attributed to Trotter,that we learned from Talagrand’s paper [T1](see the proofof

Proposition 6.3 in thatpaper).

W e need ofcourse a recursion forTN aswell. From here on there isno greatdi�erence from

the procedure in [PST],except that the N -dependences have to be kept track ofcarefully. This

wasoutlined in [BG 4]and we repeatthe stepsforthe convenience ofthe reader. To sim plify the

notation,we ignore allthe O (N � 1=4) error term s and putthem back in the end only. Also,the

rem arksconcerning � and � m adeabove apply throughout.

Note thatTN = kIE � N
Zk22 � (IE � N

Z1)
2 and
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Using Lem m a 5.2 asin the step leading to (6.7),we getforthe �rstterm in (6.10)
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Forthe second term ,we usetheidentity from [PST]
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Togetherwith Lem m a 6.2 oneconcludesthatin law up to sm allerrors
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and so
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(6:14)
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Using theself-averaging propertiesofIE � N
k�Zk22,the lastterm isofcourse essentially equalto

�IE IE � N
k�Zk22IE Q N (6:15)

The appearance ofIE � N
k�Zk22 isdisturbing,asitintroducesa new quantity into the system . For-

tunately,itisthe lastone.Thepointisthatproceeding asabove,we can show that

IE IE � N + 1
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tanh�
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(6:16)

so thatsetting UN � IE � N
k�Zk22,we get,subtracting (6.14)from (6.16),the sim plerecursion

IE UN + 1 = �(1� IE Q N )+ �(1� IE Q N )IE UN (6:17)

From thiswe get(since allquantitiesconsidered are self-averaging,wedrop the IE to sim plify the

notation),setting m 1(N )� IE � N
Z1,

TN + 1 = � (m 1(N + 1))2 + �Q N + �U N Q N

+

Z

dN (g)[m 1(N )+
p
TN g]tanh�(m 1(N )+

p
TN g)

= m 1(N + 1)(m 1(N )� m 1(N + 1))+ �U N Q N + �TN (1� Q N )+ �Q N

(6:18)

whereweused integration by parts.Thecom pletesystem ofrecursion relationscan thusbewritten

as

m 1(N + 1)=

Z

dN (g)tanh�

�
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p
TN g

�

+ O (N � 1=4)

TN + 1 = m 1(N � 1)(m 1(N )� m 1(N + 1))+ �U N Q N + �TN (1� Q N )+ �Q N + O (N � 1=4)

UN + 1 = �(1� Q N )+ �(1� Q N )UN + O (N � 1=4)

Q N + 1 =
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dN (g)tanh
2
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p
TN g
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+ O (N � 1=4)

(6:19)

Ifthe solutions to this system ofequations converges, than the lim its r = lim N "1 TN =�, q =

lim N "1 Q N and m 1 = lim N "1 m 1(N )(u � lim N "1 UN can be elim inated)m ustsatisfy the equa-

tions

m 1 =

Z

dN (g)tanh(�(m 1 +
p
�rg)) (6:20)

q=

Z

dN (g)tanh
2
(�(m 1 +

p
�rg)) (6:21)

r=
q

(1� �+ �q)2
(6:22)
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which aretheequationsforthereplica sym m etricsolution oftheHop�eld m odelfound by Am itet

al.[AG S].

In principle one m ightthink thatto prove convergence itisenough to study the stability of

the dynam icalsystem above withoutthe errorterm s. However,thisisnotquite true. Note that

the param eters� and � ofthequantitieson thetwo sidesoftheequation di�erslightly (although

thisissuppressed in the notation). In particular,ifwe iterate too often,� willtend to zero. The

way out ofthis di�culty was proposed by Talagrand [T1]. W e willbriey explain his idea. In

a sim pli�ed notation,we are in the following situation: W e have a sequence X n(p) offunctions

depending on a param eterp.There isan explicitsequence pn,satisfying jpn+ 1 � pnj� c=n and a

functionsFp such that

X n+ 1(pn+ 1)= Fpn (X n(pn))+ O (n� 1=4) (6:23)

In thissetting,wehave the following lem m a.

Lem m a 6.3: Assum e thatthere exista dom ain D containing a single �xed pointX �(p)ofFp.

Assum e thatFp(X )isLipshitzcontinuousasa function ofX ,Lipshitzcontinuousasa function of

p uniform ly for X 2 D and thatfor allX 2 D ,F n
p (X )! X �(p). Assum e we know thatfor alln

large enough,X n(p)2 D .Then

lim
n"1

X n(p)= X
�(p) (6:24)

P roof: Letuschoosea integervalued m onotoneincreasing function k(n)such thatk(n)" 1 asn

goesto in�nity.Assum ee.g.k(n)� lnn.W e willshow that

lim
n"1

X n+ k(n)(p)= X
�(p) (6:25)

To see this,note �rst that jpn+ k(n) � pnj�
k(n)

n
. By (6.23), we have that using the Lipshitz

propertiesofF

X n+ k(n)(p)= F
k(n)
p (X n(pn))+ O (n� 1=4) (6:26)

wherewechoosepn such thatpn+ k(n) = p.Now sinceX n(pn)2 D ,

�
�
�F

k(n)
p (X n(pn)� X �(p)

�
�
�# 0 as

n and thusk(n)goesto in�nity,so that(6.26)im plies(6.25). But(6.25)forany slowly diverging

function k(n)im pliesthe convergence ofX n(p),asclaim ed.}

This lem m a can be applied to the recurrence (6.18). The m ain point to check is whether

the corresponding F� attractsa dom ain in which the param etersm 1(N );TN ;UN ;Q N are a priori

located due tho the supportpropertiesofthe m easure eQ
(1;1)

N ;�;�
. Thisstability analysiswascarried

out(foran equivalentsystem )by Talagrand and answered to the a�rm ative. W e do notwantto

repeatthistedious,butin principleelem entary com putation here.
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W e would like to m ake,however,som e rem arks. It is clear that ifwe consider conditional

m easures,then we can always force the param eters m 1(N );R N ;UN ;Q N to be in som e dom ain.

Thus,in principle,wecould �rststudy the�xpointsof(6.18),determ inetheirdom ainsofattraction

and then de�necorresponding conditionalG ibbsm easures.However,these m easuresm ay then be

m etastable. Also,ofcourse,atleastin ourderivation,do we need to verify the localconvexity in

the corresponding dom ainssince thiswasused in the derivation oftheequations(6.18).
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