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A systematic way to construct replica symmetry-breaking solutions of the spin glass on random
lattices with finite (fixed or average) connectivity is presented. The method generalizes Parisi’s

scheme to the case of infinitely many-order parameters q,3,qqpy55 - - - -

A systematic expansion in

inverse powers of the connectivity (=M +1) is performed. At finite temperatures the expansion is
in powers of 1/M, and at zero temperature in powers of 1/V'M. The g’s with larger number of in-
dices contribute at higher orders in the expansion parameter. At zero temperature the results apply
to the graph bipartitioning problem and are compared with numerical simulation. The agreement is
of the order of ~ 1%, for the range 9 < M <20, much closer than the replica symmetric solution.

I. INTRODUCTION

The theory of spin glasses on lattices with finite con-
nectivity attracts much current interest. Since Parisi'
proposed his solution to the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick?
(SK) infinite-ranged model there have been many at-
tempts to extend the theory to short-ranged systems.> In
the SK model each site is connected to any other site
whereas Bravais lattices of real systems have finite con-
nectivity. An important question which is still not entire-
ly settled is whether real spin glasses have many coexist-
ing thermodynamic states as is the case for the infinite-
ranged model.

Besides, spin glasses on random lattices with finite con-
nectivity are related to some well known optimization
problems like graph partitioning* ~® and coloring.” Such
random lattices are characterized by many of the simpli-
fying features of mean field theory because small loops
are rare.>® If two points 4 and B are both directly con-
nected to a point C by bonds, then the probability that 4
and B are directly connected to each other is O(1/N),
where N is the number of lattice sites.

Previous treatments of such models,>® except in the vi-
cinity of 7, (Refs. 9 and 10) and for special limiting
cases, !"!? have used the assumption of a single thermo-
dynamic state, or in a more technical language assumed
replica symmetry (RS) of the order parameters. But evi-
dence has been accumulating”'®!® that in many of the
systems under consideration RS has to be broken, and the
problem we want to address is how to construct a broken
replica scheme at any temperature, including T=0,
where the connection between the ground-state energy of
the frustrated system on the random lattices and the cost
function of the optimization problems have been estab-
lished.®

The physical meaning of replica symmetry breaking in
these systems is the coexistence of many thermodynamics
(Gibbs) states in the spin-glass phase at any temperature
T, which are organized in a tree-like (ultrametric) struc-
ture.?> Let us remind the reader that the Ising spin-glass
Hamiltonian is given by

H=—3J;0,0;—hs 20, (1.1)
(ij) i

where 0;,==*1, J,; are random interactions between a
pair of spins (ij) on the lattice, and k., is the constant
external field which will be put to zero in most of the dis-
cussion. The replica trick® amounts to replicating the
spin variables 0,, =1, ..., n and using the identity
—  Z'—1_ . 1 =

InZ = lim =1lim —InZ"

n—0 N n—0n

(1.2)

to carry out the quenched average over the disorder.
Here Z is the partition function, Z" is the partition func-
tion involving the replicated spins, and the bar stands for
average over the disorder.

The order parameter of the Ising spin glass (SG) in the
infinite-range case is denoted by 9aa, and Parisi' has

shown how to construct an RS-breaking scheme by ap-
propriately parametrizing the n X »n matrix 9aja, SN —0.

In the finite connectivity case the system is charac-
terized by infinitely many-order parameters
9a,a, 900,050, Daj0y0a 0500 * 0 and the problem is how
to construct an RS-breaking scheme including all of
them. These order parameters constitute a measure for
the averaged joint overlap of several thermodynamic
states labeled by a,,a,,a3, . .., etc, similar to the inter-
pretation of g4 in the infinite-ranged model.? In order
to construct a systematic scheme of RS breaking involv-
ing all these order parameters we developed the method
of 1/M expansion where M +1 is the connectivity of the
lattice (number of nearest neighbors). Thus we expand
about the infinite-ranged model, and ¢’s with higher num-
ber of indices enter at higher and higher order in the 1/M
expansion. In fact_at 7=0 the expansion parameter
turns out to be 1/V'M, at least for finite-stage RS break-
ing.!* Thus the 1/M expansion at finite temperature
diverges as T —0. Thus we have two separate
expansions—one at finite and one at zero temperature.
Nevertheless the expansion at finite temperature is rather
well behaved up to a temperature of order 0.1-0.2 of T,
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and the free energy can be extrapolated to T=0 to agree
well with the results obtained directly at T=0. A short
version of this work has been already submitted for publi-
cation.'” Here we give a more detailed and complete ex-
position of the results.

Our results at zero temperature for the graph biparti-
tioning problem on a lattice with fixed connectivity ap-
proach the results of numerical simulations® to within
~1% which is much closer than previous estimates
which assumed RS.>® This is for the range 9<M <20
where higher order corrections in the 1/M expansion are
expected to be small. The remaining error may be due to
three sources: higher order 1/M corrections, corrections
from the fact that we considered first stage RS breaking
versus infinite RS breaking, and errors in the simulations
themselves that tend to overestimate the cost.

Two kinds of lattices can be treated by our method:

(i) lattices with an average finite connectivity,’ in
which the bond distribution is given by

P{J)= (1.3)

a a
1—— (8()+—=pl]),
N N*
where «a is the average finite connectivity at each site and
p(J) is a normalized distribution not containing a & func-
tion at J=0, and (ii) random lattices with fixed finite con-
nectivity a=M +1, for which the bonds’ strength is
given by a probability distribution p(J). Such lattices®
can be constructed by building the connectivity matrix
a;; in which the matrix elements a;;=a;; are chosen at
random to be 0 or 1 with the sole constraint

2a;=M+1. (1.4)
J
Such random lattices are locally similar to a Bethe lattice,
since small loops are rare, but the difference is that the
|

g.({o )= fde(J)Tr;,a!exp

BJ 3 0,7,
a=1

here o ,a=1, ...
8,104} can be parametrized in the form

8:l0a)J=232b, 3 44, a0, . .a >

r=0 (ay,...,a,)
where

b,={cosh"BJ tanh’BJ ) ,

CIERIYA LR
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random lattice has no boundary whereas the Bethe lattice
does. In the Bethe lattice boundary conditions serve at
the same time to introduce frustration and possibly to
select one or more thermodynamic states. For a discus-
sion of the role of boundary conditions on the Bethe lat-
tice (BL) see Refs. 16—18. Numerical evidence suggests
that the BL with “closed” boundary conditions behaves
similarly to the random lattice!”!'® but, since we are
mainly interested in the latter, this issue will not concern
us further here.

The method of the 1/M expansion works equally well
in both lattices (i) and (ii) discussed above. Our discus-
sion will concentrate more on case (ii) of fixed connectivi-
ty since (a) there are numerical simulation results of
graph bipartitioning with which we can compare and (b)
this case is more closely related to hypercubic lattices
which have finite fixed value and the equations involved
are identical to the Bethe approximation to such a lat-
tice.®

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we discuss
the large connectivity expansion at finite temperature. In
Sec. III we discuss the expansion at zero temperature.
Section IV contains concluding remarks. A number of
Appendices discuss some technical details.

II. THE LARGE CONNECTIVITY EXPANSION
AT FINITE TEMPERATURE

Our starting point will be the equation for the global
order parameter® g, ({o,}) first derived by Mottishaw'®
for the Bethe lattice. Since he does not give details of the
derivation we give a concise summary in Appendix A.
Our normalization of g, for finite n differs from his for
convenience of the calculation. The equation reads (in
the absence of an external field)

(2.1

, n are the replicated spin variables and M +1 is the number of neighbors. At finite temperature,

(2.2)

(2.3)

the average being with respect to p(J). For the case of the even distribution

p(N=L[8(J +J)+8(J —Jy)] ,

(2.4)

only b, with even r survive. Our method works for any distribution p(J) but (2.4) will be used because of its simplicity
and because of its relevance for the graph partitioning problem. In the averaged quantities the index 0 in J, will be om-

itted. Using the identity

exp [BJ S 0.7, ] =cosh"BJ 3 tanh’BJ 3 ToTa, "

(ap,...,a,)

in (2.1) it becomes clear that 9a,, ... a, satisfy

Tg (2.5)
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Qo ....q, =TTy Og 0, 8M([04})/Tr, g¥({a,)) . (2.6)

Together with Eq. (2.2) this constitutes an equation for 9a,

Before we proceed to evaluate g* in the large-M limit we present an expression for the free energy of the system.
This is derived in Appendix B. The result is

an:MlnTraag,f”H( {oa))— M;l lnfdJ p(J)TroaTr,ag,f’(aa)g,f‘(ra)exp BJ 3 0,7, ] . (2.7)
If we make a variation
gl{o,)—g({o,])+8g({o,}), (2.8)

stationarity of the free energy gives

Tr, gM((04})88,([0,}) JdJpTr, Tr, exp (BJ %aan 8 ({7a))8n" "1 ({04))8g,({0,))
= (2.9)
Tr, gMH([ o)) fd Jp(J)TrgaTr,ag,,M( {o.))gM({7,))exp [BJ S Te0q ]
Since this equation holds for any variation 8g, one must have
g.({o =N [d Jp(NTr, exp (BT 3 0474 |&r({74}) (2.10)
with
N=Tr, g *([o,]) / J8IpUNT, Tr, ({0,182 | 7o) exp (BT S 7,04 } . (2.11)

Suppose §,({o,}) is a particular solution of this equation. Then for any constant c, cg,,({ «} ) also satisfies the same
equation. But notice that in this case ./\/ which is the value of W for g, changes also Noc! M./V Thus it is possible to
choose ¢ such that N=[Trc™g ({0 _,})]17!. Thus Eq. (2.10) always has a solution which satisfies Eq. (2.1). Also any
solution of (2.1) is also a solution of (2.10). Since the free energy is independent of the normalization of g, we are free to
use Eq. (2.1) instead of (2.10) and (2.11). To implement the 1/M expansion we scale the coupling

and build g™ either by using Eq. (2.1) or from the parametrized form (2.2). Using the shorthand A =p37J we obtain
M VM A 2 A° A* "
2 =[cosh(A/VM) I+—=|1—-=— B9 —5 B0 a0pT Ot < , (2.13)
b4 [ ] M I M (aE}q B B M2 (a%&q By B9 98
and hence
g <exp (A3 qo,05 1——)»4 S g0 (TB+'—}»2 2 glgo aﬁ+ S 9apysTa050,0s
(aB) (afB) M (aﬁré

————)\4 S 9up (032 Ml“ > (q(%}q;g,’a o +anqfloy)oﬁay ;O;q‘ﬁoy)a ap)

(aB) (aBy)
1
— M 3 el tadam taides) 0wt | (2.14)
(aByd)
where we denoted
1
9ap=qab T 3798 T (2.15)

and similarly for g,g,5. In order to calculate the free energy we first use Eq. (2.1) to express (2.7) in a more convenient
form:

nBf =1IMIn(Trg¥ ' /Trg¥)— Ln Trg¥ "' +1n TrgM) . (2.16)

This free energy is no longer stationary with respect to g, and is valid only for g, normalized according to (2.1). Substi-
tuting (2.14) in this expression and simplifying further using Eq. (2.6) we obtain Bf =Bf,+Bf, /M +0(1/M?) with



Bfo=—(A*/4)+
(aB)

Bf1=—(A*/4)+(A*/24)— (A2 /2n)(1—5A%/3) Eq“”

(af)

+0A /) Y qBagala At /n S (el

(afBy) (affy8)

The leading term Sf, is just the expression for the free
energy density in the infinite-ranged SK model.? The
term Bf, introduces the correction due to finite connec-
tivity. Notice that to this order f depends only on g‘*
and not on ¢'!. First we evaluated f in the replica sym-
metric case. In that case

)\2
Bfo=—"(1=g,7
dz o -z
__f ‘/_2_Tr.ln[2cosh(k\/qzz)]e ,
, (2.18)
S PEEDER BE SN VP!
Bfi==7 |1=3A" |92+ 52 qs
3 1 1
A3 — 2040l — a2 L pe
Aq3 4}“14‘12 4)\"“247\ )
and g,,q, are given by
qzzfoc ‘/d exp(—z2/2)tanh’AV ¢,z , (2.19)
e V21
g:= f_“ ‘/2 exp(—z2/2)tanh*AV g,z . (2.20)

Equation (2.19) has been solved numerically for g, at
different temperatures and the solution has been used to
compute g, from (2.20). We then evaluated the free ener-
gy from Eq. (2.18). The result for M = and M=10 is
displayed in Fig. 1. We see that at very low temperature
f tends to diverge. This has been verified analytically by
calculating the correction for ¢, and g, away from T=0.
We have found
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(A2/2n) 3 gup* —(1/n)In Trexp ZAZqLOB)aaaB

4 (0)2 @.17)
(A*/2n) 2 qaﬁw
(aByd)
+2 perm)qi,og),,@ .
[
1 4 1 3
=1———=V2/xm ————+ 1 2.22
qs I /m 2 37 o(1/5°) ( )

It is then found that f, diverges linearly with B as f— .
But for a wide range of temperature the 1/M expansion is
well behaved, and the extrapolation of the results ob-
tained prior to the runaway divergence to T=0 tends to
agree with the result of the calculation performed exactly
at T=0 in Sec. III. We will see that the reason for the
divergence is that the large M expansion at T7=0 is
powers of 1/ VM instead of 1/M. This phenomenon
occurs also at first stage of RS breaking that we will con-
sider next. It is interesting to find out whether it will per-
sist at infinite order of RS breaking.

Since it has been shown'© that the RS solution is unsta-
ble we have to break the symmetry. Near T, one can in-
troduce continuous order parameter functions g,(x),
q4(x,p,2), etc., and evaluate those in powers of T —T,.
In the entire temperature range we can obtain a solution
up to a given stage of RS breaking. In the infinite-range
case Parisi! has shown that the one stage replica symme-
try breaking already improves significantly the value of
the ground-state energy as compared to numerical simu-
lations, and also renders the value of the entropy to be
very close to zero (still on the negative side).

We have thus considered first stage RS breaking for the
finite connectivity lattice. In that case one parametrizes
the replica index a as a=(K,y ), where K is the box label,
K=1,...,n/m, and y=1,...,m is a label within the
box. One classifies the values of 9a, according to
the number of spin indices in the same box K.!' For ex-
ample, for 9aa, there are two values ¢, and g, referring

to one box with two spins or two boxes with one spin in
each. For 94 a,0,a, there are five values g4, 27> 431> 9211»

411115 €tC.

g, =1— l\/z"/‘ﬂ._ _1_2_1_+0(1//33) 2.21) . IF is then easy to prove the following identities in the

B B limit n —0:

i}
L3 g=""1g-"g, (2.23)
n ap 2 2 ’
(m—1)(m —2) m(m—1) m?

- 2 909879 ya = q%— qz‘]%x‘*”—‘Iﬁ ’
n (aBy) 6 2 3
1 :  _(m—1)(m—2)(m—3) m(m—1)? m(m—1)(m —2) m*(m —1) m’
;a%anByﬁ‘“ 24 qi— ) 93— 6 q§l+__—~—2—__q§11_7q%111 ’

(2.24)
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1
— 2 qaﬂyS(Qany8+qayq66+qa5q/3~y):%(m —Dim =2)(m —3)q4q%

n (aByd)
m(m —1)> m(m—1)(m —2)
- 'S “422(‘1%““2‘1%1)— 2 93192911
2
m<(m—1)
+ 2 4211(42‘111"'2‘1%1)_%m3‘111|1‘1%1 . (2.25)

When these relations are substituted into the free energy we finally obtain:

}\'2
B,Q):—T[qu%1 +(1—m)g3—2g,]—1n2

~ L Lgen | ‘/‘i%rexp(—yz/2)cosh'"()\1/q_“z+A\/q2—q”y) , (2.26)

V2r m
Bf 1 =—(A*/4)+(A*/24)— (A2 /4)(1—5A%/3)[(m —1)g3 —mq?3,]
—(A*/48)[(m —1)(m —2)(m —3)q3 —3m (m —1)%q3, —4m (m —1)(m —2)q3,
+12m2(m —1)g3,; —6m3q3,, 1+ (A*/2)[(m —1)(m —2)g3 —3m (m —1)q,q3, +2m?q3, ]
+(A*/8)[(m —1)(m —2)(m —3)q,q95—m (m —1)2q5 (g3 +2¢%)—4m (m —1)(m —2)q3,4,4,,
+4m*(m —1)g31,(q29,, +247,)—6mq 11193, ] . (2.27)

Since we have used the equations of “motion,” (2.27) is no longer stationary with respect to the ¢’s but gives the correct
value of the free energy. The total energy is still stationary with respect to the parameter m. Equation (2.26) coincides
with the result obtained by Parisi! for the infinite-ranged model.

In the case of first-stage RS breaking the function g, depends only on the variables

m
o= Y Ok, - (2.28)
y=1
It is convenient to introduce the effective field distribution defined by
1 dsg iSg
PM({hg})= exp [+i 3 sxhg |gM| | (2.29)
U e rord B Y P+ Zoxhx 8| |75
The trace in Eq. (2.6) is easily evaluated and one obtains [the index (0) on the ¢’s has been dropped for simplicity]
- — )2
[ " anexp |- B=HY_ | oshmph tanh2ph
dH H? —o 2(g,—qyy)
4= f 3 — » p 5 , (2.30)
Tq 11 ® —H)
dh exp | — ————— |cosh™Bh
f— o P 2(g,—qyy)
. —(h—H)? ’
[ 7 dhexp | =——=—"— |cosh™Bh tanhph
dH H? — 2(g,—qy)
q“=f‘/2—-exp - 2 " 3 . (2.31)
T4 11 1
dhexp |——————— |cosh™Bh
f P 2(g;—qy;)

The ¢’s with four indices are given to leading order by similar equations in terms of ¢’s with two indices. For example,

2
f dh exp _ _(h—H)" cosh™Bhtanh*Bh
[—21_ H* 204 (2.32)
= exp | — ’ :
) g P 240 (h —H) m
fdh exp —'W cosh™Bh
27 4n
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FIG. 1. Plot of the rescaled free energy vs rescaled tempera-
ture for M = o (SK model) and M=10 with no RS breaking.
The dashed line is the extrapolation to zero temperature. The
value we obtain directly at 7=0 is encircled.

and similarly for g%, %, ¢}, and ¢\3},. Thus after
solving (2.30) and (2.31) for ¢3*’ and ¢\’ and obtaining m
by extremizing (2.26) one calculates ¢’ from (2.32) and
similarly the other g¢’s with four indices. Then one can
evaluate the 1/M correction for the free energy from Eq.
(2.27). Again when 3— o the 1/M correction diverges
as we will see in the next section. Numerical evaluation

8010 /B)= [ dJ p() [ (ds /2m)g¥ {is /B) [ du explisu)exp —&-Ltanh~(tanhBT /v tanhBu)

Defining
Yolx)=go(G/B)

and using the identity

B—

we obtain for p(J) being a +J distribution with J =J /V'M,

lim -/lgtanh'l(tanhBJ tanhBu)=sgnJ sgn u min(|ul,|J|) ,

2189

of the free energy in the one-step RS breaking at finite
temperature will be presented elsewhere.?! Note the
similarity of Egs. (2.30) and (2.31) to the results of
Mezard et al.?? for the infinite-ranged model, derived
from a different approach.

In the case of a random lattice with an average finite
connectivity the factors g in Egs. (2.1) and (2.6) are re-
placed by

exp[(M +1)g,{o,}—1].

The parametrization (2.2) still holds, and Eqgs. (2.13) and
(2.14) are replaced by the corresponding equations using
(2.33). The expression for the free energy is given by
Mottishaw and De Dominicis. 2

(2.33)

III. THE 1/V'M EXPANSION
AT ZERO TEMPERATURE

A. Replica symmetric case

We have seen that the generalized order parameter
gn({o,}) satisfies Eq. (2.1). We first show how to solve
this equation in the RS case. In that case g, depends
only on the variable = o, and in the limit n —0 can
be shown similarly to Ref. 20 (see also Appendix C) to
satisfy the equation

3.1
B (3.1

(3.2)

ds .
Yolx)= f?jjyé’t(ts) 278(s)cosh ‘j‘ﬁ :

J  2sinh(J/VM )is
— - cosh

xJ + sinh(J /V'M )(is +x) sinh(J /V'M )(is —x)

VM is +x is —x

(3.4)

We now expand the various terms inside the large parentheses in powers of 1/V'M and use the fact that 70(0)=1 to ob-

tain

2.2 Fa_4 F3.2
y(x)=1+Jx J'xT 2 Jx fﬂ

2M 24M? 3 MVM Y 27

yMiis)+0

1
MWV'M l '

Taking the Mth power of both sides and solving for ¥ self-consistently we obtain

1

97

M (1/2)7 %x? 1— 1 2 42 2+L

VM W2 S M

yH¥(x)=e

up to O (1/M).
The effective field distribution P{™’ (k) is given by

- 2 -
—_ J44 _JZ 2
2"

3.6
2| v
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(M) h)= dx ih M( _ _ hz
PM( )—f——zﬂ_exp(z x)yMix)= (2ﬂj2)1/2exP =
1 2 h 1 1 = = 2 ~
X Nt ———— 1= |+ | | === =5 |3=6h* /T +h* /T + =(1—h?/T? 3.7
{ VM 3V2r¢ J? M| |97 12 (3—6k%/1 37 977( h=/77) ] 3.7

In terms of P{™ (k) the free energy density is given by (for B— )
M + 1

F=M[" dn P (n)n|— [ dh\dn, PP (h PG (hy)

+(J——

~

X% max (3.8)

oo+ |——4i:
VM

After some algebra we finally obtain

L1 1

1 7 1
vM Vi8r M

VM =—V2/7|1—
1/ /m 12 97

. } | (3.9

B. One-step RS breaking

In the first stage of RS breaking g, depends only on the variables o ¢ defined in Eq. (2.28). We have shown (see Ap-
pendix C) that it satisfies the equation

g, ok /B} :./v‘—lfde(J)f I (dsK/Zv)g,f’(isK/B)f I1 dugexp {i > sxug ]
K K K

Xexp |— % aK%tanh_l(tanhﬁJ tanhBuy)
X exp L;— % In(cosh?BJ cosh?Buy —sinh?BJ sinh?Buy )
(3.10)
./\/—f H —-g,, M s, /B} f I;(Idu,(exp IistuK ]cosh"’[;’uK . (3.11)

If we now define

Yn{xK}:gn{aK/B} ’

we find, in the limit 8— o,

—1 dsK M : . .
Y.({xg =N fde(J)fH?‘y;,({st})f I1 dukexp |i 3 sgug exp[—zszgangnuKmm(luK|,lJ|)
K K K
X exp /,Lzmax(luKl,lJl)] , (3.12)
K

where

= lim mf3 (3.13)

B—

and

d
./V=f H %yy({isK})f HduKexp [i > sgug ]exp {,uz lugl (3.14)

Equation (3.13) is based on the assumption that, like in the infinite-ranged model, m « 1/ for large B. We now scale
J=J/V'M and expand in 1/V'M. We defined

K=fdukexp(is,<u,<)exp wlugl), (3.15)

akz—ifduKexp(isKuK +ulug)sgnlug) , (3.16)
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and in terms of those quantities ¥ becomes

rolx)=exp [J2 3 (agag )xgxg+LJ? ZxK+J yZ(bAl)
(KK')
2 |JP “1y.2 . 2 TP -1
1—= 2 += MR
+_l_ 2]6 (bo1)2— 3 —17F ( 3 3
M |9 % 37 2 —3/ 21( aKlakz)(xlekz +xleKz)
+2j° 3 2(bK_1)(b,;‘)— 7 {ag ax ) |xg xk
(K\Ky) 47> b

_F4 2 2 2 2
J > (aKlaK2> (xg Xk, Xz +xleK2xK3+xK1xK2xK3)
(K, K,K;)
1374 2_1
37 2 (<aK1aKz) T(aKxakzaKsaka))xleK2x’<3xK4
(KK, K K,)

LE<bK1>xK+J“ 3 lagag b ) xg xg txg xg txg xg )
(KKK} 1 2 3 1 2 1 3 2 3

O\\

+¢ 3 (aK bK s, Yx sz—&z ((s2bg 'y —3uX(bg'))
K

(K K,)
],

> <bl<,lb1<_l )

(K|K,)

where we defined
fH—Vn ISK])HbK(SK ({sk})
(4)y=—""=%
Sk M :
*—r‘n(ils P IT bk (sg)
frkl 27 K I;(I xSk

The different averages can also be expanded in powers of 1/V'M:

(A)=<A)0+7lﬁ<A>l+"'.

We have used Eq. (2.16) to calculate the free energy (see Appendix D for details).
We have made used the identities (see Appendix D)

—(spY=p*+2ulbc ),
—(sgsg ) =p*(agag) ,
(spy=p*+2u3(bg ') —2ulbg s ),

(s Sk, y=u*(agag ) +2u*(ag by lisg,) ,
(sg sk, Y =pt+ap* (g ) +ap(bg 'bg )
(SI<151<2312<3 >=H4<‘11<,‘1K2 ) +2l13<f11<,‘11<2b1<_31 ),
<SK,SK2S1<351<4>=H4(‘1K101<20K30K4) )

The final answer is
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(3.17)

(3.18)

(3.19)

(3.20a)

(3.20b)

(3.20c¢)

(3.20d)
(3.20e)
(3.20f)

(3.20g)
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v 1 dz _ dy )
f/\/MJ—ji—(l—(aKlaKZ)é) f ——exp(—z%/2)In f Zrexp( y°/2)

wd Vo v
Xexp[yly(l-(aklakz >0)1/2+Z(<aKlaK2 )0)1/2|]
1 2, 1 — _ _ _
+W?<bK 1)5+—M“(—<b,< 1>0—%(b,{ Is2 Yot i(bg (b sk )0—-“4i
—fulag ax, ) (bg ) olag by lisg Yo—u{bg 'bg dolag ak, )5
—3ulag ag, Yolag b lisg, >0*%<aklakz )%'ﬂl(axlaxz >%<b1;,1b1;21 Yo
g (0 Dbt 3o Db Mok Yot b Cag a3 au b )3
+§#2<01<1‘1K2 )by ! )o<‘11<1‘11<2b1<‘31 Yo~ i (bg ! )0—u2(b[’)o(a,<‘a,<2 %
+#2<0K1‘1K2 ok >0_2ﬂ2(‘11<,ak2 >%<aK]aK2bK—31 )0+2#2<‘1K,‘1K2 ><%(‘11<1‘11<2b1(_3l Y0
3
—%ﬂ3<aKlakzaK3‘1K4>O(aKlaK2>(2)+J§Z+.u3<al<lal(z>(3)_T52.u3<al(|al(2>(2)
1,3 2 &3 2
+eu{ag ax,ax ag )5+ 4 <aKlaK2)1+%.u3<al(lal<2>%<“K|aKzaKsaK4 bo
——y3<aKlaK2)f(aKlaK2 o) - (3.21)
f
The parameter u should also be expanded: The fact that upu, introduces a correction when f is
— ith p:
=gt SV A+ (3.22) evaluated with
’ 2
We evaluated p, and (aKlaKZ >o by extremizing the A= _LLM , (3.25)
leading-order term in (3.21) and obtained M2 f5(po)
no=1.35, (3.23)  where f and f, are leading term and first order correc-
) _ _ tion on the right-hand side of (3.21). We have evaluated
911 = (aK,aKz 20=0.476 . (3:24)  the different averages in Eq. (3.21). For example,
J
1 d d -
(bgMo=—= [ Z=exp(—w?/2) 2 exp(—y2/2)explug(1—¢')?ly +w(g(Y) 7| : (3.26)
<o \/27Tf\/21'r p(—w f\/zﬂ p(—y pluo(1—g )2y +w(gi)7¥]
I
Only for (a,(lakz)1 one has to solve an equation to ex- E,/VMJ = —0.765+-‘/—1.—_-0.010
press it in terms of other leading-order averages. M
The numerical values of the different averages are 1 0.390+0 1 . (3.28)
M MVM

(b ')0=0.121, (b 's})y=0.154,
Ko K k7o The leading term coincides with the result for the

(a,<l(1,<2c1,<3a,(4 )0=0.342, (bK_lle_Z‘ >0=0.0189 , infinite-ranged model with one-step RS breaking. '

(ay by lisg )o=—0.0507 , (3.27)
) IV. CONCLUDING REMARKS
(ag ak,bg ' )9=0.0350, (ag ag );=0.0741,
Banavar et al.® obtained numerical results for the
filpug)=—0.0214, f§(ue)=—0.0328 . graph bipartitioning problem on random graphs with
finite fixed connectivity. Mezard et al.’ argued that in
In terms of these quantities the final result for the that case the cost function is related to the ground-state
ground-state energy density is energy of the Ising spin glass on such a lattice on the
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TABLE 1. Values of E| /JV'M for different values of M as
discussed in the text.

M 1 2 3 4

9 —0.792 —0.810 —0.811 —0.805
10 —0.789 —0.809 —0.808 —0.801
11 —0.786 —0.806 —0.805 —0.797
19 —0.777 —0.797 —0.783
20 —0.776 —0.796 —0.782
00 —0.763 —0.798 —0.798 —0.765

basis of the expectation that the effective field distribu-
tion is even under A — —h when M +1>21In2. The rela-
tion between the two problems is

N 4 27

E
e _Mxl Zo (4.1)

where c is the cost function, N is the number of sites on
the lattice, and E, is ground-state energy density of the
SG on such a lattice. In Table I we displayed different re-
sults for E,/JV'M . In Column 1 we display the numeri-
cal results of Ref. 8. These results were shown in Ref. 8
to fit the empirical formula

— 1 M+1 ¢
VM= — ——
Eo/JvM VM 2 (M —1+cH2

1
=0.763——-0.256+ - - -
M

(4.2)

with ¢=1.5266.

In Column 2 we show results obtained by Mezard and
Parisi® using RS and not including a continuous part in
the effective field distribution. In Column 3 we display
our result in the RS case as given by Eq. (3.9) and in
Column 4 the result with one-step RS breaking as ob-
tained from Eq. (3.28). The result with one-step RS
breaking approaches closer the numerical result of Ref. 8
than the RS results. The coefficient of the 1/V'M term is
much smaller in the one-step RS breaking (3.24) as com-
pared to RS case Eq. (3.9). It will be interesting to find
out if this trend continues when more steps of RS break-
ing are introduced.

Of course the theory which we considered still differs
from a regular cubic lattice which contains many small
loops, and one cannot infer from our results that in that
case too (say for d=35 which corresponds to M=9), the
solution with RS breaking comes closer to the exact value
of the ground-state energy of the spin glass. We should
also mention that a calculation for a one-step RS break-
ing for the case of M=2 and 3 has been done by Wong
and Sherrington‘24 However, they assumed zero overlap
between different replicas that in our language corre-
sponds to gx({og})=[Ix f (o) which is not the case
in our calculation. Lastly, the method of 1/M expansion
presented in this paper can be extended to the case of the
Potts spin glass which is related to the problem of graph
q partitioning where g is the number of Potts states. !>
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APPENDIX A

Consider an Ising spin glass on a Cayley tree. The re-
plicated partition function is given by

Z"=3[IPlo,) A1

where

I1P(o

J=exp [BY 3 Jof0i+Bh 3 3 of (A2)
a (ij) a 1

Denoting by of the spin at the center, and by s the

spins (other than o) on the /th subtree, we have

M+1
HP(U“)=eXptzﬂh03 I1 11 Qumlodls™,
a a =1 a
(A3)
with
Q(m(0gls)=exp(BJ oo §s§ +BhsT)
M
X 1 Qum 15§17 (Ad)

1=1

m being the number of shells in the tree. s, is the spin
adjacent to o, t'" are the spins, other than s, on the Ith
subtree.

(I)a )>

Denoting by
where { ) denotes average over the disorder, it follows

gm(tog})= < > I Qe (AS)
that

(Iia a

(Z")=Trﬂgexp Bh'S 0§ ]g(",’nTluoo}) , (A6)
and that g, satisfies
gm0 = [dJ p()Tr
Xexp (Bh 3, 5§ +B] 3 ofse
g UsEh) . (A7)

Cn the Bethe lattice in the thermodynamic limit, one is
interested in a shell independent solution of (A7) which
for the case =0 yields Egs. (2.1). Since the random lat-
tice with fixed connectivity behaves locally like a tree, the
same equation holds there (see, e.g., Ref. 5 and 8).

In Appendix B and in Eqgs. (2.8)-(2.10) another deriva-
tion of this equation is obtained using the Bethe approxi-
mation. This approximation becomes exact for a Bethe
lattice or a random lattice with fixed connectivity.
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APPENDIX B

In this Appendix we derive the expression for the free
energy density in terms of the global order parameter
g({o,}). Since the random lattice with fixed connectivi-
ty looks locally like a tree, the expression for the free en-
ergy is the same as for the Bethe lattice. For such a lat-
tice the pair (Bethe) approximation becomes exact, in the
absence of loops. We generalize the approach of
Katsura!® to the case of many coexisting thermodynamic
states. The introduction of several replicas of effective
fields is similar in spirit to the treatment of the infinite-
ranged model in Ref. 22, although we use replicas explic-
itly. Katsura expressed the free energy density in the
form

F= EF 1)+ 2 F(Z) F(l)) (Bl)
(ij)
where
F,-“’=—élnTrpf»“ , (B2)
2 _ 1——"0
Fif'= ElnTrp,-j , (B3)
with
M+1
p(,”*exp B 3 Mo |, (B4)
k=1
pi=exp 32 Nk +B2 nyo,+BJ;o; , (BS)
k#j
from which one readily obtains
Bf =MinTrpV— M LiTr,® (B6)

J

nBf =M [ Hdh"P‘M“)( 12" [T coshBh®

a=1

M+1

lnfde(JfHdh“dh"P d

If we now define

gM{io®})= [ [ dhepx l—z‘BEh"o" PM({h?))

(B12)
then in terms of g, the free energy density becomes
nBf=MInTr, g "'({0,})

M+11 [ dJ pI)Tr, Tr, exp [BJza T
XgM({o,})gM({1,}) (B13)

which is the desired result. Notice that equation (B12) is
consistent with the relation
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In (A4) and (AS5), n;; j is the effective field at site i due to
its neighbor at site j. Denoting by P*(h) the distribu-
tion of the effective fields # where (P'™ is assumed to be
independent of the site)

M
h;= 2 Mij » (B7)

j
one obtains, after averaging over the bond distribution

plJ),

M+1
2

X [ dJ p(J)dh,dh, P ™ (k)P M (hy)ln

Bf =M [* dh PV (h)in(coshBh)—

X [2 cosh(Bh |+ B,)e?’
+2cosh(Bh, —Bh,)e P71 ; (B8)

compare also with Bownman and Levin.?® Now consider
a replicated spin system with spins {o{}, a=1,...,n.
One can define analogously the effective fields %;; and the
averages become

InTrpV — 11rn —ln Tr,, a|€XP Bz 2 NG o ] , (B9
and similarly for p;?’.
Denoting by
M
hi= 3 nj (B10)
J

and by PXM(h!, ... k"), the corresponding effective field
distributions, we obtain

$YPM (g2 [ [exp(BI)cosh(Bh§ +BhT)

+exp(—pBJ)cosh(Bh{—Bh%)] . (B11)
|
M M
PM(re))= [ T I1dns I1PV(nh)
i=1 a i=1
M
XTI8 [h%— 2 nf
a i=1
(B14)

which is required of the field distribution. Wong and
Sherrington®* also derive an expression for the free ener-
gy in the fixed connectivity case. Their expression can be
shown to yield the same value of the free energy as ours
when use of the equations of motion (stationarily condi-
tions) is made. Our expression has the advantage to be
simpler and expressed directly in terms of g, ({o,}).

APPENDIX C
Let us prove the following identity (o ,==*1):
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>y > Xojooi X 04 "7 @y =€Xp 3 o tanh X, +1 S In(1-X2) ] ; (C1
r:O(a] ,,,,, a,) a a
consider first the formula

n

3 V04 ] = [I (coshy,) ¥ ¥ tanhy, ---tanhy, o, """ 0, . (C2)
a

r
a=1 r (aI ..... a,)

exp

This is obtained by writing
exp[Zyaaa]=2 S baa04 O
multiplying both sides by Tg,---0p and taking the trace. Now define y ,=tanh ™ 'X,. Equation (C1) follows immedi-

ately.
Consider now the case of one-step RS breaking. g, depends on the variables

m

which can be considered to be continuous variables. We can then define the Fourier transform

ds
P ()= [ T1 5 exp [isthK ]g:‘msk/m) . (C4)
K

Equation (2.1) then becomes

g.({ok} )=N’1fde(J)f HduKP‘M’({uKI)TrTaexp B tgug |exp BJETaaa] . (C5)
K K a
Using (C2) we have
exp [BJ % OoTa ]Z(coshBJ)”gtanh’BJ ny )cra[l 0 Te " Ta (C6)
but
exp [BZTKuK ]=exp [BZTQua ] (CT
K a
with u , =ug for a=(Ky). Hence using (C2) again
Tr, 7, "+ 7o exp [32 TRy | = a]i[1 (2coshBua)(aP Ha )tanhBua , (C8)
Therefore
Tr, exp [B% TrUg ]exp {BJ % Toall g ]=(coshBJ)" I1 (2coshu,) ¥, tanh’BJ( > )tanhﬁual o tanhBug 0g o0,
a , ap -

=(coshBJ)" [] (2 coshBu)exp [ 3 o,tanh™ !(tanhBJ tanhBu )

+1 3 In(1 —tanh?BJ tanh?Bu ) ]
a

=exp 3, 0 xtanh™ '(tanhBJ tanhBuy Jexp
K

3 In(cosh?BJ cosh?Bu
2 K
I3

—sinh?BJ sinh?Buy )

’

(C9)

where we have used Eq. (C1). From (C5) and (C9) we finally obtain Eq. (3.10). Equation (3.1) follows as a special case
by choosing m =n and K=1 and taking the limit n —0.



2196 YADIN Y. GOLDSCHMIDT AND CYRANO DE DOMINICIS 41

APPENDIX D

In this appendix we explain some of the details leading to (3.20) and to the formula (3.21) which represent the
ground-state energy density. The identities (3.20) are derived with the aid of the formula

-1

. d' ds . . ds .
(lisg )y = lf I;Idh,(exp(mh,(])%,{—fg—zfex;, [zthsK]yM([tsK}) sz—:HbK(sK)yM([st}) ,

=(—1) exp(,thK D H exp(ylhx|)f H——exp

0

i3 hgsg J?’ ({isg})

-1
x| [[ HbK s )y M {isg }) (D1)
The various derivatives of exp(u|k|) can be easily calculated, e.g.,
d
TP (ulhl)=p sgnh exp(ulhl) , (D2)
2
T (ulh)=[2ud(h)+u’sgn’hlexp(ulhl) . (D3)
To derive Eq. (3.21) we parametrize ¥ in the following way:
1 1 1
=l+—mt+t—=n;+—n,+ -, D4
Y M MV M 3 M2 M4 (D4)
M_., (M)
= 1+—x,+ + - , D5
[ ) ‘/ i = Xi MX 2 ] (DS)
1
yMH =y M H-‘/ ¥+ MX2+H,72+... ] ) (D6)
To calculate the free energy we have used Eq. (2.16)
ds 1
InTrgM=In [ [] 2—: IT v+ —— VAL AT <X2>0 PRSI R (D7)
K K
the last term being of order n? and can be dropped. Thus
1 M M1y 1 dsk w11
5 -(InTrg"+InTrg )—;mf[KI—z;];[beo +;_7H—<X‘>° <)(2>0 2M<172>0. (D8)
Also
M. TrgMg M 1
—In——2>="—In|1+— + +— + -
n nTrgM n n M<7]2> M\/M<7’3> <774)
=L+ Lo+ L Lo+ (DY)
2n 2n VM 2 M
combining these relations and using the identities (3.20) leads to Eq. (3.21).
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