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Parisi formula for Ising and Spherical Perceptrons

October 7, 2026

Abstract

We prove a Parisi formula for Ising and spherical perceptrons with Gaussian disorder and
i.i.d. random potentials having a common Lipschitz bound and integrable values at zero. We
assume M/N — « € (0,00), where M is the number of Gaussian vectors and N is the number
of spins. The proof combines cavity in M and N with the Aizenman—Sims—Starr scheme for the
lower bound and Guerra’s interpolation for the upper bound. As consequences, we answer several
problems posed by Talagrand (2011) and establish a quenched large deviation principle for the
empirical distribution of the Gaussian projections, resolving a conjecture of Bolthausen and
Kistler (2010). We also resolve the sharp-threshold conjecture of Aubin, Perkins, and Zdeborova
(2019) for the u-function binary perceptron at every positive width, and establish the predicted
variational formulas for the entropy and capacity of the negative spherical perceptron. Finally,
the zero-temperature limit yields the scalar projection-pursuit formulas conjectured by Montanari
and Zhou (2025, 2026), in both the supervised and unlabelled settings.
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This document and its arguments were generated through discussions with ChatGPT 5.6 Pro.
An initial draft for the capacity of the negative spherical perceptron was generated on July 15,
2026, and we extended the argument to i.i.d. lipschitz potentials, both Ising and spherical, on
September 17, 2026. While distilling the main ideas, carefully checking the proof, and polishing
the draft, we learned on October 6, 2026, that OpenAl had released overlapping results across
three manuscripts [23, 24, 25]. Given these circumstances, we decided to post this working draft on
Hexagon.
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1 Introduction

We study Ising and spherical perceptrons with Gaussian disorder and i.i.d. random Lipschitz
potentials. Let v be a Borel probability measure on R, and let (6, x) — wug(x) be Borel measurable
on R%. We assume that Lip(ug) < L < oo for v-almost every 6 and that [p |ug(0)|v(df) < oo.

Let ©1,...,0); be i.i.d. with law v, and let g1,..., gy € RY be independent standard Gaussian
vectors, independent of (©)r<as. The Hamiltonian of the perceptron model is defined by

:gk'U

VN

is the Gaussian projection. We consider the spherical and Ising configuration spaces

M
HE pp(o) = Zu@k(hk(a)), where hy (o)
k=1

Sv={oeRV: o3 =N}, Sh={-1L1}".

Let ,u]SV and /ﬁv be the uniform probability measures on E]SV and Y4, respectively. For x € {S,1},
the partition function is
Zyihe = | e i (do).
: ST
Our main object is the normalized free energy N~!log Zy",;. Throughout, we take M = My with
My /N = a € (0,00). 7

The study of perceptron model in statistical physics was intiated by Gardner and Gardner—
Derrida [14, 15]. For constraints hg (o) > b, they studied the volume of configurations satisfying
all M inequalities and the density M /N at which solutions disappear. The entropy records the
logarithmic volume or number of solutions; the storage capacity is the critical density for their
existence. Krauth and Mézard subsequently predicted the capacity for Ising spins [18].

For spherical spins and nonnegative margin b, Shcherbina and Tirozzi proved Gardner’s replica-
symmetric entropy formula [32]. For Ising spins, Talagrand developed cavity arguments, comparing
systems with slightly different numbers of spins or Gaussian vectors, and proved replica-symmetric
formulas under restrictions on the potential and density [34]. Bolthausen, Nakajima, Sun, and Xu
later obtained small-density formulas for a broad class of activations [7]. Nakajima and Sun proved
concentration and universality results, together with sharp-threshold sequences for broad classes
of Ising constraints [22]. Their results control random fluctuations and changes in the disorder
distribution, and locate the satisfiability transition around a sequence of densities. Proving that
this sequence converges requires an additional argument.

Beyond replica symmetry, Gyorgyi and Reimann developed formulas involving a full overlap
distribution for the spherical perceptron at positive temperature [16]. Franz and Parisi studied
the constraints hi(o) > b with b < 0 and their jamming transition, where feasible configurations
disappear as M /N increases [13]. Their predictions concern both the entropy and the geometry near
this transition. For Ising spins, Aubin, Perkins, and Zdeborova studied the symmetric U-function
constraints |hx(o)| > K. They identified a large-K regime in which the first-moment estimate,
based on the expected number of solutions, no longer gives the predicted capacity [3].

Our main theorem determines the limiting free energy under the assumptions above. We also
prove a quenched large-deviation principle for the empirical distribution of the Gaussian projections
hi(o). For a typical fixed realization of the Gaussian vectors, this describes the exponential
probabilities of atypical projection distributions when o is sampled from pf%;. Finally, the zero-
temperature limit determines optimal empirical averages over one-dimensional projections, in both
supervised and unlabelled settings.



Define the overlap-path space by
2 ={q:[0,1] — [0,1] : ¢ is right-continuous and nondecreasing, ¢(1) =1}.

We identify paths that agree almost everywhere on [0,1) and equip 2 with the L' metric. The spin
cost A, is defined in (3) for spherical spins and (5) for Ising spins. The channel functional ®,, is
defined in (2) through the scalar Parisi PDE (1). These definitions follow theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.1 (Free energy for i.i.d. Lipschitz channels). For either prior,
1 . o7l
NlogZ;”,’fMN —>;é1f@{ +a/ P, (q } in L.
Convergence holds in L? if [ |ug(0)[?v(df) < oo, and almost surely and in every finite LP if there

is B < 0o such that |ug(x)| < B for every x and v-almost every 6.

Note that a deterministic potential u corresponds to a point-mass channel law. In this case,
write Hy, v, Zy gy, and Fy = N-1llog ZN'vy» and put

Pru(e) = inf {Ax(q) + a®u(q)}-
qe2
The theorem gives convergence in L?, since u(0) is finite.

We next define the functionals ®,, and A, on the overlap paths ¢ € 2. Recall that these paths
are right-continuous and nondecreasing, take values in [0, 1], and satisfy ¢(1) = 1. Let

Py ={a:10,1) — [0,00) : a is bounded, right-continuous and nondecreasing} .

These paths will enter the variational definition of the Ising spin cost. For ¢ € %, write ¢, = ¢(1-)
and v.(t) = Leb{r € [0,1) : ¢(r) < t}. Thus ~. is the distribution function of ¢(U) for U uniform on
[0,1). We use the same notation for ¢ € 2, restricting ¢ to [0,1).

For T > 0, a nonnegative Lebesgue-integrable function v : [0,7] — [0,00), and a globally
Lipschitz function i : R — R, let f, ; solve the backward Parisi PDE

Wf+5 (fxx +(0)f) =0,  f(T,2) = h(=). (1)

We use the stochastic-control solution; its existence and stability are proved in theorem 8.1. The
channel functional is

(I)u(Q) = f’Yq,u(Ovo)u T=1 (2)

The two spin costs are as follows. For spherical spins,

1
Asta) = ;/0 {ftl qus) ds 1 i t} o ¥

The outer integrand is nonnegative, and the value may be infinite. For Ising spins and a € &%, use
the same PDE with terminal function log cosh and terminal time a,:

Sl(a) = f7a,1ogcosh(0> O) -

At a =0, define S1(0) = 0. The Ising cost is

Qx

?, T:(I*. (4)

Ar(q) = sup {Sl(a) + ;/01 a(r)q(r) dr} : (5)

a€EPy,

Below, we write (a,q) = fol a(r)q(r) dr.



1.1 Direct consequences of the free energy formula

In this section, we prove direct consequences of Theorem 1.1, which may be of independent interest.

Gaussian external fields. For a standard Gaussian vector ¢° € RY, independent of all other
randomness, let

K,U,b u(hg(0))+bg% 0 u,b 1 K,u,b
INNr = /eZkSM LT (dor), F = 3 198 2N ary» (6)
and denote the marked version by Z;;f}\’} Write
1 ad b2
La) = [ (=a@) dr, PHb) = inf Ao +aule) + gL (D

For a deterministic potential, the Gaussian-field extension of theorem 1.1 gives F;\L,l; — P,gi(oz, b)

in L2, For i.i.d. channels, replace ®,, by E,®,; the same L' and L? conclusions as in theorem 1.1

hold. Mixing in linear channels proves this extension; see section 8.1.

Spherical i.i.d. fields. Let 7 be a Borel probability measure on R satisfying
Vg = / h?w(dh) < oco.
R

Let hq, hg, ... be i.id. with law 7, independent of the Gaussian constraint vectors (gx)r<nry. Define

Mpn N
U, gk - 0 S
zZy ::/ exp E u( >+ g hioi p p3r(do),
M sy {k:l VN i=1 "

s 1 ™
F]’l\l}’,s = N log ZX’]’,S'

Here E and P denote expectation and probability with respect to the joint law of the constraint
vectors (gx)r<m, and external fields (h;)i<n-.

Corollary 1.2 (Spherical i.i.d. external fields). Let u : R — R be real-valued and globally Lipschitz,
let My/N — a € (0,00), and let 7 satisfy [ h*m(dh) < oo as above. Then

F;\L,g — Pgi(a, VUr) in L2

Proof. For constraint vectors g = (gk)éviNl and a deterministic field h € RY, define

~ 1 W (g0 S
fN(g,h):=N10g/S exp Z“(\/N>+h"’ px(do).
N k=1

For h,h € RV, Cauchy Schwarz gives |(h —h) - | < v/N ||h — h||s. Comparing the two exponential
weights therefore yields

N |h —h;
< Ib- bl (8)

For an orthogonal matrix O € RV*N | write Og = (ng)i\ij\i The change of variables 0 = O'r,
together with rotational invariance of y%;, gives fn(g,h) = fx(Og, Oh). Under the Gaussian row



law, Og has the same distribution as g. Writing e; = (1,0,...,0) € RY and choosing O such that
Oh = ||h||ze;, we obtain

fn(gh) 2 fu(g |hfe) (b eRY),

where the equality in distribution is with respect to the Gaussian constraint vectors. Let 21, 2o, ...
be independent standard Gaussian random variables, independent of both the external fields and
the constraint vectors, and put h®) = (h1,...,hy) and ZN) = (#1,...,2n). In the remainder of
the proof, E also averages over this auxiliary Gaussian sequence. Define, using the same constraint
vectors in both expressions,

Xy = fn(g [hWzer), Y = fn (g vor [120]2e1).
Conditioning on h™) or z(V) and applying the preceding rotational identity gives
d 7 T
Xy = fN(ga h(N)) = FJI\L/:Sa

d &~ d U,/ Vs
Y £ fv(g, vor 2 M) £ Py,

where 1*"]1\?‘8/a is the Gaussian-field free energy from (6) with b = /v;. By (8),

L e P

v
VN " VN
Using (v/z — /y)? < |z — y| for 2,y > 0, we conclude that

| XN — Y| <

Ur

2
N &

1 N
E| Xy — Yy|> < E|N2h§ -
=1

i=1

1 X, 1 X,
SE’Nizlhi—vﬂ +UFE’Nizlzi—1‘—>0.

Indeed, both terms tend to zero by the law of large numbers, since Eh% = v, < 0o and Ez% =1. Set

P, = gi(a, V).

The Gaussian-field extension of Theorem 1.1 and the distributional identity for Yy imply that
E|Yy — P,|? — 0. Consequently,

U, T 2 2 2 2
E ]FN:S - Pﬂ‘ —E|Xy — Pr|?2 < 2E| Xy — YN |2 + 2E|Yy — Pr2 — 0,
which proves the asserted L? convergence. O

Bipartite transposition. Summing over one party converts a bipartite Ising model with a
homogeneous deterministic field on only that party into a perceptron. For 8,b € R, define

M N N
Z3h(8,0) =27 (N ST exp {ﬁﬁ D> grimkoi + bzﬂi} ;
oe{-1,4+1}VN Nk:l i=1 i=1
re{-1,+1}M

and put '
uzt%b(a:) =logcosh (b + BV x).



Corollary 1.3 (Bipartite Ising formula with a field on one party). For every 5,b € R, if My /N —
a € (0,00), then

1 bi
N log Z]VISWN (ﬂ, b) —r PLuZi’%b (1/0[)
in L? and hence in L' and probability. Moreover,

Var <10g Zblp (5, )) < ﬁj\ng‘ 9)

Proof. Put ay = My /N and u]})\ifp(x) = log cosh(b+ /an x). Summing first over o gives the exact
identity

b Iu
NII}\/[N(B7 ) M]\IrVN

Indeed, the columns of the My-by-N disorder matrix are independent standard Gaussian rows in
RMN . Write G = (9ki)k<My,i<n for this matrix. The one-Lipschitz property of log cosh, Cauchy—
Schwarz, and the standard Gaussian operator-norm estimate give

L __UNle
7NlOgZJMuN]\fN 10 ZMN ]/i[b < |ﬁ’| f| H ||0p :OLQ(l).

Apply theorem 1.1 with spin dimension My, row count N, and limiting density 1/a, and multiply
by My /N — a. Finally, 9,,,[N~!log ZP?] = B(NV/N)~}(r40;), so Gaussian Poincaré gives (9). [

Gaussian spins. The spherical field formula gives the Euclidean Shcherbina—Tirozzi model [32].

Let ¢°, g1, ¢, . .. be independent standard Gaussian vectors in R, and define, for ¢ > 0,
l gk - T
z3r u,h,c:/ ex u< )+h0-x—cx2 dx.
Witwna = [ owd Su (L) +ne’ o - el
For p > 0, put
() = u(y/5 )
and

1 h?p
Psr(a;u, h,c) == 10g(27re) + sup {2 logp —cp+ ig@fo’z [As(q) + a®y,(q) + L( )] } (10)
q

p>0

Theorem 1.4 (Gaussian-spin free energy). Let u: R — R be real-valued and globally Lipschitz, let
c>0,heR, and MN/N — a € (0,00). Then

= 10g 23 My (U hy¢) — Psr(a;u, b, c) in L'.

In particular, under the hypotheses of Talagrand’s Research Problem 3.1.2, theorem 1.4 com-
putes the limit [34, Research Problem 3.1.2, p. 193]. It does not resolve the separate Research
Problem 3.2.13 on uniqueness of the scalar replica-symmetric equations [34, Research Problem 3.2.13,
p. 222]; the optimizer in (10) is not assumed to be a constant path.

Proof. Polar disintegration with z = \/po, o € Sy, gives

(WN)N/2

Z h —C o N/2—1 —CNpZSﬂ"P’h\/ﬁ d Cn = )

(11)



Stirling’s formula yields

1 1
Nlog Cny — §log(27re). (12)
For s > 0, define, using the same disorder for every s,

1 Su_2,h
Yn(s) := N log ZN%WQN % Y(s) := 7{2}% 2(@ hs).

Since p = 5% gives pN/2~1 dp = 25N~ ds, we obtain

1 ST 1 1  N—1_N[Vn(s)—cs?
108 280, (u ,0) = < 1og(20) + - log /0 GN—1 NIV (9)=es?] .

For these functions Yy and Y, theorem 8.4 gives

1 oo
— log/ sN=1eNIN(9)—es?] gg 2, sup{Y (s) + log s — cs?}.
N 0 5>0

Adding (12), with N='log2 — 0, proves L' convergence of the full free energy to

log(27re) + sup { log p — cp + Pl up(a h\f)}
p>0

where we have returned to p = s2. Substituting the definition of Pgd from (7) identifies this
expression with Pgr(c;u, h,c) in (10). O

1.2 Quenched large deviations

The free energy formula also determines nonlinear weights depending on the empirical distribution
of the constraint fields. With the Gaussian rows (gx ) held fixed, define

Z 6hk(a pRN = :U’RN 0 L;V'}
My E<Mx

On the space P(R) of probability measures, equipped with its weak topology, put

Tra(p) = sup {/u dp — P“(a)} (13)

u€BL(R) o
where BL(R) denotes bounded Lipschitz functions.

Theorem 1.5 (Quenched empirical measure large deviations). For either prior, on one event of
probability one, p; satisfies a large-deviation principle with speed My and good convex rate function
Tk.a- On the same event, for every bounded weakly continuous ¥ : P(R) — R,

1
log [ NN (do) — asup{W () — Tua(i): (14
w

Note that no convexity of ¥ is assumed in Theorem 1.5. For unnormalized Ising counting,
add log 2 to the limit in Eq. (14). At My = N, this proves the quenched Laplace principle in [6,
Definition 2.1 and Conjecture 2.2] for the Gaussian Ising perceptron. The result concerns constraint
fields under the spin prior; it does not assert replica symmetry for a conditioned spin measure. The
proof in section 7 uses differentiability of the pressure in bounded channel directions.



1.3 Scalar projection pursuit and supervised learning

We next consider the problem of maximizing an empirical objective over a single projection direction.
Let (X;); be independent standard Gaussian vectors in R?, where n/d — a € (0, 00). Fix a teacher
dimension k£ > 1, deterministic matrices W, 4 € R%** with orthonormal columns, and labels

Y; = QO(W;I,—dXZ? Ei)a

where ¢ is measurable and real-valued and the ¢; are i.i.d. with a fixed law, independently of the
covariates. The objective is n=!1 >, h(Y;, w - X;), with ||w||2 = 1 and bounded continuous h.

The limiting value uses the following scalar functional. Write C for bounded continuous functions
and let % be the nonnegative, nondecreasing integrable functions on [0,1). For H € Cy(R) and
c> 0, set

H.H(x) = sup{H(x + z) — 22/(2¢)}.
z

Let fH. solve (1) on [0,1] with coefficient 1 and terminal function h = H.H. The function h is
bounded and Lipschitz, so the definition applies to every u € % .

Theorem 1.6 (Scalar Montanari-Zhou formula). Under the preceding assumptions, for every fized
h e Cb(RQ):

max — h(Yi,w - X; su inf  Fop(u,cr
lwll2= 1nZ ' 0= re B HED >0 © (b ,7)

almost surely and in every LP with p < oo, where By (1) is the closed unit ball and

1/t dt
Fan(p,c,r) =E|f rl?r- G +f/ —. 15
wanesr) =B[N or- @ + o0 | (15)
Here G ~ N(0,Ij) is independent of €, and Y = ¢(G,e). At |r| = 1, the inner infimum equals

Er(Y,r-G).
Moreover, for every fized H € Cy(R),

n

1 1 1 dt
max — » H(w-X;) — inf f .(0,0) + / _
[wl2=1n HEX , >0 2a Jo c—i—ft u(s) ds

almost surely and in every LP with p < oo.

These formulas establish the supervised scalar conjecture [20, Conjecture 2.2, equations (14)—(15)]
and the m = 1 projection-pursuit conjecture [19, Conjecture 2.1 and Remark 1]. The first applies,
in particular, under their sub-Gaussian label assumption. The limits also identify their feasible-
distribution duals, which equal the corresponding probability limit inferiors [20, equation (9)][19,
equation (3)].

1.4 Hard constraints and capacities

We use the free-energy formula for Lipschitz potentials to derive formulas for the hard-constraint
free energy at margin € R. Let C' C R be a nonempty closed set containing either [0, c0) or
(—00, 0]. By reflection, we may assume that

[90, OO) ccC



for some finite O¢; we call such a set tail-accessible. For Z ~ N(0,1), put
de(z) = dist(z, C), ug.c(x) = —Bdc(x), mc=P(ZeC)e(0,1).
The feasible set and its normalized entropy are
Fun(C)={oc € Xy : hy(o) € C for all k < M},

1
Enty . (C) = I log un (Firy N(C)), log 0 = —oc0.

For Ising spins, the unnormalized counting entropy is log 2 + Enty 1(C). Define the hard channel
and variational value by

Proo,cla) = o i{lﬁf(q)@o{fln(q) +a® c(q)}, Poo,c(q) = ﬂlggo Dy, (9),

both taking values in [—o0, 0], with Py o c(0) = 0.

Theorem 1.7 (Closed-set hardening). Let C' be tail-accessible and My /N — o > 0. For either
prior,

Prus.c (@) | Proo,c() (B — 0). (16)
For spherical spins,

Entys(C) 5 P secla) (17)

in the extended real line. For Ising spins, if Prco,c(a) > —log2, then

Enty1(C) 5 Proo.c(a),

1
N log #]—'}VIN,N(C) B, log 2 + Pr o0, () > 0.

If P1oo,c(a) < —log2, then
1
lim sup — log P(F}. n(C) # @) < 0. (18)
N—oo N o

Define the candidate Ising capacity by the variational ratio

log 2
olC)= it B2EAND)
g€ 2: Ai(g)<co  —Poo c(q)
where the ratio is zero if @ ¢(¢) = —oo. The denominator is positive by (131). Under a common

infinite sequence of rows, define for either prior
My (C) = sup{M € Ny : Fp; n(C) # 2}
Theorem 1.8 (Ising capacity). For every tail-accessible C, the critical constraint density satisfies

log 2
0 loy< —==— : 19
<al(0) € B <o (19)

It is characterized by positivity of the variational counting entropy:

al(C) =sup{a>0:log2+ Prec(a) > 0}. (20)



Ifa # oL(C), then the probability that all My constraints admit a common feasible Ising configuration
satisfies

1, 0<a<al(0)
P(Fiy n(C) £ @) — o 21
R P, o)
If0 < a < al(C), then
1
5 o8 # P (C) L log2 + Prooca) > 0,
with the convention log0 = —oco. If a > al(C), then
1
lim sup N log P(Fysy v (C) # @) < 0.
N—o00
Moreover, MY (C) < oo almost surely for each N, and
ml(C
]}’\; ) 5 ). (22)

Nonmonotone constraints. The U-function constraint corresponds to
COY = (—00,—K|U[K,00), K >0.

Its soft channel is —3(K — |z|)+. The two theorems give its spherical hard volume and Ising entropy
and capacity, with Tou = 2P(Z > K). For K > K, ~ 0.817, this gives the full-path variational
characterization called for by the wide-regime analysis of [3]; it does not numerically evaluate the
capacity or identify an optimizing path. More examples and the limits of the tail-accessibility
assumption are discussed in section 8.5. For general C, a spherical volume formula does not imply
an emptiness threshold.

Spherical half-spaces. For Cy = [0, 00), geometry turns the hard-volume formula into a satisfia-
bility threshold. Define
a3(0) = sup{a > 0: Pso.c,(a) > —00}.

Theorem 1.9 (Spherical half-space capacity). For every § € R and positive o # ag (9),
P(Fhnn(Co) # D) — Liacaso-

For every a € (0,a2), the hard-volume limit in (17) is finite. Moreover, M3:(Cy) < 0o almost surely
and

m%]\([c") 5 a50). (23)

No assertion is made when My /N — o5 (Cp).

For negative margins, the entropy formula and the capacity characterization above establish the
variational predictions of Franz and Parisi [13]. Their further predictions concerning the structure
of the minimizing overlap distribution and the jamming critical exponents are not addressed here.

10



Relation to three problems of Talagrand. At zero Ising margin, theorems 1.7 and 1.8
give a positive deterministic capacity, convergence of the normalized random capacity, the full
subcritical variational entropy, and exponentially small supercritical satisfiability probability. These
provide variational formulas for the threshold and entropy requested in Research Problem 2.1.1 [34,
Research Problem 2.1.1, p. 152]. The formulas optimize over all overlap paths; we do not identify a
constant-path optimizer or evaluate the capacity numerically.

The Gaussian-spin formula in theorem 1.4 answers Research Problem 3.1.2. For every negative
margin, with Talagrand’s 7 equal to our 6, theorems 1.7 and 1.9 give the full-path hard-volume
limit at every density and the SAT-UNSAT transition away from the critical density, answering the
free energy and capacity aspects of Research Problem 8.4.3 [35, Research Problem 8.4.3, p. 25]. We
make no claim at the critical load and do not determine optimizer structure or critical exponents.

2 Proof of the free energy formula

In this section, we outline the proof of the Parisi formula for the soft free energy, theorem 1.1, and
state the main ingredients. We establish matching lower and upper bounds for the limiting free
energy. The lower bound follows the Aizenman—Sims—Starr scheme, using increments obtained by
adding finitely many constraints and coordinates. The upper bound uses a Guerra interpolation.

For both bounds, we add a Gaussian perturbation, independent of the constraint vectors, that
changes the expected normalized log partition function by o(1). This perturbation enforces the joint
Ghirlanda—Guerra identities for subsequential limits of the disorder-averaged replica laws of the
spin overlaps and cascade ancestry labels. Together with synchronization, these identities yield the
limiting-array representation used in the cavity calculations.

Cavity in M determines the asymptotic effect of adding a fixed number of constraints. Cavity
in N bounds the increment produced by adding a fixed block of coordinates. The overlap equation
supplies the supporting equality needed to turn these calculations into the two variational bounds. We
state these results below and deduce theorem 1.1 from them at the end of this section. Sections 3-6
provide the proofs of these results and verify their limiting-array hypotheses.

Let us first work with centered smooth channels; this assumption will be removed later. For the
cavity arguments, assume

ug(0) =0,  wug€ C*(R),  Lj:= sup lud o <00 (1< < 3). (24)

Put L = Ly, fix k € {I, S}, and write u; = ug,, where the marks ©; ~ v are i.i.d. and independent
of the Gaussian vectors and all further randomness introduced below. We work at zero external
field (meaning b = 0) and abbreviate A = A,; and § = S;.

2.1 Conditional constraint insertion and reconstruction

We first isolate the effect of adding a fixed number of independent constraints u(hy) to the
Hamiltonian. Throughout, the channels and marks satisfy the centered smooth assumptions stated
above, and L = supy ||uj |-

The key result in this section is proposition 2.1, which has two conclusions. First, adding a fixed
number of independent constraints preserves the limiting joint distribution of the spin overlaps and
ancestry labels (R, rem)em>1, after averaging over the disorder. Second, under the reconstruction
hypotheses (stated in the proposition), the proposition identifies the limiting distribution of the
score-overlap array @ (36) jointly with (R, 7).

11



The finite-volume measure and its overlap array. Fix d > 2. Let 934 be the RPC with
masses j/d, 1 < j < d, viewed as a random probability measure on the leaf set £4 = N1 For two
leaves 1,7/, let |np A 1| be the number of initial coordinates they have in common. Define

n_ JInAd'l/d, n#a,
r(n,n) = ) =1

We also write -’ = r(n,n’). Let Gy be a random probability measure on
Sy =38 x Lg x Epn, s=(o,n,8),

where E is any measurable space, allowing for possibly more integrated coordinates; it is a singleton
when none are present. Let .#x be a sigma-algebra determining Gu. In the applications, it contains
the retained constraint vectors and channel marks, the cascade weights, and any Gaussian source
fields and perturbations used to define G . It excludes the marks and Gaussian noises of constraints
to be inserted.

Conditional on .Zy, sample replicas s* = (of, 7", &%) independently from Gp. For a function A
of n replicas, write

@@N>_/A@a“.ﬁwficNuu@
/=1

Define

Rfm = ) Tem = 7“(77Z7 77m) (25)

Thus Ry = rge = 1. The array (rg,,) records the shared ancestry of the sampled leaves; this is their

genealogy. The pair-ancestry distribution of 93, has quantile

jld, velj/d,(j+1)/d), 0<j<d-2,

pilv) = | (26)
1, ve[ld-1)/d,1).

Let U = (Uyyy,) be the limiting ancestry array of finite RPCs with ancestry grids of vanishing mesh,
with Up = 1. Its law is uniquely determined by [26, Theorems 2.13, 2.17 and Remark 2.1], and Uy
is uniform on [0,1). Write Ey; for expectation under this array law; its entries are not independent.

We work along a subsequence on which the disorder-averaged replica laws of (R,r) converge.
Denoting the limiting array by (R°°,r°°), the required representation is

(RS, 1) 0em = (@(Uem)s paUem))o<m, g € 2, (27)

with diagonal (1,1). Here 2 consists of right-continuous nondecreasing paths [0, 1] — [0, 1], with
value one at 1, identified almost everywhere on [0,1). The path ¢ is deterministic at the fixed
parameters. The array U represents the limiting law; it is not a coordinate of G and need not
be recoverable from (R, r°°). Section 6 verifies this representation using joint Ghirlanda—Guerra
identities and synchronization.

The scalar response. We now define the scalar quantities associated with a covariance path
c € 2. Although pg is a fixed step function, ¢ need not be constant on its intervals. We therefore
use auxiliary cascades on grids adapted to c. These cascades are used only for the scalar calculation;
they do not add coordinates to G or change Ry.
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First suppose that c is constant on each interval [m;,m;1) of a grid
T={0=mg < - <myp =1}
Let %, be the RPC with masses my1, ..., my, with leaves indexed by N”, and put
r"(n,n) = Minay'|-

In particular, 7™(n,n) = m;. For distinct replicas set 1}, = r”(nf ,n™), and set rj, = 1 separately.
Thus, unlike the finite-volume convention, the auxiliary label of two distinct replicas on the same
leaf is mj, not one. Write E, for the averaged law of these ancestry labels when the leaves are
sampled from the unweighted cascade R;.

Independently of the cascade weights, take a centered Gaussian field (X (n))nens with covariance

E[X(m)X ()] = c(r™ (7).
Its variance is ¢, 1= ¢(1—) = ¢(m). Fix a channel u, and write

v(dz) == (271')71/267%/2 dz.

Define )
Ze = / / !X HVIZe2) oy (dz) My (dn).
NJ JR
Set
_ (X ¢(n,2))
X, z) =X()+V1—ciz, Greu(dn, dz) = 279%( dn)y(dz). (28)

Write (). for independent-replica expectation under Gy ., and put X ol .= X¢(nt, 2%). The
scalar calculation in theorem 3.2 gives

Elog Zr cu = Pulc),

where ®,, is the channel functional from (2), and defines a step response p.,, by

E (f(rfy)u/ (XM (X°%))

J

=D (g1 = my) f(mj)peu(m;) (29)
m,C,U ,_
for every bounded Borel f : [0,1] — R, with p., constant on each [mj,mj;1). The response p.
is nonnegative, nondecreasing, bounded by ||«/||%,, and constant on every interval on which c is
constant. For step paths ¢, ¢ on a common grid, Gaussian covariance differentiation gives

1 1

d =5 || Pealr) (@) = e(r) ar.

Etﬁu((l — s)c+ sC)

s=0+

Thus the two-replica derivative correlation also determines the first variation of ®, in the covariance
path.

For general ¢ € 2, choose step paths ¢, — ¢ in L'([0,1)) on grids 7, of vanishing mesh. The
averaged finite-replica laws of the ancestry labels and completed inputs, and the responses pe,, 4,
converge independently of the approximation. Their limits define E(-)., and p.,, respectively;
response convergence is in L. For example,

E<X(Xc)>0,u = nlglgo E<X(ch)>wn,cn,u

13



for bounded continuous x : R — R. Section 3 proves existence, independence of approximation, and
continuity.
For the random channels, define

B(c) = /R By () v(dB),  pelr) = /R Py (1) 1(6). (30)
Fach channel is normalized separately before averaging over its mark. Averaging the fixed-channel
derivative identity gives, for step paths on a common grid,

i@((l — s)c+ sc) =—1{pe,c—¢), (a,b) := /01 a(r)b(r) dr. (31)

ds

s=0+

The map ¢ — p. is L'-continuous, and for all ¢,¢ € 2,
@(c) — @(¢)] < 5L7||e — ¢l 1. (32)
The Gaussian fields to be inserted. Return to the finite-volume measure G. Let Cy be an
Zn-measurable covariance kernel on Sy, with constant diagonal Cx (s, s) = vy, where
0<wuny <1+ep, vy — v € [0,1], ey — 0.
Conditional on Zy, construct a centered measurable Gaussian process Xy with covariance
E[Xn(s)Xn(s") | Fn] = Cn(s,8),
using Gaussian randomness independent of replica sampling and of the new channel marks. Define
Xn(s8,2) = Xn(s) +VI+en —on 2, z integrated against ~.
For a deterministic ¢ € 2 with ¢, < v, assume that, for every fixed n > 2,
(Rems Toms CN (5, 5™)) 1 <pemen == (0Utn); paUem)s eUem)) <y e (33)

This convergence averages over .%y and replicas sampled from G, before insertion. The diagonals
of the displayed triples are (1,1,vy) — (1,1, v). Different constraints use conditionally independent
copies of Xy and separate Gaussian integration coordinates.

For n > 2, set

Dn = ([—1, ].] X [07 1])n><n7 As;rfl) (817 ) Sn) = ((Rfmv T@m))lgé’mgn‘
Thus AE\T,L) depends only on the spin and leaf coordinates of the n states. Define the limiting array
block
Al .

sa’ = (aem) 1<€,m<n’

A = (q(Ufm)vpd(UZm)), {#m,
), (=m,

where U has the array law specified in (27), and Ey; denotes expectation under that law. For a
deterministic bounded continuous function F': D,, — R, write

Fn(s',...,s") = F(AW (s, ... s").

The function F is fixed as N varies and does not depend on the disorder. The assumed convergence
of the replica array under Gy means that

E(Fn)y — EgF(AD)

for every n > 2 and every F' as above.

14



Proposition 2.1 (Independent constraint insertion and reconstruction). Assume the preceding
hypotheses on Gy, its limiting array, and the new Gaussian fields, with deterministic limiting paths
q,c.

Insertion. Fiz k > 1. Give the new constraints independent marks ©, ~ v, independent of Fn
and the Gaussian noises, and write uy = ue,. Let Xnyp, 1 < b <k, be the conditionally independent
Gaussian fields specified above, and put

Xp(s, zb) XNb( )—i—\/l—I—é‘N—UNZE.

Write 2° = (29,..., z,g), and let v be standard Gaussian probability measure on R. With all marks
and Gaussian fields held fized, define

k
ZJ—\Ff,k ::/ exp{Zub Xy(s, 29) }GN (ds) H (dzD),
SNXR b=1

b=1
ex kup(X, s, 29 k
G 1x(ds, d2°) := p{ZbIZi( bl b))}GN(dS) [T~ (az).
Nk b=1

For a bounded measurable function B of n > 1 augmented states, define
n
Blawi= [ B 2"m) [] Gl ds’, a2,
(=1

and write X{ = X(s", zl? L;).
For every fired n > 2 and every deterministic bounded continuous F : D, — R,

E<FN>+k — E(FN>N — 0.

Consequently,

E(FN)+x — EvFe.
Moreover,

Elog Zf; ;, — k®(c). (34)
For each k € {1,2}, every n > 2, and every F as above,

k
E <FN 11 ug(Xg)ug(X§)> — By [Foope(Ur2)"]. (35)
b=1 +k

Reconstruction. Consider full measures G n, with M = My — oo, on states with the same
spin and leaf coordinates as above. Suppose that their disorder-averaged replica laws, including the
channel marks and constraint inputs, are invariant under permutations of the M constraints.

For j =1,2, let Gg\ﬂ& denote the normalized measure obtained by deleting constraints 1,...,7
and omitting their added integration coordinates. Suppose that this measure is independent of the
deleted marks and Gaussian noises, and that restoring these constraints by the preceding insertion
gives GN -

Assume that, along a common subsequence, the two deleted measures satisfy the insertion
hypotheses, with deterministic paths ¢\=7),c=9), j = 1,2, not assumed equal. All limits in this
reconstruction statement are taken along that subsequence. In each deleted system, suppose that
every restored constraint has the same off-diagonal covariance rule

Cn (s, 8™) = K(Rom,Tem), C#m,
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where K : [—1,1] x [0,1] = R is a fized Borel function, and that

D) = K (¢ (), pa(v))  for almost every v € [0,1), j=1,2.
Then the two deleted measures and the full measure have the same limiting spin-overlap path:
=q'"% =:q almost everywhere on [0,1).

Their limiting covariance paths also agree:

=D =g c(v) = K(q(v), pa(v)) almost everywhere on [0, 1).

In particular, the full measure has limiting overlap array (27) with this path q.
Finally, let Xf = XN,b(s{b) +V1+eny —vN Z,?’Z be the input of constraint b at replica £, and
put up, = ue,. Define

LS (Xl (X, (36)

B

Qom -

I
—_

My
Every joint subsequential limit (R, r>°, Q)
satisfies

of the disorder-averaged replica laws under G
Q75 = Pe(R13,773) = pe(Ur2)  almost surely, (37)
where pe : [0,1]2 — R is a bounded Borel function satisfying

Pe(q(v), pa(v)) = pe(v)  for almost every v € [0,1).

The final equality in (37) is understood in the limiting representation (27). For every bounded Borel
function x : R x R — R that is continuous in its second argument,

> — 0,
(38)
M) i= [ EO0,X%))ey 1(d6).

2

E<’1§x<e X1 = me(x)
Mb:l n ‘

The scalar expectation is the normalized finite-cascade limit defined above, with the channel mark
averaged afterward.

In particular, define the diagonal derivative correlation by
pans(€) = | E(up(X)2)c, v(0). (39)

Applying (38) with x(0,z) = uj(z)? gives E(|Q11 — pdiag(c)|?) — 0. This one-replica quantity need
not equal p.(1—), which is a two-replica correlation. Even when two replicas share a scalar cascade
leaf, their terminal coordinates are sampled separately. Conditional Jensen in the scalar transition
law gives

0 < pe(r) < paiag(c) < L?  for a.e. r € [0,1), Pe(1=) < Pdiag(c)-

To explain the reconstruction, put Sy := uj (X} )uj,(X?2), so that Q12 = M 13", S,. Constraint

exchangeability gives
E(FQi2) = E(FS,),

_ 40
E(FQE,) = X1 o)

1
E(FS;Ss) + ME<FS%>.
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The last term is bounded in absolute value by ||F||sL*/M. Deleting and restoring one constraint
in the first identity and two in the second therefore gives

E(FQ12) — Ey[Faope(Ur2)], (41)
E(FQis) — Eu[Faope(Ui2)?]- (42)

The common covariance rule and the plateau property make p.(Uj2) a Borel function of (R$S,75).
These identities determine the conditional first and second moments of Q5 given the limiting
overlap—ancestry array. Its conditional variance is zero, proving (37). When several constraints are
inserted together, their weights share the random normalizer Z]T[ - These conclusions therefore use
the normalized RPC calculation, not independence of the unnormalized constraint weights alone.
Section 3.2 proves the insertion and reconstruction statements, including agreement of the deleted
and full limiting paths.

2.2 Identifying the overlap equation

In this section we identify a self-consistency equation the order parameter ¢, corresponding to spin
overlap Rjo, must satisfy. Since this equation is used in the upper bound as well, we specify the
interpolation and the perturbation before stating the overlap equation. Fix d > 2, t € [0,1], a
trial path ¢° € 24, and a bounded nonnegative nondecreasing path a® on the same grid. Here 2y
consists of paths constant on [j/d, (j + 1)/d). Write b, = b(1—) for a path’s last off-diagonal value
and define its lookup on the finite ancestry labels by

b (pa(u)) = b(u) for a.e. u € [0,1).

In particular bﬁ(l) = b,. Let Y}, be independent Gaussian fields on the cascade, with covariance
q07ﬁ(rm7/) and variance ¢, and put

Yk(nazlg) = }716(77) + \/ 1- qg Zlga Xk,t = \/Ehk(a) +v1-— tYk(% Zlg)

The variables 22 are integrated against standard Gaussian measure. Independently, let wae =
(Wﬂo)ig ~ have independent spatial coordinates of covariance a®#(r,, ) and variance a2, and set
Wy =+v1— tWa”. All Gaussian ancestor marks are independent of the cascade weights.

Use a centered Gaussian perturbation Vy (o, ), independent of the channel marks, constraint
vectors, and source fields, whose law does not depend on M or t. It has amplitudes x € [1, 2]N ;
Ex averages their independent uniform laws, while E holds them fixed. Use the same realization
for every constraint count. Section 6 constructs this perturbation and proves the properties stated
below.

Define N

,HN,Mﬂg = Z uk(Xk,t) + W0 — 5(1 — t)ag + Vn, (43)
k<M
and let Zn a7+ normalize

eMN Mt

Gn mi(do, dn, dzo) =

= ———hy(do) R dn)y®M (d="). (44)
N,M,t

Adding Vi changes normalized expected pressure by o(1), uniformly in the amplitudes and time. At
t = 1, removing it gives the original zero-field model. For every bounded Borel f, the finite-volume
ancestry marginal is exactly

1
E(f (ra))ware = /O £(pa(s)) ds. (45)
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Deleting a constraint leaves its Gaussian noises independent of the remaining measure. Its covariance
on restoration is

tRoym + (1 —t)q"* (rem) (C#£m),  Var(Xj,) =1 (46)
Thus, if the spin path is ¢, constraint reconstruction uses
= (1 —1)¢° + tq.

Here are the two scalar responses. For a step source a, let w® be a Gaussian field on R, with
covariance a(r™) and variance a.. For Ising spins, set

eTw (1) —ax /2 5_1+ 68

Pra(dn, dr) = ————%R(dn)—

(dr).

Its two-replica correlation defines g.; for general a, take the finite-cascade limit established in
Section 4:

E(f(Ur2)T / f(r

For the sphere, the response has an explicit integral formula. Put x4(s) = inf{r € [0,1) : a(r) > s},
with inf @ = 1, and set

For 5 € ®,, define

mapl(s) = [ 2alv) v,
co e ds 1 a  ds
@)= [ e =g+ [ e (47)

Section 4 proves that V() = 1 has a unique solution 5(a) € D,. Define
@?(T) - qZ?B(a)(T) (T < 1)a QAS(U =1

The spherical spin transform is

Ss(a) = ;{5()—1—61* log 3(a +0 ﬁ()}

Both responses are nonnegative, nondecreasing, bounded by one, and constant on plateaus of a.

Proposition 2.2 (Scalar spin identities). For either prior, every q € 2, and every a € S,

Ax(q) = sup {Sx(b) + 5(b,9)},
be Py,
Ax(@y) = Sula) + 3(a,@5) < oo.
For a fized step source a on w, let W® have N independent coordinates distributed as w®. Then

—Elog / / Wy o-Naw/2 i (dVR (dny) — Se(a). (48)

For Ising spins, equality holds for every N.
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Section 4 proves these identities; the Ising conjugate formula is already the definition of Aj.
Call (q,a) a supporting pair when A(q) = S(a) + (a, q)/2. Applying the conjugate inequality to
each of two supporting pairs and adding gives

(@1 — qo, a1 —ap) > 0.

This is the sign used in the upper bound. The Ising supporting equality uses the Chen-Issa—Mourrat
concavity theorem [9]; the spherical one follows from a Gaussian integral. Neither requires convexity
of the channel functional ®.

For the next two propositions, retain fixed amplitudes and a joint array-convergent subsequence
for the full measures and their one- and two-constraint deletions. For Ising spins also include the
system obtained by deleting one coordinate from dimension D, retaining the denominator v/D and
using Vp_1, and its constraint deletions.

Section 6 supplies the required limits as follows. From any dimension sequence, one may select a
common subsequence for any fixed finite collection of constraint-count changes and the preceding
deletions. For almost every amplitude vector at t = 1, and for almost every amplitude-time pair
in the interpolation, every further joint array limit has the form (27). Compactness supplies such
refinements at each retained parameter. The paths of different systems are not assumed to agree.

Proposition 2.3 (The overlap equation). Let M/N — a € (0,00), and let q be the limiting spin
path of Gy arg. Set
c=(1-1t)q" +1q, a=(1-1t)a®+ tap..
Then 1
q=q, almost everywhere, A(g) = S(a) + i(q, ay.

For spherical spins, the precision is identified by

- 1

Bla) =14+a,—(q,0) = ——.

The two priors lead to different short proofs. For Ising spins, retaining v D when deleting a
coordinate leaves a Gaussian linear term and a quadratic term independent of that coordinate.
Constraint restoration concentrates this term, and coordinate exchangeability identifies the response.
On the sphere, integration by parts in the tangent direction 02 — R120' cancels the second-derivative
and diagonal terms exactly. The remaining identity involves only ()12, so constraint reconstruction
and the three-replica RPC law determine g. Section 5 gives both proofs.

2.3 The logarithmic increment from a fixed block

At t = 1, with the amplitudes fixed, write Ay(M) = Elog Zn a,1. The next proposition computes
the partition-function ratio needed for the lower bound.

Proposition 2.4 (Inserting a fixed block of coordinates). Fix K > 1. If My /N — « and q is the
ltimiting spin path in dimension N under the preceding hypotheses, then

lim]\/jnf{AN+K(MN) — AN(MN)} > K.A(q)

No array limit at dimension N + K is required. For each compact I C (0,00), there is Ci,1 < 00
such that, uniformly in the amplitudes and sufficiently large N,

ANt (M) —AN(M) = —Cg1  (M/N €1). (49)
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All K coordinates are inserted together. The expansion uses ) and the single coefficient
M5l (hi) — hgu),(hi) }, reconstructed before insertion. Their qualitative limits suffice because
their multipliers are bounded for a fixed coordinate cutoff. The overlap equation has already fixed
the scalar precision. Consequently the spherical proof passes only expected logarithms to the limit;
it does not need a limit theorem for the inserted coordinates or their second moments. The lower
bound below combines this proposition with constraint insertion at the same dimension. The upper
bound uses only the supporting equality in theorem 2.3.

2.4 Proof of the theorem

Two elementary bounds complete the stated inputs. Independent row insertion and Jensen’s
inequality give, uniformly in the amplitudes,

IAN(M +1) — AN(M)] € Crow,  |2(q)] € Crows  Ciow :=Ee?l Z ~ N(0,1).  (50)

The same centered-channel bounds, Gaussian Poincaré, and resampling one mark give, for the
original model and M /N in a fixed compact subset of (0, c0),

Var(N~"log 23, ) < C/N. (51)
The estimates are proved in Sections 3 and 6, respectively.

Proof of theorem 1.1. First assume the centered smooth hypotheses (24), and abbreviate & = E, ®
A=A, and S = S,.. Write

P.(a) := inf {A(q) + a®(q)}, Fn, = N~ tlog ZN -
qe2 N

ug s

Lower bound. For the Aizenman—Sims—Starr lower bound [2], fix d = 2, use the interpolation at
t =1, and set

my =2+ [aN], An(M) =Elog Zn s ZN:EXAN(mN),
where Ay (M) keeps the amplitudes fixed. Fix K > 1. The number ky g = my4x — my satisfies
kN x — K| < 1.
Insert these constraints first and then all K coordinates:
AN k(x) = Anyr(my+k) — An(my)
= An(mnik) — An(my) + Anyx(mnik) — AN(MN4K)-

From any subsequence, select one on which ky i = k is constant and apply the common selection
stated above to both constraint counts and all deletions required by the cavity propositions. At
almost every amplitude vector, take a joint array-convergent refinement. Proposition 2.1 identifies
the same spin path ¢ at the two counts and gives Ay(my+x) — An(my) — k®(q). Proposition 2.4,
applied at the second count, gives a lower limit K. A(q) for the remaining term. Hence

limNinf An i (x) > K{A(q) + a®(q)} + (k — aK)®(q) > KPx(c) — Crow-

The bound is independent of ¢, so a refinement of any subsequence realizing a smaller lower limit
would give a contradiction. The row bound (50) and the uniform block bound (49) provide a lower
envelope for Ay i independent of N, x. Fatou’s lemma gives

thinf(ZN-&-K — ZN) Z K’P,Q(Oé) - Crow-
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Telescope at fixed K in each residue class modulo K, divide by the dimension, and let K — oo.
This yields liminfy Ay /N > P,(a). Removing the perturbation costs o(1) in normalized pressure.
Since |My — my| = o(N), the row bound transfers the result to every My/N — «, proving
lim ian IE:FN’,€ > ’P,Q(Oé).

Upper bound. Fix d > 2. The conjugate formula in theorem 2.2 makes A convex and lower
semicontinuous. Compactness of 24, continuity of ®, and the finite competitor gy € 24 give a

minimizer ¢° of A+ a® on 2,. Put

a® = apgo.

Minimality along (1 — s)¢" + sq, the channel derivative (31), and the convex secant inequality give
Alg) = 3(a®,q) = A(¢") - 3(a’,¢"), g€ Za (52)

For infinite A(q) this is automatic. The plateau properties put ¢ := g, in 2;. The conjugate
inequality, (52), and scalar supporting equality imply

S(a’) < A(¢°) = 3(a’,¢") < A(@) - 3(a’,q) = S(a).

Thus (¢°, a®) is a supporting pair, including at boundary minimizers; no identity ¢° = g,o is needed.

Use (43) with these trial paths and set ay = My /N, ¢%(t) = N~'Elog Zn ary t, and Py (t) =
Ex@y (t). Write Q4 ¢, for (36) with inputs Xy, and let brackets below denote replicas of Gy ary -
Define

% (t) := B((R12 — ¢"*(r12)) (anQt12 — a® (r12))) i x-

Gaussian integration by parts, conditional on the channel marks, gives the two contributions

1
—Q%E<(R12 - q07ﬁ(T12))Qt,12>t,xa §E<a0’ﬁ(rl2)R12>t,x'

The row diagonals cancel because both fields have variance one; the source diagonal cancels the
derivative of —N(1 — t)a2/2. The exact ancestry marginal (45) then gives

(X)) = 3{a’,d°) — 32X (D). (53)

Apply the common selection on the amplitude—time product space. For almost every (x,t), 0 < ¢t < 1,
any further subsequence has a joint array-convergent refinement for the full and required deleted
systems. If its spin path is ¢, the cavity propositions give

~

e =(1- t)qO + tgs, ar = (1— t)ao + tape,, Gt = Qay-

Joint reconstruction of (R, 7, Q) passes the bounded remainder to %; = (q; — ¢°, ap., — a®); the trial
lookups are continuous on the finite ancestry set. Both (g, a;) and (¢°, a®) are supporting pairs, so

t% = (q¢ — ¢ a; — a0> > 0.

Every such refinement has a nonnegative limit. Thus the selected subsequence has lim inf y 2% () > 0
almost everywhere. The bound

(2% ()] < 2{anL? + [la"]lo }

permits Fatou’s lemma; since the starting subsequence was arbitrary, lim inf x5 Ex fol Z%(t) dt > 0.
It remains to evaluate the endpoints. Removing Vi costs o(1) in normalized expected pressure,
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uniformly in the amplitudes. At ¢t = 0, the independent row and spin recursions add. The row part
contributes ay®(q°), and the spin-block limit in theorem 2.2 evaluates the remaining part. Thus

en(0) — S(a”) + a®(q”).
At t =1, the unperturbed model is the original perceptron, so
?n(1) =EFN +o(1).
Integrating (53) now yields

limsup EFy« < 5(a°) +a®(") + 5(a”,¢") = min {A(g) + a®(g)}.

d
For d = 2", approximate any g € 2 from below by q4(r) = ¢(j/d) on [j/d, (j+1)/d), with ¢gq4(1) = 1.
Then g4 — ¢ in L' and the conjugate formula gives A(qq) < A(q). Continuity of ® shows that the
grid minima decrease to P, («). Together with the lower bound and the original centered-model
variance estimate (51), this proves convergence in L.

General Lipschitz channels and the convergence assertions. For a centered uniformly Lipschitz
family, convolve with one common mollifier and subtract the mollified value at zero. The resulting
jointly Borel family ug s satisfies (24) and &5 := supg ||ug,s — uslloc = O(LJ). Comparison of
exponential weights bounds the normalized pressure difference pointwise by (My/N)es. The scalar
recursions likewise bound the variational-value difference by aes. Send N — oo, then § | 0, to
obtain the centered formula in L?. For general channels set 1y = ug — up(0). Exactly,

log Zy'y(u) = > e, (0) +log Zy", (@), Dy, = up(0) + D7 .
k<M

The L' law of large numbers, or its L? version under the stated second moment, proves the
corresponding limits. Finally, if |ug| < B almost surely, resampling one complete row changes log Z
by at most 2B. Bounded differences give summable deviation probabilities for each fixed positive
normalized deviation; Borel-Cantelli and convergence of the means yield almost-sure convergence.
The deterministic bound |Fv | < MyB/N then gives convergence in every finite LP. O

Organization Section 3 proves theorem 2.1 and the channel derivative formula. Section 4
proves theorem 2.2. Section 5 proves theorems 2.3 and 2.4. Section 6 constructs the perturbation
and establishes the ancestry identity, common subsequence selection, and concentration estimates.
Section 7 proves the quenched large-deviation principle; Section 8 proves the Gaussian-field extension
and the remaining application results.

3 Cavity in M

One- and two-row insertions determine the conditional first and second moments of (Q12. We
compute these moments on finite cascades and transfer them to the model.

We use the centered smooth family (24) and the averaged responses (30) throughout Sections 3-6.
Write N, = 7%, where we recall v denotes the standard Gaussian law. Deletion and restoration
always concern a complete marked row; all estimates below are uniform in its mark.
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3.1 Independent constraint insertion

Begin with a step path c on a finite grid 7. Take independent completed fields X} from (28), with
Gaussian mark trees independent of the entire cascade Poisson tree. Set

Gresr(dn, dz) = Z} e2oar S0P (4n)N(d2).

e

Here Z .\ normalizes the measure, and X, bc’ﬁ =X l‘j(né ,zt). For general paths, the brackets E(-)e+k
denote the limits of these averaged finite-replica laws, constructed below. The following conditional
specialization of marked-RPC invariance [26, Theorem 4.4] tracks both the inserted inputs and their
genealogy.

Lemma 3.1 (Marked-RPC reweighting). Consider a finite RPC with masses 0 < mj < -+ < mg <
1. Conditional on root data %y, independent of the Poisson tree, attach a standard Borel mark
tree independent of that entire tree. Given ancestral marks, child subtrees are independent with a
common law. Apply one common positive finite measurable function L to each marked branch and
the root data, giving weights L, . Define

S;=1L, Sjo1 = (B;S;)Mmi, j=d,....1,

where E; integrates the child mark given its ancestors. Assume these conditional moments are finite
and positive. Then Z =3, vyLy is finite and positive. After a genealogy-preserving relabelling, the
weights vyLy/Z have the original RPC law and are independent of the mark tree with transitions

V;_(dy | ancestors) = (S;/5;-1)™v;(dy | ancestors). (54)
In particular, for every bounded finite-genealogy test F',
E[(F)+ | Zo] = ERpcF, m= (my,...,mgq),

and
E[log Z —log Sy | %] = 0.

Thus Elog Z = Elog Sy if E|log So| < oco. All mark and weight assertions are conditional on F.

Proof. Conditional on the root data, apply [26, Theorem 4.4] with X; = log L and X; = log S;. Its
transitions (4.43) are (54); the conditional moment assumption makes the recursion finite. The
theorem gives independence of the full reweighted cascade and tilted mark tree, including genealogy.
For unnormalized weights, [26, Theorem 4.3 and (4.53)] also gives

T = anLn/So 7= an.
n n

By [26, Lemmas 2.2 and 2.4], T is a deterministic scale times a stable Poisson total with integrable
logarithm. Hence log Z — log Sy = logT” — log T has conditional mean zero and an absolute first
moment bounded independently of the root data. This proves the logarithmic assertions and
positivity and finiteness of Z = SyT”/T. Depth zero is immediate. O

For the finite-step calculation, define

T sh(z) = m ' log Be™@HVs2) (1 > 0), Ty h(z) = Bh(z +/sZ), Z~N(0,1). (55)
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Write ¢ = ¢; on [mj,mjt1), where 0 = mg < --- < myy; =1, and set cjy1 = 1. The Cole-Hopf
transform on each interval where . is constant gives the PDE value (2) as

XJ+1 = u, Xj = ij+1’cj+1_chj+1 (] = J, e ,O), <I>u(c) = [TO,CQXO](O)'

Indeed, 7. = mj41 on (¢j,¢j+1), and it is zero below ¢y. Thus the root is averaged without tilting
and the terminal interval has mass one. For general paths, control stability and the quantile identity

[ bt = eto) e = e~

identify the PDE value with the continuous extension of this recursion. The control lemma applies
on any finite horizon T' > 0: under ¢t = T's, its diffusion coefficient is T" and its nonlinear coefficient
is Ty(T's). Additive constants give ®, = u(0) + ®,_,(g), while centering leaves normalized laws
unchanged.

Corollary 3.2 (Independent constraint insertions). For a step path ¢ on 7, every fized k > 1, and
every bounded Borel test F' of finitely many replica ancestries,

E(F)rc+k =EF, Elog Zy ., = k®(c). (56)

If these replicas include 1,2, then
, 1 2
E <F [T (35 Dup (X3 )> = Ex[Fpe(rf2)"]. (57)
b=1 m,c+k
For bounded Borel measurable x4(0,x), continuous in x,

k k
E <H X5 (O, X§’1>> = [T E0G(0, X)) (58)
m,c,+k

b=1 b=1

For arbitrary c € 2, these identities hold for the limiting replica laws, with r™, &, replaced by U, Ey.
The limiting expected log normalizer is k®(c). The response p. is nondecreasing, takes values in
[0, L?], and is constant on plateaus of c. Both ®(c) and p. are continuous for L' convergence of c.
The derivative formula (31) also holds.

Finite-step proof. Condition on the fresh marks. Represent each row by independent ancestral
Gaussian increments of variances cg,c1 — ¢g,...,cj; — c¢j_1, integrate its terminal Gaussian, and
apply theorem 3.1 conditional on the root Gaussians. The bound |uy(z)| < L|x| makes the recursion
finite and its root log value integrable. Independent rows have factorized exponential moments, so
the recursion adds and the tilted transitions factor even for different terminals [26, Theorem 2.9
and (2.59)-(2.60)]. The expected log normalizer is therefore >, ®,, (¢). Conditional on any sampled
genealogy, the entire tilted mark trees are independent across rows; their one-replica marginals do
not depend on the genealogy. Averaging the marks proves (56) and (58).

For one terminal u, start with go ~ N(0,¢0) and tilt each transition N(gj,cjy1 — ¢;) by
emi+1(Xj+1(9541)=X;(9)) - including the terminal step. Differentiating the recursion shows that
M; =X j’ (g;) is a bounded martingale. Replicas branching after level j have conditionally independent
continuations and terminal scores of conditional mean M;. Hence

Peu(r) = IEM]2 on [mj, mj41).
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Other branches integrate to one, so this identity holds conditional on the full genealogy. Independent

marks give
k

Eo,,...0, H Pcue, (r) = pC(T)k>
b=1

proving (57). Conditional Jensen gives monotonicity and 0 < p.(r) < paiag(c) < L?; the inequality

passes to general paths by their L' limits. Zero-variance transitions give the plateau property.
Gaussian covariance differentiation, with completed diagonal variance fixed at one, leaves only

the two-replica score term and gives (31). The recursion and its derivatives are measurable in the

marks, and the uniform derivative bounds justify mark averaging. Integrating the derivative gives
(32). O

To pass through the random normalizer, we need positive and inverse weight moments. Under any
base p independent of fresh row noises, the completed inputs at one sampled state are independent

standard normals. Thus, for W = vk 4o (X8) g4 every p > 0,
Epu(WP + WP) < 2(EePHZNE < oo (59)

For one fresh row under an independent probability measure I', Jensen also gives, with A =
log I'(e"1X1) > 0,
llogD(e"eXN| < A, EA? <EePH2l (p>1). (60)

These bounds also control mark fluctuations and row-count changes.

Lemma 3.3 (Convergence after changing density). Let u, be random probability measures, W, > 0
measurable weights, and A,(s,s') maps into a fized Polish space; single-sample marks may be
included. For conditional independent samples, put

Zn = pn(Wa), i (ds) = Z ' Wa(s)un(ds).
Suppose that every finite sampled array, including its diagonal, converges:
((An(SZ7 5"™))em<ks (Wn(sz))ﬁgk) = ((Aem)em<ts We<k), Wt >0,

and, for everyp > 1,
sup Ep, (WP + W, P) < 0.
n

Then the sampled arrays under p; converge to a unique consistent replica law determined by the
array on the right. There is also a positive random variable Z, determined by that array, such that

Lp = Z, Elog Z,, — Elog Z.

No random-measure representation of the limiting array is required. If one is given, the limits agree
with its ordinary change of density.

Proof. Fix a bounded continuous test F' of a k-replica array, with |F| < 1, and take P conditional
independent samples s',...,s” from p,. Set

k
Hy(s',...,s") = F((An(s", 8™ ))emsi) [T Wa(s),
/=1
B, = u%*(H,), Bup=P7" Y Hy(s",... "),
U150yl <P
Znp=P 'Y Wi(s"),  M,=1+supEu,(WE+W,7).
n

i<p
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Single-sample marks are included in the argument of F' when present. Repeated sample indices are
allowed in B, p; this is why the array-convergence hypothesis includes the diagonal.

Conditional independence gives E|Z, p — Z,|?> < My/P. To estimate the numerator, expand
E|B,.p — B,|? as a sum over two ordered k-tuples of sample indices. If all 2k indices are different,
the corresponding centered product has conditional expectation zero. There are at most (22k) p2k-1
remaining pairs of tuples. For a tuple with distinct indices of multiplicities m1, ..., m;, where
> m; = k, Holder with exponents k/m; and k/(k —m;) (or equality when m; = k) gives

J
BIH (5" o5 | W Au] < T] i (W2T) < (W29,
i=1
Also |B,|? < pn(W2k). Cauchy-Schwarz therefore bounds each remaining centered product in
absolute expectation by 4Ms;, and hence

2k

E|BTL,P - Bn|2 < 4( 2

)Mgk /P,

Jensen bounds all positive and inverse moments of Z,,, Z,, p. Since |B,| < Zf,f and |B,, p| < Zﬁf’
expanding the difference using the larger denominator gives

|Bn,P - Bn| |Zn,P - Zn|
~ max(Zy, Znp)k max(Zn, Znp)’

Bup  Bn
zk . Zk

n

Cauchy—Schwarz, with exponents 2,2, now yields
SupE B, p/Z% p — By /25| < CxP2,
n

uniformly over |F| < 1.

Place the consistent limiting input arrays on one probability space. Given their first P samples,
choose indices I, . . ., I independently with probabilities W/ di<p W7, and let A p,i be the averaged
law of (Ar,1,,)e,m<k, together with any sampled marks. For fixed P, its expectation of F is the limit
of EB, p /Zﬁ p: the normalized empirical integral is a bounded continuous function of the finite
array and its positive weights. The preceding estimate shows, for all bounded continuous |F| < 1,

Api(F) —Agi(F)] < Cu(P~V2 1 Q71/2),

For probability measures on a Polish space, the supremum over these tests equals the supremum
over bounded measurable tests. Thus Apj, is Cauchy in total variation and has a probability limit
Ay. Consistency in k holds for each P and passes to the limit. Comparing the exact tilted law with
its empirical law, then taking n — oo and P — 0o, proves convergence to Ay and its uniqueness.

On the limiting input array put Zp = P~ 3", p W'. Finite-array convergence and the Port-
manteau theorem transfer the bound -

E|Znp — Zngl? < 2Ma(P~1+Q71)

to Zp, Zg. Consequently Zp — Z in L% Jensen and Fatou give E(ZP + Z~P) < M,, so Z > 0. For
any bounded Lipschitz function, comparison successively through Z,, p and Zp, first sending n — oo
and then P — oo, proves Z, = Z. Finally |log z|?> < C(z + 27!) makes log Z,, uniformly integrable;
continuous mapping gives convergence of its expectation. If a random-measure representation of
the limiting array is supplied, the same empirical estimates identify these limits with its ordinary
change of density and normalizer. O
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General paths in theorem 3.2. Covariance convergence. Choose step paths ¢, — ¢ in L' on grids
7y, of mesh h,, — 0, adding zero-variance levels if necessary. Couple their finite genealogy arrays
by 77, = kx, (Upy) off the diagonal, where x; rounds down to the left grid endpoint. This exact
finite-RPC law follows from monotone rounding [26, (2.118)—(2.122)] and the GG characterization
[26, Theorems 2.10 and 2.13]. Since Uiz is uniform and ¢, is constant on grid cells,

Elen(ri2) = e(Ui2)] = [len = cll1-

Every completed Gaussian covariance matrix therefore converges in probability, with diagonal
fixed at one, regardless of ¢,(1—). When true diagonals differ from same-leaf pair marks, adjoin
an independent uniform label to each sampled state and assign diagonal values only to identical
complete states. Distinct replicas then have distinct complete states almost surely; all weights and
Gaussian fields ignore the extra labels.

Normalized limits. Condition on the fresh marks and couple finite Gaussian vectors by their
matrix square roots, using independent copies across rows. This gives joint convergence of genealogy,
completed inputs, and weights. The bound (59) and theorem 3.3 define their unique normalized
replica limits and expected log normalizers. They depend only on ¢, not its approximation. Finite-
RPC invariance passes to continuous tests and then to Borel tests by equality of finite measures, so
the limiting genealogy still has law U. Uniform moments permit mark averaging.

Response continuity. For continuous f, define

ve(f) = E(f(Ur2)ug (X u (X 4?))e.

Helly selection and 0 < p., < L? give an L'-convergent further subsequence of every subsequence.
The finite-step score identity identifies every such limit p by

1
/0 Fu)p(u) du = ve(f),

since replacing f(rf,) by f(Ui2) costs at most L2ws(hy,). Continuous tests determine finite mea-
sures, so p is unique almost everywhere. This defines p. and proves full-sequence L' convergence.
Boundedness passes p’én to p¥, giving all three insertion identities. The logarithmic bound (32)
passes to the limit as well.

For an arbitrary sequence ¢, — ¢, choose successively finer step approximations to each c¢,.
Their completed arrays converge to the same array with covariance ¢(U); the uniform empirical
bounds in theorem 3.3 give v., (f) — v.(f). The same Helly argument proves p., — p. in L'. To
preserve a plateau of ¢, use 27"|2"¢| off the diagonal and refine its grid. These step approximations
show that p. is constant there. One-replica convergence gives pdiag(cn) — Ddiag(c). Passing the
finite-grid inequality pc, < Pdiag(cn) almost everywhere, then taking the essential supremum, gives

pdiag(c) Z pc(l_)-

Convergence of p., (1—) is neither needed nor asserted. O

3.2 Array limits and reconstruction

We transfer the insertion identities to the finite-volume measures of Section 2. Their limiting
observed array is (¢(Upn,), pa(Usm)) off the diagonal, with diagonal (1,1).
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Proof of theorem 2.1. Insertion. For every fixed k, apply theorem 3.3 with

k
MUN :GN®Nk, WN:exp{Zub(Xb)}.
b=1

Conditional on the old environment, sampled old states, and fresh marks, the completed Gaussian
input vectors are centered and independent across rows, with off-diagonal covariance Cy and
true diagonal 1+ ey — 1, including ey = 0. Thus (33) gives joint convergence of the old array,
completed inputs, and weights. The bound (59), with its Gaussian variance replaced by the bounded
1+ en, supplies all positive and inverse weight moments, uniformly in the marks. The lemma gives
convergence of the normalized laws and expected logarithms; these conclusions pass through the
mark average. Explicitly,

Elog Z]J\Ek — k®(c),
E(F\I/>+k — E<Foo\:[j>c,+k7

for bounded continuous old-array tests F' and bounded ¥ measurable in the fresh marks and
continuous in the inserted inputs. Here F, evaluates F' on the observed limiting array. Corollary 3.2
preserves that array’s law and, with U = [], uj (X} )uj(X?), gives (35).

Restoring deleted rows gives the full measure exactly and preserves the limiting observed array.
Its spin marginal, and hence its nondecreasing quantile g, agree across the full and deleted systems.
The common limiting rule ¢ = K(q, pg) identifies ¢; a uniform error ||Ky — K||ooc — 0 does not
change the covariance limit. The same argument applies to any fixed collection of row counts linked
by finitely many insertions.

Reconstruction. Put S = uj,(X})u},(X2), so |Sk| < L? and Q12 = M1 Y, Sk. For a bounded
continuous old-array test F', exchangeability gives

%Ewslsg + oMY,

The repeated-index error is at most ||F||L*/M. One- and two-row restoration therefore give

E(FQ12) — Ey[Faope(Ur2)],
E(FQ%,) — Eu[Foope(Un2)?].

E(FQ12> = E<FS1>7 E<FQ%2> =

The common covariance rule ¢ = K(q, pg) and the plateau property give p.(u) = pe(q(u), pa(u))
almost everywhere, with p. bounded Borel; see theorem 6.3. For any joint subsequential limit
(A,Q), where A retains the finite observed overlap—ancestry array containing (Rj2,712), the first-
and second-moment identities against continuous tests identify finite signed Borel measures. Hence

E[Q | A] = pe(Ra2,712), E[Q* | A] = pe(Ri2,7m12)*.

The conditional variance vanishes, so @ = p.(Rj2,712) almost surely; in the canonical representation
this equals p.(Uy2). Boundedness gives compactness, and every joint limit has this form.

For Ty = M~1Y, x(Ok, X}), restore one row to compute E(Ty) and two rows to compute
E(T%). The product identity (58) gives the limits m.(x) and m.(x)?; repeated indices contribute
O(M~1). This proves (38). The scalar limits exist by the same covariance and weight-moment
passage, so no separate approximation argument is needed.

For the family of Section 2.2, deletion leaves the row noises independent, and their covariance
is (46). The lookup ¢*f is a function on the fixed finite ancestry alphabet, so convergence of the
observed (R,r)-array passes its covariance to the limit. Since ¢%*(pg(u)) = ¢°(u), this verifies (33)
with ¢ = (1 — t)¢° + tq. O
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The following comparison will control changes in the insertion field during coordinate lifting.

Lemma 3.4 (Comparison of tilted averages). Let u be a random probability measure on a measurable
space. For Zi = p(ef) € (0,00), write (F)g = (e u/Zi)*"(F). Let F be a bounded n-replica test,
with deterministic bound || F ||oo-

(i) General comparison. For real measurable fields X,Y, put

> =FEu((Y — X)? B= F(edeH )
(( ) F p(e™ )
e==+1
If d, B < oo, then
|Elog Zy — Elog Zx| < VBd,

[E(F)y — E(F)x| < 20| FlloVBd.

No independence among p, X,Y, F is required. If |Y — X| < e, both bounds hold before
averaging with /B d replaced by ¢, requiring only finite positive normalizers; the averaged log
bounds then hold whenever the logarithms are integrable.

(7i) Gaussian comparison. Condition on an environment determining p and F. Let X,Y be
conditionally centered Gaussian fields with covariance kernels Cx,Cy, whose diagonal values
are bounded by a finite deterministic constant. If ||Cy — Cx|loo < 9, then

|Elog Zy — Elog Zx| < 4,
[E(F)y —E(F) x| <n(2n + 1)[|F[lood.

Proof. For (i), set D =Y — X, Hy = X +tD, and Z; = u(e’*). Holding F fixed, differentiation
gives
d d

o8l =Dy,  FF)e= <F (; D(s') - nD(S”“)) >t-

—4Ht)

+4Hy) , so Holder yields

Convexity bounds Eu(e by B. Jensen gives Z{4 < u(e

E(D]); < d Bu(e")) /4 (Ep(e)Y* < VBd.

Integration proves (i); truncation and this bound justify differentiation. For |D| < e, use (|D|); <e
directly, before averaging.

For (ii), take conditionally independent endpoint copies and set V; = /T — tX+1Y, Z; = p(e"?),
and A;j = (Cy — Cx)(s%,s7). Gaussian integration by parts gives

%]Elog Zy = %E(An ASEYN (61)
and
pp), = 1IE<F[ ST Ay -2 Ajant
dt 2 ’

L,j<n i<n

— nAn-i—l;n,—&-l + 7’L(7’L + 1)An+1,n+2:| >t.
These identities hold first for finite state spaces. If By bounds the field variances, then Eu(eP" +
e PVt) < 2¢P*Bo/2 The empirical measure argument of theorem 3.3, using conditional samples

independent of the Gaussian noises, passes the integrated identities to general p. Bounding each
covariance difference by 0 and summing the absolute coefficients proves (ii). O
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3.3 The quadratic coefficient for block insertion

The block calculation at ¢ = 1 uses the coefficient

Z{U — hgug (i)}

The diagonal correlation @11 is already covered by (38). We recover By by Gaussian integration by
parts and the limiting GG identity. The spectral bound below controls its unbounded factor hy.

Lemma 3.5 (Uniform constraint bounds). Let G be the M x N Gaussian constraint matriz and
put Ay = ||G||2,/M. If M/N stays in a compact subset of (0,00), then, for everyr,c >0,

sup EAy < oo, sup Be®VAN < o0
N N

On either spin space,
1 1
Mth(U)Q < Apn, MZ\hk(U)\ < +VApn. (62)
k k

Proof. Use ||o||*> = N, Cauchy—Schwarz, and the Gaussian matrix tail bound P{||G|lop > VM +
VN + s} < e /2, O

In particular, the common bounds on wj, v} give the uniform envelope

|Bn| < Cu(1+ vAy). (63)

Lemma 3.6 (The quadratic coefficient). At t = 1, assume the full measure and its one- and
two-constraint deletions satisfy the array-limit hypotheses of theorem 2.1, with common spin path q.
Put

B = (q,pq) — Pdiag(q)-
Then

E(|Q11 — paiag(q)*) — 0,
E(|Byx — B*) — 0.

Proof. The first limit is (38) with x(6,z) = up(x)>.
To recover By, first add back its diagonal derivative term. Put

Cn = By + Qu1, K = RpynQoem, Ky =E(K2).

For an n-replica test F', let

Dy (F) = ZE o (hy) 0y, F),
\ﬁ

where the derivative holds the replica states and marks fixed. Gaussian integration by parts
conditional on the marks, using independence of the perturbation from the constraint vectors, gives

E(FC)) =FE < <nK1 il — Z Kw) > n(F). (64)
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The derivatives of uj(hi) and of the first replica’s density produce u}(h}) and u},(ht)?; the other
density derivatives produce the displayed overlaps. With n = 1, F = 1, this yields E{(Cy) = K y.
The uniform derivative bounds and ||of|| = /N give

Cu Cu
IVg.Cxll < A A, Vg Kl < U

Contracting with ! and using (62) yields

=8

1Dy (CN)| + [Da(K1a)| < =+ (1 +EV/Ay) = O(M ).

The same bound and (63) justify these integrations by parts by truncation. Applying (64) to these
two tests gives

E((Cn — Kn)%) = {2B(K15K13) — E(K%) — K} — Da(K12) — Di(Ch).

Row reconstruction identifies the limiting K92 = q(Ui2)py(Ui2). The GG identity for U, applied
to the bounded Borel function u — ¢(u)py(u), makes the expression in braces vanish. This is
the identity of [26, Theorem 2.10], extended by [26, Theorem 2.17] and equality of the resulting
finite dimensional laws to bounded Borel tests. Thus Cny — (g, pq) in averaged L?. Subtract the
established limit of ()11 to obtain the result. O

4 Scalar transforms and supporting inequalities

The Ising response is a two-spin correlation. The spherical response is the explicit function obtained
from a Gaussian quadratic integral. We prove that both responses give supporting pairs for the
spin cost. The same Gaussian integral supplies the spherical block increment. Write Sy, Sg, Ar, As,

and (’]fl, @S for the two priors. For a partition 7 = (xo, ..., x,), write a step source as
O=zo<21 <+ <xp =1, a(r) =a; (zj—1 <71 <xj), 0<a; <---<a,, (65)
and put a, = a,. The cascade R, has masses z1,...,x,—1. Its off-diagonal ancestry is the left

endpoint of the common ancestry interval, including x,_1 for two replicas on the same leaf; the
true replica diagonal is one. Write [E, for its averaged genealogy law. Gaussian ancestor marks are
independent of the entire Poisson tree; root increments form the common environment in theorem 3.1.
Limiting Ising replica laws use the uniform genealogy U, with expectation E;, and are defined by
finite partitions of vanishing mesh. Zero-variance levels may always be added.

4.1 The spherical Gaussian integral

Use the domain D, precision 7, g, and functions Vg, ¢z defined in Section 2. Put

dt
Ta,5(t)

For a step source, let w® have covariance path a and variance a,, and set

Ka() =~ logB+3 [

R dT a 2
K, =El /sm d / —— ™ =BT/,
R(B)=Elog | Rx(dn) | —5=e

The next lemma also defines this quantity for general sources.
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Lemma 4.1 (Gaussian recursion, precision, and logarithmic cutoff). For a step source and 3 € D,

dT a 2
El /zm d /7 Twtm=Ar7/2 — K ,(B).
og (dn) | 75=¢ (8)

The function V, is continuous and strictly decreasing from infinity to zero on D. Its unique solution
Va(B(a)) =1 satisfies
1+ 8_(a) < B(a) <1+ ay, irtlfﬂ'aﬁ(a)(t) > 1.

If step paths a, on refining partitions satisfy a,(1—) = ax, ||an — allpr — 0, B — B, and
inf,, ; 74, 8, (t) > 0, then

Ka, (Bn) = Ka(B), Iy 5, — dapllc =0, Va,(Bn) = Va(B).

For each fized R > 0, the quantities K,, r(fn) also converge to a limit K, r(B3) independent of the
approrimation, and

Kor(B) T Ka(B) (R — 00). (67)

Proof. Gaussian recursion. For a step source, set
dn =08,  dj=djp1 —z5(a401—a5), 1<j<n

These numbers are positive precisely when § > S_(a). The leaf integral is B/ 2ew?/(28), Square
completion at level j, with A; = a;41 — aj, gives

2
L og BpemslOtwiy/Az2 /i) = ¢y L joq Gixl | W7
:13] 2(13] dj de

This is the Gaussian recursion of [36, Lemma 3.5]; positivity of d; checks exactly the fractional
moments in theorem 3.1. Averaging the unchanged root Gaussian of variance aj gives

Kq(B) = ﬂlogﬁ+—+ Z—l J“ (68)
J

We need only the one-coordinate marginal of the normalized scalar integral, to control the
logarithmic cutoff below. Under the tilted transition (54), the next field, given its current value w, is
Gaussian with mean dj;1w/d; and variance Ajd;1/d;. At the leaf, the coordinate has conditional
law NV(w/B3, 3~1). Consequently its averaged law is

d Zn Q1 — a5
T=""F%+ Z + § s 69
\/B ’ d; dj+1 (69)

with independent standard Gaussians. Its variance is

1 a ”_1a'+1—a
VolB) ==+ — + =9
) B di ; djdj1

On (0,a1], s = d1; on (aj,aji1], Tap(t) = dj + zj(t — a;). Integrating 7—! and 72 gives (66)

and (47). In particular,

(1) a +j_1 Air1 — G e (70)
¢5(r) = = g —_ zj_ <1<z
ap d? = didit ’ ! /
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Precision and continuity. For general sources the explicit integrals give

1 adt
VIB)=——= —2 / — < 0.
With 6 = 8 — B_(a), layer cake gives m,5(t) = 0 + [5 z4(s)ds < 6+t and B < & + a,. Thus
Va(B) > 6715 also Vo (B) = 0 as f — co. At =1+ a., map(t) > 1+, 50 Vo(1+a,) < 1. These
facts prove the existence, uniqueness, and bounds for §(a). Endpoint-preserving step approximations
exist by rounding source values and setting a shrinking terminal interval equal to a.. The quantile

identities
s s 1
/0 (e, — o] = llan — a1, /O 2a(t) dt = a, —/0 a(r) dr

imply ||7a, 8, — Ta,8lloc < |8n — B] + |lan — al/z1. The positive lower bound on precision permits
dominated convergence in K,, V,. If that lower bound is 7, then

1450 5, — @56l < % |an — al| 1 + a*HW;ﬁﬁn — 7, 5llec = 0.

Logarithmic cutoff. At fixed R, use the probability base R, ® v(- | [-R, R]) and weight
e =(Bn—=1)7*/2  Ttg positive and inverse moments of order p are bounded by exp{pR2sup,, |3, —
1|/2 + p?*R%a./2}. The sampled covariance arrays converge, including their common diagonal as.
Lemma 3.3 therefore passes the expected logarithmic normalizer to the limit, including the factor
v([—R, R]), and defines K, r(f).

For a finite step approximation, let Lr(w) denote the scalar coordinate integral and put

_ Lp(w)

Ty = Bllw/8 + 2/V/B| < B)

Pg p(w)
Jensen’s inequality under the normalized full scalar integral gives

0 < Ka, (Bu) — Kupr(Ba) < E(—log Ps, (w™)).

By (69), the averaged coordinate is N (0,V,, (8,)). Its conditional distribution given the field is
N(w/Bn, B 1), so characteristic functions show that the averaged field under this normalized integral
is N'(0, 82V, (Bn) — Bn). These variances are uniformly bounded. For R > 1, integration over [—1, 1]
gives 0 < —log P, p(w) < C(1 4+ w?), uniformly in n. The left side tends to zero uniformly on
bounded field intervals; Gaussian tails therefore make the logarithmic loss tend to zero uniformly in
n. Passing to the limit at fixed R, and then letting R — oo, proves (67). O

4.2 The scalar spin transforms

Block transforms and terminal completion. For a finite-step source as in (65), let (v;,) be
the weights of R, and let W = (W{, ..., W) consist of independent copies of the Gaussian field
w®, with variance a.. Use normalized counting measure p} on X% = {—1,1}¥ and normalized
surface measure p3 on X% = SK~1(\/K). Set

1 a
S,Q’K(CL) = ?IElogZ:Un/,i €W (n)7—Kax /2 ,u?((dT) (71)
n K

Adding zero-variance levels leaves this finite recursion unchanged. If the Gaussian diagonal is d > ax,
complete the field by v/d — a. z, integrate z inside the spin integral, and replace the compensation
by —Kd/2. The resulting transform satisfies

SH,K(a; d) = SR,K (a)a
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because ||7]|?> = K and
/ eVerr=dlrl® 2Ny (d2) =1 (e > 0).

These transforms satisfy the uniform continuity bound
|S.ic(a) = Sex (@) < glla —al 1. (72)

Indeed, for a; = (1 — t)a + ta on a common grid, the leaf factor lies between e~ Kars/2=VE|[We|
and e~ Kax/2HVEIW | Ttg recursive conditional moments are finite and positive, so theorem 3.1
preserves ancestry. Apply (61) to W% (n) - 7. Its diagonal derivative cancels the compensation

—Kay /2, giving

‘ d

ESR,K (at)

1 1, .2
< 3E < T () - a<m>|> < 4l all.
Integration proves the bound; its unique L'-continuous extension defines Sk, x on H,.

The spherical transform. The variance constraint enters the block transform through the
multiplier functional

F,(B)=K.B)+i(B-1-ay), BED,

The explicit formula for K, gives

Fo(B) = 3{1 = Va(B)}-

Thus F, is strictly convex, with unique minimizer #(a). The spherical block transform is

SS(a) :élel%}lFa(/B) :Fa(B(a))7 (73)
and
Jim_ S5 xe(a) = Ss(a). (74)

For a finite-step source with a. > 0, apply [36, Proposition 3.1 and (3.34)] with
£(s) = a.s?/2, h =0, b=p, x(s) = Leb{r € [0,1) : a(r) < a.s}.

The overlap levels are a;/a, with masses x;; coinciding terminal levels are allowed in [36, (3.2)].
Both surface measures are normalized, so his spin pressure is ¢x(0) = Ss x(a) + a./2. His
d(s) = ax fsl x(u) du satisfies d(0) = f_(a) and B — d(s) = 7, g(a+s). Changing variables in (3.34)
gives

Wz, ) = ax/2 = Ka(B) + (B = 1 = ax)/2 = Fa(f).

Proposition 3.1 therefore proves (74). Its restriction b > 1 loses no minimizer, since V,(f(a)) =1
implies 4(a) > 1 for a, > 0. For a = 0, both sides are zero and 3(0) = 1.

For general a, choose endpoint-preserving step approximations a,, — a. Their minimizing
precisions lie in [1,1 4 a,] and satisfy 7 > 1. The stability in theorem 4.1 shows that every
subsequential limit solves V,(8) = 1, hence B(a,,) — B(a) and F,, (B(am)) — Fu(B(a)). The
uniform bound (72) then passes both (73) and (74) to a.

For ¢, = ¢(1—-) < 1, 74, = 1 above g, so (3) becomes

1 [ dt

As@ =3 ) Ton %log(l — ) (75)
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For its finite-grid expression, put 2«1 ={g € £ :q(1-) <1} and A (t) = ftl vq(s)ds. If ¢ = gj on
the grid intervals and ¢, < 1, its susceptibilities are

A =1—qp, A=A (5) = N1 +25(g11 — q5), J<n

The Crisanti-Sommers entropy [36, (4.4)—(4.6)] has the following expression in these quantile
coordinates:

n—1
q 1 Aj
24(q) = 2+ —1 log \,. 76
s(q) N +j§:1 P og oo + log (76)

The quantile identity and dominated convergence also give

As(gm) = As(q) (77)

whenever ¢,, — ¢ in L' with a common endpoint bound below one.

Ising spins as constraint insertions. For a step source a on 7, choose A > max{l, ||a|lo}, and
put
ua(z) = logcosh(VAx) — A2, co(r) =a(r)/A (r<1), c¢(1)=1.

For X = (w® + VA — a. 2)/VA, terminal Gaussian integration gives

/e“A(X) v(dz) = e~ /2 cosh w?,

Julg(X)e 4 5(dz)

fe“A(X)’y(dz) = VA tanh w®.

The first identity identifies K spin coordinates with K independent constraint insertions; the second
identifies their response. The recursion for this spin insertion is the step-coeflicient solution of
(1) with terminal log cosh and horizon a,, followed by subtraction of a./2. Thus it is exactly (4).
For general sources, use endpoint-preserving step approximations a,, on partitions 7, of vanishing
mesh. The finite bases R, @ (6_1 + 6;)/2 and weights e™"" ~%/2 have uniformly bounded positive
and inverse moments of every order. Their sampled Gaussian arrays converge, with off-diagonal
path a and fixed diagonal a,. Lemma 3.3 therefore defines the limiting averaged Ising replica laws
E(-)L. Control stability and the quantile identity pass the transform identification to the limit. The
constraint identities in theorem 3.2 give ancestry preservation and

SLK(CL) = 8171(a) = SI(CL), K Z 1, (78)

Si(a) = Dy, (Ca)s @Iz = A_lpCmUA'

In particular, . is nonnegative, nondecreasing, bounded by one, and constant on the plateaus of a.
Choose one A for both endpoints of a segment as = (1 — s)a + sa. The constraint derivative and
response continuity give

d

— Si(as) = —1(@,a —a). 79
5 |ocos 1(as) = —3( ) (79)

For general sources, apply the integrated finite-grid identity and pass to the limit using the L!-

continuity of the response and 0 < g' < 1. The fixed A keeps every completed constraint variance
equal to one.
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The Chen—Issa—Mourrat concavity input. Concavity follows by identifying the spin transform
with their symmetric-Ising functional:

Si(a) = —°(a/2).

Indeed, v/2 w2 has covariance a, the diagonal subtraction is a, /2, and the Ising prior is normalized
as in (71). The identity extends from finite grids by (72). Convexity of ¢° in [9, Proposition 2.2]
gives concavity of Sy.

Corollary 4.2 (Responses and supporting equalities). For either prior, g, with true diagonal one,
belongs to 2 and is constant on every plateau of a. The finite and limiting Ising scalar laws preserve
genealogy:

E(F)t, =E.F,  E(F),=EyF

for every bounded Borel test of finitely many replica ancestries. Their supporting equality is

Ai(@) = Sia) + (a, @) < co. (80)

For the spherical response, @3(1—) =1 — B(a)™" < a./(1 +ay) < 1, and

Ka(B(a)) = Ss(a) + 5{1 + a. — B(a)},
As(@3) = Ss(a) + 3(a, ).

Proof of the Ising assertions. The constraint specialization gives genealogy preservation and the
response properties. Concavity and (79) give

Si(a) < Si(a) — 3(Gy,a — a).

The supremum over a € 2, after adding (g}, a)/2, is attained at a, proving (80). O

4.3 The spherical supporting equalities

Proof of the spherical assertions of theorem 4.2. The definition (73) gives the normalizer identity.
Also ¢5(1-) =1 — B(a)~! < a./(1 + a.); monotonicity and the plateau property follow from (47).

One finite-grid calculation proves the supporting equality and the Fenchel inequality needed
below. Given ¢,a on a common grid with ¢, < 1, set d; = )\1_1 and dj1 = dj + zj(aj41 — aj).
Define h(z) = z—1—logz > 0, and recall z,, = 1. Substituting (68) and (76), then collecting terms,
gives

2Fa<dn>+<q,a>=2As<q>—i< . —1) h(d;Aj). (81)

j=2 Tji-1 Ty

Here \ =1 — fol q cancels the root term. For the remaining terms, A\j_1 = \j + x;-1(¢; — ¢j—1)
makes the coefficient of d; equal to —\;(1/z;_1 — 1/x;), including j = n. Since Sg(a) < Fy(dy),
this yields

Ss(a) + 3(g,a) < As(q). (82)
For ¢ = G5, the explicit response formula (70) and V() = 1 give, with the minimizing precisions,
dit —d;}
_ _ +1
@ = aid;?, Gn=1-d,", Qj+1*Qj:%-
J
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Thus \; = dj_l, the matching relation in [36, Lemma 4.1, (4.8)—(4.11)]; all gaps vanish and d,, is the
minimizer. Consequently

Ss(a) = As(q) — 5(q,a).

Endpoint-preserving step approximations of a, the stability in theorem 4.1, and the common response
bound ¢(1—) < a./(1 + a.) pass this equality to general sources by (77). The same continuity and
(72) extend (82) to all ¢ € 21, a € P,. O

For later use, let g, be the constant off-diagonal path:
gy(r)=x (r<1), g,(1) =1, 0<z<1.
Theorem 4.3 (Spherical conjugate formula). For every q € 2, the cost defined in (3) satisfies

As(q) = sup {Ss(a) + 3(a, )} (83)

For every L'-continuous ¥ : 2 — R,
inf + v = inf + v . 4
qlg 2{~AS(f1) (9)} qé%Q{AS((I) (@)} (84)

Proof. Denote the supremum in (83) by C(q). The Fenchel inequality gives C(q) < As(q) when
q(1—) < 1. For step ¢, construct its inverse source by

@ 111
al = =5, iyl — @i =— || —— — .
N T N N

This is a bounded nonnegative nondecreasing source. With d; = )\j_l, its scalar response is ¢ and
Va(dn) = qu+d; ' = 1, so the trial precision is the minimizer. All gaps in (81) vanish, giving equality,
also when n = 1 and the sum is empty. For general ¢(1—) < g < 1, take step approximations ¢,
with this same endpoint bound. Their inverse sources obey |lam|lco < @/(1 — @)%, and hence

C(Q) > SS(am) + %<Qa am> = AS(Qm) + %<q — dm, am> — AS(Q)'

For any ¢ € 2, put ¢s = (1 — 0)q off the diagonal and ¢5(1) = 1. Nonnegativity of the sources
and interchange of the two suprema give

C(gs) = sup {Ss(a) + 5(1 = 8){a,q)} 1 C(q).

a€Py,

Since 745 | 74, monotone convergence in (3) gives Ag(gs) T As(q). The identity C(gs) = As(gs)
therefore proves C(q) = As(q), including infinite values. In particular, the spherical supporting
equality is

As(@,) = Ss(a) + 3(a,35)-

Finally, ¢s — ¢ in L' and As(gs) — As(q). Applying this approximation to every finite-cost
competitor proves (84); the reverse inequality follows from inclusion of domains. ]

Proof of theorem 2.2. The Ising conjugate formula is (5); the spherical formula is theorem 4.3.
Corollary 4.2 gives the supporting equalities. The left-hand side of (48) is S, n(a) from (71). Its
asserted value and limit follow from (78) and (74), respectively. O
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5 Cavity in N

We first prove the overlap equation in theorem 2.3. For Ising spins, separating one coordinate
determines its normalized law. On the sphere, integration by parts gives the equation directly. We
then compute the logarithmic increment from inserting a fixed block of coordinates at ¢ = 1. This
last calculation is the only one that uses the quadratic coefficient By.

5.1 The Ising overlap equation

Proof of the Ising assertion of theorem 2.3. Put D = N + 1, write o” = (0, 7), and separate the
last entries z; of the constraint vectors. In the measure with the last coordinate deleted, retain the
denominator v D:

X, =\/t/Dgr-0+vV1—tYy, X2 =X, +./t/DzrT.

Use Vi in this deleted measure. Its fresh constraint variance is 1 — t/D, and its off-diagonal
covariance is t(N/D)R 4 (1 — t)¢*#(r). The variable-diagonal version of theorem 2.1 therefore
applies. Select a common refinement for this measure and its one- and two-constraint deletions, and
write ¢~ for their common limiting spin path. Set

¢ =1-t)¢" +tq, a” = (1—1t)a’ +tap,-.

No comparison with the usual N-dimensional denominator is made.

The lifted and full overlaps differ by at most 2/D, while their ancestries agree. The covariance
of Viy is N3/* times a uniformly bounded Lipschitz kernel. Consequently replacing Vp(o,7,7)
by Vi (o,7n) changes its covariance by O(N~'/4), uniformly in the states and amplitudes. Apply
theorem 3.4(ii) with the perturbations removed from the common density. The replacement changes
bounded replicated tests by o(1).

Since 72 = 1, Taylor expansion gives

_ tM
> {ue(XP) —up(X;)} =7Zn + == Cn +en,
KD 2D

Zn =\Jt/D > zmup(Xy), On=M"">" ui(X;).

k<M k<M

Before insertion, the centered quadratic term has conditional second moment at most 2t2M L% /D2,
The cubic remainder has averaged second moment O(N 1), by the uniform third-derivative bound
and Gaussian moments. Thus Euy(e%) = O(N~1), where uy is the deleted measure times the
symmetric Ising prior of 7. The exact increment is uniformly Lipschitz in (z;), with squared constant
at most tML?/D, and its conditional Gaussian mean has absolute value at most ¢tM Ly /(2D). The
approximate increment has the same positive and inverse exponential moment bounds, since Cy is
bounded and Zy has bounded conditional variance. The fresh source term 7W; p also has bounded
Gaussian variance. Lemma 3.4(i) therefore transfers the Taylor estimate through the normalizer.
Apply (38) with x(0,7) = uj(z) and with x(0,z) = uj(x)%. It gives

Oy — Q11 — Pdiag(c™) in averaged L2,

where ¢ is deterministic on the selected refinement. Row reconstruction also gives Q5 = p.- (U12),
jointly with the retained array. Conditional on the old replicas, Zny + W; p is Gaussian, with
off-diagonal covariance converging to a~(Usz) and diagonal converging to (1 — t)al + tapdiag(c™).
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The covariance and coefficient limits, together with the preceding moment bounds, verify
theorem 3.3. Thus the normalized insertion law passes to its scalar limit. Represent the excess
diagonal variance by an independent terminal Gaussian of variance 6 = ta{pdiag(c™) — pe— (1—)}. Its
07T2/2 = ¢8/2 tac”/2 Both factors are constants and cancel
w® —ay /2

integral is e . The factor from Cy tends to e

from normalization. The remaining law is exactly the scalar Ising law with weight e”
This argument uses concentration of Cy; the equality 72 = 1 alone would not remove a coefficient
depending on the old configuration.

The scalar Ising law preserves the genealogy, by theorem 4.2. The old array after insertion
therefore still has law (¢~ (U), pg(U)). Since full and old overlaps differ by O(N~!), the limiting
path ¢ of the full system equals ¢—. Coordinate exchangeability gives

< 2f(R1277”12)>D = IE<R{)2 (R12’T12)>D
Passing this bounded identity to the scalar law yields

[ #a) ) (@)~ ar)) dr =0, 0= (1 a4 taps_pgrey

Both paths factor through (g, pq), by their plateau properties. Continuous tests determine the
resulting signed measure, so ¢ = g, almost everywhere. The supporting equality follows from
theorem 4.2. ]

5.2 The spherical overlap equation

Proof of the spherical assertion of theorem 2.3. Let F = f(Rj2,712), with f continuously differen-
tiable in its first variable; the second variable lies in the finite ancestry alphabet. First retain only
the first .J terms of Vi, and write H’] and (-); for this Hamiltonian and its replica averages. Put

U:UQ—RQO'I, dg:N_l?J'UZ; d1 :0, dgz 1—R%2, d3:R23—R12R13.

The vector v is tangent to the sphere at o!. Its spherical divergence and its action on the test are
divg(v/N) = —(1 — N1 Rya, (v/N)-VF = N 'dy0rf.
Integrating the divergence of (v/N)Fefl Vi) in the first replica therefore gives
(1 — N"YE(Ry2F); = N"'E{dydpf) s + N 'E(Fv - VHI(1)) ;.

For the Gaussian integrations, condition on the underlying cascade weights and channel marks,
and hold each replica state fixed inside its integral. Differentiating a two-replica average with respect
to a Gaussian coordinate g gives

89<A>J = <8gA + A{@QHU]’I + agH[J]v2 _ 289H[JL3}>J

The two numerator densities give the coefficients 1,1, and the square of the normalizer gives —2.
Neither F' nor v has an explicit Gaussian derivative; their dependence through the sampling measure
is included in these density terms.

Write uff = u},(X}) and Heon = > ur(Xg). Since 9y, Xt = /t/N of, Gaussian integration by
parts gives the full constraint contribution:

N7'E(Fv - VHeon(c")) s
**ZE< {dw k) i (diug + douil — 2dzug )DJ

_ %E<F(d2Q12 —2d3Q13)) .
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The «” term and the diagonal (u’)? term both multiply d; = 0, which is the required cancellation.
For the source, set by; = (1 —t)a? and by, = (1 — t)a%#(r1,) for £ = 2,3. Its covariance and the
same density derivative give

NE(Fv-Wi(n')) s = E(F(d1b11 + dabia — 2d3bi13)) ;.

Again the diagonal term vanishes. Thus the constraints and source together contribute E(F(dy A2, —
2d3A%,)) s, where
Aply = t(M/N)Qpm + (1 — £)a®* (rm).
The truncated perturbation has covariance N3/*k(R,r), where k;(R,r) = Y s ARG ((1+
R)/2,r). Differentiating this covariance in its first spin argument shows that its contribution is

exactly
N~YAR (F [dedgky(Ri2,m12) — 2d30Rk,(Ri3,m13)]) -

Here the self term also vanishes because d; = 0. Since |da], |ds| < 1 and ||0rk |0 < %Zj 4792% <
2/3, this is bounded by 2||F||oN~/4, uniformly in J.

Now keep N fixed and let J — oo. The covariance tail is O(N3/%477), so theorem 3.4(ii)
passes all the bounded replica averages in the combined identity to the full perturbation. The
covariance-derivative tail is O(4~7), which also passes the displayed perturbation term to the limit.
No convergence of sample gradients is needed. Dropping the truncation subscript, we obtain

(1 — N"YE(R12F) = N"'E{d20rf) + E(F(do AR, — 2d3 AN,)) + e, (85)
len| < 2| F |l N 71

Row reconstruction gives Aé\fn = a(Upp), jointly with the overlap—ancestry array. We may
now let N — oo in (85): the test-derivative term and ey vanish. To evaluate the limit, recall the
conditional triple law of the uniform RPC: for bounded H,

SE[H (Urs, Ung) | Urs = 7] — /O " H(s, s) ds
(86)
+ /:{H(s,r) + H(r,s)} ds+rH(r,r).

The GG identity gives the joint law of (Uj2,Uss) as one half product measure plus one half diagonal
measure; ultrametricity and replica symmetry then give this formula.

Set
1 1 T
B:/Oqa7 C(r)zl—B—i—/r a, I(r):/oqa,
1
DIy =1- [0, AW)=D(r) - ra().
Apply (86) to H(s,v) = {q(v) — q(r)q(s)}a(s). Collecting terms yields

/01 f(q(r), pa(rN{q(r)C(r) + I(r) — a(r)A(r)} dr = 0.

On every common fiber of ¢ and pg, the path a is constant. The expression in braces is also constant
there: the derivatives of its integral terms cancel. Thus it factors through (g, pg), by the factorization
argument in theorem 6.3. Smooth tests in the first variable and arbitrary tests on the finite ancestry
alphabet are dense in continuous tests. Equality of the resulting finite measures therefore implies

q(r)C(r)+ I(r) = a(r)A(r) for a.e. r. (87)
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This equation can be solved without assuming differentiability of the paths. The function
CD + rI is absolutely continuous, and (87) gives

(CD+rl) =—-aD+Cq+1+rqa=0 ae.
Its value at r = 1 is one. Expanding the product and using (87) proves
P(r)A(r) =1, P(r):=C(r) +ra(r). (88)
Right-continuous versions give this identity at every r < 1. At the terminal point it yields
(1+as—B)(1—gq.) =1.
Thus ¢, < 1, and 8 := 1+ a. — B = (1 — ¢.)'. Layer cake gives P(r) = m, 5(a(r)), using the
precision function defined in Section 2. Moreover P(0) = 1/A(0) > 0, so § € D,.

In the sense of Stieltjes measures, dP = r da and dA = —r dq. The continuous parts of (88)
give dg = da/P? away from zero. At a jump at r > 0, the same identity gives exactly

a(r) —a(r—) /a(r) dv
P(r—)P(r) a(r—) [P(r=) +r{v —a(r—)}*

At zero, (87) gives q(0) = a(0)/P(0)%. Together these identities prove

q(r) —q(r—) =

The terminal identity says V,(8) = ¢ + 8! = 1. Uniqueness of this precision gives 3 = 3(a), hence
q= (jg. The supporting equality follows from theorem 4.2. ]

5.3 The logarithmic increment of a fixed block

Proof of theorem 2.4. Fix K > 1, put D = N 4+ K, and use ¢t = 1. The old measure has M
constraints in dimension N. For 7 € RX | use

[D_ 17112
o= (o,7), So = ( ]\UT”J,T> .

In the Ising case 7 € {—1,1}¥. On every fixed cube [~ R, R]¥, the old and full overlaps satisfy

max |Ri, — Rim| < Cr.r/N,
and their ancestry labels agree. The covariance comparison used above therefore replaces Vp ot
by Vn with error Ok r(N -1/ 4) in expected logarithms. In this comparison the common density
contains neither perturbation; any old partition function in the insertion ratio cancels from the
difference.

For spherical spins, the density of the last K coordinates is

o) r(D/2) ) W (D—K—2)/2
PR T @D)ERL((D - K) /2) D '

+
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Conditionally on 7, the first coordinates have the spherical law specified by (5. Stirling’s formula
gives ,
forc(r) = (2n)K2e7ITI7201 4 O R(N™)}  uniformly on [—R, R]¥.

Let v r be this prior conditioned on the cube, and (y g its mass. For Ising spins take R > 1, vn g

the product Ising prior and (ny,r = 1. Write uy = Gn,m,1 @ VN, R-
Separate gP = (g, z), where zj, € RE and put

cp(r) =\/1—|r|?/D, & =Dz, Zi = D723 ().

k

The exact new constraint input is c¢p(7)hg + &, for both priors. Taylor expansion gives

Un =Y {ux(cphi + &) —ux(h)} = Ex + 3Tn + Rn,
k

M|

En=71-Z+ 5D

By, Ty =Y up(h){& — |I7II?/D}.
k

Here By = M1, {u}(h) — hyu(hi)}. Before insertion the z;’s are independent of s, so

2714
E.T% = @)2” Zu'k’(hk)2 < Ck.r/N.
k

Taylor’s theorem also gives

|Rn| < Ckr {D_z > (bl +h8) + D7 el + D I&lP+ D7D \hk\g} :
k k k k

Using 3, b7 < MAy, 3 |hi|? < (MAN)?/2, and Gaussian moments, theorem 3.5 gives
Eun(Tx + |Rn|?) < Ck r/N.

For fixed old state and 7, the squared Lipschitz constant of Uy in (zj) is at most M L?|7||?/D,
and

M Lo||7|?
[E.Un| < Llep =11 Y [hi| + —5p S COrr(l+ VAy).
k

Gaussian concentration bounds its positive and negative exponential moments. The same bound
holds for E, since its conditional Gaussian variance is bounded and |By| < Cy(1 + v/Ax). Holder
and the spectral exponential bound therefore give, for each fixed p < oo,

sup Eup (ep{(lfs)EN+sUN} + e*P{(lfs)EN+sUN}> < Cy kR (89)
0<s<1 - P

Only the exact and quadratic endpoint exponents are used here; no exponential moment of the cubic
Taylor bound is required. Lemma 3.4(i) now changes the expected log normalizer by Ok r(N —1/2)
when Uy is replaced by Ey.

On the selected refinement, row reconstruction and theorem 3.6 give

Q12 = pq(U12)a Qll — pdiag(Q)a By — <Qapq> - pdiag(Q)a
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jointly with the old array; the last two limits hold in averaged L?. Conditional on the old measure
and sampled states, the inserted Gaussian vector has covariance

E.Z{Z]" = 6;j(M/D)Qupn.

Put a = ap,. Its limit consists of K independent Gaussian trees of covariance path a, each
completed by independent terminal variance a{pgiag(q) — pq(1—)}. The covariance limits and (89)
verify theorem 3.3 at fixed K, R. Equivalently, approximate the paths by finite cascades, preserving
asx; sampled covariances, coefficients, and logarithmic normalizers have the same limit. The prior
mass (n,r is restored after using the probability base .
Integrating the terminal Gaussians cancels the pgiag(q) term. For Ising spins the resulting block
weight is
K QK
€K(q,a)/Z enwf—a*/Q (6—1 + 51) dn).
g 5 (dr)
The independent Gaussian trees have product normalized transitions; their logarithmic RPC
recursion is additive. Its expected logarithm is K{Si(a) + (g,a)/2}. The Ising overlap equation
already proved identifies this as K.A;(q).
For spherical spins the limiting cutoff weight is

K
o B dr
1_p g (T)exp {ZTiwi - §||7'||2 W, B=1+as—(q,a).
i=1

The same product recursion gives expected logarithm K K, r(3). Restriction to the cube can only
decrease the finite dimensional normalizer. The spherical overlap equation gives f = ((a), and the
logarithmic cutoff limit (67) consequently yields

limNinf{ANJrK(M) —Anv(M)} > KK,(B(a)) = KAs(q).
The last equality uses the supporting identity and 1 + a, — 3(a) = (g, a). This proves the claimed
increment for both priors. Only the old array was used; no limiting array in dimension N + K is
needed.

Finally, take R = 1 to obtain the uniform lower bound, without any array-limit hypothesis. The
preceding lifting and Taylor comparisons are uniform for M /N in a compact subset of (0,00) and
for all amplitudes. The Gaussian part of Eny has mean zero under uy. Gaussian integration by
parts gives

E(Bn) = E(R12Q12 — Qu1) > —2L*.

The coordinate prior is independent of the old measure and vy 1 (||7]|?) < K. Jensen therefore gives
ANk (M) — An(M) > log(ng + Elog pun (ePY) + o(1) > log(n1 — MKL?/D 4+ o(1) > —Ck.

Here (1 =1 for Ising spins and (n1 — v([—1, 1])X > 0 on the sphere. O

6 Perturbation, positivity, and synchronization

The free energy bounds require the conditional cavity hypotheses to hold simultaneously for the
interpolating measures and their fixed row and dimension shifts. We construct a perturbation
that enforces the joint GG identities at vanishing pressure cost. Pressure concentration permits a
common subsequence selection; synchronization then represents the limiting joint array through a
limiting genealogy array. Throughout, assume (24) and use the common bound L = L;.
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6.1 The perturbation and its covariance

Fix x € {I,S}, d > 2, and the trial paths ¢° € 2, and a” used in Section 2.2. Use the finite RPC
MRy with masses j/d, 1 < j < d, and ancestry quantile pg, together with the independent constraint
vectors and Gaussian fields specified there. Trial covariances use the lookup functions ¢%¥, a%#; in
particular their values at the terminal label » = 1 are ¢°,a?. We keep d fixed while taking the
dimension limit.

For the interpolation (43)—(44), define the perturbation as follows.

Put R = (1+ R)/2, enumerate (0;,%;) € (QN[0,1]) x N, and define

[0;2 + (1 — 0;)r]™
k; '

Kj(l’,?“) =

Let G v have independent centered Gaussian noises, independent of the constraint vectors, source
fields, and cascade weights, with

EGj7N(51)Gj7N(S2) = NK]-(RE,TQ), st = (Ug,nz).

For x = (z;)j>1 € [1,2]", set
Vy =N"Y83"2703,G y. (90)
j>1
Write by, = h/d for 0 < h < d — 2 and b;_1 = 1. The finite ancestral construction is

d—1

Kj($a T) = Kj(xa 0) + Z 1{r2bh}{Kj(x7 bh) - Kj(xa bh—l)}-
h=1

Every polynomial in braces, and Kj(z,0), has nonnegative coefficients in z. Since RT and the
ancestry-cluster indicators are Gram kernels, the Schur product theorem proves positive semidefi-
niteness. Finite tensor representations in the spin variables and independent Gaussian marks at
each ancestor give measurable fields. Choose these marks independently of the entire Poisson tree,
the source-field marks, the constraint vectors, and the channel marks. The source fields have the
same construction using their trial lookup covariances. On [0,1]?, 0 < K; < 1 and Lip(K;) < 1, so

> 479 (|| Koo + Lip(K;)) <
i>1

: (91)

Wl N

For each fixed N, Vi is therefore an L? Gaussian limit of finite mixtures, uniformly over bounded
amplitudes. The amplitudes are suppressed in V. Choose these processes once for each NV; inserting
or deleting constraints leaves Vy unchanged.

The lower-bound model is ¢t = 1; without Viy it is the original zero-field model. For that endpoint
we fix d = 2.

Proposition 6.1 (Perturbation, positivity, and synchronization). The series (90) is well defined.

Adding Viy changes N~ Elog Z by o(1), uniformly in the amplitudes and in t. Let M/N — o, and

fix t € [0,1]. For every n > 2, bounded continuous F' of (Rem, Tem)e,m<n, and bounded continuous f
n [_171] X [07 1];

n

B [E(F f(R1n+1,T1,041)) — %E<F>E<f(R12,7“12)> - % > E(Ff(Risrie)) | — 0. (92)
=2
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The inner expectations keep the amplitudes fized. The same assertions hold for the Ising coordinate-
deleted measures specified in Section 2.2, whose constraints retain the denominator of the larger
dimension. Every averaged replicated-array limit at fized amplitudes and time that satisfies the joint
(R,7) GG identities has Ri2 > 0 and the RPC representation (27) for a deterministic ¢ € 2, with
diagonal (1,1) and the ancestry law in (93).

The scalar covariance terms give positivity of the limiting spin overlap; the mixed terms give
joint identities for spin overlap and ancestry. The common subsequence selection below applies
simultaneously to the row deletions and the coordinate-deleted Ising families required by the overlap
equation.

6.2 Finite ancestry and pressure concentration

Integrating spins and terminal Gaussians gives the marked-RPC integral

Ly(n) = / M@z ik (4o)y®M(d20),  Zy = / Ly (n) Ra(dn).

Conditional on the channel marks, constraint vectors, and common Gaussian increments, the
ancestor marks are independent of the Poisson tree. The bound |ug(z)| < L|z| and Gaussian
exponential moments give every positive and inverse moment of the unnormalized weight, averaged
against the spin, cascade, and terminal-Gaussian product measure. For fixed N, M, these bounds
are uniform in finite truncations of Vy, and verify the conditional moment hypotheses of theorem 3.1.
Its genealogy conclusion gives

E <F((r€m)€,m§n)>N7M7t = EiﬁdF((Wm)@,mSn)a (93)

for every bounded Borel genealogy test F', with fixed amplitudes. The covariance tail of the
perturbation tends uniformly to zero at fixed N, so theorem 3.4(ii) passes this identity from finite
perturbation sums to the full series. The same argument applies after fixed dimension or constraint
shifts, constraint deletion, and coordinate restriction.

Cost and concentration of the perturbation. Write ay = N~/%, and let Zﬁfert and Z]OV be
the normalizers with and without Vy. At fixed d, uniformly over the amplitudes, ¢t € [0, 1], and
constraint densities in a fixed compact subset of (0,00), we claim

N~! ‘Elog 7P _ Elog Z]OV] < Cadd = o(1),
Var(N ' log Z¥™) < Cy/N. (94)

For the first bound, apply theorem 3.4(ii) to 0 and Vjy, using the normalized unperturbed measure
as base. By (91), § < CNa%; dividing by N gives the claim. The second bound follows from a
concentration estimate for marked cascades.

Lemma 6.2 (Pressure concentration on a finite RPC). Let a finite RPC have first mass m > 0,
and let Z(g) = 3, vyL(g,Yy) satisfy the conditional moment hypotheses of theorem 5.1. Here g is
a standard Gaussian vector independent of the Poisson and branch-mark trees, whose laws do not
depend on g. If log L(g,y) is D-Lipschitz in g, uniformly in the branch marks y, then

Var(log Z) < D* + Cm™2, (95)

where C is universal, independent of the later masses and the weight.
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Proof. We separate the Gaussian fluctuations of the conditional mean from the cascade fluctuations
at fixed g. Put b(g) = log So(g), with Sy from the marked recursion. For unnormalized cascade
weights wy, set T'= 3>, wy and 7" = 37 wyL(g,Y,)/So(g). Conditional only on g, theorem 3.1 gives

727, logZ—b(g) =logT —logT. (96)

The total-mass calculation in [26, Lemma 2.4] identifies T as a deterministic scale times a positive
m-stable variable. Later levels enter only through finite fractional moments, since their masses are

strictly increasing.
For any Q > 0 with Ee™*Q = ¢=" | take E ~ Exp(1) independent of . Then

P(E/Q>s)=e", log(E/Q) < m (logE' —logc), E' ~ Exp(1).

Since log E' and log(E/Q) have finite second moments, so does log (). Independence of E and @
now yields
Var(log Q) = (m™2 — 1) Var(log E) < Cm™2.

Centering the two identically distributed logarithms in (96) therefore gives
Ellog Z | g] = b(g), Var(log Z | g) < Cm™2.

No independence of T, T” is needed. Finally, the bound f(g,vy) < f(g,y) + D||g — g|| passes through
every logarithmic moment transform in the backward recursion by order preservation and translation
equivariance. Thus b is D-Lipschitz. Gaussian Poincaré and total variance prove (95). O

Condition on all channel marks; the following constants are uniform in those marks. The common
Gaussian vector consists of the constraint vectors, common trial-row and spin-source increments,
and the root noises of Viy. All higher ancestral increments are independent branch marks; terminal
Gaussians are integrated inside Ly. Using ||o||* = N, |u}| < L, and (91), the squared Lipschitz
constant of the Hamiltonian in the common Gaussian vector is at most

D% <tML* 4 (1 —t)¢°(0)ML? + (1 — t)Na°(0) + CNa3 < C'N.

Logarithmic spin and terminal integration preserves this bound. The first cascade mass is m = 1/d,
so theorem 6.2 gives
Var(log Z%"™ | channel marks) < CN + Cd?.

The bound is uniform over finite perturbation sums and bounded amplitudes. To pass to the full

sum, let VJS,J) retain its first J fields and let (-); be the associated Gibbs average. Independence
and the vanishing diagonal variance of the Gaussian tail give, at fixed N, M,

2
E[log 5™ ~log 2| <E <e2|VNVz(vJ)| - 1> S
J

Here |log(e")| < log(elV!) and Jensen’s inequality give the displayed bound. Thus it also holds for
the full perturbation, after fixed constraint or dimension shifts.

To include mark fluctuations, resample one mark and delete its complete row. Under the deleted
law I', the change in log Z is at most 2A, where A = log F(eL‘X |) and X is the fresh completed row
input. By (60), EA? < Ee2LZ] for a standard Gaussian Z. Conditional Jensen and Efron—Stein
therefore bound the variance of the conditional mean given the marks by C'M. Returning to the
full disorder law, total variance gives

Var(log Zy i) < ON + Cd? + CM = O4(N), (97)
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which proves (94) and supplies concentration for the joint GG identities below. For the original
centered model, omit the cascade, source fields, and perturbation. The same Gaussian gradient
bound and mark-resampling argument give Var(log Z",) < M L? + CM. Dividing by N? proves
(51).

6.3 Positivity, Ghirlanda—Guerra identities, and synchronization
The following representation identifies the array limits once the joint GG identities hold.

Lemma 6.3 (Uniform refinement of a finite ancestry array). Let (R, r) be jointly weakly exchangeable
positive semidefinite arrays with diagonal (1,1), satisfying the joint GG identities, and suppose that
r has the ancestry law of Rq. Then Ria > 0 almost surely and the joint array has the representation
(27) for a deterministic q € 2. This path is uniquely determined almost everywhere by the law of
Rys.

FEvery bounded Borel function h that is constant almost everywhere on each common fiber of q
and pq admits a Borel factorization h(u) = h(q(u), pg(uv)) almost everywhere, with h : [0,1]> — R.
If a nondecreasing covariance path ¢ factors through (q, pq), then so does p.. In particular, for the
trial paths of Section 2.2, t € [0,1], and a > 0,

c=1-t¢"+tq, pe, a=(1-t)a’+tap.,  Ga

all have such factorizations. Their evaluations at Uia are therefore measurable functions of the
retained pair (Ri2,7r12), although the uniform refinement U itself need not be observable.

Proof. The scalar GG identities for R and the positivity principle [26, Theorem 2.16] give
P(Rm < 0) =0.

Put S = (R + r)/2. Panchenko’s synchronization theorem [27, Theorem 4], applied with weights
1/2,1/2, gives deterministic nondecreasing 2-Lipschitz maps Lj, Ly such that

Rfm - Ll (Sfm); Tom = L2(S€m)

The scalar array S also satisfies GG. The characterization and existence results [26, Theorems 2.13,
2.17 and Remark 2.1] represent its off-diagonal law as so(Uyy,), where s is the nondecreasing
quantile of S72 and U is the uniform limiting genealogy array from finite RPCs. These results apply
to the off-diagonal Gram—de Finetti array via the Dovbysh—Sudakov representation, as in the proof
of Theorem 2.17; the specified true diagonal is kept separately. Thus ¢ = L1 o sg and p = L9 0 sg
give the joint representation. Since Ujs is uniform, the nondecreasing p is the quantile of r19, hence
equals pg almost everywhere. Likewise ¢ is the quantile of Ris. Choose right-continuous versions
and set ¢(1) = 1; then

(Rems 7em))e<m < ((@Uem), pa(Uem)))e<ms a4 € 2.

The diagonals on both sides are (1, 1), independently of the off-diagonal endpoint values. The
relation sg = (¢ + pq)/2 holds almost everywhere.

For the factorization, put s = (¢ + pg)/2. Monotonicity makes its fibers exactly the common
fibers of ¢ and pg. Only countably many have positive length. A generalized inverse of s, with the
corresponding almost-everywhere constants assigned at those fiber values, gives a Borel H with
h = H o s almost everywhere. Set h(z,y) = H((x +y)/2). If ¢ factors through (g, pg), it is constant
almost everywhere on each common fiber; the plateau property of p. gives the second assertion.
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On such a fiber the lookup identities ¢ o pg = ¢° and a%f o pg = a® show that the trial paths are
constant there as well. Thus ¢ is constant there, and the plateau property of p. in theorem 3.2
implies the same for p. and a. Theorem 4.2 gives the same for q,. O

Proof of Proposition 6.1. Apply the argument proving [26, Theorems 3.2-3.3| to one perturbation
component at a time. For fixed j, the field gn; = G n/ V/N has covariance K j» bounded by one
with deterministic diagonal 1/k;, and coefficient sy jx;, where sy ;j = 2-IN3/8 —3 s0. Fix all other
amplitudes and absorb the remaining Hamiltonian into the random reference measure. On the fixed
finite-depth label tree, the selected Gaussian noise is independent of this reference environment.
These are precisely the covariance and independence properties used in the cited proof: Gaussian
integration by parts is conditional on the reference environment, while its convexity estimate uses
pressure concentration over all disorder.
By (97), uniformly over amplitudes in [0, 3],

o] _
= 04(V'N), STN = 04 (N"VY — 0.
N7j

oy :=supE|log Zn e — Elog Zn are
X

The cited argument therefore makes the GG defect with pair test K;(R*,r) tend to zero after
averaging x;, for every bounded test of the full overlap—ancestry array. Averaging the remaining
amplitudes preserves this conclusion. The rational mixed powers defining K, together with constants,
span all bivariate polynomials, so uniform approximation gives (92).

For the Ising coordinate-deleted measures, the constraint coefficient is \/t/D in dimension
D — 1, and the completed variance is 1 — ¢/D. The Gaussian gradient bound, the cascade moment
bounds, and the independence of the perturbing noises used above are unchanged. Thus their
pressure concentration and GG defect estimates hold with the same orders, uniformly in ¢. Their
fresh-constraint covariance rules converge uniformly to tR + (1 — t)¢%#(r).

Common subsequence selection. Fix a starting dimension sequence and finitely many changes
in the constraint count, including the coordinate-deleted Ising families when they are needed.
Enumerate countable dense families of GG tests for these systems, with nonnegative defects ey ;.
Each defect has vanishing parameter average: the parameter law p is the amplitude law for the
lower specialization, or its product with Lebesgue measure on t € (0, 1) for the interpolation. The
latter assertion follows by dominated convergence; the lower endpoint is selected separately. Choose
Nj so that

k
Z/GN/@J dp< 27",
j=1

Tonelli’s theorem gives ey, ; — 0 for every j outside one p-null set. Uniform approximation gives
all continuous GG tests. The same selection accommodates countably many fixed constraint-
count changes or coordinate-deleted families, without a rate uniform over them. At each retained
parameter, compactness gives a further, possibly parameter-dependent, subsequence on which any
fixed finite collection of arrays converges jointly. Their spin paths are not yet asserted to agree.

Positivity and synchronization of the limits. The joint GG identities of any limiting array
extend to bounded Borel tests: for each replica count they express equality of finite Borel measures
on a compact space. Positive semidefiniteness, joint weak exchangeability, and the diagonals pass to
the limit, and (93) preserves the finite ancestry law. Lemma 6.3 therefore gives positivity and the
representation (27).

No constraint derivative enters the perturbation or the selection. O
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The perturbation under coordinate insertion. The processes Vy are independent of the
constraints and spatial source fields, and their covariance depends on the spins only through their
overlap. The averaged Ising measures are therefore invariant under coordinate permutations. For
insertion of K coordinates, write D = N + K. The embeddings are

D — 117112
o= (o,7), LEO': ( ]\uTHa,T) .

For fixed K and 7,7" € [—R, R]¥, they change spin overlaps by Og r(N~!) and leave ancestry
unchanged. The covariance scale N3/* and (91) give

sup |Cov(Vp(trs), Vp(ims')) — Cov(V(s), Va(s'))| < Cx RN ~Y2.

s,s' 7,1/

This is the comparison used in Section 5. Also, }; 4_jx§||aRKj((1 + R)/2,7)|lec < C. After
spherical and Gaussian integration by parts, this bound makes the perturbation contribution to the
tangent identity O (N -1/ 4). One may first truncate the series: covariance comparison passes its left
side to the limit, and the derivative tail bounds its integrated right side. The common selection
above supplies all array hypotheses needed in Sections 2 and 5.

7 Quenched large deviations

We prove theorem 1.5. The new step is a uniform curvature bound for the pressure as a function of
finitely many channel coefficients. It gives the differentiability needed for the Gértner—Ellis theorem.
The spectral bound (62) then permits passage from finitely many empirical averages to the full
empirical measure.

7.1 Differentiability of the channel pressure
For a bounded function f, put osc(f) = sup f — inf f.

Proposition 7.1 (Differentiability in bounded channel directions). Fiz a > 0, k € {S,I}, and
fi,y--+, fr € BL(R). Define

1 b 1
AN = —Pru (@), w=3 Nfi,  Cr=7 > osc(fi)?
=1 =1

Then Ay is convex and belongs to CHH(RF), with
IVAF(A) = VA2 < CrlA = N2

Proof. First let ¢ € 2 be a step path, and choose a finite grid 7 containing its jump points. On
the finite cascade MR, use the completed Gaussian field X9 from (28), whose construction does not

depend on A, and define
e (X(n,2))
27y

T(dn, dz) = R (dn)v(dz), = /e“A(Xq(”’Z))%w(dn)y(dz).

The finite-step one-constraint identity (56) gives @, (q) = Elog Z7 ,; for bounded Lipschitz channels
the identity follows also by uniform mollification. Differentiation in A is justified by boundedness of
the f;. For h € R¥ writing h- f = 33, hi fi, it gives

D3®,, (q)[h, h] = EVargs (h- f(X9) < bosc(h- f)> < Cl|hl3 (98)
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The first inequality is the variance bound for a random variable taking values in an interval of length
osc(h - f). Thus A+ ®,,(¢) — Cf||Al|3/2 is concave for every step path g.

For an arbitrary ¢ € 2, choose step paths ¢, — ¢ in L'. On each compact set K C R,
Ly = supycx Lip(uy) < oo, and scalar path continuity (32) gives

sup [Py, (¢n) — Puy (@) < $L%|lgn — gl — 0.
c

Concavity passes to this limit. In particular, for every ¢ € 2,

(I>U)\+h (Q) + (I)U)\fh(q) - 2(I>U>\ (Q) < Cf”h”g'

Only this semiconcavity bound is needed for general paths.
The main variational formula now shows that

c .
A - FINE = me

Ak (g)<oco

Ax(q)

20+ 0y (0) - FINE) (99)

is concave: each function inside the infimum is concave by the finite-step bound (98) and the
preceding limit argument. The set of finite-cost paths is nonempty and independent of A. On
the other hand, Ay is finite and convex, since it is the pointwise limit of the convex functions
My'Elog Zy'y) -

For completeness, if a finite convex function g satisfies that g — C|| - ||3/2 is concave, then
its central differences are at most C||h|j3. For any two subgradients p,p’ at x, the subgradient
inequalities therefore give t(p —p’) - h < Ct?||h||3. Letting ¢ | 0 shows that the subgradient is unique,
so g is differentiable. Convolution with a compactly supported smooth probability density preserves
convexity and the same upper curvature bound; hence 0 < D?g, < CI;,. The gradients converge

locally to Vg, proving that Vg is C-Lipschitz. Apply this fact to (99). No selection or uniqueness
of a minimizing path is used. O

7.2 finite dimensional large deviations

Fix k, a, and abbreviate

Au) = ’T, An(u) = ]\41N10g ZK;};WN.
All finite dimensional large-deviation principles must hold on one probability-one event. We construct
this event for a countable class of channels, then extend the pressure limits to every bounded Lipschitz
channel using the spectral bound.

Let Gy be the My x N matrix with rows gJ, and fix C' > (1 4+ a~/?)2. The Gaussian matrix
tail estimate in theorem 3.5 and Borel-Cantelli imply, almost surely,

G 2
sup /:102 Ly, (dz) < m < C for all sufficiently large N. (100)
oeXy, My

Thus p¥; is eventually supported on

Kc:{MEP(R):/$2u(dx) SC}.

This set is weakly compact, by tightness and lower semicontinuity of the second moment.
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For u,v € BL(R), set dc(u,v) = sup,ef,, [ |u —v| du. When pi(K¢) = 1, direct comparison
of the integrands gives

[An(u) = An(v)] < dc(u,v),  |A(u) = Av)] < do(u,v). (101)

To justify the deterministic second inequality, first fix u, v. The first inequality holds with probability
tending to one, while |[Ay(u) — Ax(v)| < |Ju — v]|e always. Take expectations and use theorem 1.1.

Let 2 be the countable rational vector space generated by the constant function one and
compactly supported piecewise linear functions with rational breakpoints and values. It is dense for
dc in BL(R): cutting off u outside [-R — 1, R + 1], while leaving it unchanged on [ R, R], costs
at most C||ul|oo/R?; the resulting compactly supported function can be approximated uniformly
by rational piecewise linear functions. Bounded-channel almost-sure convergence in theorem 1.1,
applied to a deterministic channel, gives one event of probability one on which Ayx(v) — A(v) for
all v € 2, and (100) holds. On this event, (101) and approximation give

An(u) — A(u) for every u € BL(R). (102)

Indeed, the limit superior of the absolute difference is at most 2d¢(u, v) for each v € 2.
Fix an environment in this event. For any finite family f = (f1,..., fx) of bounded Lipschitz
functions, define

Tr(p) = (/f1 du,---a/fk dM) : Yn(o) =T¢(Lyg)-

Its logarithmic moment generating function satisfies the exact identity
1
i log / MNAIN@) R (do) = An (- f) — Ap(N).

The limit is finite and differentiable on all of R¥, by theorem 7.1; there is no boundary of its effective
domain at which a steepness condition is needed. The vectors Yy lie in a fixed compact rectangle.
The Gértner—Ellis theorem [12, Theorem 2.3.6] therefore gives a full large-deviation principle at
speed My, with good rate
Jp(z) = sup{A -z —Af(\)}. (103)
AERF
This conclusion holds for every such finite family on the same event.

7.3 The empirical measure principle and nonlinear free energies

We continue on this event and write J = Ji,o. Its definition (13) is a supremum of continuous
affine functions of u, so J is convex and lower semicontinuous. It is nonnegative because A(0) = 0.
It is infinite outside K¢: if u(z?) > C, choose R < oo with u(fr) > C, where fr(x) = min{z?, R}
is bounded and Lipschitz. Since v(fr) < C for v € K¢, (102) gives A(tfr) < tC for every t > 0.
Consequently

I () = t{p(fr) — C} — oo

Thus all sublevel sets of J are compact.
Passage to empirical measures. Enumerate 2 = {f; : j > 1}. The continuous coordinate map

T:PR)—RY,  T(n) = (u(f;)=1,

restricts to a homeomorphism of K¢ onto its compact image in the product topology, since the
functions in & separate measures. Every finite projection of Tl p%; satisfies the good LDP (103) on
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the same quenched event. The Dawson—Gértner theorem [12, Theorem 4.6.1] gives a good LDP in
the product space, with rate z — supy J(p, ., fk)(zl, ..., 2k). The laws are eventually supported on
the closed set T(K¢). Restricting to that set and transporting by 7! gives the LDP on K¢, with
rate

sup  {p(u) = Au)} = T (n)-
u€Espang ¥
The equality follows from dg-density and (101). Eventual support in K¢ and J = oo outside it
extend this to the weak topology on P(R), proving the asserted large-deviation principle.
Nonlinear free energies. For bounded weakly continuous ¥, Varadhan’s lemma [12, Theorem 4.3.1]
now gives

1 MU () _
i log [ v ple(dp) — sup{¥() = T (1))

The integral on the left equals the spin integral in (14). Multiplication by My /N — « proves that
formula; replacing normalized Ising counting measure by the sum adds log2. This completes the
proof of theorem 1.5.

8 Applications and singular limits

We first prove the Gaussian-field extension, then pass to zero temperature for scalar projection
pursuit and justify the radial passage used in theorem 1.4. Removing quadratic truncations and
hardening distance penalties give the ground-state and capacity results. Throughout this section,
Gy denotes the My x N matrix with rows g,;r.

8.1 Gaussian external fields

We now prove the Gaussian-field extension, using the notation of (6)—(7).

Proof of the Gaussian-field extension. Put £,(z) = bx. On a step path, a Gaussian recursion step
of mass m and variance A contributes b>mA /2. Summing and then using path continuity gives

o (0) =5 | Ya(s) ds = S L(g).

Apply theorem 1.1 at zero field to Ty = |(a+ 1) N | rows, each having channel ug with probability
a/(a + 1) and £, otherwise. This is a Borel family indexed by R: assign label e’ > 0 to ug, label 0
to £y, and the zero channel to negative labels. This mixture has a common Lipschitz bound and the
required origin moment. Its variational value is

2
inf {An(q) + aE, Dy, (q) + Z;L(Q)} :

qeE2

Conditional on the counts M}, K\ = T — M}, the linear rows sum to b,/ K% /N ¢° - o. Thus the

mixture partition Z%* can be coupled to the desired partition Zy(b) using one original-row stream
and one ¢°, both independent of the counts and of each other; ¢° is standard Gaussian even when
K% =0, when its coefficient vanishes.

For a fresh original row, centering the channel in (60) bounds its logarithmic increment in LP by
Cp+lue(0)[p, p € {1,2}, uniformly over the independent deleted law. Conditional-count Minkowski
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and N~V = b)g” - o] <" = bl[lg°]2/ VN give

log ZW* — log Zn (b) C
y < St = vl + |y AN -

= o(1).

N P

The last step uses the binomial count moments and My /N — «. This proves the asserted L'
and L? limits; the spherical entropy representation is inherited from the mixture theorem. For a
deterministic channel, the squared gradient norms of the normalized pressure in the rows and in ¢°
are bounded by MyL?/N? and b%/N, respectively. Gaussian Poincaré gives

My Lip(u)? =~ b
Var(Fp") < NNE() + < (104)

O]

8.2 Zero temperature and the Montanari—Zhou formula

The zero-temperature passage uses control values for integrable coefficients and measurable marked
terminals. We prove their stability and integrability by extending the standard step-coefficient
Parisi control argument; see [17, Lemma 18].

Lemma 8.1 (Scalar control with integrable coefficients). Let A € L% ([0,1]), a > 0, and let
K :R — R be L-Lipschitz. Define

TLK (t,x) = S%pE {K (x ++va(B1 — By) + /tl A(s)vs ds) — ;/tl A(s)v? ds] .

Here B is standard Brownian motion. The controls are progressively measurable for its increments
after t, also when a =0, and satisfy Eftl A(s)v? ds < co. The value is finite and L-Lipschitz in x,

with
ITK (t, ) — K(z)] < L\/%(lw_t) + L; /1 A(s) ds. (105)

For bounded K, it is also bounded in absolute value by ||K||s. The supremum is unchanged by
restricting to |v| < L. The terminal map preserves order and is a contraction in the sup norm. For
another such triple (\,a, K) with the same Lipschitz bound L,

. i = 3 X
ITXK(E, ) = TRE( )]0 < |1 K — Koo + §L2II/\ = Mz

(106)
4Ly 2“; D\ /a - Val.

For step A and a > 0, the value is the backward Cole—Hopf/heat recursion solving, between the step
endpoints,
At)

O f + gfm + thﬁ =0, f(1,)) =K.

For general A, it is the uniform limit on [0,1] x R of these wvalues for any monnegative step
approximation in LY. This approzimation-independent extension is the stochastic-control solution.
It satisfies dynamic programming at every deterministic intermediate time. At zero diffusion,

TYK (t,x) = HflA(s) LK (@), HoK = K. (107)
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If (0, 2) = Ky(z) is jointly Borel measurable on R?, with common Lipschitz bound L, then (0,t,z) —
T Kg(t,x) is jointly Borel measurable. For any Borel probability measure v on R satisfying
Jr |Ko(0)|v(df) < oo, these values are integrable at every (t,x), and the preceding comparison
bounds may be integrated over the mark.

Proof. Clipping and comparison. Weighted Cauchy—Schwarz makes the drift of every admissible
control integrable. Since |K(z)| < |K(0)| + L|z|, its terminal payoff and cost are integrable. For
w = (—L)V (vA L), the terminal payoff lost by clipping is at most Lftl Av — w|, whereas

1 1 1
7/ )\(v2—w2)2L/ Av —wl.
2 t t

Thus clipping improves the payoff pathwise. The zero control gives the lower growth bound. The
upper bound follows from L|v| — v?/2 < L?/2, proving (105). For bounded terminals the zero
control and nonnegative cost give the sup-norm bound. Comparing translations and terminals
gives the Lipschitz bound, order preservation, and contraction. For the same clipped control,
changing A\ changes the terminal expectation by at most L2\ — XHl, and the cost by at most
half this amount. Changing a changes only the Brownian displacement, with expected magnitude
V2(1 —t)/7|y/a — Va|. Taking suprema proves (106). All these arguments also hold on any
subinterval.

Step coefficients. For a > 0, on an interval of length A where A = m > 0, the backward operator
is

F(x)»—);logEexp{TZF(x—i—\/aAG)}, G ~ N(0,1).

For m =0, use EF(x + VaA G). Mollify K uniformly, preserving its Lipschitz bound. The resulting
recursion solves the PDE, has |f;| < L, and has bounded f,, for each fixed mollification. For
Xs =2+ Va(Bs — By) + [ Mu)v, du, apply Itd’s formula on the successive intervals, stopping
first when | X;| exceeds a finite level. For clipped controls, linear growth of f, bounded f;, and the
integrable Brownian maximum justify removing the stopping. This gives

E [K(Xl) - ;/tl A(s)02 ds] — ftx) - ;E/tl)\(s)(vs (s, X)) ds.

Here K denotes the mollified terminal. The feedback vs = f;(s, Xs) has a bounded Lipschitz drift
and gives equality. Thus the recursion equals the control value. Applying the same verification on
subintervals gives dynamic programming. Terminal contraction removes the mollification.

Ata=0,put A= ftl A If A > 0, the displacement z = ftl Av satisfies ftl \v? > 22 /A pathwise;
constant controls v = z/A give the reverse inequality after taking the supremum over deterministic
z. This proves (107). If A =0, the value is K. Splitting the quadratic cost between two intervals
gives the Hopf-Lax semigroup identity and hence dynamic programming.

Integrable coefficients and marks. Take nonnegative step functions A, — X in L'; interval
averages preserve monotonicity when A is nondecreasing. Estimate (106) gives uniform convergence
to the control value, independently of the approximation. The same estimate on subintervals
and terminal contraction pass dynamic programming to the limit. For marked terminals, the
finite-step Gaussian recursions are jointly Borel measurable in (6,t,x). At zero diffusion the Hopf-
Lax supremum can be taken over rational displacements. The uniform limits therefore establish
measurability for integrable coefficients. Clipped payoffs are bounded in absolute value by

[Ko(0)] + L|z| + Lv/a|By — By| + SL2||A[|r-
The assumed first moment makes this bound integrable over marks and Brownian paths. Fubini and

dominated convergence therefore apply; no measurable choice of an optimizing control is needed. [J
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Write 7, = Tyl. For H € Cy(R) with ||H|s < B, maximizing displacements in H.H have
magnitude at most 2v/Bc. Comparison using an optimizer gives a spatial increment bound
2y/B/c|h| + h%/(2¢); subdivision removes the quadratic term. Thus H.H is bounded by B and
24/ B/c-Lipschitz. More generally, if H is L-Lipschitz, its Hopf-Lax transform is finite, L-Lipschitz,
and H < H.H < H + cL?/2. If (9,x) — Hp(z) is jointly Borel measurable on R?, with each
Hy continuous, the transform is jointly Borel measurable by its rational-displacement supremum.
Consequently theorem 8.1 defines f,f{g = T.(H.Hp), with the mark expectation taken after this
scalar evolution.

Lemma 8.2 (Zero-temperature variational comparison). Fiz a > 0, a nonempty parameter set A,
b: A =R, and a Borel probability measure v on R. For each A € A, let (8,2) — Hg \(z) be jointly
Borel measurable on R?, and assume

sup Lip(Hpy) <L, / |Hg x(0)| v(df) < oo for every A.
0eR, AeA R

Let € be the nondecreasing right-continuous functions v : [0,1] — [0,1] equal to one on some
terminal interval, and write D, (t) = ftl ~v(s) ds. Define

1 1 1 1
(108)
1 1 d
F(A pyc) =ET,(HcHo n)(0,0) + %/0 c—{—flut(s)ds + b(A).
t

For every fized (A, p1,c) € A x % x (0,00), there are vg € € such that Jg(\,vg) = F(A, u,c).
Conversely, for every B> 2 and v € €, F(\,Bv,871) < Ts(\,7) + Co.r(1 + log B)/B, uniformly in
A and the mark law. Consequently, in R U {—oc},

li inf A = inf F(A .
Bl—%o)\e/l\l,lweiﬁjﬁ( ) AeA,irel%,oO (Ao )

Proof. Uniform reverse comparison. For ¢ > 0, use the Hopf-Lax bound H < H.H < H + cL?/2
and the elementary inequality

1 1 1

e
c+xz x vy c+uy

(0 <z <y).

Apply the latter with = D, (t) <y = (1 —t) and integrate. Order preservation and translation
equivariance of 7, then give

L 1
FO87,0) < TaOv ) + S+ 5 og (142

Take ¢ = 7!, The error is independent of A, terminal offsets, and the mark law, so taking infima
proves the lower limit.

Recovery. Fix (A, p, ¢), taking p right-continuous. For 8 > ¢, set T =1— ¢/, pug = p A 5, and
vg = pg/ B below T', and one above. This is admissible, and its entropy is

RIS BRI T (TR B dt log(c/f)
Qaﬁ/o {D,m(t) 1—t}dt_206 0 c—i—ftT,ug(s)ds+ 208
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It converges to the entropy in F, since ug — p in L' and the denominators are at least c. For
the channel, split at T" and apply theorem 8.1: remove diffusion from the terminal interval, whose
drift mass is ¢; replace pg by p below T'; and restore the omitted p-evolution on [T',1]. Terminal
contraction bounds the total error by

3 L2 1
2LE “LP g — 7/ )
Gy e/ + 5L s =l + =5 | n(s)ds — 0

This proves recovery uniformly in the mark. Taking the infimum over fixed candidates proves the
upper limit, also when it is —oo. O

Proposition 8.3 (Marked spherical ground states). Let v be a Borel probability measure on R, and let
(0, ) — Hy(x) be jointly Borel measurable on R%, with supgeg ||Holloo < B and supgeg Lip(Hyg) < L.
For i.i.d. marks ©y ~ v, independent of the Gaussian rows and My /N — a € (0,00), almost surely,

1
Ey = - He, (gr-v) — _inf Fy(u,0),
N ||ﬁ?i{1 My kSzA:/[N @k(gk’ v) ME“ZI/I,I >0 (1, c)
1 1 dt
Folpsc) =B, £1(0,0) + %/o e+ [ u(s) ds’
t

Convergence also holds in every finite LP.

Proof. Finite temperature. The class % in theorem 8.2 consists precisely of the distribution functions
vq with ¢(1—) < 1, up to endpoint conventions. This restriction does not change the finite-
temperature infimum: replacing ¢ by ¢ A (1 —¢) on [0, 1), retaining ¢(1) = 1, decreases the spherical
entropy, while (32), applied to SHg, changes its 3~ 1-scaled channel term by at most SL%c/2. Let
e 1 0. The recursion (55) and theorem 8.1 give 371 ®gp(q) = T34, H(0,0), first on finite grids and
then by approximation. Consequently theorem 1.1 and (75) give, for the partition function with
channels SHeg,,

i 2 — g 70, (109)
where J3 is (108) with a singleton parameter set and zero penalty. The limit holds almost surely,
simultaneously for integer 3. By theorem 8.2, limg_, inf, J3(v) = inf, c Fu (1, ¢).

From pressure to the mazimum. The objective defining En has Lipschitz constant at most
L||Gnllop/v'My. The cap estimate used in (120) therefore gives, for 0 < n <1,

log Z L N

og Zn(B) < ||GNHOP77 n log 8
BMy VMy BMNn "

Gaussian operator-norm tails imply that the first coefficient is eventually bounded almost surely.

Take n = 871, let N — oo on the common event in (109), then let integer 3 — oco. This proves the
almost-sure limit. Boundedness gives every finite LP convergence. O

0< By —

Proof of theorem 1.6. First suppose h is bounded, jointly Borel measurable, and uniformly L-
Lipschitz in its prediction coordinate. Rotate the teacher coordinates to write X; = (G;, Z;),
where G; ~ N(0,I;) and Z; ~ N(0, I4_) are independent, and Y; = ¢(Gy,¢;). For r € Bi(1), set

s = /1 —|r]? and
1

Hr’(G,y)<Z) =h(Y,r -G+ s,2), M, q(r) = max — Z Hr,(Gi,Yi)(Zi - ).

lvll2=1 70
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These channels are uniformly bounded and L-Lipschitz, and their marks are independent of the
residual rows. Identify (G,Y) € R**! with a real label through a fixed Borel isomorphism, the
same for every r; the resulting channels are jointly Borel measurable with the same bounds. Since
n/(d — k) — «, theorem 8.3 gives M, 4(r) — V(r) almost surely at each fixed r, with V (r) given
by its marked functional. To maximize over the teacher overlap, we need uniform convergence.
Comparing the objectives on the same disorder gives

1Zlop
v

The two random coefficients are eventually bounded almost surely, and |s, — s,v| < \/2|r — /|. The
deterministic limit inherits this modulus. Intersect this probability-one event with the convergence
events for a countable dense set of overlaps. Finite nets then give uniform convergence on Bj(1).
The original maximum is exactly max, M, 4(r), so its limit is sup, V (7).

For a = |r|? < 1, change variables in the marked functional by

1/2
1
[Myalr) = M al')| < Lir =7 (nZ |Gi|2> + Lisy = sy
%

thew = a + (1 — a)t, Tnew =7 -G ++V1—auz, Cnew = (1 — a)c, unew(t):,t;(iZ).
The last formula applies on [a, 1), with zero extension below a. For step coefficients it transforms
both the scalar evolution and its reciprocal-integral term into (15); (106) extends the identity to
integrable coefficients. Conversely every admissible coefficient restricted to [a, 1) has an admissible
inverse under this change, so the infima agree. At |r| = 1 the channel is constant in its residual
argument and its value is EA(Y,7 - G). In (15) the entropy interval is then empty; letting ¢ | 0
gives the same value. Applying theorem 8.3 directly to a deterministic channel gives the unlabelled
assertion.
Finally let h € Cy(R?), ||h]|cc < B, and regularize only the prediction coordinate:

hp(y,2) = inf{h(y.w) + Lz —wl},  hip(y.2) = supfhly, w) - L]z - wl}.

These functions satisfy —B < h; < h < hz < B and are uniformly L-Lipschitz in z. Taking the
extrema over rational w proves joint measurability. For each fixed R,y, continuity of h(y,-) gives

(R, y) == s (hf —hp)(y,2) — 0,  0<mnL(R,y) <2B.
z|I<R
The supremum can again be taken over rational points, so 7y, is measurable. Writing X for the full
covariate matrix,

2
28X 3,

1 _ 1

[[w]l2=1 "7 i

For each integer L, R, bounded-variable concentration and Borel-Cantelli give convergence of the
empirical first term to Enr(R,Y), also for triangular arrays. Dominated convergence makes this
expectation tend to zero as L — oo; Gaussian operator-norm control bounds the other coefficient
almost surely. Thus the difference of the two envelope optimization limits tends to zero, first as
L — oo, then R — oco. The functional for h is well defined by theorem 8.1 and the Hopf-Lax
terminal bounds. Its terminal transform, scalar evolution, infimum, and outer supremum preserve
order, so its value lies between the two envelope values. The same squeeze proves convergence of the
empirical maximum to this value. The one-variable envelopes give the unlabelled case. Boundedness
gives convergence in every finite LP. O
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8.3 Radial passage for Gaussian spins
The following lemma justifies the radial optimization used in theorem 1.4.

Lemma 8.4 (Radial Laplace passage). Let u, h,c and My satisfy the assumptions of theorem 1.4.
On the same disorder, define

1
Yn(s) := N log Z]S\,’jj\iv’hs,

qe2 2

h?s?
Y(s) := inf {AS(Q) +a®y ,(q) (q)}-

Then

1 o0
— log/ sN=1eNIN(9)—es?] g Ly sup{Y (s) + log s — ¢s?}. (110)
N 0 5>0

The supremum is finite.

Proof. Shell convergence. For each s > 0, the Gaussian-field extension and (104) give Yxn(s) — Y (s)
in L2, Writing L = Lip(u), ug = u(0), and ay = My /N, comparison of the Gibbs weights gives

H NHOp H90H2
Yn(s) = Yn(t)| < Dyls —t|, N = L/ an + |h ,

|Yn(s) — anug| < sDy, s,t > 0. (111)

Here Yy (0) = anyug, and theorem 3.5 and Gaussian norm moments give supy EDR, < oo for every
finite p. The expected first bound makes Y locally Lipschitz; finite nets then give

sup |Yn(s) —Y(s)| — 0 in probability and in L!, 0<a<A<oo. (112)
s€la,A]

Radial localization. Putting p = s? in (11) gives
oo
z5 MN(u,h, c) = 2CN/ sN=1eNIN(s)=es] g, (113)
0
Choose & > supy an. On {Dy < B}, (111) implies, for 0 < a < 1,

a 2 ay -
/ N1 N () =cs?] g < & oN(@luol+Ba)
0 - N

For A large enough that log s + a|ug| + Bs < ¢s2/2 on [A, 00),
e~ NcA?/2
NcA?

These tails have arbitrarily negative exponential rates as a | 0 and A 1 co. Apply the Laplace
principle on [a, A] using (112), then remove the cutoffs and let B 1 oo, using tightness of Dy. This
proves (110) in probability. The limiting envelope |Y (s) — aug| < C's makes the supremum finite
and sends its objective to —oo at both radial ends; a fixed positive s supplies the lower bound.

Uniform integrability. The nonquadratic part differs from Myug by at most v NDy/|z].
Completing the square and applying Jensen under N (0, (2¢)~!'Iy) give, respectively,

oo 0o
/ SN—leN[YN(s)—CSQ} ds S/ 8—16—N032/2 ds <
A A

2

2 D
71 Zz h,c) < =log = N
og NMN(u7 76)— og c +anug + 2

1 Dy
log Z u, h,c) > —_—
N g NMN( ) \/%

N =N -

m
log — 4+ anug —
c
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The moment bounds on Dy give uniform integrability of N~!log Z]S\[?MN. By (113) and (12), the
normalized log radial integral differs from it by the bounded deterministic sequence N~!log(2Cy).
It is therefore uniformly integrable as well, which upgrades the limit to L. O

Constant-path restriction. For ¢ = Tr/py 0 < <p, the objective in (10), apart from %log(Zwe),
becomes

BB pla 2+ V=T + 1 st o)
h2

—cp+ ?(P—w)-

where Z, ¢ are independent standard Gaussians. For each fixed p, its infimum over 0 < & < p is the
constant-path inner problem; the replica-symmetric restriction of Pyt is obtained after taking the
outer supremum over p. Theorem 1.4 does not assert constant-path optimality or uniqueness of its
stationary equations.

8.4 Quadratic penalties and hard constraints

This subsection proves two singular limits of the Lipschitz-channel formula. The first gives quadratic
free energies and their zero-temperature ground states. The second hardens distance penalties into
exact closed constraints.

8.4.1 Quadratic penalties and ground states

Fix 0 € R and § > 0, and put

bola)= (0 —a)e, i) =~ lola)

For R > 0, its capped Lipschitz approximation is

2
up,0,R(1) = —g(ée(a:) AR)”.
Define
PG (q) = lim Dy, 4(0),

har " har
PeBola) = qlélg {AH(Q) +a®gy (Q)} ,

Fhar _ 1 IBMN 2 K
RE8.0) = log [ epd =5 S (0 (o) b uiv(do),
N k=1

1 M
ens(0) = = min > (0 — hy(0))%.

2N o€y, i1

Theorem 8.5 (Quadratic free energy and ground state). Let My/N — « € (0,00), 0 € R, and
k € {S,I}. For every B > 0,

PN (8,0) — Pl g(a)  in L', (114)
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and
Pifo(0) = lim P, x(a). (115)

There is a deterministic egs (0, 0) > 0 such that

en,k(0) — egs (. 0) in L', (116)
and )
. _ ~ phar
egs,ﬁ(aa 0) - BILH;O ﬁfpn,ﬂ,@(a)' (117)

The proof first sends N — oo at fized (B, R), then R — oo at fized 3, and finally  — oo.

Proof of Theorem 8.5. Finite temperature. Put

_#B
2

We first compare one row. Let I' be a possibly random probability measure under which X

has annealed standard-Gaussian marginal. Write Np = T(es.0.5(X)) N = F(eung‘g(x)), and
Tr = Ny'teuso.r(XT. Jensen gives

har

dr(z) = ugg,r(r) — ufp(x) (to(2)* — R2)+, er =Edr(Z) — 0, Z~ N(0,1).

0 < logNg — log Now = —log T (e~ X)) < Tp(dr(X)) < T(dr(X)).
The last inequality follows because dp increases and e“#.¢.% decreases as functions of £3. Consequently
0 <E(log N — logNy) < eg. (118)

For the finite-volume capped pressure Fﬁﬁ, replace the rows successively. The normalized measure
with the current row deleted is independent of that row, whose marginal at each spin is standard
normal. Thus (118) gives

0 < E[FE(5.0) ~ i (5.0)] < "en, (119)

with a pointwise nonnegative difference.
For a step path ¢, the completed field on its finite cascade has the same standard-Gaussian
marginal under the averaged unweighted measure. Jensen therefore gives

_B

2

At fixed S, R, the capped channel is Lipschitz, so (32) extends these bounds to every g € 2. They

tl.len persist in the decreasing limit q)g?g (). Commuting infp and inf, on {q : A.(¢q) < oo} therefore
gives

E(6— 2) < @y 00(0) 0.

Penson(@) b inf_ {A.(0) + a®k5(@)} = Pgo(o).

The values are finite by the Jensen bound, A, > 0, and the trial path g,. This proves (115). At
fixed R, theorem 1.1 gives convergence of F ]}\?’ .. to its variational value in L?. The triangle inequality
and (119), followed by R — oo, prove (114).

Zero temperature. Set Xn.(f8) = —F}\l,f‘;(ﬁ,ﬁ)/ﬁ. Since the prior is normalized, Holder’s
inequality makes this nonincreasing in 3, with Xy .(8) > en(6) > 0. A minimizing Ising atom
has mass 27V, so
log 2

B

0 < Xni(B) —eni(f) <
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For the spherical prior write 2 = o/v/N, put 6, = max{6, 0}, and set

_ i 2 _ ||GNHop My ||GNHop
@) = 501 = Gua) i, Lavg = T2 (0[S + S )

Contraction of the positive-part map and (01 — Gyz)4 |2 < 04+ My + |Gy |lop show that Ly g is
Ly ¢-Lipschitz on the unit sphere. For N > 2 and 0 < r < 1, its Euclidean radius-r cap about a
minimizer has normalized measure at least (r/8)N~!, by integration in the tangent-plane chart of
the hemisphere. Restricting the partition function to this cap yields

8

1
0< XN,S(ﬁ) — €N7s(9) < LN79T + B log ; (120)
By theorem 3.5, supyy ELy ¢ < oo. Taking r = B~ gives, for both priors and 8 > 1,
C log(8
lim sup E| Xy «(8) — enx(0)] < Cap +108(88) (121)
N—o0 B
The finite-temperature limit e$°f(8) = — Ef‘gﬁ(a) /B inherits nonnegativity and monotonicity;
denote its limit by egs (v, 0). Using (114) in (121), first let N — oo, then  — co. The triangle
inequality proves (116) and (117). O

8.4.2 Closed-set hardening

For the proof, abbreviate the soft pressure and its limiting value by

M
1 N
Fff,g =N log/ exp {—5 Z dC(hk(U))} py(do),
XX k=1
Pr,pc(@) = Prug o (a).

We now prove theorem 1.7. The single-constraint estimate in the proof is formulated for weighted
measures because, after some constraints are hardened, the remaining measure is neither uniform
nor a product measure.

Proposition 8.6 (Sequential hardening preserves the limiting entropy). Fiz a tail-accessible closed
set C and k € {S,1}, and suppose that, for some finite & > 0, My < aN for all large N. Assume
that, for some cog > 0 with cg < log?2 when k =1 and for every fixed B > 0,

P(Fy< < —co) — 0. (122)

Then, for every e > 0,

lim i P (FyC — Enty . (C) > ¢) = 0.

Jim timsupP (F — Bnty(C) > )
Proof. Single-constraint claim. Fix p,( > 0 and a tail-accessible closed set C', and choose 0o € R
such that [#c,00) C C. There are constants byoy, ¢, A,wy > 0 and Ny < oo, depending only on
(p,¢,C,0¢c), such that the following holds for every N > Ny. Let v be any deterministic probability
measure on a subset Qy C Sy satisfying

sup v {a i lo = opll2 < p\/]v} <e N, (123)

UoEQN
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For g ~ Npy, set
Xg(a) = N_I/Qg 0,
prclg) =v{Xy € O},
susclg) = [ €PNy (do)

31/,,3,0(9)

Du, clg)= IOg
g () pV,C(.g)

We suppress the common argument g in the remainder of this claim and its proof. Set D, g = 400
when p, ¢ = 0. Uniformly for wy < w < browV,

Py(prclg) < e™) < Ae™ + Ae™ N, (124)

Moreover, there is a deterministic function w, ¢ c(8) | 0 as  — oo such that, for each fixed 5 and
all sufficiently large N,

Eg(Dys.c AbrowN) < wyc.c(B) + ANe . (125)

All constants are uniform over v satisfying (123). The same conclusions hold conditionally if v is
random, independent of g, and (123) holds almost surely.

Proof of the claim. Decrease byoy s0 that 2w < . Given w € [wy, byowN], let K = [€¥/4] and
sample o', ..., 0¥ independently from v. A union bound and (123) show that the v®X-probability
of a pair within distance pv/N is at most K2e <N < e=°N. Conditional on pairwise separation, the
centered Gaussian variables X,(o?) have variance one and canonical distances at least p. Sudakov
minoration gives E, max;<x X4(c') > c¢,y/log K, and the Gaussian concentration inequality for the
maximum then gives, after increasing wy,

P, (maxXg(Ui) <bc|ot,. .. ,UK) <e (126)
i<K
for every pairwise separated realization (o!,...,0%). On the other hand, on {p,c(g9) < e},

conditional independence of the samples gives
P (X,y(0") ¢ C for every i < K | ) = (1= puc(9) =

once wy is large. Averaging first in the samples and then in g, and noting that = ¢ C implies x < 6,
combining this inequality with (126) proves (124).

Write A, 5.0(9) = sugc(9) — pvc(g) and Y, c(g) = —logp,c(g), with Y, ¢ = +oo when
pv,c = 0. Since X4(0) is standard Gaussian for every o € Sy, Fubini gives the uniform estimate

EQAV,B,C = EC’(B) =K {eiﬁdC(Z)l{ch}} — 0. (127)

Here dominated convergence applies because closedness gives do(Z) > 0 on {Z ¢ C}. For
w e [w07 browN)7
DV,B,C A brOWN < ewAl,@C + (YI/,C A\ broWN)]-{Yl,7c>w}- (128)

Indeed, on {Y, ¢ < w} use log(14+ A, 3.c/pv.c) < Avgc/vvc < e®A, g, while on {Y, ¢ > w} use
sypc <1, hence D, 50 <Y, c. Integrating (124) yields

Ey[(Yi0 A browN) iy, oswy) < AL+ w)e ™ + ANe V.

62



For large 3, take . .
wg = wp V QIOgé‘c(ﬁ)’
for fixed § this lies below byowN when N is large. Then e"2ec(8) — 0 and (1 4+ wg)e™ 8 — 0.
Equations (127) and (128) prove (125) with some w, ¢ c(8) | 0.
Sequential hardening. Choose ¢; > cg, with ¢; < log2 when k = 1. We first verify the spread
hypothesis in the single-constraint claim. If a probability measure v on Sy satisfies dv/ dujs\, < ealV,
then a spherical cap estimate gives, for fixed 0 < p < 1,

sup v{|lo — ooll2 < pVN} < eNC,V/N pV 3.

00ESN
In the spherical case, choose p sufficiently small and then ¢ > 0 so that this bound is at most e ¢V

for all large N. On the cube, if max, st v(o) < e*N for some s > 0, a ball of radius pv/N contains
at most

exp{Nh(s2/4) + o(N)}
vertices, where h(x) = —z log z— (1—z) log(1—x) is binary entropy. Choosing p so that h(p?/4) < s/2
and taking any 0 < ¢ < s/2 gives (123) for all large N. In the application below, s =log2 —¢; > 0

in the Ising case. Fix the resulting pair (p, () for the chosen prior.

Write

Ui(o) = e 70D 1(0) = 1, (o)ecy

For 0 < m < My, introduce the soft-hard hybrids

Zmz/ (H Ma)) ( 11 Uk(0)> (R (do).

k<m m<k<Mxy

Thus N~ log Zy = Fﬁ,g and N~tlog Zy, = Enty . (C). Delete row m and let

o) )

k<m m<k<Mpn
um<do>=2;3<ﬂ Ik<o—>)< IT Uk<a>) 5 (dor)
k<m m<k<Mp

when Z,, > 0; otherwise set v, = p’y;. Conditional on all rows except g, vy, is independent of g,,.
When Z,, > 0,

Zm—1= stym,ﬁ,C(Qm), L = Ampum,C(gm)-
Let Dy, = Dy, 3.c(9m). Whenever Z,,_1 > 0, Dy, = log Zp,—1 — log Z, € [0, o0].
On {Z,, > eV} the unnormalized density defining v, is at most one. Hence

dvy,

dus < et (k=19),
N
max vy, (o) < 27NN = o= (log2—c))N (k=1).

The preceding spread estimates and the single-constraint claim, conditionally on all constraints
except gm, give constants byow,c, A > 0 and w, ¢, c(8) | 0, uniform in m, such that

E (D AbowN)1 (5 oo iny| S wpco(B) + ANe™N. (129)
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To telescope even when a hard constraint makes a partition function zero, truncate logarithms at
a common floor. For z > 0, put £x(2) = log(z Ve ) and L, = {N(Zm_1) — {n(Zm) > 0. Both
hybrids lie below the floor when Z,, < e~ N: otherwise L,, < Dy, A c1 N, since Z,—1 < 1. Thus

Ly, < C1(Dyy AbrowN) Cy = max{1, c1/brow}-

1{2m2€7c1N}7

The event on the right is measurable without row m. Sum (129) and telescope to obtain

SEIN(Z0) — £ (Zagy )] < Crdieoco(8) + on (1),

Fix 0 < n < min{e,e; — co}. If Zg > e~ and the floored loss is at most 7N, then £ (Zpry ) >
—(co +n)N > —c1N; hence both endpoint logs are unclipped and their difference is at most nN.
Markov’s inequality gives

Crawpco(B) +on(1)
n

P(FYs — Bnty(C) > ) <P(Zp < V) +

Apply (122), first letting N — oo at fixed (3, then f — oo. O

Proof of theorem 1.7. At fixed g, monotonicity of the scalar recursion gives @y, . (q) | Poo,c(q)-
Hence the soft variational values decrease to a limit no smaller than the hard value. Conversely, for
every ¢ with A,(q) < oo,

PH,B,C(Q) < AH(Q) + a(I)Uﬂ,c (Q)

Letting 8 — oo and then taking the infimum proves (16), including the value —oc.
Since a hard indicator is bounded above by its soft distance weight,

Enty,.(C) < FN. (130)

Write Po = Py 0o,c(a) and Pg = Py, g (). Suppose first that P, > —oo for spherical spins, or
that Py > —log2 for Ising spins. Choose c¢g > — Py, with ¢ < log2 in the Ising case. Because
Pg > P, the main free energy theorem at the fixed finite Lipschitz channel ug ¢ implies (122).
Apply theorem 8.6. Choose first 5 with Pg — Py small and then send N — oo. The hybrid
controls the lower tail of Enty ,(C'), while (130) controls the upper tail. Thus Enty . (C) — Px in
probability, proving the finite spherical case and the Ising entropy assertions.

If P, = —oo for spherical spins, fix L > 0 and choose a finite 8 with Pg < —L — 1. The fixed-3
soft formula and (130) give P(Enty g(C) > —L) — 0; then let L — oo.

Finally suppose Py, < —log2 for Ising spins. Choose n > 0 and then a finite 5 so that
Pg < —log2 — 3n. For all large N,

IEF]@IC < —log2 — 2n.

On the satisfiable event, one configuration has zero penalty and hence F 16,10 > —log2. Since

Lip(ug,c) = B, Gaussian concentration with row-matrix Lipschitz constant S/ My /N gives

2N2
P(Fhy v (C) # 2) < 2exp {—W} .

As My /N — «a, this proves (18). O
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8.5 Capacity consequences

This subsection proves the general Ising capacity theorem, the spherical half-space threshold, and
the explicit spherical trial bound summarized in section 1.

8.5.1 Ising capacities for tail-accessible sets

Proof of theorem 1.8. Fix a tail-accessible closed set C' and 8 > 0. For a step path ¢, choose a finite
grid 7 containing its jump points. Jensen’s inequality on the finite cascade gives

@, o (q) < logE / e PleX AR (dn)Ny(dz) = log Ee %),

The equality uses the standard-Gaussian marginal of the completed field under the averaged
unweighted measure. At this fixed g, Lip(ug,c) = 5, so (32) extends the inequality to every ¢ € 2
by step-path approximation. Only then let 5 — oo; dominated convergence yields

®,c(q) <logme < 0. (131)
Put BC(q) = _QOO,C(Q)7 rc = Cki(C), and

sc(a) =10g2 + Prooc(a) = inf {log2 + Ai(q) — aBc(q)}, a > 0.
qe€2: Aj1(g)<o0

If 0 < a < r¢, the ratio definition implies that B (q) is finite for every finite-cost path, and
log2 + Ai(q) — aBc(q) = (re — a)Be(q) = (—logme)(re — a) > 0.

The last bound is uniform in ¢, so s¢(a) > 0. If @ > r¢, some trial ratio is smaller than «, giving
sc(a) < 0; if its denominator is infinite, the trial value is —oco. Thus

sc(la) >0 (0<a<reo), sc(la) <0 (a>ro).

Together with Pp o ¢(0) = 0, these inequalities prove (20), including the possibility rc = 0 at this
stage. The path g, has A;(g,) = 0. Its scalar recursion has no common Gaussian increment, and
hence

D

Therefore Bo(q,) = — log e, giving the upper bound in (19).

Apply theorem 1.7 to any sequence My /N — a > 0. For a < r¢, it gives N~ ! log #}"]IV[MN(C’) —
sc(a) > 0 in probability, hence satisfiability with high probability. For a > r¢, it gives exponential
decay of the satisfiability probability. This proves (21).

For strict positivity, choose 0¢ with [0¢,00) C C. The small-density theorem of Bolthausen—
Nakajima—Sun—Xu applies to the half-space indicator U(z) = 1,54, and gives satisfiability
with high probability at some density ag > 0 [7, Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 1.3]. Every such
solution also satisfies the constraints in C. The supercritical conclusion just proved therefore forces
ro > ap > 0, completing (19).

For fixed N, each of the 2/V configurations survives the first m independent rows with probability

u;a,o(qo) = log EePdc(Z) __, log m¢.

m¢r, and hence
P(My (C) > m) < 2N7.

Letting m — oo shows ML (C) < oo almost surely. For fixed 0 < a_ < r¢ < a4, row-count
monotonicity and the fixed-load limits give

PEORN(C) > [a-N]) — 1, PEN(C) > [a.N]) — 0.

Let a_ 1 r¢ and ay | r¢. The integer roundings contribute at most N1, proving (22). O

65



The same results apply to C' = [~K,0] U [K,00), K > 0. Here n¢ = 1/2, so aL(C) < 1; the
full-path formula does not by itself establish the optimized value one predicted in [5]. For the
square-wave set

C=UI(2i+1)s,(2j +2)5], >0,
jez
theorem 1.1 gives the soft formula for —3 dist(-,C), but the hardening theorem does not apply
because C' contains no half-line. The present results also do not cover the correlated-label teacher—
student model of [4].

8.5.2 Spherical half-spaces

In this subsection we abbreviate the half-space quantities by

Ug e = UG,Cys D= Poo,cps Proo,0 = Proo,Cy
ag(0) = ap(Co),  Frrn(0) = Firn(Co), MK (6) = M5 (Cop).

Write pg(z) = (2r)~/2¢7%*/2 and g (z) = P(Z > z), with Z ~ N(0,1).

By(q) = —Pos,6(q),
Dy =E(0 - 2)%.

The hard-volume formula does not itself imply emptiness on the sphere. The next three results
supply the threshold geometry, margin transfer, and robust thickening needed to prove theorem 1.9.

Lemma 8.7 (Constant-path bound and the spherical finiteness threshold). Fiz § € R. For
0 < x <1, the constant path satisfies

As@) =5 (17 +los(1- ). (132)

ST ) -

The set of a for which Ps o g(c) > —00 is downward closed. Hence the spherical hard value is finite
for a < a5(0) and equals —oo for o > o(6). Moreover,

a3(0) < Dyt < .

Proof. The spherical identity in (132) follows from (76). For the channel, conditional on the common
field \/zZ, the soft normalizer decreases to

5. (0—V3Z
\ vz )

Its logarithm has integrable negative part by Mills’ inequalities, which proves (133). The same
inequalities and dominated convergence give, as = 1T 1,

_ 1 _ 1
(1 - x)AS(QI) — 53 (1 - l')BH(q:v) — §D0
Thus constant paths make the spherical objective tend to —oo when a > Dy, L
Since P 9(q) < 0, the spherical hard value is nonincreasing in «. Finiteness at ao therefore
gives a finite lower bound at every 0 < a; < aw, while the trial path g, gives a finite upper bound.

This proves downward closure. O
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Proposition 8.8 (Supercriticality persists after lowering the margin). For every 0 € R and every
a > ad(0), there exists 6 > 0 such that

P5 00,0—s () = —00. (134)

Proof. We bound the cost of shifting the margin by the spherical spin cost. First, every path of
finite spherical spin cost satisfies

Asto) 2 5 (i — 1+ oeL(@)).
1
0 < 4(1+ As(q)). (135)

In particular, L(g) > 0. To prove these, first suppose ¢(1—) < 1, put £ = L(q) = fol Vg, and write
D(t) = ftl Yq(s) ds. Since D(t) < min{¢,1 —t}, (75) gives

s = [ L a7 Y
SO=Jo D) 1= =) 1S o8t

For general ¢, cap it at 1 —7 on [0, 1), retaining the diagonal value g,(1) = 1. The conjugate formula
(83) gives As(gy) < As(q), while L(g,) — L(g). The preceding bound rules out L(g) = 0 and passes
to the limit. Applying z <4+ 2(x — 1 —logx), z > 1, proves (135).

The second estimate, for every 9, > 0, is

1\ &2

B <(1 B 1+-) ——. 136

pee) < (14 2)Bofa) + (14 2) 5 (136)

The scalar recursion and theorem 8.1, as in the finite-temperature passage above, identify ®,, , (q) =

T,,us,0(0,0) directly for the Lipschitz terminal ugy(z) = —B(9 — z)4. Put £ = L(g). For any

admissible control v, set XV = By + fol vqv and w = v + 6/¢. The shifted control has finite weighted

quadratic cost and is therefore admissible; the optional clipping bound need not be imposed. For
p>1,

1 1 2

po

ug,o4+5(X") = ug(X") > puge(X"), / yw? < p/ Yqv* + :
0 0 (p—1)¢

The first inequality uses nonpositivity of the terminal and the second is Young’s inequality. Taking

control suprema, then letting 5 — oo and setting p = 1 + ¢, proves (136).
Choose a5 (f) < ap < @, and then § > 0 so small that

146
a0{2+25(1+5)} <1

If the hard value at («, 8 — &) were finite, some Cy > 0 would give, for every finite-cost path,

By_s(q) < 25D+ Co,

(0%

Apply (136) from 6 — d to 6, with € = 9, and use (135). The result is

Bo(q) < {M +26(1+ 5)} As(q) + Cs.

Q

Thus Ag(q) —apBg(q) is uniformly bounded below, contradicting theorem 8.7. This proves (134). [
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Proposition 8.9 (Feasibility at margin 6 gives exponential volume at margin 6 — §). Suppose
Mpy/N — a € (0,00). For every 8 € R and § > 0, there is a finite C = C(«,0,6) such that

1
P (fEJN,N(e) #0, 5 log ik (Fip,n (0 = 9)) < —C) — 0. (137)

Proof. Fix @ > «. Gaussian norm tails show that, with probability tending to one, My < alN
and maxg<nry || 9x| < 2v/N. The remaining argument is deterministic in any rows satisfying these
bounds. Identify Sy with the unit sphere by s = o/v/N, so constraints become g, - s > 6 and ,ujsv
remains normalized surface measure. For an independent W ~ N(0, Ix/N), Sidak’s inequality (33,
Corollary 1, p. 628] gives

P (maxlge WIS L) 2plfy 2 p=B(Z|<a), k= -dlogpue
Here each gj - W has variance at most four; arbitrary correlations are allowed. Also Py (||[W]| >
2) < e~N for a universal ¢y > 0. Fix L large enough that k7, < cq/2. For all large N,
E={mxlg W <L, W] <2}, Pw(E)> eV,
Take any feasible unit vector s and set

1 5
—mind, 0 Y =s+rW.
" mm{4’2(L+2|9y+1)}’ s

On E, 1—2r < ||Y| <1+ 2r, and for every row,

Y, 00V —rL  r(L+2l6)
1Yl Y] 1—2r

9k - > —0.

Let A be the cone over the feasible set at margin § — § and write P = N(0,72Iy/N), Qs =
N(s,r?In/N). Then Q4(A) > $e "~V while isotropy identifies P(A) with the normalized spherical
volume. The Gaussian likelihood ratio satisfies Ep[(dQ,/ dP)?] = eM/™, so Cauchy-Schwarz gives

_N/r2 N(r—249k
1 (Fary n(0 = 8)) = P(A) > e N/ Qg (A)? > LN 2me),
This holds for every feasible s with the same constants, proving (137). 0

Proof of theorem 1.9. Let My = |aN|. By theorem 8.7, the spherical variational hard value is
finite for o < o (). The hardening theorem then gives convergence of the log-volume to this finite
value, so the feasible set, on whose complement the log-volume is —oo, is nonempty with probability
tending to one. If a > a(6), choose § > 0 from theorem 8.8. The hard-wall theorem at margin
6 — 0 and theorem 8.9 imply P(}—J%N,N(Q) # &) — 0.

For fixed N, cover the unit sphere by finitely many Euclidean caps {s : ||s — vj[|2 < r} with unit
centers v; and fixed 0 < r < 1. Choose K so large that —K (1 —72/2) + 1 < 6. If |lg + Kvj|2 < 1,
then throughout the jth cap

g-s<—Kovj-s+1<-K(1-r%/2)+1<89.

Each such open Gaussian ball has positive probability, so an infinite i.i.d. row sequence almost surely
visits all finitely many of them. Once it has done so, every point of the sphere violates at least
one of the rows already seen. Thus Sﬁ]SV (#) < oo almost surely. Finally, row-count monotonicity
sandwiches the lower tail of 9% (6)/N by failure of satisfiability at a(0) — /2 and its upper tail
by satisfiability at a>(6) + £/2; the first event is omitted when the lower load is nonpositive. The
fixed-load statements make both probabilities vanish, proving (23). O
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