The sharp factor-of-IID threshold
for the free Ising model on regular trees

OpenAl

September 26, 2026

Abstract

For every integer d > 3 and inverse temperature § > 0, the free zero-field ferromagnetic
Ising measure on the infinite d-regular tree is a factor of IID exactly when tanh 8 < (d — 1)~1/2.
We prove the positive implication, including equality, resolving the conjecture of Nam, Sly and
Zhang; the strict converse is known. The spin factor can be chosen to commute with every tree
automorphism on every label input.

1 Introduction

Can the free Ising state on a regular tree be generated from independent vertex labels without
choosing a root? The broadcast description of the state begins at a vertex and propagates a random
spin along the edges. Its law does not depend on that vertex. A factor construction must also
remove the distinguished vertex from the rule that generates the spins.

Let Ty = (V, €) be the infinite d-regular tree, d > 3, and put b = d — 1 and 6 = tanh 3 for 5 > 0.
The free zero-field Ising law ji4 g is obtained by choosing a fair spin at one vertex and, independently
along edges directed away from it, letting a child agree with its parent with probability (1 + 0)/2.
Its marginal on any finite connected subtree D is

paplolp=my=1 [ 1Eomm
{u,w}e&(D)
This expression also verifies that the law is invariant under all tree automorphisms and independent
of the chosen broadcast root.

We call a spin law a factor of I1ID if it is the law of ®(U) for independent uniform labels (U, )yey

and a measurable map ® : [0,1]Y — {—1,1}V satisfying

®(gU) = g®(U) almost surely for each fixed g € Aut(Ty), (97)0 = Tg1,. (1.1)

The exceptional null set may depend on g. For spin laws this convention is equivalent to requiring a
Borel factor equivariant on every input: Lemma 8.5 constructs such a version. The input contains
no distinguished root or end. Measurability does not require a spin to be determined by finitely
many labels; no finitary coding or coding-radius estimate is asserted.

Theorem 1.1. For every integer d > 3 and every B > 0, the free zero-field Ising law pq 5 is a factor
of IID in the sense of (1.1) if and only if

tanh 3 < (d —1)"/2.

In this range the factor can be chosen to commute with every automorphism on every label input.



The construction proves the positive implication, including equality. The strict converse is
known: the obstruction beyond the reconstruction threshold is due to Sly, as recorded and proved
in Lyons [12, Section 3 and Corollary 3.2]. We use the quantitative correlation bound of Backhausz,
Szegedy and Virag [1, Theorem 3.1 in arXiv:1305.6784v1] to give that implication below. The map
is obtained for each fixed d and S in the permitted range; no parameter-uniform or computational
bound is asserted.

For the free state on T}, reconstruction from distant levels is possible exactly when b§% > 1;
equivalently, the free Gibbs state is extremal exactly when b§? < 1. For the regular-tree result,
including equality, see the Bethe-lattice work of Bleher, Ruiz, and Zagrebnov [3] and Ioffe [9].
Ioffe [10] and Evans, Kenyon, Peres, and Schulman [6] developed branching-number criteria on
general trees away from equality. Pemantle and Peres [17, Theorem 2.1] later gave an electrical-
capacity criterion for free-state extremality for couplings bounded above and away from zero, which
also covers critical cases.

Reconstruction asks whether distant spins retain information about a fixed spin. The factor
question asks for a rule that generates the entire law from independent labels. Nonreconstruction
supplies no such rule, and a weak limit of factor laws need not itself be a factor [12, Corollary 3.3].
Thus equality requires a construction that retains measurable dependence on its independent input.

In the uniqueness range # < b~', including equality, a finite-cluster construction gives the factor;
see Lyons [12, Section 3]. Nam, Sly and Zhang [14, Theorem 1 and Section 2.2 in arXiv:2012.09484v2]
used posterior-drift stochastic differential equations driven by IID Brownian motions to construct the
free Ising law as a factor for d > dy and 6 < ¢/+/d — 1, for unspecified absolute constants ¢, dy > 0.
Their construction takes root-independent limits of finite-volume solutions. Theorem 1.1 proves
their conjecture for every d > 3, including equality and their pointwise convention for equivariance.

The known converse. For a centered variance-one real vertex factor, the BSV bound is

d—2
|E[Z,Z,]| < <1 + dn) b2, dist(o,v) = n.

It applies also under (1.1). To check this, condition the observable at o on the labels in its radius-R
ball and average a Borel version over the finite automorphism group of that rooted ball. Every such
permutation extends to a tree automorphism fixing o, so uniqueness of conditional expectation leaves
this average unchanged almost surely. It now defines an exactly invariant local rule. Apply the same
rule at every vertex. These local factors converge in L? at each vertex to the original factor, because
the balls exhaust the label coordinates. For all sufficiently large R their variances are positive.
Center and normalize them, apply BSV, and pass to the limit in variances and covariances on this
same IID probability space. Since the Ising spins have mean zero, variance one and correlation 6™,
the bound would require (6v/b)” < 1+ (d — 2)n/d. This is impossible when § > b~1/2,

1.1 Why independent innovations determine the spins

We follow the observation framework of Nam—Sly—Zhang. On an auxiliary probability space, sample
the desired spin configuration ¢ and independent standard Brownian motions B,, and observe

X,y (t) = toy, + By(t), my(t) =Eloy | Xu(s) :ueV, 0<s <t

The finite-dimensional posterior evolution also belongs to stochastic localization. Eldan [5] developed
the underlying localization scheme, and El Alaoui and Montanari [4, Section 3, Theorem 2| give the



fixed-covariance Gaussian-observation formulation used here. Subtracting the conditional drift gives

W (1) = X, (1) — /0 () ds.

These innovations are independent Brownian motions in the observation filtration. This property
alone does not make X a function of W: the original construction still used the spins. Classical
innovations theory separates the Brownian property from generation of the observation filtration |7,
Lemma 2.2 and Remark 2.2]. Proving that the innovations determine X is the central step here.

A companion construction for the free uniform spanning forest uses a uniform Lipschitz response
bound in the coordinate supremum norm to invert the innovations causally for every continuous
input [15, Section 4]. Here recovery instead follows from equality of conditional copies under the
observation law.

Take two observations X, X’ independently conditional on the entire innovation array W. They
have the same marginal law and share the same innovations. Conditioning on the full paths could
in principle expose their future increments through an observation past. We prove that it does
not: the conditional law of either observation past given all of W depends only on the past of W.
Hence W remains Brownian in the joined filtration, and the equations for both observations use
the same driving Brownian motions. This is the compatibility principle for conditional copies [11,
Lemmas 2.11-2.12 in arXiv:1305.6747v2]; we prove the required statement and the transport of the
stochastic integrals directly.

We then show that these particular copies agree. For each coordinate, conditional independence
gives

E[(Xo(t) — X,(1))* | W] = 2 Var(X,(t) | W).
Equality therefore forces the conditional law of X given W to be a point mass. Finally

Xy(n)

n

— 0, almost surely

recovers the spins from W. A common measurable sampler converts one uniform label at each
vertex into its Brownian path. This gives a spin factor satisfying (1.1); finite-ball averaging then
selects an everywhere equivariant version with the same law.

1.2 What changes at the critical point

The tree gives a concrete equation for comparing the copies. Set h, = atanhm,. If T;_,; is the
component containing j after deleting ij, define its field by

hj—i(t) = atanhE[o; | Xyu(s) 1 u € Tj;, 0 < s <],

using the unconditional prior on that component. For a path v = vy, ..., v. = u, the field-response
coefficient is
1 — tanh? z

vu = 0" [ ) — T 9. .12
¢ [T athivi) a(z) 1 — 62 tanh? 2

i=1

Cov = 1.

The innovation equation is

dhy = cou dWy + myAydt, Ay =) i,

Its infinite sum requires proof. At criticality we obtain EA,(t) < C/min(v/%,1) for t > 0, so the
row is integrable down to time zero. An exact covariance-energy identity and a testing argument
establish the equation without a residual martingale.



For the conditional copies, let V(t) = E[(ho(t) — h.(t))?]; invariance makes the choice of o
irrelevant. It starts at zero. Below the threshold, the squared factor 62" and the shell size db™ !
give a summable geometric series, yielding V/ < CV and thus equality of the copies. At bf? = 1
those two factors cancel exactly.

Three estimates replace the lost geometric decay. First, an intact side branch attenuates a path
product on the length scale t~1/2 at small times. Second, spatial cancellation bounds the variance
of a sum of differences between the two copies’ loga(h;_;) factors by the path length times the
variance at one edge. The spectral bound is proved for differences f(X) — f(X’), with the same
square-integrable equivariant vertex observable f applied to each copy, and their closed linear span.
No spectral bound for every function of the pair is assumed. The operator argument is related to the
correlation methods of Backhausz—Szegedy—Virdg [1] and Backhausz—Gerencsér—Harangi—Vizer [2].
Third, concentration of path averages makes the attenuation usable with discrepancy weights that
depend on the same observations. Both path orientations are needed in this averaging argument.

These estimates leave one small-time difficulty: the leading noise term is of order S(t)/¢, where

S(t) = E|(log a(hj—i(t) = log a(h;(t)))’]

The elementary bound S < CV would leave a nonintegrable coefficient. We prove instead a small-
field tail estimate and use the vanishing derivative of loga at zero to improve that comparison. The
complete noise and drift calculation then gives an integrable Osgood-type inequality for V', forcing
V' = 0. The moment estimate is proved beside this final comparison, where its purpose becomes
explicit.

Notation and organization. The case § = 0 is already IID, so the proof below assumes
0 < 6 < bY2. Constants ¢,C > 0 may depend on the fixed d,0 and may change between
occurrences; a subscript 7" permits additional dependence on a fixed finite time horizon. Every path
is simple unless specified otherwise, and all logarithms are natural. Roots used to describe subtrees
or compute norms are auxiliary choices in the proof, not inputs to the factor.

Sections 2-4 develop the posterior identities, critical information bounds, and infinite innovation
equation. Section 5 constructs the conditional copies and proves their equality below the threshold.
Sections 6 and 7 establish spatial cancellation and concentration of path averages. Section 8 proves
the small-field tail estimate, completes the critical comparison, and recovers the factor from the
innovations.

2 Posterior fields along the tree

The observation construction reduces the factor problem to a question about conditional spin laws.
We first describe those laws on a finite subtree, where the Gaussian likelihood is explicit. The
tree structure then expresses each covariance as a product along the connecting path. Passing
these formulas to the whole tree will identify the response coefficients whose squared rows must be
integrable in time.

For the affirmative implication, write b = d — 1 and assume 0 < 6 = tanh 8 < b~/2; the case
0 = 0 is already IID. On an auxiliary probability space sample the free Ising configuration o, and
independently sample standard Brownian motions (B,)ecy, independent across vertices. Set

X, (t) =to, + By(t), Fl=0{Xy(s):veEV, 0<s5<t}. (2.1)

The B,’s are the noise used to plant these observations. The innovations W,, obtained later by
subtracting the conditional drift from X, are different processes. In this section JF is the raw



observation filtration; we reserve F; for its usual augmentation. For any D C V), write
FP =0{Xu(s):ue D, 0<s<t}.

The Gaussian observation framework follows Nam—Sly-Zhang [14]. In finite volume it is the
observation form of stochastic localization described by El Alaoui-Montanari [4, Section 3]. We
derive the finite posterior directly, since its derivative and its tree factorization will both be needed.

2.1 The finite posterior and its branch messages

Let D be a finite connected subtree. Its broadcast marginal is

Plop=n)=2""P1 [ (1+0mn;) < exp (B > 77i77j) , ne{-1,1}".
(D)

{i.j}e€(D) {ijte€

Indeed, choose any vertex of D as the broadcast root and multiply its probability 1/2 by the
transition probabilities on the |D| — 1 edges; also 1+ 0s = €%/ cosh 3 for s € {—1,1}. Conditional
on op = n, the likelihood of the observation paths through time ¢, relative to product Wiener
measure, is

exXp (Z nuXu(t) - t’21)‘> :
u€D

The last term is independent of 1. Bayes’ formula gives, for every finite terminal vector x € R,

w2 (n) = ZDl(x) exp (ﬁ dooommi+ Y ﬂfunu> ,  x=Xp(t). (2.2)

{i.j}e€(D) ueD

Here Zp(x) is the positive finite partition function. This calculation shows that the terminal vector
is sufficient for the spin posterior; it does not identify the terminal-vector sigma-field with the entire
observation history.

Let

v

M (@)=Y mor(n),  my)(t) = M (Xp()),  hy(t) = atanhm(¢).

By Bayes’ formula, mZ2(t) is a version of E[o, | F{]. All posterior masses are positive, so |[MP(z)| < 1

and the field is finite. The functions MP are smooth. If u,v € D, then differentiating the finite
sum in (2.2) gives
oMmpP
0%y
At x = Xp(t) we denote this conditional covariance by CZ (t).

For an oriented edge v — w, let T}, be the component containing v after deletion of {v,w}.
If both vertices belong to D, define

(z) = Covp (M, Nu)- (2.3)

D
hv%w

(t) = by (1),

Thus a component field uses only its own component’s observations and the unconditional free prior
on that component. It is not the field at v after observing the opposite side or specifying the spin
at w. The same distinction will be essential on the infinite tree.



Lemma 2.1 (Posterior identities). For a fixed deterministic time t > 0, set
m'l)(t) == E[UU ‘ .Fto], mv_>w(t) = E[UU ’ ‘ngv—bw]'

These means lie in (—1,1) almost surely. Write h, = atanhm, and hy—, = atanhmy_,,, and
define

1 — tanh?
¥ (z) = atanh(f tanh z), a(z) = ﬁ.
At each fixed time, almost surely,
hv%w(t) — Xv(t) + Z 1/}(hu~>v(t))7
uFw (2.4)
hy (t) = Xv(t) + Z w(huﬁv (t)) = hy—w (t) + ¢(hw%v(t))-

The fields have causal, progressively measurable Borel versions as functions of the observation paths.
The component version uses only paths in T, .. These versions require no distinguished root and
satisfy, at every input and time,

ho(t) = Xo(O)] < dB,  [hoosw(t) — Xou(t)] < BB. (2.5)

In the process formulas below, use these chosen field versions and set my(t) = tanh h,(t) and
My—sw(t) = tanh hy_sq(t). For the simple path v = vo,v1,...,v, = u, define

Cvu(t> =0" H a(hvi—wi—l(t))v C”U'U(t) =1,
i=1

Cuu(t) = (1 - mv(t)2)cvu(t)-

(2.6)

The last expression is a progressively measurable version of Cov(oy, oy | FY) at each fived time. The
cavity and covariance formulas also hold in every finite connected subtree, with branches restricted
to that subtree. For all real z,

0<a(z) <1, () <8, Y(2) =0ba(z) € (0,0],
and 0 < Cyy(t) < gdist(vw) ot eqch fized time.

Proof. We first establish the identities in a finite connected subtree D. A branch whose root has
field z assigns that root probabilities proportional to e* and e™*. Summing its root spin against the
edge interaction gives a factor proportional to cosh(z+ 8s) when its parent spin is s. Its contribution
to the parent’s half log-odds is therefore
%log fm = atanh(f tanh z) = ¥(2).

The branch likelihoods multiply because the components are disjoint conditional on the parent spin.
Adding their half log-odds and the own observation X, (¢) proves the finite cavity formulas. Since
|1] < B, the site field differs from X,,(¢) by at most df3, and a component field by at most bg.

We next follow a path vy, ...,v, in D. With the observations fixed, sum the posterior in (2.2)
over all spins off the path. Given the preceding path spins, the conditional mean of the spin at v;
uses only o, , and the field on the side excluding that predecessor:

Elow, | 0ug, - - - ,avifl,ftD] = tanh(z + Boy,_,) = pi + qiow,_,, z = h'l?i_”}i—l(t)'



Here p; is an intercept depending on the observations, and

~_ tanh(z+ @) —tanh(z — ) 1-— tanh? z
7= 2 © " 1—6%tanh®z

= fa(z).

Iterating these affine conditional means makes the slope of the conditional mean at v,, as a function
of oy, equal to [];_; ¢;. Taking covariance with the first spin gives

P, ) =0 —mbw)) ]«
=1

This proves the finite path formula, including the empty product at » = 0. The coefficient cfu is
directed even though the covariance is symmetric: its normalization uses the variance at v. In fact,
(2.3) gives

Covp (1 M)
w1910 = L
v

0
oxy,
which is the path product just obtained. Thus cZ, is the finite field’s response to the observation at
U.

Now fix t and exhaust the tree by increasing finite balls. The conditional expectations of a fixed
spin, or a product of two fixed spins, converge almost surely and in L? to conditioning on F_. This
is increasing-sigma-field convergence for bounded random variables. Intersecting the balls with
Ty—w gives the corresponding convergence for the component posterior. The finite field bounds
place each mean in the random compact interval

[tanh(X,(t) — kB), tanh(X,(¢t) + k8)] C (—1,1), k =d or b.

Thus the limiting means remain strictly inside (—1, 1), and their inverse hyperbolic tangents converge
to finite fields. For a fixed path, take balls large enough to contain it. Their intersections with
the finitely many directed components on the path exhaust those components. The finite cavity
sums and path product therefore pass to the limit; convergence of the two-spin moments identifies
the limit as the conditional covariance. Any other centered exhaustion gives the same conditional
expectations, since its histories generate the same sigma-fields.

It remains to choose process versions without presupposing a continuous infinite-dimensional
filter. On the canonical space of continuous observation paths, evaluate the finite field formulas
on Br(v) for a site and on Br(v) N Ty for a component, with R = 0,1,.... Define each raw
field to be the pointwise limsupp_,., of these finite fields. Each finite expression is a continuous
adapted terminal-array function. Its upper limit is Borel and progressively measurable, for the
whole observation filtration or for the specified component filtration respectively. The finite bounds
make the upper limits finite and preserve (2.5) at every input and time. At each fixed time they
agree almost surely with the conditional fields proved above. Their hyperbolic tangents and the
finite products in (2.6) give the claimed mean and covariance versions.

These formulas use only the terminal array at the evaluated time, and in particular only the
histories up to that time. Centering every ball at its indexed vertex makes the formulas commute
with graph relabeling. Joint measurability and Fubini’s theorem turn the fixed-time algebraic
identities into identities for almost every time, almost surely. Countability of the vertices, oriented
edges, finite paths, and integer time horizons permits all these time-probability statements to hold
simultaneously. Continuity and identities simultaneous at every time are not needed here; they will
be obtained after the filtering argument in Section 4.



Finally, direct differentiation gives ¢'(z) = 6(1 — tanh?2)/(1 — #% tanh? ). Since 0 < 6 < 1,
its bounds and 0 < a < 1 follow. The covariance bound follows from the finite product and
1-m2<1. O

The normalized response ¢, rather than the covariance alone, is the coefficient that will occur
in the field equation. At distance r, its deterministic bound is #". Below the threshold this already
gives a summable squared row. At equality, the size of a distance shell cancels #"; the next section
obtains the additional decay from the observations in side branches.

3 Critical information controls the response row

At the critical parameter, the squared edge factor in (2.6) is exactly balanced by the number of
vertices at that distance. To sum a response row, we must therefore obtain decay from the factors
a(hy,—v;_, ). We will show that the observations in one intact infinite side branch supply a loss of
order v/t at each path step for small ¢t. The resulting expected squared row is of order at most t—/2,
which is integrable at the initial time.

Until the final row estimate, assume b =d —1 > 2 and 0 = b=1/2. Constants in the critical
estimates depend only on the fixed degree d. We work at a fixed deterministic time ¢ > 0 with the
raw posterior versions from Lemma 2.1; their continuity is not needed. For an oriented edge v — w,
put

Y = hysw(t), M(t) = Etanh?Y, w(t) = min{v/t,1}.

The law of Y is independent of the oriented edge. It is symmetric: reversing all spins and all
observations preserves their joint law and negates the conditional field almost surely at this fixed
time. We first determine the scale of M (t). Its lower bound gives path decay, while the whole-site
upper bound will control the early-time energy in the filtering limit.

3.1 Combining symmetric binary signals

Combining two branches loses a definite amount of second-moment information compared with
adding their separate contributions. This quadratic loss is related to loffe’s recursive second-moment
estimates for Ising trees [10, Proposition 4]. The following elementary formulation will allow us to
keep the loss explicit.

Lemma 3.1 (Symmetric binary-signal fusion). Let € be a uniform sign and let two random elements
of standard Borel spaces be independent conditional on €. Let U,V be the posterior means of € from
the respective signals. Suppose that their marginal laws are symmetric and |U|, |V | < 1 almost surely.
If Eproa denotes expectation under the product of these two marginal laws, then the posterior mean
from both signals is (U +V)/(1+UV), and its second moment is

U2V2(2 — U2 - V?)
1- U022

EU? + EV? — Eprod (3.1)
In particular this second moment is at most EU? +EV2. If |U|,|V| < 0, the subtracted term is at
least 2(1 — 02)EU2 EV?2.

Proof. For a signal with marginal law v and posterior mean u, the conditional signal law given € = 7
has density 1 + nu with respect to v, for n € {—1,1}. Indeed, condition the indicator of {¢ = n} on
the signal and use its posterior probability (1 4+ nu)/2. Conditional independence then gives joint
marginal density 1 4+ UV relative to the product of the two signal laws. The signed difference of



the two conditional densities gives the combined posterior mean (U + V)/(1 4+ UV'). Pushing the
product signal law forward to the product of the marginal laws of U, V, its second moment is

& (U +V)?
prod Y

The integrand is at most 2, so it is legitimate to average it under the symmetry V +— —V. The
result is ) ) oe 1o or 1o ) )
Us+V=-20V u-v:2-U--V

+ _ 2LV ( )’

1-U02%V? 1-U?%V?
which proves (3.1). The loss is nonnegative. Under the additional bound by 6, its numerator factor
2 —U? — V2 is at least 2(1 — 6?) and its denominator is at most one. The expectation of U?V?
under the product law is EU?EV2, proving the final assertion. 0

The subadditivity in this lemma can be iterated over the branches of a vertex. A collection of
already combined signals remains independent of every unused signal conditional on the spin. Its
posterior mean remains symmetric, and remains strictly inside (—1, 1), since

1_<u+v>2: (1—(u2)(1—1)2)

14+ uv 1+ uv)?

>0 (Jul, |v| < 1).
Only the first two child signals below will require the sharper loss for means bounded by 6.

3.2 The amount of information in one component

For a lower bound, we use a weighted linear estimator in the tradition of second-moment recon-
struction estimates on trees [6]; see also Mossel-Peres [13, Section 5, Lemma 5.3]. Here it uses the
Gaussian observations at all depths up to a cutoff. The cutoff balances the independent noise against
the correlations among the spins. For the upper bound, the fusion loss gives the complementary
estimate.

Lemma 3.2 (Critical posterior information). There are constants ¢,C > 0, depending only on d,
such that for every t > 0 and every vertez v,

cw(t) < M(t) < Cw(t),  Emy(t)? < Cw(t). (3.2)
One may take ¢ = 1/5. In particular both upper bounds are C\/t for 0 <t < 1.

Proof. Root Ty,_s,, at v. It is a rooted b-ary tree; write |u| for the depth of w in it. For an integer
n > 0, form the component-observable statistic

Zn =Y 0x, ().

lu|<n
The broadcast covariance is E[o,0,] = §954%2) " Since bg? = 1,

EloyZ,] =t Xn: b 0%k = t(n +1). (3.3)
k=0

The Brownian part of Z,, has variance ¢(n + 1) and is independent of its spin part.



We count the latter part’s second moment. If an ordered pair (u, z) has depths k, ¢ and its last
common ancestor has depth j, its weighted spin covariance, before the factor 2, is

ek—l—f—i—dist(u,z) _ 92(k+ﬁ—j) —_ b—(k-ﬁ-f—j)'

When j < min(k, ¢), choose the common ancestor, the two distinct first children in their ordered
roles, and then the remaining descendants. The exact count is

W b(b—1)bF I = (b — 1)pR L

When j = min(k, £), the shallower vertex is an ancestor of the deeper one. There are pmax(k6) guch
ordered pairs; this includes the b* diagonal pairs when k = ¢ = j. Each count is at most b*+¢7,
Thus the weighted contribution for each triple (k, /¢, j) is at most one, and

EZ2 <t(n+1)+t* > (min(k,€) + 1)
k,0=0
=tn+ 1)+ (n—j+1)°><tln+1)+t*(n+1)> (3.4)
j=0

Because Z,, is measurable from the component observations, E[o,Z,] = E[(tanh Y")Z,,]. Cauchy—
Schwarz and (3.3)—(3.4) therefore give

M) > t(n+1)

z m (3.5)

For 0 <t <1, take n = Lt_1/2j. Then ¢ 2/2 < n+1 < 2t71/2, 5o the last bound is at least Vt/5.
For ¢t > 1, take n = 0 to obtain M (¢) > t/(1+t) > 1/2. This proves the lower bound with ¢ = 1/5.

For the upper bound, condition on the component root spin. Its own observation history and
the b child-component histories are conditionally independent. The own signal has posterior mean
tanh X, (t), by the one-spin version of (2.2), and

qo(t) := Etanh? X, (t) < EX,(t)? =t + 2.

One child’s entire observation history has posterior mean 6 tanh Y about the root spin: conditional
on the child spin, the root has mean 6 times that spin. Its second moment is #2M (t), and its
magnitude is at most 6. These statements concern full infinite component histories; their conditional
independence follows from the broadcast construction and the independent Brownian noises, first
for cylinder events and then for the sigma-fields they generate.

There are at least two child signals because b > 2. Combine two of them first. Lemma 3.1
subtracts at least 2(1 — 62)0*M(t)2. Add the other b — 2 child signals and the own signal by
subadditivity. The combined signal is the full component history, and hence

M(t) < b2 M (t) — 2(1 — 62)6*M(£)? + qo(t).

The linear terms cancel at b2 = 1. Since qo(t) < 2t for t < 1, this yields M (t) < C+v/t. At a whole
vertex there are d child components, so subadditivity alone gives

Em,(t)? < qo(t) + d?M () <OVt (0 <t <1).

Both second moments are at most one for ¢t > 1, completing (3.2). O
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We have now identified the critical information scale. To turn its lower bound into decay along a
path, we need the conditional variation of a side branch’s outgoing message, even when the attaching
spin has been specified.

Lemma 3.3 (Conditioning a component on a neighboring spin). For every integrable function f(Y)
and n € {—1,1},
E[f(Y) [ oy = n] = E[f(Y)(1 + ntanh V)],
E[f(Y) [ ow = n] = E[f(Y)(1 + 76 tanh Y)].
In particular either conditioning leaves the expectation of every integrable even function of Y
unchanged.

(3.6)

Proof. Let G = F*=v. Since 0, is a uniform sign and E[o,, | G| = tanh Y, conditioning the indicator
of {o, = n} on G proves the first identity. The component observations are independent of oy,
conditional on o, and E[oy, | 0] = 00,. It follows that E[oy, | G] = #tanhY’; the same indicator
calculation proves the second identity. The multiplying densities are bounded, so the formulas apply
to every marginally integrable f(Y'). If f is even, its product with tanh Y is odd. Symmetry of the
marginal law of Y makes that correction vanish. O

3.3 Attenuation from an intact side branch

The next argument uses the full infinite component beyond one side edge. Its conditioning specifies
the spins on a deterministic path, while leaving the selected side branches unobserved. This is the
setting in which the information lower bound supplies a loss uniformly over the contribution from
the rest of the tree.

Lemma 3.4 (Conditional path attenuation). There is ¢y > 0, depending only on d, such that for
every t > 0, every z € R, and n € {—1,1},

E {a(z—l—¢(hv_>w(t)))2’aw =) <1 - cou(t). (3.7)
For every deterministic simple path vg,...,v., v > 1,
E [H a(hy vy ()2 [ Gvgs ooy O, | < @700, (3.8)
i=1

The same bound holds for the reverse product [[i—y a(hu, v, (t))?, and both bounds also hold without
conditioning on the path spins.

Proof. Set G = (YY) and condition on the attaching spin o, = 7. We have |G| < 5. The second
identity in (3.6), symmetry, and Cauchy—Schwarz give

E[G? |y =1 =EG?  [E[G | 0w = n]]*> = 6*|E[G tanh Y]|* < >EG>.
Moreover |¢(y)| > 0] tanhy|, since | atanh u| > |u|. Consequently
Var(G | o = 1) > (1 - 0*)EG? > (1 — 6*)6? M (¢). (3.9)

The conditional variance is the useful quantity here: unlike an uncentered second moment, it cannot
be eliminated by adding a shift.
For any random variable G supported on [—/f, ], there is a constant c¢g > 0 such that

Etanh?(z + G) > ¢ Var(G) for every z € R. (3.10)

11



To see this, first suppose |z| < 8+ 1. Then |z + G| < 28 + 1. The ratio tanh?u/u?, extended
continuously to be one at u = 0, has a positive minimum on that compact interval. Hence
Etanh?(z + G) > csE(z + G)? > cg Var(G). If |2| > B+ 1, then |z + G| > 1, so the left side is at
least tanh?(1); use Var(G) < 2 and decrease cg if needed. This proves (3.10) for the conditional
laws in (3.9) as well.

For u = tanh? h, the elementary bounds on a give

a(h)? <a(h)=1- q:zzitu

Apply this with h = z + G. Equations (3.10) and (3.9), followed by M(t) > w(t)/5, prove (3.7), for

example with -
1 1-—
cozmin{ —C’B( 9)9}.

<1—(1-6%u.

2’ 5
The same estimate may be used with a random shift after conditioning on data that fix the shift
and are independent of the selected branch given its attaching spin.

For the path estimate, choose at each target v;, using only the path geometry, one neighbor s;
that is not on the path. There are d — 2 > 1 choices at an internal target and d — 1 at the last
target. The components R; = Ty, ,,, are disjoint and infinite. In particular, when d = 3 an internal
target still has one full infinite side component.

Let

H=0(0u,-- 00, Xul(s) :ugU; Ri, 0<s<t).

Conditional on H, the selected component observation arrays are independent, and the law in R;
depends only on its attaching spin o,,. This follows directly by rooting the broadcast at vy: the
multiplier on each attaching edge, the multipliers inside its selected component, and its Brownian
motions form one independent group. The outside observations use none of these groups once the
path spins are specified. The assertion for the full observation arrays follows from the corresponding
assertion on finite cylinder events.

At this fixed time, the cavity identity gives, almost surely,

hvi—wi,l = iﬁ(hsz—m) + Xvi + Z w(hu—wl)

uU~v;
UFv; 1, 84
When all other selected arrays are held fixed, the parenthesized quantity is a fixed shift independent
of the array in R; conditional on o,,. Integrate R; first. Every factor at a later target v;, j > 1,
uses its component on the side excluding v;_1, and hence does not use R;. Thus (3.7) removes the
first squared factor at a cost at most 1 — cow(t). Repeating in the order Rs, ..., R, gives

E [H a(hvi_“)i—l)2
=1

’H] < (1 — cou(t)) < emeow®r,

Taking a conditional expectation given only the path spins proves (3.8). Reversing the deterministic
path gives the stated reverse product. Finally average over its spins. O

The loss above comes from the posterior information in an intact infinite branch. It is not a
claim about arbitrarily truncated branches: a finite boundary will require a separate estimate using
the target’s own Gaussian observation. For the present response row, the infinite-branch estimate is
exactly what is needed.
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3.4 Time-integrable response rows

Return to the full range 0 < # < b~/2. For the progressive coefficients in (2.6), define the extended

nonnegative sum
Ay(t) =D cpu(t)?
ueV
It is measurable as a countable sum. The following estimate is the input that permits division by
the posterior variance when the filtering equation is converted to a field equation.

Proposition 3.5 (Time-integrable response rows). For every vertex v, there is C < 0o, depending
only on d at the critical parameter, such that

Ay(t) <1+ il fo6% <1, t>0
=T g ’ ’
C
EA,(t) < — fb0%> =1, ¢>0, .
W< > (3.11)

T
E/ Ay (t)dt < oo for every T < oo in either case.

0

The same fized-time and integrated upper bounds hold with 3", Cyu(t)? in place of Ay(t).

Proof. There are db"~! vertices at distance r > 1 from v. If b§? < 1, the pointwise bound a < 1
gives

do?

Ay(t) <1+> db 10 =1+ T

r>1
At equality, db"~16%" = d/b. Tonelli’s theorem and Lemma 3.4 give, for t > 0,

d/b
ecow(t) —1 — beow(t)

EA,(t) <1+ d Z e—cow(®)r — 1 4
b r>1

< ¢
~w(t)

Here e* — 1 > z and w(t) < 1. Since

/T dt _{2\/:7, 0<T <1,
0

wt) \T+1, T=>1,

another application of Tonelli proves the integrated bound. Finally 3", C2, = (1 —m?2)24, < A, by
(2.6). O

In particular, A,(t) is finite almost surely at each fixed positive time and is finite for almost
every time almost surely on each compact horizon. At criticality the raw sum at ¢ = 0 is infinite: all
fields vanish, a(0) = 1, and every positive-distance shell contributes d/b. That single time has zero
Lebesgue measure. The integrated estimate, rather than a bound at time zero, is the conclusion
used in the construction of the infinite innovation equation.

4 Constructing the infinite innovation equation

The posterior fields describe how the observations affect the spins. We now turn that description
into a stochastic equation driven by independent Brownian motions. This is the equation that will
allow us to compare two observation processes driven by the same noise. Throughout the section,

b=d—1, 0<0=tanhp <b /2
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We use the raw observation versions from Lemma 2.1. In particular, at this stage a posterior identity
holds almost surely at each fixed time, and therefore outside a dt dP-null set; continuity of the
infinite filter has not yet been established.

For each vertex define its innovation by

Wo(t) = Xo(t) — /0 () ds. (4.1)

The integrand is a bounded, progressively measurable observation function. Thus this formula
defines continuous paths for every observation input. Their values through time ¢ use only the
observation history through ¢. The time integrals are Borel functions of that history, so X — W is a
causal Borel map on the countable product of continuous path spaces. The centered-ball definitions
of the posterior means also show that this map commutes with graph relabeling.

The innovation construction is classical in nonlinear filtering [7] and is the starting point of
the Brownian Ising construction of Nam, Sly, and Zhang [14]. Here we must justify its equation
for countably many observations. We will first prove that W is Brownian, then identify the entire
posterior martingale using an exact energy limit. Neither step assumes that W determines X.

Proposition 4.1 (Infinite innovation equations). In the planted observation law X, (t) = to,+ By(t),
every finite subvector of (Wy)vey is a standard vector Brownian motion in both the raw observation
filtration (F) and its usual augmentation (F;). In particular W has product Wiener law.

The posterior means have continuous versions, starting at zero, and

my(t) =3 / " Conls) AWia(s). (4.2)

uey 0

At each fixed time these versions are Eloy, | Fi|, and Cy, is the covariance conditional on Fy. The
site fields and the component fields can be chosen as jointly Borel, progressively measurable functions
of time and observation history that are continuous in time almost surely. For every input, the
chosen function hy—.w(t) uses only observations in Ty, through time t. Almost surely the cavity
identities and the bounds (2.5) then hold simultaneously at all times and all their indices.

With the response coefficients cy, from (2.6) and A, =Y, c2, from (3.11), the continuous site
field satisfies the equation below. In every integral, A, is assigned value zero wherever this sum is
infinite. . .

ho(t) = 3 / Couls) AW (s) + / o (5) Ay (s) ds. (4.3)
uey 0 0
Each Brownian sum in this proposition converges, along any exhaustion by finite vertex sets, in the
norm

1/2
121 a2, = (E sup IZ(t)I2> (T' < o0).
0<t<T

The drift in (4.3) is absolutely integrable on each such horizon almost surely and in expectation.

The raw and augmented filtrations both occur in the proof. We record the elementary passage
between them once. If (Q?) is a raw filtration, write G; = (,+; GO for its usual augmentation, where
the bar includes the null sets of the ambient probability space.

Lemma 4.2 (Passage to the usual augmentation). If Y is a continuous square-integrable martingale
in (GY) and is continuous in L? at each time, then it is also a martingale in (G;). More generally, if
7 is integrable and a version M(t) = E[Z | GP] is continuous in L', then M(t) = E[Z | Gi] at every
fized time.
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Proof. For s < t, choose s, | s with s,, < t. The completed sigma-fields gign decrease to Gs. Reverse
conditional expectation convergence gives

E[Y (1) | G = Im E[Y (¢) | G3,] = Hm ¥ (s,) = Y (s)

in L'; the last limit even holds in L?. Completion does not change conditional expectations up to
null sets. The same argument, with Z in place of Y (¢), proves the second assertion. A continuous
bounded process is continuous in every finite LP, by dominated convergence, so the second assertion
applies to the bounded posterior versions constructed below. ]

4.1 Brownian innovations and finite posterior energy

We first prove the asserted Brownian property. For 0 < s < t, the future increments of the planted
Brownian motions are independent of all spins and of their Brownian pasts. Conditioning on the
smaller raw observation history therefore gives

E[Xy(t) = Xo(s) | F] = (t = s)mo(s).

For every deterministic r > s, the tower property for the bounded raw posteriors also gives
E[m,(r) | F2] = my(s). Conditional Fubini is applicable because |m,| < 1. Subtracting the
conditional means of the two increments in (4.1) shows that W, is a continuous square-integrable
martingale in (F).

This conclusion concerns the innovations, not the planted noises. In the filtration containing all
spins at time zero and all Brownian histories, their relation is

t
Wo(t) = Bu(t) +/ (00 — m0(5)) ds.
0
The added path has finite variation. Hence the pathwise quadratic covariations are
(W, Walt = 1=y t.

The bounded drift and L? continuity of B, give L? continuity of W,. Lemma 4.2 makes each
coordinate a martingale in (F;). Lévy’s characterization applied to each finite vector, with the
displayed covariations, proves that vector is standard Brownian motion in (F;) and hence also in
the smaller raw filtration. Its future increments are independent of the observation past. By a
monotone-class argument over finite vertex sets and rational future times, the entire future increment
field (W, (t + s) — Wy (t))vey,s>0 is independent of F; for every fixed t.

Finite observation sets have their own innovations. They will provide an exact scalar energy
identity, but we will never identify their Brownian paths with the infinite innovations.

Lemma 4.3 (Finite posterior energy). Let D be a finite connected subtree. For u € D put
t
WP () = Xu(t) — / mPD () ds.
0

The vector WP is standard Brownian motion in the usual augmentation of (]—"tD), and, forv € D,

W)= % [ el awp),

ueD

E[mD(t)?] = E/Ot S CP ()2 ds.

ueD

(4.4)
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Proof. The preceding conditional-increment and covariation calculation works with the observations
restricted to D, and proves the Brownian assertion. The finite posterior formula (2.2) gives
mP(t) = MP(Xp(t)) for a smooth function MP. It is a bounded continuous martingale in the raw
filtration, since it is a version of E[o, | FP]. It is continuous in L?, so Lemma 4.2 also makes it a
martingale in the augmented finite observation filtration.

Apply finite-dimensional It6’s formula to M (Xp) using dX, = m? dt + dWL. By (2.3), its
continuous local martingale part is >.,cp [ CE dW.L. The remaining part is continuous and has
finite variation locally. Since m? is itself a martingale, that part is also a local martingale and must
vanish. The covariance coefficients are bounded, so the finite Brownian sum is square integrable
on every finite horizon. The free prior has mean zero. This proves the first identity in (4.4), and
orthogonality of the Brownian coordinates and It6’s isometry prove the second. O

4.2 No covariance energy escapes to the boundary

The finite energy identity does not yet imply its infinite analogue: coordinatewise convergence could
leave a positive amount of energy at ever more distant vertices. We control that possibility in
two intervals. Away from time zero, each vertex’s own Gaussian noise attenuates its path factor,
including at a finite-tree leaf. Near time zero, the whole-site information estimate bounds the entire
finite energy at once.

Lemma 4.4 (Gaussian attenuation away from time zero). For every § > 0 there is ks € (0,1) such
that, for every finite connected subtree D, every v,u € D, and every s > 6,

E[CE (5)%] < 6%"(1 — ks)", r = dist(v, u). (4.5)
The same inequality holds for the whole-tree covariance Chyy,(s).

Proof. Choose €5 > 0 with 2¢5/v/2m6 < 1/2. A Gaussian random variable Z of variance s > ¢, with
any mean, has P(|Z| < e&5) < 1/2 by its density bound. Since

a(z)? <a(z) <1—(1—6?) tanh?z,

it follows that
1—6?

E[a(Z)%] <1 — kg, ks = tanh?es € (0,1).

The estimate is uniform in the mean.

Let v =g, ...,v, = u be the path in D. In the squared covariance formula, discard the initial
factor (1 — (m2)?)?2 < 1. At the fixed time s the remaining factors depend only on terminal
observations. Conditional on all spins and all terminal Brownian coordinates other than By, (s), the
cavity recursion has the form

h’Ll))1~>UQ (S) = By, (5) + 2,

where the shift z is fixed: all branch fields in this recursion exclude v;. The later fields hg_ T
1 > 1, also exclude v;. Conditional on the spins, the terminal Brownian coordinates are independent
Gaussians of variance s. Integrating B,, (s) first therefore removes the first squared factor at a
cost at most 1 — kg, without changing the later ones. Integrate B,,(s),..., B,,.(s) in that order.
Iteration proves (4.5), even conditional on the spins. At a leaf the shift is simply its planted spin
drift; the argument still applies. No infinite side branch is used here.

For fixed v, u, s, exhaust the tree by finite connected subtrees containing the path. Bounded
conditional-expectation convergence from Lemma 2.1 gives C2 (s) — Cyy(s) in L2 Passing to the
limit proves the whole-tree inequality. O

16



Fix v and let Dg be its radius-R ball. Extend C2% by zero for u ¢ Dg. For each fixed u and
T < o0,
CPr — ¢y, in L2([0,T] x Q, ds dP). (4.6)

Indeed, at each deterministic s, increasing-sigma-field convergence applies to the bounded variables
Oy, Oy, and o,0,. Their conditional means determine the covariance. The covariances are uniformly
bounded, so dominated convergence also integrates the resulting L? convergence in time.

When b6? < 1, the pointwise bound CPr(s)? < §2dist(v:4) controls all spatial tails: there are
n, = db"~! vertices at distance r > 1, and

supE/ Z Chr(5)2ds < TZ (b0*)" — 0.

dist(v,u)>L r>L

The same deterministic estimate holds for the infinite coefficients.
At equality, fix 0 < § < min{T,1}. The tower property gives m>%(§) = E[m,(6) | FER}.
Conditional Jensen, the finite energy identity, and the whole-site estimate in (3.2) yield

E / Z CDR(5)2 ds = E[mPR(8)?] < E[ma(8)%] < CV/3. (4.7)
On [6,T], Lemma 4.4 applies uniformly in R, and now n,0?" = d/b. Thus

d
sup]E ; E CPr(5)2ds < CV5 + ET E (1 —ks)". (4.8)
dist(v,u)>L r>L

This also bounds the infinite tail. To see this without assuming its finiteness, first restrict that tail
to a finite annulus, pass R — oo using (4.6), and then increase the outer radius using monotone
convergence. First send L — oo with § fixed, so that the geometric term vanishes. Then send § | 0.
The order matters: x5 may shrink as d tends to zero. We have proved that the integrated spatial
tails of both the finite and the infinite rows vanish uniformly.

For a fixed L, the sum over dist(v,u) < L is finite. Equation (4.6) passes its squared energy to
the limit in L'. The uniform tail estimates then pass the complete energy to the limit. At each
fixed ¢t we also have mP®(t) — m,(t) in L2. Consequently (4.4) gives the exact infinite identity

IE/ S Culs)?ds (> 0). (4.9)

uey

At t = 0 both sides are zero. Only the scalar energies have been passed to the limit; the distinct
processes WPE have played no part in this limiting operation.

4.3 Identifying the entire posterior martingale

The energy identity gives the norm that a Brownian representation must have. A second identity
identifies its inner product with the posterior. Together they determine the posterior itself and
exclude any additional martingale orthogonal to the innovations.

We first record the approximation that permits coefficients to be used in this test. It will also
let the subsequent conditional-copy construction transport individual stochastic integrals.
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Lemma 4.5 (Observation-adapted step approximation). For fixred v,u and T' < oo, each of Cy,
and cyy is the L?([0,T] x Q, ds dP) limit of bounded elementary processes

N-1
G(S) = Z gjl(tj,tj+1](5)7 0= tO <0< tN — T7
§=0
where &; is a bounded Borel function of finitely many observations at time t;. In particular each

coefficient has a predictable representative for stochastic integration.

Proof. For R large enough to contain the path from v to u, the finite coefficient C? is a bounded
continuous function of the terminal observations in Dg, and is therefore a continuous raw adapted
process. It converges to Cy, in the required space by (4.6). For the response coefficient use

dist(v,u)
Dgr __ pdist(v,u D
c’uuR - 0 ( ) H a(hviivifl)‘
i=1

The component convergence in Lemma 2.1 gives fixed-time convergence to ¢y, ; the common bound
|c£’uR| < gdist(v.u) < 1 again gives convergence in the stated L2 space. This finite coefficient is also a
continuous raw adapted function of finitely many terminal observations.

For either finite coefficient, sample its values at the left endpoints of a deterministic mesh. As
the mesh tends to zero, continuity and the common bound imply convergence in L?(ds dP) by
dominated convergence. Choose a diagonal sequence of radii and meshes. These are the asserted
elementary processes. A subsequence converges ds dP-almost everywhere; its pointwise limit where
finite, with value zero elsewhere, is predictable because each elementary process is predictable. This
representative agrees with the original coefficient in the required product-measure sense. O

Fix v,u and ¢t < co. For any bounded elementary process of the same form whose &; is merely
]—“g—measurable, we claim

E [mv(t) /O " G(s) qu(s)} _E /0 ' G(5)Cyu(s) ds. (4.10)

For an elementary process, the integral is the finite sum of £;(W,,(¢j41) —Wuy(t;)), hence is measurable
in FP. In its expectation against m,(t) we may therefore replace m,(t) by o,. In the planted
filtration,

dWy(s) = dBu(s) + (o — mu(s)) ds.

Here 0,G is a bounded predictable integrand: o, is known at time zero and every raw observation
past is contained in the planted past. Thus E[o, fg GdB,] = 0. For the finite-variation part,
condition at time s on the raw observation history:

Eloy(ou — mu(s)) | "rg] = E[oyoy | -7:2] — My (8)mu(s) = Cyu(s).

Boundedness permits Fubini, proving (4.10). This argument has used only the fact that W is a
function of the observation past, not any converse measurability.

Apply Lemma 4.5 to Cyy,. 1td’s isometry for W,, and Cauchy—Schwarz on the two sides of (4.10)
pass to the limit, so the identity also holds with G = C,,,. For a finite vertex set F' let

Sort) =3 /0 ' Conls) AWia(s).

ueF
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The integrals for different v are orthogonal, even though their integrands may depend on every
observation: their driving Brownian coordinates have zero mutual quadratic covariation. The
isometry and the testing identity give

E[S,r(t)] = S E /O ' Con(s)2 ds = Efma(t)Su.r(0)].

ueF

Combining this with the exact energy (4.9) yields the useful squared-error identity

E[(ma(t) — Sur()2] = 3 E/Ot Couls)? ds. (4.11)

ug¢F

The right side tends to zero as F' exhausts the vertices. This is precisely the step that eliminates a
possible residual martingale.

There is also convergence of the processes, rather than just their values at a fixed time. For
F C F’, Doob’s maximal L? inequality gives

T
E sup [Syp(s)—Sop(s)?<a S E / Cou(s)? ds.
0<s<T ueF\F 70

The total energy is finite by (4.9). The partial sums therefore converge in M2 to a continuous
square-integrable martingale. The limits agree on overlapping horizons, and (4.11) identifies each
fixed-time value with the raw posterior m,(t). Countability of the vertices lets us choose these
continuous versions simultaneously. This proves (4.2).

4.4 Continuous versions that retain component locality

The Brownian representation has supplied a continuous version of each site mean. We now select
Borel observation functions realizing this version and continuous component fields. Constructing
component fields from site fields could apparently use information from the opposite side of an edge.
We first establish continuous component modifications, then choose them by explicit past-observation
formulas that retain the required component restriction.

Write M, for the continuous mean version temporarily. At every rational time it agrees almost
surely with the raw mean from Lemma 2.1. Intersect these events over all vertices and rational
times. The raw field bound and continuity of M, and X, imply, on this one event,

|M,(t)| < tanh(|X,(t)| +dB) <1  (t>0).

Indeed the inequality holds first at rational times and then passes to every time by continuity. On
each compact interval,

sup |M,(t)| < tanh < sup | X, ()] + dﬂ) <1
0<t<T 0<t<T

Thus H, = atanh M, is continuous. The stronger inequality |H, — X,| < df also passes from
rational times to all times.
For adjacent vertices, consider for arbitrary real H, K the equations

z+Y(y)=H, y+y(r)=K.
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They have a unique solution. In fact z is the unique fixed point of
z— H — (K —¢(x)),

a contraction of the complete space R with constant at most 62 < 1, and y = K —+(x). Comparing
two solutions gives
|H — H|+60|K — K|
1—62 ’
and the analogous bound for y. The solution therefore depends continuously on (H, K).

Apply this construction to (H,(t), H,(t)) and denote the resulting continuous processes by
(HS,,,, HS ). At every fixed time the raw cavity identities identify this solution almost surely
with the raw component fields, by uniqueness. After intersecting over rational times and oriented
edges, continuity therefore extends both cavity identities and the component bound to all times.
This proves existence of continuous component modifications. The construction by adjacent site
fields is used only for that existence assertion.

We now specify the observation functions actually used in the rest of the proof. Let m(t, z) and
hY_, ., (t, ) be the original raw functions obtained from the centered finite-ball limits in Lemma 2.1.
For q,(t) = 27™|2"t], set

|z — 2| <

lim m? t),x), if the limit exists in (—1,1),
et = | an).2) (~1.1
0, otherwise,

and set ?LU = atanh m,. For every oriented edge, set

Pt 2) li_)rn RS . (qn(t),z), if the limit exists in R,
s ) = n—oo
o 0, otherwise.

For each n the sampled process is constant on the half-open dyadic time intervals, and its value
there is a Borel function of the appropriate observation history at the left endpoint. It is therefore
progressively measurable. Real convergence is a countable Cauchy condition. For the site selector,
membership of the resulting limit in (—1, 1) is an additional Borel condition. Taking these limits with
the displayed defaults therefore preserves Borel and progressive measurability. For the component
expression both the entire sequence and its default decision use only observations in 7}, through
time ¢. In particular, two inputs agreeing on that component history have the same sequence and
the same chosen value. This is pointwise component locality, including on inputs where the limit
fails.

At every dyadic time the raw site mean agrees almost surely with M, and the raw component
field agrees almost surely with HS_,, . Intersecting over the countable dyadic times and indices
gives one event of probability one. On that event, for every real t the sampled values above are
values of the respective continuous modifications at g, (t). Since ¢,(t) — t, continuity makes their
limits agree simultaneously for every ¢t. Thus the chosen functions are indistinguishable from the
continuous modifications. They retain all the all-time cavity identities and bounds just proved. The
same dyadic rule and the same defaults at every index also preserve the graph-relabeling covariance
of the raw functions.

We henceforth use these chosen versions and omit the hats. Define ¢, again by its finite path
product and Cy,, = (1 — m%)cw. These are continuous in time almost surely, and they agree at each
fixed time with their former raw versions. Consequently every changed coefficient agrees with its
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former version outside a dt dP-null set. Likewise, Fubini and boundedness give equality of the old
and new mean integrals on each integer horizon, and hence, after a countable intersection,

t t
/ m2(s, X)ds = / my(s, X)ds simultaneously for all ¢ > 0 almost surely.
0 0

Thus the innovation paths have not changed.

These versions are also the posteriors for the usual filtrations. For a fixed time ¢, apply the second
part of Lemma 4.2 to the bounded continuous version of E[o, | FP]. It gives m,(t) = E[o, | F].
The process C,, + mqy,my is a bounded continuous version of the raw conditional mean of o,0y;
applying the same argument identifies it with that conditional mean in F;. This identifies C,,, as the
augmented conditional covariance. Applied instead to tanh h,_,,, and the raw component filtration,
the argument gives the corresponding assertion for its usual augmentation. These statements include
time zero. The one-spin site and component means start at zero. The two-spin posterior starts at
its prior value E[o,0,] = §95"%) including value one when u = v.

4.5 The field equation

It remains to pass from the posterior mean to its field. This requires the response row A, = 3, 2,

rather than merely the covariance row: the transformation divides by 1 — m?2. The estimate (3.11),
proved before this section, gives

E/OTAU(S)ds<oo (T < 00).

Its strict case follows from a deterministic geometric sum. At criticality it follows from the
intact infinite-side-branch estimate EA,(s) < C'/min{y/s,1} for s > 0. This is a different use of
attenuation from the finite-boundary Gaussian estimate above. The inputs here are the second-
moment information and forward infinite-branch attenuation already proved.

For clarity, define the version used in the drift directly from the chosen observation functions:

Z cou(s, )%, if this sum is finite,
Ay(s,x) =  uey
0, if this sum is infinite.

The extended nonnegative sum is a countable sum of Borel progressive functions, so this finite-or-zero
version is again a causal Borel progressive observation function. Permuting the summation index
and using the same default preserve graph relabeling. The integrated row estimate shows that this
version agrees with the extended sum outside a ds dP-null set. The predictable representatives used
for Brownian integration agree with the chosen path functions outside one such null set for all u, by
countability. Their squared sum therefore agrees with this A, there. At criticality the unmodified
row is infinite at time zero, as noted after (3.11); the displayed convention supplies the value used
in the drift.

The Brownian representation and the covariance formula now imply, as an equality of densities
up to ds dP-null sets,

d(my)s = Z Cou(8)?ds = (1 — my(s)%)2A,(s) ds.

One may obtain the first equality from finite Brownian sums: their brackets converge in L' total
variation on every finite horizon, by (4.9), while their martingales converge in M#%. The defining
bracket identity then passes to the limit.
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For n > 2 let
o =nAInf{t > 0: |m,(t)| > 1—1/n}.
On the stopped interval the derivatives
1 " 2z
T2 (atanh)”(z) = e

are bounded. Itd’s formula for the stopped continuous martingale therefore gives

tATh tATh
ot A Th) Z/ . ) dWy( —I—/ (s)Ay(s)ds.

The Brownian coefficient is exactly c,,. The equality of this countable Brownian sum with the
transformed mean integral follows first for finite sums and then by the isometry; on the stopped
interval the derivative is bounded.

The global Brownian sum with coefficients ¢, exists in MQT Indeed, for finite ' C F’, Doob’s
inequality gives

(atanh)'(z) =

E sup Z /tcw()dW <4 Z IE/ Cou(s

0st<T | epr\p 70 uwEF\F
The right side tends to zero along an exhaustion by the integrated row estimate. Also
E fOT |my|Ayds < E fOT A,ds < oo. Finally 7, T oo almost surely: the continuous mean stays
strictly inside (—1,1) on every compact interval. The stopped identities hold simultaneously in time
by continuity. On any fixed compact interval, almost every path therefore agrees with one of these
identities for all sufficiently large n. Removing the stopping yields (4.3).

We now have the full innovation-driven field equation in the observation filtration, with both
Brownian and drift terms integrable. The next comparison must prove that the same innovations
remain Brownian when two conditional observation histories are put together; that compatibility is
the next step of the argument.

5 Comparing observations with the same innovations

The innovations constructed in the preceding section are independent Brownian motions, but that
fact alone does not show that they determine the observations. We now turn this question into
a comparison of two observation processes. We sample them independently conditional on the
same entire innovation array, prove that they can still be driven by the same Brownian motions
in their joint filtration, and derive an equation for their discrepancy. This is the conditional-copy
compatibility method developed by Kurtz [11]; we prove the specific compatibility and transport
statements needed here.

Throughout this section, d >3, b=d — 1, and 0 < § = tanh 3 < b~ /2. We use the continuous
causal observation functions selected in Proposition 4.1. With the selected means, the innovation
map

W (1) = X, (1) — /Ot ma(s) ds

is a Borel function of X whose restriction to [0, ¢] uses only observations up to t. By Section 4 and
a countable intersection over vertices, this selected-mean innovation map agrees with the original
raw innovation map as a whole-path map almost surely under the observation law. We use this
selected version throughout. The field equation (4.3) and the integrated row bound (3.11) have
already been proved in the observation filtration. No inverse map from W to X is assumed in what
follows. For drift integrals involving A,, we use the finite-or-zero drift convention fixed in Section 4.
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5.1 Conditioning on the complete innovations

Write
Co([0,00),R) = {z € C([0,0),R) : (0) = 0},

X =W = Cy([0,00),R)".
Give the path space its locally uniform Polish topology and the arrays the countable product
topology. The subscript 0 specifies the value at time zero and imposes no condition at infinity. Let
Q be the joint law of (X, W) from the planted observation construction. Its W-marginal is product

Wiener measure, denoted by w. These are standard Borel spaces, so there is a regular conditional
probability K(w, dz) for X given W = w. Define a probability law on the three path arrays by

Q(dw, dz, dz') = w(dw) K(w, dz) K(w, dz’). (5.1)

Write X!, X2, W for its coordinates. Each pair (X7, W) has law Q, while X! and X? are independent
conditional on W. The conditioning in (5.1) uses every coordinate of W at every time, not only the
portion already observed.

For t > 0, let HY be the raw sigma field generated by X](s), X2(s), W,(s) for v € V and
0 < s <t and let (H;) be its usual augmentation. All posterior fields and coefficients attached to
copy j below are obtained by applying the same causal observation functions to X7.

Proposition 5.1 (Compatible conditional copies). The law (5.1) is invariant under the simultaneous
action of each fixed automorphism of Ty. Every finite subvector of W is standard vector Brownian
motion in (H;). For each copy j, both equations (4.2) and (4.3) hold in this filtration, with the
coefficients of that copy and the common Brownian motions W. Their infinite Brownian sums
converge in the mazimal L?> norm on every finite time interval.

Proof. We first prove that the future of W is not exposed by either observation past. Fix a
deterministic ¢ > 0, write W<; for the restriction of W to [0, ¢], and define its future increment array
by
Z(s) = Wy(t + 5) — W, (1), s>0.
In the original law Q, Z¢ is independent of the raw observation past F,. Indeed, the Brownian
property in Proposition 4.1 gives the assertion for every finite set of sites and future times. Rational
times generate the Borel sigma field of a continuous path; a monotone-class argument over the
countably many sites and rational times gives the assertion for the whole increment array. Causality
also makes W, Fp-measurable.
It follows that, for every bounded Borel function F' of the observation past,

EQ[F(X<t) | W] = EQ[F(X<¢t) | W<t] almost surely. (5.2)

To verify the identity, denote the right side by J(W<;) and test against u(W<;)v(Z"), with bounded

Borel u,v. Independence of Z! from F} factors Ev(Z') out of the expectation containing Fu. It

does the same for Ju, and the remaining expectations agree by the definition of J. These products

generate o(W): its past together with Z! reconstructs every path value of W. This proves (5.2).
Conditional independence in (5.1) gives, for bounded past functions F, G,

EglF(X%,)G(XZ)) | W] = Eq[F(X<t) | W]EQ[G(X<t) | WI.

Both factors on the right depend only on W<; by (5.2). Product Wiener measure makes Z*
independent of W<, and hence

Eglu(W<) F(X2)G(XZ,)v(Z")]
= Eglu(W<) F(XL,)G(X2) Eu[v(Z")].
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Another monotone-class argument shows that Z* is independent of the full sigma field H?. Thus
every finite subvector of W is Brownian in the raw joined filtration.

Each W, is a continuous square-integrable martingale in the raw joined filtration and is L?-
continuous because its marginal law is Wiener measure. Lemma 4.2 therefore makes it a martingale
in (H¢). The quadratic covariations, determined by the Brownian paths, remain [W,, W] = 1y,—y)t.
Lévy’s martingale characterization applied to each finite subvector proves the claimed Brownian
property in (Hy).

We next check invariance. The selected field functions commute with graph relabeling, so the
innovation map does too. Since the observation law is invariant, Q is invariant under (X, W)
(9X,gW). For one fixed automorphism g, uniqueness of regular conditional probabilities now gives

K(gw, ) = g«K(w,-) for w-almost every w. (5.3)

To obtain equality as probability measures, first check it for a countable determining algebra
generating the Borel sets of X and intersect the resulting full-measure sets. Applying this identity
to both factors in (5.1) proves invariance of the joined law. This argument is made separately for
each fixed g.

It remains to justify the stochastic equations in the enlarged filtration. We give the approximation
argument because an [t6 integral cannot simply be identified across filtrations from a formal equality
of pair laws. For either coefficient k,, = ¢y Or kyy = Cyy, fix v, u and a finite horizon T'. Lemma 4.5,
applied to the X-marginal of Q, supplies bounded causal Borel elementary processes

T
X) =3 (Xt ey im0 /0 EQ|Gi — hyu[2dt — 0,
7

where each 7, ; is a bounded Borel function of finitely many observations at time ¢, ;, viewed as a
function of the indicated past.
The elementary integral against W, is the Borel path functional

Wt X, W) Z%z Xety )Wt Atnivr) — Wt Atn)).

The Brownian isometry and Doob’s maximal inequality show that these integrals converge in
L*(C(]0,T))) to the original Itd integral. A deterministic subsequence converges uniformly almost
surely; its limit on the Borel set of uniformly Cauchy inputs, with the zero path as default, is a Borel
version of that integral as a function of (X, W'). The same subsequence has that pathwise limit in
each joined pair, since (X7, W) has law Q. On the other hand the same isometry and maximal
inequality in (#;) show that I,,(-; X7, W) converges to the joined Itd integral of ky, (-, X7). The two
limits agree. This proves transport of each individual integral, including its continuous path version.

For either coefficient famﬂy the integrated squared row is finite: this is (3.11) for ¢, and follows

for C also from Cyy = (1 — m2)cyy. If F C F' are finite vertex sets, the joined integral tails satisfy
Eg sup /kwsX)dW <4 > EQ/ Epu(s, X)?
ST |yep\F uEF\F

The right side tends to zero along an exhaustion. The drift at any fixed time is a Borel observation
functional, obtained by time integration; its absolute integral is finite almost surely because |m,| < 1
and E fOT A, dt < co. Assigning zero to exceptional nonfinite integral values supplies a Borel scalar
version if needed. Transport the original equations with finite partial Brownian sums at rational

24



times and let the partial sums increase: their residuals converge in probability under Q, hence
under each identical joined pair law, while their joined integral limits have just been identified. The
equations therefore hold at all rational times in the joining. Continuity of the fields and Brownian
sums, and absolute continuity of the drift integrals, extend them to all times. Taking countable
intersections over vertices and integer horizons finishes the transport assertion. O

The purpose of this construction can already be stated precisely. For each vertex v and
nonnegative rational ¢, EqX,(¢)? = ¢ + ¢*> < co. Conditional independence gives

Ea[(Xi(q) — X2(q))* | W] = 2 Vargq(X,(q) | W) almost surely. (5.4)

Thus equality of the two observation paths would make every rational coordinate have zero conditional
variance. These countably many coordinates determine a continuous path configuration. The final
section will turn that implication into a Borel recovery map after the comparison has proved equality;
no equality has been assumed here.

5.2 The field discrepancy and its variance

From now on unprimed quantities refer to the first copy, primed quantities to the second, and A
means their difference. All expectations in the comparison are under Q. Every one-copy estimate
proved earlier remains valid because the marginals have not changed.

Fix T > 0. In each pair the defining innovation identity holds as an identity of continuous paths.
Subtracting the two identities gives

AX, (1) = /0 "Amy(s)ds,  |AX, ()] < 2t.

Together with |h, — X,|, |h, — X| < df, this gives
|Ahy(t)| < Hy == 2T +2d3  (veV,0<t<T) (5.5)

on one full-probability event. The field bounds and identities hold simultaneously because the
chosen fields are continuous and the vertices are countable.
Choose a vertex o only for taking expectations, and put

V(t) = E[(Aho(t))?].

Invariance of the joined law makes the value independent of the choice of 0. It is nonnegative,
bounded by HZ on [0,T], and V(0) = 0. We need the full variance equation, including its drift.

Lemma 5.2 (Variance of the discrepancy). The function V is absolutely continuous on every finite
interval. For almost every t,

V(1) = D E[(Acou(t))’] + 2E[Aho (t) (mo(t) Ao(t) — mg () AL (1))]. (5.6)

uey

Proof. Subtract the two field equations in the common filtration. The martingale part is M, =
>ou [ Aco, dW,,, and, outside the d¢ dQ-null set where a row diverges,

> (Acou)® < 2(A, + A)).

u
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The integrated expectation of the right side is finite. Thus the sum defining M, converges in
maximal L?, and its bracket is

t
(M,); = /0 S (Acou(s))? ds.

This follows first for finite sums from the zero cross-covariations of distinct Brownian coordinates,
then for the limit by the L' convergence of the integrated squared row tails. It6’s formula for (Ah,)?
gives

2 _ ¢ ¢ 2
(Ah(£)? = 2 /0 Ahy(s) dM,(s) + /0 ;(Acou(s)) ds

42 /0 " Ao (5)(mo(s) Ao(s) — m! (5) AL (5)) ds.

The first integral is a square-integrable martingale: by (5.5), its expected bracket is at most
SHAE fOT (A, + AL)ds. The absolute values of the other two integrands have expectations bounded
respectively by 2E(A, + AL) and 2H7pE(A, + A)), which are integrable in time. Taking expectations
therefore gives an integral of an L!([0,7]) function. This proves absolute continuity and its
almost-everywhere derivative (5.6). O

The coefficients in this equation are products along directed paths. We first control the difference
of one factor. For a directed edge e = (i, j) define

De(t) = loga(hj—i(t)) — loga(hj_;(t),  S(t) =E[De(t)?]. (5.7)

Transitivity on directed edges makes S independent of e. The two cavity identities at the ends of ij
give

‘Ah]’%” < |Ah]| + 9|Ahi%j|, |Ahi%j| < |Ahz| + 9|Ah]H2|
Substituting the second inequality into the first yields

|Ahj| + 0|Ah]

|Ahj;| < 102

(5.8)

In particular, on [0, 7] it is bounded by Hp/(1 — #); Minkowski’s inequality and invariance also give
|8kl < VI /(1 - 0).

Direct differentiation gives
(1 —6?)tanh 2
1 —62tanh? 2’

(loga)/(z) = —2 I(log a)'(2)| < 2| tanh 2| < 2. (5.9)

Here the first inequality uses 1 — #%tanh? z > 1 — #2. We conclude that

2H 4
De(t)] < 750 S < 7—puV () (0<t<T). (5.10)
Also (1og a)(0) = 0, s0 |log a(hy(t))] < 2lh;-i(t)] < 2(X;(8)] +bB). Since EX; (#)2 = ¢ + 2, cach
one-copy log factor is square integrable. Equality of the marginal laws then gives ED.(t) = 0.
These facts will permit the later spatial cancellation estimate to be applied to this particular edge
observable.
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5.3 Reducing the comparison to path estimates

For a directed simple path vg, ..., vy, 7 > 1, let e; = (v;—1,v;). At a common time ¢, set

P’r’ = Ha(h’ui—ﬂ)ifl)a Z?" :ZDEN
i=1 i=1

— (5.11)
Qr = E[(Prz + (Pvi)z)ZrQL L, = E[(Ahv0)2Prz].

The orientation matters: every factor uses the component at the next vertex excluding the preceding
one. Invariance makes these expectations depend only on r and ¢, so we suppress the particular
path. Both P, and P! lie in (0, 1], and log P, — log P/ = Z,. The mean-value theorem, first for e®
and then for e?*, gives

E[(P, - P)?) <2Qr, P2~ (P)?*| < 2(P! + (P)%)| Z|- (5.12)

For example, the derivative of e on the segment joining log P, and log P, is at most P, + P/;
squaring and using (P, + P!)? < 2(P? + (P!)?) proves the first bound. The derivative of €2* on the
same segment is at most 2(P? + (P!)?), proving the second.

There are n, = db" ! vertices at distance r > 1 from 0. The diagonal coefficients are c,, = c,,, = 1,
and the coefficient along any positive-length path is " P,. Tonelli’s theorem and (5.12) therefore
bound the noise term in (5.6) by

D> El(Acow)’] €2 n6*Q,. (5.13)
u r>1
The drift contributes a second, different path sum:
[B[Aho(moAy — my A <V + 3 0,67 (L +2V2VVQ,) (5.14)
r>1

To prove this, write m,A, — m, Al = (m, —m.)A, + m. (A, — A)). Since tanh is 1-Lipschitz, the
first part is bounded by
E[(Aho)*A] =V + > nb6* L,.
r>1
For the second, use |m/| < 1. The diagonal terms of A, — A/ cancel. For each remaining path, put
wy = P2+ (P!)? < 2. The second inequality in (5.12) and weighted Cauchy—Schwarz give

Ef|Aho| P2 = (B)*]) < 2/E[(Aho)w,]y/Elw, 22
< 2V2V/Q,.

Summing proves (5.14). These inequalities may first be read for finite spatial sums and then with
nonnegative extended right sides; the estimates at their subsequent uses make those right sides
finite. In particular no independence between a path product and its discrepancy is used. The
square-root sum in the drift must be controlled along with the noise sum.

Proposition 5.3 (Uniqueness below the threshold). If b < 1, then V(t) = 0 for every t > 0.

Proof. Since the products in (5.11) are at most one, L, < V. Cauchy-Schwarz in the sum Z, gives

T
Qr <2EZ} <2r> ED? =2r*S.
=1
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Use this with (5.10) in the noise and drift bounds. The contributions are bounded by V' times sums

of 2, 1, and r, respectively, against
d
n0%" = g(bﬁz)r.
All three series converge when b6? < 1. Equation (5.6) therefore gives V/ < CV almost everywhere
on [0, 77, for a finite constant depending on the fixed parameters. Absolute continuity and V' (0) =0

imply V' = 0 there by Gronwall’s inequality. The horizon T" was arbitrary. O

At equality, n,0%" = d/b, so the geometric decay in this proof disappears. The next two sections
will replace the elementary r2S loss by spatial cancellation of order rS and attenuation on the
length scale w(t)~'. Their leading noise estimate has the form Q, < rS(t)e~* ", Near time zero,
where w(t) = /1, its sum has size

emevt S(t)

S(t)Zre_c tr :S(t)(l—e*CW)Q ==

r>1

Thus even those two estimates, combined only with S < C'V, would leave a nonintegrable coefficient
at time zero. The final comparison will improve the relation between S and V' using small component
fields, while also retaining the square-root drift sum. This is the remaining obstruction at the
critical parameter.

6 Cancellation along a path

The comparison of the two observation copies led to sums of the edge differences D.(t). Cauchy—
Schwarz bounds the second moment of a sum over r edges by r2S(t), where S(t) = ED.(t)?. We
now improve the factor 2 to r by proving that the correlations of these differences are summable
along a path. The proof begins with local correlations under one observation law and passes to
the joining through the closed space generated by differences of marginal functions. Although only
equality remains in the comparison, this path estimate holds throughout 0 < 6 < b—1/2,

Here and below v is the observation marginal of the original joint law Q, namely the law of the
entire array

X = (X,)pey in X =Cp([0,00),R)Y.

Here Cj again means continuous paths starting at zero, with the topology of uniform convergence
on compact time intervals. The vertex and nonbacktracking operator geometry used in this
argument is related to the correlation arguments of Backhausz, Szegedy, and Virdg [1, Theorem 2.2
in arXiv:1305.6784v1] and Backhausz, Gerencsér, Harangi, and Vizer [2, Theorems 4.1-4.2 in
arXiv:1603.08423v2]. The proof below supplies the precise transfer to differences of marginal
observation functions.

Proposition 6.1 (Path variance). Let d >3, b=d — 1, and 0 < 8 < b~'/2. Let w be a probability
law on X% with both marginals equal to v, invariant under the simultaneous action of Aut(Ty).
Suppose that g = (ge) assigns a measurable real function of X to every directed edge, with E, g2 < oo,
and that for each fived v € Aut(Ty) and directed edge e,

Gye(vx) = ge(x)  for v-almost every .
Here v(i,j) = (vi,7vj). For the two coordinate arrays X, X' under m, set

Do = go(X) = go(X'), S =E.D2
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The value of S is independent of the directed edge. There is a constant Cyq < 0o, depending only on
d, such that for every integer r > 1 and every simple path vy, ..., v,

EW <Z D(wum)) S CdTS,
=1

- : (6.1)

r 2
EW <Z D(Wﬂh‘l)) S CdTS.
i=1

97

In particular, take m to be the (X, X')-marginal of the joining in Proposition 5.1. Then this holds
for the differences D¢(t) in (5.7) at each fized finite time, with S = S(t).

We prove the proposition in three steps. First, local observation functions have exponentially
small correlations across a long connecting path. This bounds the self-adjoint neighbor average on
centered vertex functions. Second, the bound transfers to a closed space of differences inside the
joining. Finally, head and tail lifts of that vertex space control the nonbacktracking edge average.
Its powers are summable, which gives the linear variance in (6.1). All equivariance identities in this
section are understood separately for each fixed automorphism, as in the proposition.

6.1 The vertex bound for one observation law

We shall use the same Hilbert-space notation for several invariant configuration laws. For such a
law 7, a vertex assignment is a family f = (f,)yeyp of measurable real functions satisfying

fro(yz) = fu(z) mn-almost surely, for each fixed v, v.

Let H.(n) be the space of square-integrable vertex assignments, modulo almost sure equality at
each vertex, with

(f, k>v,77 = En[fok?O]-

Transitivity and invariance make this independent of the vertex o. The analogous space He(n)
consists of assignments to directed edges, with inner product at any one directed edge. These spaces
are Hilbert spaces: a Cauchy sequence has an L? limit at each index, and the equivariance identity
for any fixed automorphism passes to the limits because that automorphism preserves 7. There are
countably many indices, so equality in the indicated norm is equality of assignments. We use real
spaces; the usual spectral theorem applies after complexification if needed.

On H(n) define the neighbor average

(Anf)v = é Z fu
u~v
Jensen’s inequality and invariance give ||A,|| < 1. For adjacent o, u, an automorphism interchanging
them gives E,[foku] = Ey[fuko]. Averaging this identity over the neighbors of o proves that A, is
self-adjoint. It preserves the closed subspace of centered assignments E, f, = 0. This subspace
is reducing: if y is orthogonal to it, then (Ayy, f) = (y, A, f) = 0 for every centered f. Thus the
restriction to that subspace is again self-adjoint.

Lemma 6.2 (Marginal vertex spectrum). For the full observation law v, the spectrum of A, on
centered vertex assignments is contained in [—p, p|, where

p= 2;/5 <1. (6.2)
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Proof. We first prove a correlation bound for an assignment f that is centered and measurable, at
vertex v, from the entire observation paths at the vertices in a fixed ball Bg(v). Square integrability is
enough; write || f||? = E, f2. Write Ep, for expectation in the planted spin-and-Brownian construction,
whose observation marginal is v.

Suppose that dist(u,v) = k > 2R, and let a and ¢ be the respective endpoints of the path joining
Bpr(u) to Br(v). Then dist(a,c) = k — 2R. In the planted broadcast construction, conditional on
(0a,0c), the observation arrays in these two balls are independent. The conditional law in the first
ball depends only on o, and the law in the second only on o.. To see this, root the broadcast
at a. Once the endpoint spins are fixed, the edge multipliers inside the two balls are taken from
disjoint branches off the connecting path. They are independent of that path and of one another,
and the Brownian paths at the two disjoint sets of vertices are independent as well. The assertion
for products of square-integrable functions follows from its bounded version by truncation.

The endpoint spins are uniform signs. Since f,, f, are centered, their conditional expectations
have the form

Epl[fu | Ua] = QyOq, Epl[fv | UC] = OQyOc.

L2-contraction of conditional expectation gives ||, || < ||f||. The broadcast correlation along
the connecting path is Epj[oq0c] = 0%—2R Tt follows that

‘EV[fufv” = ’auavwk_zR < HfHQbRb_k/Z.

For k < 2R the same bound follows from Cauchy-Schwarz, since bb=%/2 > 1. We have therefore
proved .
By [fufol] < Cpb™ /2 for all wv, O = b2 £ (6.3)

This calculation uses the planted spins to describe the law, while the assignment itself remains a
function of the observations alone.

We now turn spatial decay into an operator bound. Let p,(o,v) be the n-step transition
probabilities of simple random walk on the tree and put g(v) = b~ dist(0v)/2 For the deterministic
neighbor average P on functions of vertices,

(Pg)(v) = pa(v) (v#0),  (Pq)(o)=b""?< pq(o).

The first identity uses one neighbor closer to o and b farther away. Positivity of P gives P"q < p"q

by induction, and hence
> palo,v)q(v) < p".
v

Only finite-step random-walk averages are used here; ¢ need not belong to £2(V). Self-adjointness of
A,, its finite-walk expansion, and (6.3) now give, for every n > 0,

IALFIIP = (f, AZ"f) = sznov fofo] < Cpp*. (6.4)

Let py be the spectral measure of f for the self-adjoint restriction of A, to centered assignments.
For € > 0, (6.4) implies

2n
P

Al >p+ §C< >
peflAl = p+e} "\ore

Letting n — oo proves that sf is supported on [—p, p].
It remains to pass from local assignments to all centered ones. For f € H,(v) centered, let

FB =R, [f, | 0{X.(s) : z € Br(v), s > 0}].
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These are centered square-integrable local assignments. To verify their equivariance, pull the
conditional expectation at yv back by a fixed automorphism ~. Invariance of v pulls its conditioning
sigma-field back to that for Br(v), and equivariance pulls its integrand back to f,. Uniqueness
of conditional expectation gives the required identity almost surely for that v,v. As R — oo, the
conditioning sigma-fields generate the complete observation array, so féR) — f, in L?. This proves
density of the local assignments just used. Equally, truncating and recentering f first gives a bounded
local dense family. The range of the corresponding spectral projection 1;_, ;(A,) on the centered
space is closed and contains every such local assignment. It is consequently the entire centered
space, proving the lemma. Finally, p < 1 follows fromd =b+1and (b+1)>—4b= (b—1)2>0. O

6.2 Passing the bound to marginal differences

Fix the joining 7 in Proposition 6.1. For a marginal vertex or edge assignment define

Of)(X, X') = f(X) - f(X)).
This is well defined on the marginal L? equivalence classes: each coordinate under 7 has law v. The
same observation and the triangle inequality give ||0f||x < 2|/ f|l,. In the joined assignment spaces
put

K =0Hy ) C Ho(n), D =0dHo(w) C Hel(m),

where the closures use the respective L?(7) norms. These are closed linear spaces.

The vertex neighbor averages for v and m commute with J, since they use the same finite
sums over neighboring vertex indices. Thus AKX C K. The joined A, is self-adjoint, so the
same orthogonality argument as above shows that K is reducing and its restriction Ax := Ax|x is
self-adjoint.

Subtracting the constant E, f, from a marginal vertex assignment does not change its difference.
Lemma 6.2 therefore gives

[AZS fllz = I6(AL(f — Ep fo))llx < 20" If — Eufollw (n >0). (6.5)

Applying the spectral-measure argument from (6.4) to the joined self-adjoint operator A, shows
that the spectral measure of §f is supported on [—p, p]. The constant on the right of (6.5) may
depend on the chosen preimage f; only its exponential rate matters as n — oo. In particular, no
lower comparison between ||0f|r and || f — E, fo||, is used. The closed range of the joined spectral
projection 1j_, (A7) contains the closure of all these differences. Hence

1Akl < p. (6.6)

This is the vertex estimate needed below. Its domain is K, the closed space generated by marginal
differences.

6.3 From vertices to nonbacktracking edge averages

A vertex assignment can be read at either endpoint of a directed edge. We compare these two lifts
and then isolate the part of an edge assignment orthogonal to both. On the joined assignment spaces
define the tail and head lifts F,H : H,(7m) — He(m), the reversal J, and the forward nonbacktracking
average N by

(Ff)(i,j) = fi, (Hf)(i,j) = fjs (Jg)(i,j) = 9(,i)>
1
(N9)Gij) = 5 2_ 960
kg
ki
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Invariance makes the two lifts isometries and makes J a self-adjoint isometry with J? = I. Jensen’s
inequality makes N a contraction. The adjoints of the lifts are

* 1 * 1
(F g)v = g Z I(v,u)> (H g)ﬂ = g Z 9(u,w)- (67)

u~v u~v

Indeed, in the edge inner product we may average the fixed outgoing edge over all neighbors of
its tail, because the tail stabilizer is transitive on those neighbors. This proves the first formula.
Interchanging the endpoints first proves the second. In particular,

FFH=H*F=A,, JF=H, JH=F

Direct substitution in the definitions gives

d 1 d 1
N=_—HF -~ N* = —FH" — :
a 5 7, 5 (6.8)
d 1
NF = H, NH = > HA; — = F (6.9)

Thus (N*g)(z,]) =p! Ekwi, k5 9(ki) and N* = JNJ.

The same formulas act on the marginal assignment spaces. They use finite sums over neighboring
indices, selections of endpoint values, and edge reversal, so they commute with taking marginal
differences. Apply this first on the ranges of §, and then use boundedness to pass to their closures.
We obtain

FIC,HK C D, F*D,H*D C K, JD ="D.

Equation (6.8) now shows that both N and N* preserve D. Thus D is a reducing subspace for the
nonbacktracking operator.
Define
R: K&K —1D, R(f,9) = Ff + Hg.

The adjoint identities and (6.6) give

IRC, 9 = ILFI7 + llgll* + 2(£, Axcg),
(L= ) UAIZ + N9l < IRCE I < @+ p)ULFIZ + Nlgll®)- (6.10)

Here 2|(f, Axcg)| < p(|IfII* + llg]|?). Because p < 1, R is injective with closed range
L =FK+HK.

In fact, the lower bound makes the preimages of a convergent sequence in the range Cauchy. It also
gives |[R™Y|| < (1 — p)~/2 on £, while the upper bound gives ||R|| < (1 + p)'/2.

For y € Do L, the vectors F*y, H*y lie in K and are orthogonal to every vector in IC; for example
(F*y, f) = (y,Ff) = 0. Both therefore vanish. Reversal preserves D and interchanges the two lifts
in £, so it preserves D & L as well. On this complement, (6.8) reduces to

Ny=—b""y,  [IN"y[|=07"[ly| (n>0). (6.11)

The space L is also invariant under N by (6.9). We have split D into two orthogonal invariant spaces.
The complement already decays geometrically; it remains to bound powers on the head and tail
range.
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On K& K, (6.9) reads

_ 0 —bl1
R 1NR:T:<I (d/b)AK)

This matrix need not be normal. We bound its powers by its second-order recurrence. Put

d (Ac 0
Z=+bT, B=—— .
2\/5<0 AIC)

The operator B is self-adjoint and ||B|| < 1. Matrix multiplication gives
ZB=BZ, Z>-2BZ+1=0. (6.12)

Let U1 =0, Uy = 1, and Upy41(x) = 22U, () — Upy—1(x) be the Chebyshev polynomials of the
second kind. Induction using (6.12) gives

Z" = U, 1(B)Z — Up_s(B)  (n>1).

For m > 0, the trigonometric identity
m . .
Un(coss) = Z elm=2j)s
§=0

gives sup(_y ] |Unn| < m+1, including the endpoints. The spectral theorem applied to the self-adjoint
contraction B therefore yields

12" <nlZf +(n=1) (1)

For completeness, the off-diagonal part of Z has norm v/b, while its only nonzero diagonal block
is (d/vb)Ax, of norm at most 2. Thus ||Z|| < Vb + 2. At the allowed scalar endpoints +1 for B,
the characteristic polynomial in (6.12) has a double root. The linear factor in n accounts for this
endpoint behavior.

Using T" = b~"/2Z" and the two bounds for R and R™!, we conclude that |[N"|z| < Cy(n +
1)b~"/2. Together with (6.11) and the orthogonal invariant decomposition, this gives

IN"Ipl| < Caln+ 16" (n > 0). (6.13)

The same estimate holds for (N*)™ on D, by reversal. The spectral theorem was used only for the
self-adjoint vertex averages and B; the edge estimate follows from the displayed recurrence.

6.4 Summing the edge correlations

Let D = dg € D be the difference in the proposition. Its mean at every directed edge is zero, since
the two marginals are equal, and ||D||> = S. Fix a directed simple path and write e; = (v;_1,v;). If
1 < j, invariance and transitivity on directed simple paths give

Er[De,De,] = (D,N'""D)q . (6.14)
Indeed, N7~ averages over the b’~% nonbacktracking continuations of a fixed directed edge. On
a tree each such continuation is simple. An automorphism carries it to the corresponding fixed
subpath, so every term has the expectation on the left. This is a finite average of identities for fixed
automorphisms.
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By (6.13), the absolute value of the lag-n correlation is at most Cy(n + 1)b="/2S. Expanding
the square of the sum and grouping equal lags therefore gives

r 2 r—1
Er <Z Dei> =rS+2)» (r—n)(D,N"D)
i=1 n=1
<rS (1 +2C5 ) (n+ 1)b‘”/2> < ChrS.
n=1

The series converges because b > 2. If all edges are reversed, order them as (v, v,—1),..., (v1,vp).
They are the forward edges of the reversed simple path, and their sum is unchanged by this
reordering. The same argument proves the second inequality of (6.1).

Finally, take 7 to be the (X, X’)-marginal of the joining in Proposition 5.1, forgetting its common
innovation coordinate. At a fixed finite time ¢, use

g(i’j) (X) = log a(hj_n (t))

The component versions constructed earlier make this an equivariant marginal assignment. The
cavity field bound and (loga)(0) =0, |(loga)’'| < 2, imply

19,5 (X < 20h i ()] < 2(1X;(8)] + bB).

Since E, X;(t)? = t + {2, it is square integrable. Its difference is precisely D; j(t). Applying the
general estimate completes the proof of Proposition 6.1. The bound is uniform in the time and in
the joining because its constant depends only on d.

7 Attenuation with dependent path weights

The path variance estimate controls sums of edge discrepancies, but the critical comparison also
needs decay of the products multiplying those sums. Those products and differences depend on the
same observations. We therefore average over paths before using the variance estimate. Keeping
the first half of a path fixed gives an outward continuation; keeping the second half fixed requires
enumerating the first half backward. This is why we need concentration in both directions.

Throughout this section, b=d—1>2, 6§ = b~'/2 and w(t) = min{v/#,1}. We first fix ¢ > 0 and
work with the spins and observations in the planted realization of one marginal. All fields below
are evaluated at this time, which we usually suppress. In particular, h,_.,, is the previously chosen
measurable function of the observation history in T},_,,, alone. We use the shifted estimate from one
branch (3.7): for an intact infinite component attached to a spin oy, every real z, and either value
s of that spin,

E [a(z + w(hv_m))2 | 0w = s} < 1—cow(t), 0<co<i. (7.1)

Here ¢y depends only on d. The shift may be fixed by conditioning on other variables as long as the
selected component retains its law conditional on its attaching spin. This is the only quantitative
information estimate used in the present section.

7.1 Products in both directions

For a vertex z and either the empty set or a singleton F' C {u : u ~ z}, let Py(z; F') consist of the
simple paths v = (zo, ..., 2¢) that start at z and, when ¢ > 1, have z; ¢ F. Thus

Pe(z: F)| = (d— [F™ (€21),  Po(zF) ={(2)}.
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Define the two squared products and their averages over paths by

¢ 1

Ry = a(hz—z, )27 Gf (2 F) = ——— R+,
¥ g —Zi-1 ¢ |Pe(z; F)| veP%(zz;F) ¥
V4
1
Ry = H a(hz;_y-2,)° G, (% F)= ——+ Z R-.
¥ i—1 ! |Pe(2; F)| e ¥

Empty products are one, so Ga' = G, = 1. We call the products outward and inward according
to the coefficient traversal: RT is traversed from zy to zp, and R~ from z; to zp. In each factor
the field arrow names the component root and its excluded neighbor, and points opposite to that
coeflicient traversal.

We will split the path at an intermediate vertex and average its continuations inside disjoint
descendant components. Outward continuation products already use only their descendant observa-
tions. An inward product can also see the observations above the split. The next lemma removes
the one entering message that causes this dependence.

Lemma 7.1 (A continuation below a cut). Lety and p be adjacent vertices, and root the component
Ty = Ty—p at y. Write Ch(w) for the children of w in this component. For a descendant path
Yy = wo,w1,...,wy of length L > 1, set H; = hy, ., for 0 <i < L and define

ueCh(y)\{w1}

uGCh(wl)\{wH_l}

Each H; is a function only of the observations in T,. With

4
Ceut = eXp<1;89> s

the original and modified inward products obey, almost surely,

M5y a(H)?| 48
Ela(H)2|~ 1-0

log (7.3)

Moreover, conditional on the true spins of this path, both the outward product and the modified
tnward product satisfy

L
E [H G(hwiawi_l)2 Owpy -+ Owy, | < e—cow(t)L7
=1
T (7.4)
E [H a(ﬁi)Q Tuwgs - - Owy | < e—cow(t)L
=0

The constants are independent of t, L, and the choice of path.

Proof. The recurrence deletes only the contribution from p at y and propagates that change forward;
every field from a side child is unchanged. All these fields use components contained in 7y, so the
claimed locality follows by induction. The modified fields are used as functions of the descendant
observations; no posterior interpretation for a truncated model is needed.
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The cavity identity gives Hy — Hy = Y (hp—y). At each subsequent step, only the predecessor
message differs. Since || < 8 and [¢)'| < 6, induction yields

|H; — Hy| < B0"  (0<i<0L).

The bound |(loga)’| < 2 from (5.9) now gives

[ a(H)?| _ = ~ = 48
T a2 Z§| o 51-; 19

This proves (7.3). In particular, obtaining component locality costs a multiplicative factor at most
Crcut, independent of the length and time.

The outward inequality in (7.4) is the conditional path estimate of Lemma 3.4, applied to
wo, - .., wr. We prove the modified inward inequality by integrating intact side components from
the far end back toward the cut.

At each target w;, 0 < i < L, choose one child off the path, using only the path geometry. There
are b—1 =d — 2 > 1 choices, including at wg after deleting its parent and excluding w;. The
selected child components are disjoint and infinite; this also covers d = 3 and L = 1.

Condition on the true path spins. The selected component observation histories are independent
of each other and of the remaining observation histories, and their laws depend only on the attaching
path spins. Indeed, root the broadcast at wy and group each selected component’s attaching-edge
transition, internal transitions, and Brownian noises. These groups are mutually independent;
once the path spins are specified, the observations outside the selected components use none of
them. This factorization passes from finite cylinder events to the sigma-fields of the full observation
histories. Thus fixing the other observation histories leaves each selected component with exactly
the conditional law used in (7.1).

Integrate the selected components in the order wr_1,wr_9,...,wg. In (7.2), ﬁz is its selected
side message plus a shift fixed by the other observations. Every field still present after its factor is
removed has index less than i and does not use that message. Equation (7.1) therefore removes
each squared factor at a cost at most 1 — cow(t). The resulting bound is (1 — cow(t))* < e=c0w(t)L,
as required. ]

Proposition 7.2 (Concentration of path averages). Set

. co logb _ 4log?2 _ Co
n—mm{4,8}, C’O—max{Q, o }, 6*(0_[&;@)}'

For every t > 0, every vertex z, every allowed first-step restriction F, either orientation ¢ € {+, —},
and every integer £ > £, (t),

5 —nw(t)L b£/4
P (G5(2 F) > Cewe ) <exp 5 ) (7.5)

The constants depend only on d and are uniform in the time, vertex, first-step restriction, and
orientation.

Proof. Root the tree at z and put k = |¢/2] and L = ¢ — k. The threshold ensures k > 1. Let )y
be the vertices at depth k whose path from z obeys the restriction F'. There are

N := Vel = (d— |Fp*" > 8 (7.6)
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such vertices, and each has exactly b” descendant continuations of length L. Since every squared
factor lies in (0, 1], deleting the first k factors increases either product. The average of the remaining
products is consequently an equal-weight average of N continuation averages.

For y € , let p(y) be its parent and T, = T,,_,,(,). Let Z; be the average of

L
H a(hwz—ywz 1)2
i=1
over its b continuations y = wp,...,wr. Let Z, be the average of T 0 ! o(H;)? for the same

continuations, using (7.2) separately for each one. Both variables lie in [0, 1] and are functions only
of the observation histories in 7,. Deleting the first k factors and applying (7.3) gives

G5 (2 F) Cout Z ee{+ -} (7.7)

YEYVx

For + the multiplier can be replaced by one.
Averaging (7.4) first over the continuation spins conditional on oy, and then over the continuation
choices, yields
E[Z; | oy) < e OF ce{+,-}. (7.8)

Now condition on the sigma-field of true cut-level spins
Hi =0(oy:y € Vg).

The observations in the disjoint components 7, are independent under this conditioning, with each
component law depending only on its own root spin. Indeed, after specifying the cut-level spins, all
broadcast transitions and Brownian noises strictly below the cut, together with the Brownian noise
at each cut vertex, can be sampled independently across these components. The same statement
holds when F' forbids one first neighbor, since that simply omits one collection of components. The
cut-level spins themselves need not be independent. Thus the Z; are conditionally independent
variables in [0, 1], and their conditional means given Hj, satisfy (7.8).
Write 74 = e~ "®¢, Since L > £/2, w(t)l > Cp, and 1 < ¢/4, the chosen constants give
E[Z; ’ Hk] S e*COaJ(t)E/Z S %

Apply Hoeffding’s bounded-sum inequality [8, Theorem 2] to each conditional product law. Because
the distance from the conditional mean of the average to 7y is at least 7,/2, it gives

1

Hk) < exp <—2N(Te/2)2)

pt/4
= exp (—%Neﬁ"‘”(t)e) < exp <_2b> .

For the last inequality, k£ > ¢/2 — 1, w(t) < 1, and 2n < (logb)/4 imply

Ne—?nw(t)f > b€/2—1€—(logb)f/4 — bf/4/b

The conditional bound holds almost surely. Taking expectations and using (7.7) proves (7.5). [
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Here is the consequence that makes concentration useful for dependent weights. Let ¢ be any
bounded nonnegative random variable on a probability space carrying an observation array with the
planted marginal law. It may also depend on further variables coupled to that array. For ¢ > £, (t),
split according to the event in (7.5); on its complement use the displayed bound for G, and on the
event use G < 1. Then

b€/4
E[(G5(2; F)] < Conpe ™ EC + ||Cllocer, €0 :=exp (‘25 : (7.9)
Only the observation marginal enters the event probability. The principal term therefore pays the
mean of the weight even when the weight depends on all those observations.

7.2 Averaging with the discrepancy weights

Return to the invariant joined law of the two observation copies. Recall from (5.11) that, on a
directed path v, ..., v, with e; = (vi—1,v;),

. Ly = E[(Ahy,)*PY].

, 2
(P24 (P (z D)
=1

Here Dy; jy = loga(hj—;) — log a(h;_n), S =ED? and V = E(Ah,)?. Invariance makes S,V,Q,, L,

independent of the chosen edge, vertex, or directed path of that length. The path averages below
use that invariance and leave all observation fields unconditioned.

P = H a(hvi~>0¢,1)a Qr=E
=1

Proposition 7.3 (Weighted path bounds). For every finite T > 0 there are ¢,C > 0, depending
only on d, and Cp < oo, depending also on T', such that for 0 <t <T and every integer r > 20, (t),

Qr(t) < Ce~w®)r rS(t) + Crr? exp(—cb™),

(7.10)
L(t) < Ce™ OV (t) + Cp exp(—cb™).
At every integer r > 1, without a lower length restriction,
Qr(t) < 2Cuu,1rS(t), L.(t) <V(1), (7.11)

where Cyyy is the constant in Proposition 6.1. The hypothesis for (7.10) follows in particular from
r>2(Co+1)/w(t).

Proof. Fix T and put

2HT

1-6

The site bound (5.5), the component comparison (5.8), and |(loga)’| < 2 imply

Hp =2T + 2dﬂa Dmax,T =

Hr+0Hy  Hrp
1—-62  1-6’

|Ahv| S HT; ’Ahj—)7/| S ‘D6| S Dmax,T~ (712)
Dropping P2, (P!)? < 1 and applying Proposition 6.1 gives the first bound in (7.11); dropping P?
gives the second.

For the longer paths, set

p=|r/2], qg=7r—p, U= D .00 Z =" D 1)
=1 i=p+1



Since (U + Z)% < 2U2 + 222,
Q, < 2E[(P? + (P))U? + 2E[(F] + (P))*)Z?). (7.13)

Figure 1 displays the two path averages that control these terms.

First fix the prefix (vo,...,vp) and vary all length-¢ extensions from v, that avoid v,—; on
their first step. The pointwise stabilizer of the prefix is transitive on these extensions: map the
successive descendant branches of one extension to those of the other, and extend independently to
the remaining regular rooted subtrees. The invariance of the joined law consequently makes the
expectation of the product for each complete path, multiplied by U2, the same for every extension.
In a fixed joined observation configuration, U also denotes the same quantity in every term of this
finite average: its indexed directed edges stay fixed. This statement places no locality restriction on
their fields. Dropping the prefix factors from the product gives

E[P2U?] < E[U°G{ (vp; {vp-1})] (7.14)

For the other term, fix the suffix (v, ...,v,) and vary a reversed prefix wo = vp, w1, ..., w, with
w1 # vp41. The resulting complete directed path is

(Wpy Wp—1, -+, W1, Vp, Upds - -+, Ur).

The pointwise stabilizer of the suffix is transitive on these choices; it may move the original starting
vertex vg, which invariance under the full automorphism group permits. The suffix sum Z has the
same indexed edges in every term. In the direction of the complete path, its prefix product is exactly

the inward product along the reversed geometric prefix. Dropping the suffix factors therefore yields
E[P22%] < E[Z°G, (vy: {vpa1})]. (7.15)

Each path average is finite. Thus its use of equivariance requires only a finite intersection of
almost-sure identities for fixed automorphisms, consistent with the theorem’s convention.

average suffix: G 7

\/

fixed suffix: Z

Figure 1: The two averages in the half-path argument. Solid halves are fixed and dashed halves
are varied; each segment represents a half-path, with one representative pair of endpoints labeled.
Arrows show the direction in which geometric extensions are enumerated. In the lower row, the
prefix is enumerated from v, toward w,,, while its coefficients are traversed from w, to v,, giving
the inward average G,,. The observation fields remain unconditioned.
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Suppose r > 24, (t). Then p,q > £.(t). Apply (7.9) to the right side of (7.14) with ¢ = U?. The
unconditional path variance bound and (7.12) give EU? < CyapS and ||U?||s < pQDI?naX?T. Hence
E[P2U% < CoutCrare ™ WpS + D2 1pe,. (7.16)

Applying the same bound to (7.15), now with ¢ = Z2, gives
E[P2Z?%] < CoutCrare ™S + D2, 1¢%€,. (7.17)

These applications use the probability, under the joined law, of the corresponding event determined
by one observation marginal. They do not require a conditional variance bound or independence of
that event from the discrepancy. The identical reasoning applies to (P!)? using the second marginal’s
path averages.

For r > 2, both p and ¢ are at least r/3. Inserting the four estimates into (7.13), and using
p+q=r and p? + ¢*> < r2, proves the explicit inequality

br/12
Qr < ACeutCuare ™30S + ADZ | 117 exp (— ) (7.18)
Finally fix vy and average the entire directed path over P,(vo; @). The stabilizer of vy is transitive
on these paths, and the vertex quantity Ah,, is fixed in every term. Invariance gives the exact
identity
Ly = E[(Ahy )*G; (vo; @)

For r > £,(t), use (7.9) with ¢ = (Ah,,)?, whose mean is V and whose essential supremum is at
most H% This yields

5 br/4
L, < Cogre ™01y 4 Hfexp | — 55 ) (7.19)

Choosing one sufficiently small positive ¢ in the two explicit bounds gives (7.10). Finally, ¢.(t) <
(Co+ 1)/w(t) since w(t) < 1, which proves the stated sufficient length condition. O

8 Critical comparison and recovery

We now show that two conditional copies with the same innovations agree at the critical parameter
0 =b"Y2 where b=d—1> 2. The weighted path estimates reduce the question to the variance
V(t) = E[(Ah(t))?] of the site-field difference. Their principal noise term has the scale

_ S(t)
S(t re VIt =< 227 tl]0),
03 Do)
where S(t) = E[Dc(t)%] and D, ;) = log a(h;_;) — log a( ii)- The earlier estimate S < C'V' would
leave a coefficient 1/t, which is not integrable at zero. We improve it by using the fact that (loga)’
vanishes at the origin. A field is usually small at early times; the first result below makes the
exceptional probability small enough to compare it with any positive value of V.
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8.1 All moments and a small-field tail

We use the fixed-time posterior identities and critical information estimate already proved for one
observation process. At a deterministic time ¢ > 0, fix an oriented edge v — w and write

Y = hysw(t),  M(t) =Etanh?®Y.

The law of Y is independent of the choice of edge and is symmetric. Recall that M (t) < Cv/t for
0 <t<1,that |Y — X,(t)| < b, and that X,(t) = to, + vt G with G a standard normal variable
independent of the spin. These are statements about the planted observation law. Fach marginal of
the conditional coupling has this same law.

The second moment is critical because bf? = 1, whereas bfP < 1 for every integer p > 3; this
strict contraction lets the recursion propagate the second-moment scale to every higher integer
order.

Lemma 8.1 (Critical field moments and tail). There are constants 0 < K < oo and tg € (0,1),
depending only on d, such that for every integer p > 1 and every 0 < t < tg,

Elhysw ()P < e5P°¢2/4, (8.1)
There are also ¢ > 0 and tia; € (0,to] such that
PRy ()] > t1/8) < exp(—clog?(1/t)), 0 <t < tap. (8.2)

Both inequalities hold as well when conditioned on either value of the component-root spin o, or on
either value of the deleted-neighbor spin o,.

Proof. We begin with the second moment. On {|X,(¢)| < 1} the cavity bound gives |Y| < 1+ bg.
Comparison on this compact interval therefore gives Y2 < C'tanh? Y. On its complement we use
Y2 <2X,(t)? + 26262 For t < 1/2, the event |to, + v/t G| > 1 requires |G| > 1/(2v/t). Integration
of the normal density, decreasing the positive exponent constant if necessary, yields

E[(1+ X,(6)*)1x,0>1) < Ce "
Combining the two events with M (t) < C/t proves that, after fixing some ¢y < 1/2,
Ay(t) :=E|Y? <CVE,  Ai(t):=E[Y| < CY2HYY (0 <t <tp). (8.3)

The second inequality is Cauchy-Schwarz. The cavity bound also shows that A,(t) := E|Y'|? is finite
for every integer p > 1.

We next explain why the recursion can be expanded using independent terms without changing
these absolute moments. For an integrable function f, the spin-tilt identities from the posterior
calculation are

E[f(Y) [ o = n] = E[f(Y)(1 + ntanh V)],
E[f(Y) | ow=n] =E[f(Y)(1 +nftanhY)],  ne{-11}.

These are the identities (3.6) from Lemma 3.3. Because Y has a symmetric marginal law, the term
containing tanh Y integrates to zero against every even function of Y. In particular conditioning on
either spin leaves each A,(t) unchanged.

Condition now on ¢, = +1 in the cavity recursion at v. The own observation and the b child-
component observations are independent under this conditional law: their spin transitions and their
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planted noises lie in disjoint branches given the root spin. The own observation has law t + vt G. A
child field is conditioned through its deleted-neighbor spin, so the even-function consequence of the
second tilt gives, for every integer r > 1,

El[¢(huso )" [ 00 = +1] =Bl (Y)[" < 67 A (1), (8.4)

Here 1(0) =0 and 0 < ¢/'(z) < 0 imply |[¢(2)| < 6]z].
There is an absolute constant K such that

Elt + VtG|" < efor*yr/4 (r > 1 an integer, 0 <t <1). (8.5)

Indeed, |t + vt G| < vt(1+|G|) in this time range, and E|G|" < (C+/7)". The inequality (x +y)" <
27=1(z" 4+ y") for nonnegative x,y bounds the remaining constant by eKO’"Q, uniformly over integer
r. We also used t"/2 < /4,

Choose K > 2K large enough that (8.1) holds for p = 1,2, using (8.3). Suppose it holds for all
positive integers below p, where p > 3. The triangle inequality in the cavity recursion, followed by
the multinomial expansion and the conditional independence just established, bounds A,(t) by the
expectation of the pth power of the sum of the absolute values of the own term and the b child terms.
The terms with exponent p on a single child contribute at most b6P A, (t). The term supported on
the own observation is at most e7°/2¢2/4 by (8.5).

Every other exponent vector (rg,71,...,7) has sum p and at least two positive entries. Hence
every positive entry is below p, and the induction hypothesis applies to its child factors. Using (8.5)
for its own factor, if present, and discarding powers of § < 1, its product of moments is at most

b 2
e Dizoigp/4,

For such a vector, 3,72 < (p — 1)2 + 1 = p? — 2(p — 1): merging positive entries until only two
remain, then moving units to the larger one, can only increase the sum of squares. The sum of all
multinomial coefficients in b+ 1 slots is (b + 1)P. Thus

(1= bOP) Ay(t) < XP7/4 [e=KP22 4 (p g 1)pe2K (1] (8.6)
The coefficient on the left is positive uniformly over p > 3:
1—b0P =1-b"P2 > k=102 > 0.
Enlarge the same constant K once more so that
2K >log(b+1), e K21 (b+1)%e K < k.

Both terms in brackets in (8.6) decrease as the integer p increases from 3. Their sum is therefore at
most kp < 1 — blP for every such p. Absorption proves (8.1) with this single K, for every integer
order and all ¢ < ¢g.

To obtain the tail, put L =log(1/t) and choose the integer p = |L/(16K)|. If L > 32K, then
L/(32K) <p < L/(16K). Markov’s inequality gives

P(|Y| > t1/8) < KP*—PL/8 < o=PL/16 < o—L/(512K)

Take tia1 < min(tg, e 32K). Both |Y|P and the indicator of the tail event are even functions of Y,

so the spin-tilt identities prove all the conditional assertions as well. ]
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8.2 Comparing log-factor and site-field differences

Fix a finite horizon T' > 0. The conditional-copy construction gives
|Ahy(t)] < Hp:=2T +2d8, 0<V(t)<Hi (0<t<T),

and Lemma 5.2 makes V' absolutely continuous, with V(0) = 0. Choose a constant, fixed throughout
this horizon,
K

Kr > max{1, H?}, I(t) =1+log 0

when V(t) > 0. (8.7)

In particular I(t) > 1, including at times when V' (¢) > 1.

Lemma 8.2 (Small-time log-factor estimate). There is a fized t. € (0, min{tiay, e '}] such that,
for 0 <t < min{t,, T} with V(t) > 0,

S(t) < CrV(t) <t1/4 + bg&) . (8.8)

At every time in [0,T], the bound S(t) < CV (t) remains valid.

Proof. Write Y = hj;(t) and Y’ = h’_,(t) for the edge used to define S(¢). The two cavity

equations on this edge and |¢)'| < 6 give the earlier comparison
1— 62

Invariance and Cauchy—Schwarz consequently give

V(t) Hry

. (8.9)

Also ( 92)| ‘
2(1 — tanh z

1 /
|(Oga’) (Z)| 1 02ta ]]22,

The global bound gives S(t) < 4V (t)/(1 — 0)? and |D.(t)| < 2Hr/(1 — 6).
On the event |V],|Y’| < t'/® the segment between them also lies in that interval, and
|(log a)’(2)| < 2t'/8 there. The mean-value theorem and (8.9) therefore give

< 2|tanh z| < 2.

4
E[D.(t)%; |YV],|Y'| < t/8] < ——— "4V (1),
DAV VLIV < 17 < =gtV (D)
For the complementary event the global square-integrable bound gives C'V (¢), while the deterministic
bound on D, and a union bound using (8.2) in the two marginals give Cre=clos”(1/t) Thus

E[De()% max(|Y],[Y']) > t'/8] < min{CV(t), Cre—clog’1/0}, (8.10)

The argument uses only the two marginal probabilities; it requires no independence between the
two fields.

Set u =V (t) >0 and J = log?(1/t) > 1. If u < e~//2, then I(t) > ¢.J/2, so the first member of
the minimum in (8.10) is at most Cul(t)/J. If u > e~//2, the second member divided by wu is at
most Cre~¢//2. Since Je~°//? is bounded for J > 1 and I(t) > 1, this is at most CrI(t)/.J. Adding
the small-field contribution proves (8.8). O
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8.3 A cutoff depending on the discrepancy

We next sum the weighted estimates. Recall w(t) = min{v/#, 1}, and suppress t at a fixed time with
0 <t <T and V(t) > 0. The preceding path results give

Q. <CrS, L <V (r=1),
Q, < Ce™™TrS 4 Crrie " (r > Chjw),
L, < Ce ™"V 4 Cpre~ """ (r > Cpy/w),

for fixed positive constants ¢, a, v, C}, depending only on d. The last two lines follow from Proposi-

tion 7.3, with constants decreased or enlarged so that both exceptional terms have the indicated

common form. These estimates include weights and discrepancies formed from the same observations.
Choose (] sufficiently large that

C1 > Cy, ~vCilogh > 1, (a/2)6701 > 2,

and take the integer
R=[Ci(w " +1logI)|. (8.11)

The weighted estimates apply for » > R. Since w™ > 1 and I > 1, the choices above also give
(/2)b7" > (a/2)b7C1%  C1lo8b > o1 (1 5 R),

Splitting the exceptional exponent into equal halves therefore gives

2
oot < =2~ (/2T _ =2 (;) e~ (/T < 2= (@/2PT (. 5 R). (8.12)
T

The last step uses K7 > 1, and so remains valid when V' > 1.

Lemma 8.3 (The noise and drift path sums). At each time 0 <t <T with V(t) > 0,

> Q< Cr [S(w™2+ (og DY) + V2],
r>1 )
> V@ <O V(w2 + (log 1)*?) + V], (8.13)
S L <Cr [Viw ™ +logl) + V2.
r>1 i

Proof. For r < R, the estimates Q) < CrS and L, <V give the respective bounds

CSY r<CSR:, CVSY r<CVSR?, S L. <VR

r<R r<R r<R

For the ordinary exponential terms at r > R, use

S Pe T < O P! (p c {0, L 1}, 0<w< 1) . (8.14)
r>1

For example, compare the sum with fooo(x + 1)Pe~** dx and put y = wz; since w < 1, the resulting
integral is bounded by w™P~! [°(y + 1)Pe~ dy. This gives C'Sw™2 for the first sum and CVw™?
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for the third. For the middle sum use /z +y < \/x + /y; the ordinary exponential contribution is
bounded by C'v/S dor>1 r2eewr/2 < C\/Sw3/2,
For the exceptional terms, (8.12) bounds their three contributions by constants times

V2 Z r2e(0/2H7" e Z pe— (/907 V2 Z e (e/2H7"

r>1 r>1 r>1

respectively. Each series is finite because its exponential exponent grows exponentially in r. In
the middle series the square root of the V2 factor is V/, which is why the drift sum has this order.
Finally w=! +log I > 1, so the ceiling in (8.11) gives R < (Cy + 1)(w™! + log I). Bounding each
power of this sum by a constant times the sum of its corresponding powers proves (8.13). O

8.4 An integrable comparison at time zero

Proposition 8.4 (Critical conditional-copy uniqueness). For the invariant conditional coupling
with common innovations at § = b=/2, the site-field discrepancy satisfies V(t) =0 for every t > 0.

Proof. Work on the fixed horizon [0,7] used above. Inserting the noise and drift bounds (5.13)
and (5.14) into the variance identity (5.6), and using n,.0%" = db"~'b=" = d/b for r > 1, gives

V@SCGWHEXMﬂ+Z&@H/WﬂZJ@®) (8.15)

r>1 r>1 r>1

for almost every ¢. The sums in Lemma 8.3 are finite at the positive times with V' (¢) > 0 where we
now use this inequality.

Insert those three bounds into (8.15). Use S < CV, and hence vV'S < C'V, for all terms except
Sw™2. The bounds V' < H2 imply V3/2 < HpV and V? < H2V. Finally

(log I)? < CpI (I>1,0<p<2),
since zPe~? is bounded on z > 0. As w™1 < w*3/2, all the terms just treated are at most
CrV (I +w™3?).

This identifies the worst drift contribution explicitly: vV .Sw™3/2 < CVw=3/2.
For 0 < t < min{t,, T}, we have w = v/t. Lemma 8.2 gives the remaining estimate

1
Sw2<CpV (¢34 —— .
o= ( +tlogQ(l/t)

Together with I > 1, the preceding bounds prove

K
V(t)

VI(t) < kr()V (1) (1 +log ) for almost every ¢ € (0, T] with V(£) > 0, (8.16)

where, after increasing Cr, we may take

1
Crl1+¢34 4 —— ), 0<t<min{t.,T),
T<+' o0 < minth. T}

Cr, te <t<T.

kr(t) = (8.17)
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For the second branch, w(t) > v/, > 0 because t, < 1; there we use S < CV also for Sw~2. Thus
that branch is bounded on the whole later interval. If T' < ¢, there is no later interval. The
small-time expression is used only for ¢ < t, < e~!, and it is integrable there:

b b dt 1
. 1/4
/ t 3/4 dt = 4t*/ y / 2 = .
0 o tlog®(1/t) log(1/ts)

In particular kr € L(0,T).

We finish with an Osgood-type comparison [16], proving the needed absolutely continuous form
directly. Suppose that V' is positive somewhere on [0, T]. Choose such a time ¢, and let a < t be the
left endpoint of its component in the positivity set of V. Continuity and V' (0) = 0 give V(a) = 0.
On any closed interval [u,t] with a < u < ¢, continuity bounds V away from zero. The function
z + log(1 + log(Kr/z)) has bounded derivative on the range of V' on that interval. Its composition
with the absolutely continuous function V is therefore absolutely continuous, and the chain rule
and (8.16) give

!
(logI) = VI > —kp almost everywhere on [u, t].

Integrating yields

t

log I(u) <logI(t) —I—/ kr(s)ds <loglI(t)+ /t kr(s)ds < oc.

u
The last bound is independent of u. But V(u) — V(a) =0as u | a, so I(u) — oo and log I (u) — oo,
a contradiction. Hence V' vanishes on [0, 7. Since the horizon was arbitrary, it vanishes at every
time. O

8.5 Recovering the observations and the spin factor

The comparison has now proved V(t) = 0 for the particular copies sampled in (5.1): Proposition 5.3
handles b#? < 1, and Proposition 8.4 handles b#? = 1. We first deduce equality of their observation
paths and turn it into a Borel map from innovations to observations. The spins will then be read
from the integer-time slopes of those paths.

The final passage to a spin map equivariant on every input uses local conditional expectations.

Lemma 8.5 (Pointwise equivariance of spin factors). Let (Uy)yey be independent uniform labels on
T,. Suppose a Borel map ® : [0,1]Y — {—1,1}Y satisfies ®(gU) = g®(U) almost surely for each
fizred g € Aut(Ty). There is a Borel map ¥ : [0,1]Y — {—1,1}V such that ¥(U) = ®(U) almost
surely and

U(gz) = g¥(x) for every x € [0,1]Y and g € Aut(Ty).

Proof. Fix an auxiliary vertex o. For each integer R > 0, choose a Borel function hg : [0, 1]33(0) —
[—1, 1] representing
E[®(U)o | Ulpa(o)-

A Borel version exists, and clipping it to [—1, 1] preserves this conditional expectation. Let G be
the finite automorphism group of the rooted ball Br(0), and average:

1
qr(y) = m aezG:R hr(ay).

Every a € G extends to a tree automorphism fixing o: outside the ball, match the isomorphic
rooted components attached to its boundary. Such an extension preserves the IID law and the ball’s

46



label sigma-field. The assumed almost-sure equivariance therefore makes hr(a(U|p,(,))) another
version of the same conditional expectation. Thus gg still represents that conditional expectation,
and is Borel, bounded by one, and invariant under Gg on every input.
Apply this same local rule at every vertex. Explicitly, for a rooted isomorphism ¢ : Br(o) —
Br(v), put
AR(x)y = qr((Zy(w))ueBr(0))-

Two choices of ¢ differ by an element of G, so the value does not depend on this choice. The maps
Apg are consequently Borel and satisfy Ar(gz) = gAr(z) for every input and automorphism. Each
¢ also extends to a tree automorphism taking o to v. Transporting the conditional expectation by
this fixed automorphism shows that

Ap(U)y = E[®(U)y | Ulpyw)] almost surely.

The ball sigma-fields increase to the full label sigma-field. Upward martingale convergence, together
with a countable intersection over vertices and radii, gives Ar(U), — ®(U), simultaneously at every
vertex almost surely.

On every label input define

() 1, limsupp_, o Ar(z)y >0,
x pr—
v —1, limsupp_,., Ar(x), <0.

Boundedness makes each limsup finite, and this formula defines a Borel spin map. The pointwise
equivariance of every Ag passes through the limsup and the common threshold. On the simultaneous
convergence event the limits belong to {—1,1}, so U(U) = ®(U) almost surely. O

Proposition 8.6 (Recovery of observations and spins). Fizd >3 and 0 < § = tanh g < (d— 1)*1/2,
and retain the path spaces and laws Q,w, K defined in Section 5. There is a Borel map F: W — X
such that

K(w,") = dp) for w-almost every w, X =F(W) Q-almost surely.

For each fized g € Aut(Ty), F(gW) = gF (W) almost surely. The free Ising law is the law of a Borel
map of vertex IID uniform labels which commutes with every automorphism on every label input.
The same spin-factor conclusion holds at 8 = 0.

Proof. First suppose 6 > 0. The two uniqueness propositions give V() = 0 for every deterministic
time in their respective parameter ranges. Invariance permits any vertex in place of the auxiliary
vertex o. Intersecting the full-probability events for all vertices and nonnegative rational times gives
hy(q) = hl(q) simultaneously at those indices. Both field arrays are continuous, so they agree at
every time and vertex. Hence their magnetizations agree, and the common innovation identity gives

Xp(t) = Wy(t) + /Ot my(s)ds = Wy (t) + /Ot m!(s)ds = X/ (t).

Thus Q{X = X'} =1 as an equality of full path configurations. The use of rational times avoided
an uncountable intersection over time.
For v € V and ¢ € Q>( choose the finite Borel version

Fug(w) = [ @u(@)K(w, do)
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when the absolute integral is finite, and set it to zero otherwise. Kernel integration makes this
Borel, and integrability of X, (¢q) ensures that the exceptional inputs have w-measure zero. Taking
expectations in (5.4) and using X = X' gives

0= E5(Xu(q) — X;(q)” = 2Eq Var(Xu(q) | W).

It follows that X,(q) = fu,q(W) almost surely. We may impose these identities simultaneously for
all the countably many pairs (v, q). Disintegrating them shows that, for w-almost every w, K(w, -)
gives mass one to

{z € X:2,(q) = fv,q(w) for every v, ¢}.

This set has at most one element, since continuous paths are determined by their rational-time
values. Its conditional mass one also makes it nonempty. Thus K(w, -) is a point mass for almost
every w.

The conditional point-mass principle for measurable recovery also appears in Kurtz [11,
Lemma 1.3 in arXiv:1305.6747v2]. We give a Borel choice of that path, including values on all other
inputs. For each v and integer j > 1, let p, j(w) be the piecewise linear path whose value at k277 is
Jok2-i(w) for every integer k > 0. These are Borel maps to C([0, 00), R) with its locally uniform
topology. Let G be the set of w for which, at every vertex, these paths are Cauchy uniformly on
every compact interval and f, o(w) = 0. This set is Borel. Indeed, the uniform Cauchy condition on
[0, N] can be tested by the supremum over rational times there, and the quantifiers over vertices,
integers N, error levels, and pairs of sequence indices are all countable. On G the limits are
continuous paths starting at zero. Define F,(w) to be this limit for w € G, and let F(w) be the
all-zero path configuration for w ¢ G. The limit map on the Cauchy set of a Polish space is Borel,
so this defines a Borel map F': W — X.

For almost every w, the rational coordinates just specified are those of the unique path con-
figuration charged by K(w,-). Uniform continuity of each such path on compact intervals shows
that its dyadic linear interpolants converge uniformly there. Consequently w € G and F'(w) is that
configuration. This proves both K(w,-) =4 F(w) 8lmost everywhere and X = F' (W) in the original
law.

Fix now one automorphism g. Invariance of Q and uniqueness of conditional expectations imply

foq(gw) = fyg-1, 4(w) for w-almost every w (8.18)

for each v, q. Intersecting over those countably many pairs gives all these identities simultaneously
for this fixed g. The dyadic interpolants then obey p, ;j(gw) = py-1, ;(w) for every v, j. On this
full-measure set, w € G if and only if gw € G, because its defining Cauchy conditions are the
same after permuting vertices. The all-zero default is invariant as well, so F'(gw) = gF (w) almost
surely. The full-measure set in this argument is allowed to depend on g; none is asserted for all
automorphisms at once.

Define a spin map on every innovation input by

Fy(w)(n)

lim ———~=, if this limit exists and belongs to {—1,1},
Hy(w) = {ns  n gs to {~1,1} (8.19)
1, otherwise.

Existence of either indicated limit is a Borel condition expressed through countably many error
bounds and integer indices. Thus each H, is Borel, and so is H into the countable spin product.
On the planted probability space,




simultaneously for the integer indices. For every € > 0, the Gaussian tail bound gives

Z P(|By(n)| > en) < Z 2e72 < o0

n>1 n>1

Borel-Cantelli, first for positive rational € and then over the countable vertex set, gives B,(n)/n — 0
simultaneously for every vertex. Therefore H(W) = ¢ almost surely. Under product Wiener input,
H has exactly the free zero-field Ising law. For the fixed g above, the identity F(gw) = gF(w)
makes the sequences in (8.19) agree after the same permutation. Their limits and their failure cases
consequently agree. The same default sign at every site gives H(gw) = gH (w) almost surely.

Finally, Wiener measure is a Borel probability measure on the Polish space Cy([0,00),R). The
standard Borel sampling theorem therefore supplies a Borel map & : [0, 1] — Cy([0, 00), R) which
sends Lebesgue measure to Wiener measure. For independent uniform labels (U,), set

(U) = H((§(Uv))vev)-

Applying the same & at every site gives product Wiener law and commutes pointwise with every
vertex permutation. Thus ® is Borel, has law 14 g, and satisfies ®(gU) = g®(U) almost surely for
each fixed g. Lemma 8.5 replaces ¢ by a Borel map with the same law that is equivariant on every
label input.

When 6 = 0, the broadcast law is already a product of fair signs. The rule ®,(U) = 1 for
Uy, <1/2 and ®,(U) = —1 otherwise gives that law and commutes with every permutation for every
input. All choices above are for the fixed pair (d, 3). Together with the known converse in Section 1,
this proves Theorem 1.1. ]

References

1] Agnes Backhausz, Baldzs Szegedy, and Balint Virdg. Ramanujan graphings and correlation
decay in local algorithms. Random Structures € Algorithms, 47(3):424-435, 2015. doi: 10.1002/
rsa.20562. URL https://doi.org/10.1002/rsa.20562. Preprint version: arXiv:1305.6784v1.

2] Agnes Backhausz, Baldzs Gerencsér, Viktor Harangi, and M&té Vizer. Correlation bounds
for distant parts of factor of IID processes. Combinatorics, Probability and Computing,
27(1):1-20, 2018. doi: 10.1017/S0963548317000360. URL https://doi.org/10.1017/
S0963548317000360. Preprint version: arXiv:1603.08423v2.

[3] P. M. Bleher, J. Ruiz, and V. A. Zagrebnov. On the purity of the limiting Gibbs state for the
Ising model on the Bethe lattice. Journal of Statistical Physics, 79(1-2):473-482, 1995. doi:
10.1007/BF02179399. URL https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02179399.

[4] Ahmed El Alaoui and Andrea Montanari. An information-theoretic view of stochastic
localization. IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, 68(11):7423-7426, 2022. doi:
10.1109/TTT.2022.3180298. URL https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.2022.3180298. Preprint
version: arXiv:2109.00709v2.

[5] Ronen Eldan. Thin shell implies spectral gap up to polylog via a stochastic localization scheme.
Geometric and Functional Analysis, 23(2):532-569, 2013. doi: 10.1007/s00039-013-0214-y. URL
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00039-013-0214~y. Preprint version: arXiv:1203.0893v5.

[6] William Evans, Claire Kenyon, Yuval Peres, and Leonard J. Schulman. Broadcasting on
trees and the Ising model. The Annals of Applied Probability, 10(2):410-433, 2000. doi:
10.1214/a0ap/1019487349. URL https://doi.org/10.1214/a0ap/1019487349.

49


https://doi.org/10.1002/rsa.20562
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0963548317000360
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0963548317000360
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02179399
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.2022.3180298
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00039-013-0214-y
https://doi.org/10.1214/aoap/1019487349

[7]

[11]

[12]

Masatoshi Fujisaki, Gopinath Kallianpur, and Hiroshi Kunita. Stochastic differential equations
for the non linear filtering problem. Osaka Journal of Mathematics, 9(1):19-40, 1972. doi:
10.18910/5728. URL https://doi.org/10.18910/5728.

Wassily Hoeffding. Probability inequalities for sums of bounded random variables. Journal of the
American Statistical Association, 58(301):13-30, 1963. doi: 10.1080/01621459.1963.10500830.
URL https://doi.org/10.1080/01621459.1963.10500830.

Dmitry Ioffe. On the extremality of the disordered state for the Ising model on the Bethe
lattice. Letters in Mathematical Physics, 37(2):137-143, 1996. doi: 10.1007/BF00416016. URL
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00416016.

Dmitry Ioffe. Extremality of the disordered state for the Ising model on general trees. In
Brigitte Chauvin, Serge Cohen, and Alain Rouault, editors, Trees: Workshop in Versailles,
June 14-16 1995, volume 40 of Progress in Probability, pages 3—14. Birkhduser Basel, 1996. doi:
10.1007/978-3-0348-9037-3__1. URL https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-0348-9037-3_1.

Thomas G. Kurtz. Weak and strong solutions of general stochastic models. FElectronic
Communications in Probability, 19(58):1-16, 2014. doi: 10.1214/ECP.v19-2833. URL https:
//doi.org/10.1214/ECP.v19-2833. Preprint version: arXiv:1305.6747v2.

Russell Lyons. Factors of IID on trees. Combinatorics, Probability and Computing, 26
(2):285-300, 2017. doi: 10.1017/S096354831600033X. URL https://doi.org/10.1017/
S096354831600033X. Preprint version: arXiv:1401.4197v4. Author erratum, April 10, 2020,
https://rdlyons.pages.iu.edu/errata/fiid.pdf.

Elchanan Mossel and Yuval Peres. Information flow on trees. The Annals of Applied Probability,
13(3):817-844, 2003. doi: 10.1214/a0ap/1060202828. URL https://doi.org/10.1214/aoap/
1060202828.

Danny Nam, Allan Sly, and Lingfu Zhang. Ising model on trees and factors of IID. Communica-
tions in Mathematical Physics, 389(2):1009-1046, 2022. doi: 10.1007/s00220-021-04260-2. URL
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-021-04260-2. Preprint version: arXiv:2012.09484v2.

OpenAl. The free uniform spanning forest is a factor of IID. OpenAl Math Release preprint
OAI:The-free-uniform-spanning-forest-is-a-factor-of-ITD-September-25-2026, 2026.

W. F. Osgood. Beweis der Existenz einer Losung der Differentialgleichung % = f(z,y) ohne
Hinzunahme der Cauchy—Lipschitz’schen Bedingung. Monatshefte fiir Mathematik und Physik,
9:331-345, 1898. doi: 10.1007/BF01707876. URL https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01707876.

Robin Pemantle and Yuval Peres. The critical Ising model on trees, concave recursions and
nonlinear capacity. The Annals of Probability, 38(1):184-206, 2010. doi: 10.1214/09-A0P482.
URL https://doi.org/10.1214/09-A0P482. Preprint version: arXiv:math/0503137v3.

50


https://doi.org/10.18910/5728
https://doi.org/10.1080/01621459.1963.10500830
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00416016
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-0348-9037-3_1
https://doi.org/10.1214/ECP.v19-2833
https://doi.org/10.1214/ECP.v19-2833
https://doi.org/10.1017/S096354831600033X
https://doi.org/10.1017/S096354831600033X
https://rdlyons.pages.iu.edu/errata/fiid.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1214/aoap/1060202828
https://doi.org/10.1214/aoap/1060202828
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-021-04260-2
https://github.com/openai/math/blob/main/preprints/The-free-uniform-spanning-forest-is-a-factor-of-IID-September-25-2026/The-free-uniform-spanning-forest-is-a-factor-of-IID-September-25-2026.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01707876
https://doi.org/10.1214/09-AOP482

	Introduction
	Why independent innovations determine the spins
	What changes at the critical point

	Posterior fields along the tree
	The finite posterior and its branch messages

	Critical information controls the response row
	Combining symmetric binary signals
	The amount of information in one component
	Attenuation from an intact side branch
	Time-integrable response rows

	Constructing the infinite innovation equation
	Brownian innovations and finite posterior energy
	No covariance energy escapes to the boundary
	Identifying the entire posterior martingale
	Continuous versions that retain component locality
	The field equation

	Comparing observations with the same innovations
	Conditioning on the complete innovations
	The field discrepancy and its variance
	Reducing the comparison to path estimates

	Cancellation along a path
	The vertex bound for one observation law
	Passing the bound to marginal differences
	From vertices to nonbacktracking edge averages
	Summing the edge correlations

	Attenuation with dependent path weights
	Products in both directions
	Averaging with the discrepancy weights

	Critical comparison and recovery
	All moments and a small-field tail
	Comparing log-factor and site-field differences
	A cutoff depending on the discrepancy
	An integrable comparison at time zero
	Recovering the observations and the spin factor


