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THE COMPLEXITY OF SPHERICAL p-SPIN MODELS - A SECOND MOMENT
APPROACH

ELIRAN SUBAG

ABSTRACT. Recently, Auffinger, Ben Arous, and Cerny initiated the study of critical points of the Hamiltonian in
the spherical pure p-spin spin glass model, and established connections between those and several notions from the
physics literature. Denoting the number of critical values less than Nu by Crty (u), they computed the asymptotics of
% log (ECrty (u)), as N, the dimension of the sphere, goes to co. We compute the asymptotics of the corresponding
second moment and show that, for p > 3 and sufficiently negative u, it matches the first moment:

E{(Crin @)}/ (B{Criw })” = 1.

As an immediate consequence we obtain that Crty (u) /E{Crty (u)} — 1, in L? and thus in probability. For any u
for which ECrty (u) does not tend to 0 we prove that the moments match on an exponential scale.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Hamiltonian of the spherical pure p-spin spin glass model is given by
1 N
(1.1) Hy (o) = Hyy(0) = <o Y Jiysoiy0iy 04y 0 €SN (\/N) ,
i1yeenip=1

i, are 1.i.d standard normal variables.

where o = (01, ...,0n) , SV 1 (\/]V) = {0' eERN: |o|, = \/ﬁ}, and J;,
Everywhere in the paper we shall assume that p > 3E| The model was introduced by Crisanti and Sommers [CS92] as
a variant of the Ising p-spin spin glass model. Unlike the Ising p-spin model, defined on the hypercube, the spherical
p-spin model is defined on a continuous space - a property they expected to yield a model amenable to different
methods of analysis, while retaining the main features of the original model. A generalization of the model called the
spherical mized p-spin spin glass model is obtained by setting the Hamiltonian to be Hy (o) = Zp>2 BpHn p (o),
with Hy p (o) being independent pure p-spin models and 8, > 0 (such that the sum is defined). -

Recently, Auffinger, Ben Arous, and Cerny ﬂm suggested to study the critical points of the Hamiltonian
of the spherical pure p-spin model in order to understand its landscape. Their work was later extended
to the mixed case. The main results of m&_ﬂ on the complexity of the Hamiltonian for the pure p-spin model
are as follows. Let Crty (B) denote the number of critical points of Hy (o) at which Hy (o) /N lies in a Borel set
B CR (cf. ([2.2)). Use the notation Crty,x (B) for the number of such critical points with index k. It was shown
in

that
(1.2) Jim o (B {Criuy ((—o0,1))}) = ©, (1),
(13) Jim_ o (E{Criuw s ((—00,1)}) = Oy (1),

where ©,, (u) and O, ), (u) are known non-decreasing functions (cf. Theorem[10). Moreover, with Ej (p) being equal
to the unique number satisfying ©, , (—Ex (p)) = 0,

Eo(p) > E1(p) > Bz (p) > -+, and lim Ej (p) = Ex (p) 2 24/ ——,

k—o0 p

n the case p = 2 the critical points of Hy (o) are exactly the points & € SN—1 (\/ N) which are eigenvectors of the matrix
(Jiyip + Jiz,in) 3y

g1 In particular, there are exactly 2N such points almost surely.
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and for each k and closed set B C R such that B and [—Ej, (p) , —Ew (p)] are disjoint, P {Crty , (B) > 0} decays (at
least) exponentially in N. In addition, they showed that for u < —FEq (p), ©)p (u) = ©p 0 (u), which, in particular,
implies that for any € > 0, with high probability

(1.4) Crty ((—o0, —FEy (p) — €)) = 0.

The computation of the means is certainly a significant step in the investigation of the critical points. However,
by themselves, the means give very limited information on the probabilistic law of the corresponding variables.
Essentially, they can only be used to obtain (by appealing to Markov’s inequality) the upper bounds on stated
above. A question that naturally arises is: are the corresponding variables concentrated around their means? In the
general context of spherical mixed p-spin models this is not necessarily the case: for a subclass of models termed by
[ABA13] full mizture models, there is a range of levels u, such that the mean number of critical points in (—oco, ) is
exponentially high, while the probability of having a critical point in (—oo,u) goes to zero (see [ABA13, Corollary
4.1]).

Focusing on the pure case and on the number of critical points of general index Crty (-), we establish that the
answer to the above is positive. This is done, as suggested in [ABAClS, p. 2], by computing the second moment in
addition to the already known first moment.

Theorem 1. For any p >3 and u € (—Ey (p) , —Foo (),

f ELCrty (=00, w)” }

(1.5) =1

As an immediate corollary we obtain the following.
Corollary 2. For anyp >3 and u € (—Ey (p), —Foo (P)),

tim —orv(Zeou) g
N=oo E{Crty ((—o0,u))}

in Lo, and thus, also in probability.

The main motivation for the study of the Gaussian fields Hy p (o) is their importance in the physics literature.
Nevertheless, the model certainly serves as a natural setting to investigate a question of pure mathematical interest:
what is the behavior of the critical points of an isotropic random function on a high dimensional manifold? To the
best of our knowledge, the corollary above (combined with the computation of the first moment of [ABAC13]) is
the first concentration result for the high dimensional limit.

Computations of moments of the number of critical points were done in other settings. Closest to our setting are
the works of Fyodorov [Fyo04) [Fyol3] which dealt with isotropic fields on the sphere SV and on RY and the first
moment of number of critical points and its large N asymptotics. Further away, are the works of Nicolaescu [Nic10}
Nic12l [Nic13al NicI13bl [Nic14], Sarnak and Wigman [SW15], Cammarota, Marinucci and Wigman [CMWT15, [CW15],
Douglas, Shiffman, and Zelditch [DSZ04, [DSZ06al, [IDSZ06b], Baugher [Bau0g|, and Feng and Zelditch [FZ14]. Those
concerned Gaussian fields on a fixed space and asymptotics in parameters of different nature than the dimension,
e.g. ones related to roughness of the random field by adding functions of higher frequency to a random expansion. In
[Nic10l NicT3al [CMWT5, [CW15] concentration results were also derived by second moment computations. Lastly,
we mention works on nodal domains of Gaussian fields. See for example Nazarov and Sodin [NS09, [NS15] and
references therein.

For any u for which E {Crtx ((—o0,u))} does not tend to 0, we show that the moments match on an exponential
scale.

Theorem 3. For any p >3 and u € (—Eq (p) ,00),

(1.6) Jim_ % log (IE {(CrtN ((—o0, u)))Q}) =2 lim_ % log (E {Crty ((—00,u))}) = 20, (u) ,

where O, (u) is given in (3.9).
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Connections between the critical points and two important notions from the physics literature were established
in [ABAC13, [ABAT3]: the Thouless-Anderson-Palmer (TAP) equations and the free energy. The TAP approach
suggests that ‘pure states’ of the system can be identified with critical points of the so-called TAP functional
[TAPT7]. One of the main objects of interest in the analysis using this approach is the TAP-complexity - that is,
the logarithm of the number of solutions of the TAP equations. The TAP-complexity has been extensively studied
in the physics literature in the context of the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick model [BM&0, [DDY83l, [CGPMO03, [ABM04,
CLPRO3], the Ising p-spin spin glass model [CLRO5| [Rie92] [GM84], and the spherical p-spin spin glass model
[CS95] [CGG99, [CGPIS, [CLRO3]. The connection to critical points of the Hamiltonian is based on the observation
of JABAC13] (see Section 6 there for more details) that each critical point of the Hamiltonian corresponds to exactly
two solutions of the TAP equations - meaning that a study of the critical points is equivalent to a study of the TAP
complexity.

Another interesting link that [ABACIB, ABA13] found is related to the ground state

1
(1.7) GS*™ = A}gnoo GS" = A}gnoo I mUmHN (o).
The limiting free energy F (8) is known to exist and is given by the Parisi formula [Par80, [CS92], proved in [Tal06al,
Chel3]. The formula expresses F () through an intricate variational problem, which is greatly simplified when
one-step replica symmetry breaking (1-RSB) is known to occur (see [Tal06b] for a definition of this terminology).
In Section 4 of their work, [ABA13] define the class of pure-like spherical p-spin models and prove for it that

(1.8) Ey > —GS™ = lim lp (B) < lim 1 pirss (B) = Ey,
where F15B () is defined to be the free energy obtained from the Parisi formula under the assumption that 1-RSB
occurs.

Therefore, if 1-RSB is exhibited, i.e., the second inequality above holds as equality, then GS* = —FEj, and the
first moment computation gives the ground state. Using the fact that pure spherical p-spin models are known
to exhibit 1-RSB [Tal06al Proposition 2.2], [ABAC13| proved that GS> = —Fy. Note that, since —Ey < GS*°, in
order to prove that GS* = —FEj only a corresponding reversed inequality is needed. In particular, proving that
w.h.p Crty ((—o0, —Ep +¢€)) > 1, for any € > 0, is sufficient. Corollary [2| implies this, and in fact since Hy (o)
is a Gaussian field, using concentration inequalities even Theorem [3]is sufficient; see Appendix IV. This gives an
alternative derivation of the result of [ABAC13| without going through Parisi’s formula.

Generally, mixed spherical p-spin models do not necessarily exhibit 1-RSB. But, if we are able to compute second
moments and prove for some mixture, then it would follow that GS* = —FE, and, by , that “1-RSB in
the zero-temperature limit” occurs. This will be explored in future work, where we shall consider part of the mixed
case regime.

We finish with a remark about two recent works which build on the concentration result for the critical points
which we prove in the current paper. In the first, Zeitouni and the author [SZ15] investigate the extremal point
process of critical points - that is, the point process constructed from critical values in the vicinity of the global
minimum of Hy (o) - and establish its convergence to a Poisson point process of exponential density. As a corollary
they also obtain that the global minimum (without normalization, in contrary to ) converges to minus a Gumbel
variable. In the second work, the author [Sub16] relates the Gibbs measure at low temperature to the critical points
and shows that the measure is supported on spherical ‘bands’ around the deepest minima of Hy (o), i.e. those of
which the extremal process consists. This allows one to derive interesting consequences, for example the absence of
temperature chaos and precise asymptotics of the free energy.

In the next section we introduce notation. In Section [3] we outline the proofs of Theorems [I] and [3] and state
several related auxiliary results. The rest of the paper is devoted to proofs of the theorems stated above and those
auxiliary results. When stating each of the latter we will also point out where its proof is given. The proof of
Theorem [3]is given is Section [7] Theorem [I]is proved in Section
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the second moment and for his help through all stages of the work. I would also like to thank Gérard Ben Arous for
helpful discussions. This work is supported by the Adams Fellowship Program of the Israel Academy of Sciences
and Humanities.
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2. NOTATION
For any two points o, o’ on the sphere, define the overlap function

<Ua 0'/> _ vazl O—ia—z{

(2.1) R(o,0') & =
ol [l [l N

Adopting the notation of [ABAC13], for any Borel set B C R, let Crty (B) denote the number of critical points of
Hy, at which it attains a value in NB = {Nz: z € B}:

(2.2) Criy (B) 2 #{o’ e sN-1 (x/N) ’ VHy (o) =0, Hy (o) € NB} ,

where VHy (o) denotes the gradient of Hy (o) (relative to the standard differential structure on the sphere). We
will also be concerned with the number of ordered pairs of points (o, 0’) € (Crty (B))2 with overlap in some range.
For any subset Ip C [—1, 1], we define

[Crty (B, Ig)], 2 # { (,0") € (Crty (B)?| R(o,0") € ]R} .

Note that E[Crty (B, Ig)], is the ‘contribution’ of pairs with R(o,0’) € Ig to the second moment of Crty (B)
(and that, in particular, when Ip = [—1, 1], the full range of the overlap, it is equal to the second moment). In the
sequel we shall assume that each of B and Iy is a finite union of non-degenerate open intervals in R. In this case
we shall say that B (or Ig) is ‘nice’.

A random matrix Xy from the (normalized) N x N Gaussian orthogonal ensemble, or an N x N GOE matrix,
for short, is a real, symmetric matrix such that all elements are centered Gaussian variables which, up to symmetry,
are independent with variance given by

oy _ JUN, i
E{XN’”}{Q/N, i=j.

Denote the surface area of the N — 1-dimensional unit sphere by
2,].(_N/2
TRy

Let p* denote the semicircle measure, the density of which with respect to Lebesgue measure is

Ayt 1
(2.3) “xzﬁx/zxf:mmgg,

d
and define the function (see, e.g., [Far14l Proposition I1.1.2])

(2.4) Q(z) £ /Rlog\A —x|dp” (A)
2 1 if 0 < |z] <2,
ol I ['j\/m—log<\/ﬁ+lglﬂ if |z| > 2.
Lastly, set
(2.5) Uy (r,ur,uz) = 1+ log (p— 1) + %log <112:72_2)
—-T

-5t @) () o) e ().

where Xy (r) is defined in (10.1)).



THE COMPLEXITY OF SPHERICAL p-SPIN MODELS - A SECOND MOMENT APPROACH 5

3. OUTLINE OF PROOFS AND AUXILIARY RESULTS

As in the calculation of the first moment [ABAC13]|, or in fact any of the moment calculations for critical points
mentioned below Corollary [2| the starting point of our analysis is an application of (a variant of) the Kac-Rice
formula (henceforth, K-R formula). The formula expresses the expectation of [Crty (B, Ig)], as an integral over
Ir and combined with a study of certain conditional laws, in particular those of the Hessians of the Hamiltonian
at two different points o and o”, yields the following lemma, proved in Section

Lemma 4. Let (U (r),Us (1)) ~ N (0,2y (1)) (cf. ) be a Gaussian vector independent ofl\A/I%Ll (r),i=1,2,
defined in Lemma . Let M%ll (r,Up (r),Uz (1)) be defined by . Then for any nice B C R and Ir C (—1,1),

E{[Crtn (B, Ir)ly} = Cn [ dr-(G ()" F(r)

Ir

(3.1) < EQ T [det (MG, (.00 (), 02 ()| - {01 (), U2 () € VN B} ¢,

i=1,2

a2 O =y (WD) g (o

1— T.2p—2
1 _1

F) =@ (1 =r2) 7 (1= (" = - 1)r")?) 7
The analysis of the ratio of the second to first moment squared splits into two parts - analysis of the asymptotics
on the exponential scale and a refinement to O(1) scale. We shall now discuss the first part. Lemma implies
that the (correlated) random matrices Mg\z,)_l (r,U;y (r),Us (r)) satisty, in distribution,

. ML, (R0 (), 02 () [ XEL0) =550 () T+EQL ()
MG, (r Uy (1), Uz (r)) X (1) — /w2 U (1) T+ ESL (1)

where ng,)_l(r) are correlated GOE matrices independent of (U; (r),Us (r)) and ng,)_l(r) are random matrices of
rank 2 viewed as perturbations. On the exponential level the rank 2 perturbations are easily dealt with by upper
bounding their Hilbert-Schmidt norm (see Lemmas and . We remark that in parallel to the above, in the
computation of the first moment of [ABACBJ the determinant of a single shifted GOE matrix appears in the
corresponding K-R formula. There, a certain algebraic identity related to the density of the eigenvalues of a GOE
matrix, together with Selberg’s integral formula, is key to the analysis. In our situation explicit computations such
as Selberg’s formula cannot be used because of the presence of two correlated GOE matrices. Instead, the main tool
we use to upper bound the product of determinants is the large deviation principle (LDP) satisfied by the empirical
measure of eigenvalues proved in [BAG97, Theorem 2.1.1] (see Theorem . Of course, + log of the absolute value
of the determinant is a linear statistic of the eigenvalues A;, namely, it is equal to % > log|A;|. Combining this
with the LDP, Varadhan’s integral lemma [DZ98| Theorem 4.3.1, Exercise 4.3.11], and a truncation argument (to
control extremely large or close to 0 eigenvalues), we derive the following theorem in Section |5 We stress that the
fact that the LDP is at speed N? in contrast to all other quantities involved in the problem, which decay or grow
exponentially with N, is crucial to the proof.

Theorem 5. For any nice B C R and nice Ir C (—1,1),

1
(3.4) limsup — log (E{[Crty (B, Ig)]y}) < sup sup ¥, (r,ui,us).
N—oo N relgp u;€B
Note that the terms involving € in the definition of ¥, (r, u1, u2) can be identified as the contribution from % log
of the absolute value of the determinants, whose asymptotic behavior is expressed in terms of the semicircle law,
and that the quadratic form in u; and ug corresponds to the joint Gaussian density of U; (r) and Us (r). In order
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to prove Theorem [3| we need to identify the points at which the supremum above is attained. The following lemma,
proved in Section [6] gives sufficient conditions allowing to restrict attention to points satisfying u1 = us.
Lemma 6. Defining U, (r,u) £ U, (r,u,u) we have the following.

(1) For nice B C (—00, —Ew (p)), for any r € (—1,1),

sup U, (r,u1,u2) = sup ¥, (r,u) .
u;, €B ueB

(2) For nice B that intersect (—FEq (p), Fo (p)),
1
limsup — log (E{[Crty (B, (—1,1))],}) < sup sup ¥, (r,u).
Nooo IV re(-1,1)ueB

We complement the above with the following lemma, also proved in Section [6] which states for which r the
maximum is attained (in one point of the proof we use computer for the numeric evaluation of certain expressions,

see the paragraph following (6.15])).
Lemma 7. Setting ug, (p) = ,/25—:;log (p—1) > Eoy(p), for fized u, Wy (r) £ U, (r,u,u) can be extended to a
continuous function WY (r) on [=1,1], such that:

(1) If [u| < wn (p), then W (r) attains its mazimum on [—1,1], uniquely, at r = 0.

(2) If |ul > w (p), then W (r) is mazimal on [—1,1] at any r € {1, (fl)pﬂ} and only there.

(3) If |ul = wn (p), then W (r) is mazimal on [—1,1] at any r € {07 1, (—1)”“} and only there.

Combining Theorem [5|and Lemmas|6|and 7] (and using Theorem[10} which provides a lower bound for [Crty (B, (—1,1))],),
we prove Theorem [3] as well as the following corollary in Section [7]

Corollary 8. For anyu € (—FEy (p),—Fx (p)) and € > 0,
tim - log (I { (Crt ((—o0,))*}) = tim_~-log (E {[Crtu ((~o0, ), (~1, 1)],})

N—oc0
> lim sup - log (E {[Crtuy (o0, ), (=1, )\ (=, )], }).
N— 00

We now move on to discuss the refinement of the asymptotics to O(1) scale - i.e., the proof of Theorem
Corollary |8 implies that the contribution of overlaps outside (—¢,€) to the second moment of Crty ((—oo,u)) is
negligible, assuming v € (—Ep (p), —Es (p)). By the fact that ©, (u) (see (1.2))) is strictly increasing for u < 0
and the equivalence of moments on exponential scale (i.e., Theorem , we also have that the contribution of levels
outside (u — €,u) to either the first or second moment is negligible. Thus, relying on the fact that the second
moment is larger than the first squared, in order to prove Theorem [1|it is enough to show that (see Lemma

L E[Crt (= ex, ), (<o o)),
Nooo o (E{Crin ((u—en,u)})?
for any sequences ey, py — 0. Using the formula (3.1) and the corresponding formula for the first moment

derived by [ABAC13], one finds that proving (3.5) boils down to showing that uniformly in u; € (u — ey, u) and
€ (—pn,pN), as N — o0,

(3.5)

— )

I o (0, (/)

IT0 B {det (X1 — /55 525wl ) |
where X y_1 is a GOE matrix.

Recall the equality in distribution . As we shall see (in Lemma , the perturbatlons E( Y 1 (7) are negligible
when computing the expectation above even on O(1) scale. That is, it is sufﬁc1ent to prove w1th its numerator

replaced by
N

(3.7) {II

(3.6) <1+o(1),
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where X%l 1 (1) are the correlated GOE matrices in Gi Note that in the setting of Theorem |1/ we assume that u

is strictly less than —Fo, (p). This exactly means that the shifts —, / %%ui are larger than 2 and therefore the
eigenvalues of the shifted GOE matrices in (3.7)) are bounded away from 0 with high probability. This will allow us
to apply concentration inequalities of linear statistics of the eigenvalues to % log of the product in 1| (truncated)

and its derivative in u;. Using the latter we will relate (3.7) to

wy(r) =E {H det (Xg\?_l(r) — N]ilpflul> } .

We note that with r = 0, X%)_l(O) and Xg\%)_l(O) are i.i.d, so that w,(0) coincides with the denominator of
with u; = u. Combining the above, at this point what we will need to show in order to conclude is that
wy(r) = (1 + 0(1))w,(0) as N — oo, uniformly in r € (—pn, pn). The key to proving this will be to show that
wy,(r) is convex in a power of r and bound the ratio |w,(1)/w,(0)| by a constant independent of N (see Lemma
i

We finish with two remarks about generalizations. First, we note that parts of the current work generalize to
the case of general mixed models. Specifically, by the same method, and a somewhat more tedious algebra, one can
obtain an equivalent of Theorem @ In the general case however, the function that replaces ¥,, is more complicated
(mainly due to changes in the conditional law of the Hessians of the Hamiltonian) and its analysis, albeit just ‘a
matter of calculus’, seems to be substantially more difficult. (Moreover, from the remark made in the introduction,
we know that the second moment cannot match the first squared for full mixture models, which implies that for
certain mixed models the function ¥, achieve its maximum in the interior of the interval [0,1]. We do not have a
characterization of the mixtures that allow one to carry out the analysis we performed in the pure p-spin case.)

In another direction, the authors of [ABAC13, [ABAT3] treat the case of critical points of any given index. To
complete the analysis of the corresponding second moment, note that the effect of introducing a restriction on the
index in is simply adding there the indicator of the corresponding event. By a similar method to that used in
the proof of Theorem 5| this would result in an addition to ¥, (r,u1, us) of the term

lim sup % log <JP’ { (ME\",)_1 (r, VNuy, \/Nm))

N—o0

are of index k }) ,

i=1,2

and would require both analyzing the probability above and the modified function ¥, (7, u1,u2) in order to obtain
an upper bound on the logarithmic asymptotics of the second moment of the number of critical points of index
k. We have not attempted to complete this computation. We remark, however, that for the study of the Gibbs
measure at low enough temperature it is sufficient to understand the critical points with no restriction on the index;
see [Subl6]. In fact, only the critical points close to —N Ey(p) play a role in [Subl6] and those are typically local
minima (e.g., as follows from bounds on critical points of positive index proved in [ABAC13]).

Lastly, we state two results of [ABAC13] that will be needed later.

An integral formula and the logarithmic asymptotics of the first moment. We shall need the following
two results borrowed from |JABAC13].

Lemma 9. [ABACI13, Lemmas 3.1, 3.2] For all p > 3,

(3.8) E{Crty ((—0o,u))} = wy (”2;1(1\1 - 1)) - E{ det <MN1 - ple_lUI> ‘ 1{U < \/Nu}} ,

where My_1 is a GOE matriz of dimension N —1 x N — 1 independent of U ~ N (0, 1).
Theorem 10. [ABAC13| Theorem 2.8] For all p > 3,

%-F%log(p—l)—%—i—ﬁ( ﬁu) if u<O,

. 1
(39)  Jim log(E{Criy ((—o0,w)}) = O, () = { : ,
o0 5log(p—1) if u>0.
2To be precise, wy (r) is convex in a power of r only on [0,1], and for negative r we will use a certain relation between ws, () and
Wy (—T).



THE COMPLEXITY OF SPHERICAL p-SPIN MODELS - A SECOND MOMENT APPROACH 8

4. PROOF OF LEMMA []

This section is devoted to the proof of Lemma Let fn (o) be equal to Hy (o) reparametrized and normalized
to be a Gaussian field on

S=s""!'={oceR": |o|,=1}

with constant variance 1,

(4.1) fx (@) = fup(0) = —<Hx, (VNe).

1
VN
The covariance of fy (o) is given by

E{fy (o). fn(0")} = (o.0")",
where (o, 0') = Zf\il 0;0} is the usual inner product.
Note that

Crty (B) = Crtl, (B) 2 # {0' e SN Vin(0) =0, fx (o) € \/NB} :
(4.2) [Crty (B, Ig)], = [crtfv (B,IR)L 2y { (0,0') € (SV1)° ] (o,0") € I, ...
Vin(0) = Vi () =0, fx (0) € VNB, [y (0') € VNB}.

Endow the sphere SV—1

on RY. Given a (piecewise) smooth orthonormal frame field F = (E;),

with the standard Riemannian structure, induced by the Euclidean Riemannian metric

N—1
i, on SV! we define

(4.3) Vin (@) = (Eifn (@), Vifn (o) = (EiE;jfn ()}, -

Lemma 11. Let E = (E; )fv 1 be an arbitrary (piecewise) smooth orthonormal frame field on
notation . For any nice B C R and nice Ir C (—1,1),

SN=1 and use the

N-3

(4.4) E{[Crty (B, Ig)],} =wnwn—1 (N = D)p— 1))V [ dr- (1= "7 ¢vim),viw) (0,0)

Ir
o vm | (e
]E{dt<\/(N—1)p(p—1)> dt(x/(N—l)p(p—l)>‘

1), f(e () e VNB} |V () = V] (o) = o},

where Oy (o), v f(or) 18 the joint density of the gradients V f (o) and V f (¢'), and where
(4.5) o(r) = (0,...,0, 1 7“2,7“) .

The proof of Lemma [11]is deferred to the end of the section. Clearly, the left-hand side of is independent
of the choice of the orthonormal frame E. Thus, as a corresponding continuous Radon-Nikodym derivative, the
integrand in the right-hand side is also independent of E. Therefore, Lemma [4] follows from Lemma |11} combined
with Lemmas [12] and [13| given below. Their computationally heavy proof is given in Appendix II.

Lemma 12. (the density of the gradients and the conditional law of (f (n), f (o (r)))) For any r € (—1,1) there
exists a choice of E = (El)f\zz_l1 such that the following holds. The density of (Vf(n),Vf (o (r))) at (0,0) €
RN-L x RVN—1 s

OV ), V(o)) (0,0)

1

2

(49) = )™ L= [ o= -]

and conditional on (Vf( ), Vf(o(r)) = (0,0), the vector (f (n), f (o (r))) is a centered Gaussian vector with
covariance matriz Xy (r) (cf. (-))
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Lemma 13. (the conditional law of the Hessians) For any r € (—1,1), with the same choice of E = (EZ)ZI\;1 as in

Lemma the following holds. Conditional on f(n) = uy, f (o (r)) = uz, Vf(n) = Vf(o(r)) =0, the random

variable
( V2f (n) V2 f (o (1) >
VIN=-1)pp-1) V(N=1)p(p—1)

has the same law as
(Mg\lf)—l (Ta Ui, UQ) ) ME\QI)—l (T‘, Ui, uQ)) 5

where

i (i 1 D my (7, up, uz)
4.7 M UL, U =MW () - u L + L EN_1.N—1,
(4.7) N—1 (75 u1, uz) N-1(7) N_1p_1 \/(Nfl)p(pfl) N-1,N-1

enN—1.N—1 % an N —1x N —1 matriz whose N —1, N — 1 entry is equal to 1 and all other entries are 0, m; is given
in , and Mg\}ll (r) and Mg\?ll (r) are N —1 x N — 1 Gaussian random matrices with block structure

Ny GY ) 2O
(4.8) MY, (r) = ( N2 (7). )
satisfying the following:
(1) The random elements (G%lz (r) ,CA}S\Q,Z2 (’I")), (ZW (r), 2@ (r)), and (QW (r),Q® (r)) are independent.

(2) The matrices GO (r) = G%)_Q (r) are N —2 x N — 2 random matrices such that ,/%G(i) (r) is a GOE
matriz and, in distribution,

GO (r) V1= 1rP2GW + (sgn () /PG
G@ (r) V1= [P 2G@ /PG

where G = Gy_q, G = G%lz, and G = G%ZQ are independent and have the same law as G® (r).
_ . N—2
(3) The column vectors ZW (r) = (ij (r)) ~are Gaussian such that for any j < N -2, (ZJ(I) (r), Z]@) (r))

1s independent of all the other elements of the two vectors and
1 2 -1
(2" @), 27 1) ~ N (0, (V= Dpp-1) " 22()
where Sz (r) is given in (10.9).

(4) Lastly, QW (r) are Gaussian random variables with

(@V (), @2 ) ~N (0, (N=1pp-1)" - To (1),
where Xq (r) is given in (10.9).

4.1. Proof of Lemma First note that from additivity it is enough to prove the lemma under the assumption
that Ir is an open interval. By the monotone convergence theorem we may also assume that the closure of Iy is
contained in (—1,1). Defining

(4.9) 8% (In) 2 {(0',0") c (SN*)Q‘ (o,0") € IR},

we have

(4.10) [Crtn (B, In)], = # {(0,0") € 8% (In) | Vfn (0) = Vfn (') = 0, fi (@), f (¢') € VNB .
Consider the (R?V=Y_valued) Gaussian field

(4.11) (Vin (o), Vin (o),

defined on the (2 (N — 1)-dimensional) submanifold S%; (Ig) (with boundary).
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We are interested in the mean number of points in 8% (Ig) for which the field (4.11) satisfies the condition in
the definition of (£.10). This fits the setting of the variant of the K-R Theorem given in [AT07, Theorem 12.1.1].
The latter requires several regularity conditions to hold, which we prove in Appendix III. From [AT07, Theorem
12.1.1] and an argument along the lines of [AT07, Section 11.5] we have that

E{[Crty (BJR)]Q}:/ dcr/ o' ov (), 1(o) (0,0)
SN-1 {c’eSN—1:(o,0’)EIR}

x IE{ |det V2 (o) |det V2£ ()] 1{f(a), fo') e \/NB}

Vf(o)=Vf(o)= 0},

where do denotes the usual surface area on SN —1.

Denote the north pole n £ (0,0, ...,0,1) € S¥~'. By symmetry, the inner integral is independent of . Thus,
above we can set o = n, remove the integration over o and multiply by a factor of wy. Now, note that with o = n,
the integrand depends on o’ only through the overlap p (6’) = (n,o’). Thus we can use the co-area formula with
the function p (') to express the second integral as a one-dimensional integral over a parameter r (the volume of the

N-2 1
inverse-image p~! () and the inverse of the Jacobian are given by wx_; (1 — r2) * and (1 — 7"2) 2 respectively).
Doing so yields (4.4)), and completes the proof. O
5. PROOF OF THEOREM

This section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem [5l For this we shall need the three lemmas below, which are
proved in the following subsections. Throughout the section we use the following notation. Let

(5.1) (U (r), Uz (r)) ~ N (0, Xy (r))
(cf. (10.1)) be a Gaussian vector independent of all other variables and set

(5.2) 0) = || g g U )

Also, let G%lz (r) be the upper-left N —2 x N — 2 submatrix of Mg\i,ll (r) = M%{l (r,Up (r),Uz (1)) (cf. Lemma
. With G%)_2 (r) as defined in |D we have

(5.3) GV, (m2GYW ,(n-0,(n1I
Set

N_o 1/2
(5.4) Wilr)=Won ()2 (230 (MY, 0) o+ (ML 0)

For any x > € > 0 define
he (z) = max {e,z},
and
if z <k,

e ifz<e, 1
(5.5) hi(z)=qx ifz€ler], and h (z) = { )
. r if x>k,

1 ifx >k,

so that h? (z) hS° (x) = he (z). Lastly, define
(5.6) log¢ (z) = log (h¢ (z)) .-

For a real symmetric matrix A let A\; (A) denote the eigenvalues of A.
The following bounds the determinant of M%{l (r) in terms of the eigenvalues of GE\ZLQ (r), up to a multiplicative

error term depending only on the last column and row of Mg\i,)il (r).
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Lemma 14. Under the notation of Lemma for any e >0, r € (—1,1), almost surely,

Aj (Gg\if)—z (7")) D .

‘ det (ng_l (r,Uy (r),Us (r)))‘ < Wi (r) (Wf (r)+¢) Ai;—[j he (

We shall need the following bound on W;(r).

Lemma 15. There exists a bounded function v (r) : (=1,1) — R for which

1-— -1
M and }imw

lim m 5

exist and are finite, such that for any natural m, the non-negative random variables W; (r) satisfy for large enough
N

E{(Wi ()"} <™ ().
The following bounds, which are uniform in r, are the last ingredient we need for proving Theorem

Lemma 16. For any q > 0 and nice set B the following hold.
(1) For any € > 0 and k > max{e, 1} there exists a constant ¢ = c(e,k) > 0, such that for large enough N,
uniformly in r € (—1,1),

N

(5.7) EQTT TT (e (s (% (r))’))q-l{Ul(r), Ua(r) € VNB} b < exp {—cN?}

-2
i=1,2 j=1

+E < exp Z qN/logf (|]A = Ti]) du* + 2qeN ~1{U1(7"), Us(r) € \/]VB} ,

i=1,2

where u* is the semicircle law, given in .
(2) For large enough k > 0, uniformly inr € (—1,1),

(5.8) E H]hQ(h:O(‘AJ— (eh.m)))" ¢ <2

i=1,2 j=1

5.1. Proof of Lemma Let Mg\i,)_l (r) denote the matrix obtained from Ms\i,)_l (r) by replacing all entries in
the last row and column by 0. The eigenvalues of ME\ZLI (r) are the same as those of GE\ZLQ (r), with an extra
eigenvalue equal to 0. For a general symmetric matrix A, 37, - A7, =37, A7 (A). Thus,

DX (MR, (1) - NI, (1) = W20,

Hence, the absolute value of any eigenvalue of Mg\i,)_l (r)— 1\-/[5\?_1 (r) is bounded by W;(r). Note that Ms\i,)_l (r)—

Mg?fl (r) has rank 2 at most, ant therefore has at most 2 non-zero eigenvalues. By an application of Corollary
we have that, almost surely,

o (., )|« LG T (e, )

)

where T;(r) is the minimal absolute value of an eigenvalue of G:S\i,)i2 (r). The lemma follows from this. O
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5.2. Proof of Lemma From symmetry it is enough to prove the lemma with i = 1. From Lemma[13]it follows
that the law of Mg\l,ll (r) is the same as the law of

V2f (n)

(39 VIN=1)p(p-1)

conditional on
(5.10) Vfmn)=Vf(e(r)=0

(where o (1) is given in ) We emphasize that here the conditioning is only on the gradient at the two points
and not on the values of the Hamiltonian. The covariance structure of the Gaussian matrix V2f (n), conditional
on , is computed in Section In particular, it is given by , in which Covy s denotes the conditional
covariance. In particular, we have that (W (r))? is identical in distribution to

COVVf {ElEN71f (Il) ,ElENflf (n)}

? (N=-1)p(p—-1) 2

n Covy s {En_1En_1f (n),Exn_1En_1f(n)}
(N=-1)p(p-1)

2
XNfla

where the covariances are as in (10.4)) and X; are i.i.d standard Gaussian variables and where we used the fact that
the conditional variance of E;En_1f (n) is identical for all i < N — 2.
Setting

(5.11) v(r)=2(N-1)p(p-1) CeliRX {Coves{EiEN-_1f (), E;En_1f (n)}},

by straightforward algebra, using (10.4]), we have that

v (1 — v(e—1
lim M and lim M
eN0 € eN0 €

exist and are finite, and that o (r) is a bounded function on (-1, 1).
Since Wi (r) is stochastically dominated by

o(r) 1 e
p(p—1)N -1 2 X

=1

we conclude that

_ m N—1 m
e{wor} < () ={ (X ) |-

Since ZZ]\SI X? is a chi-squared variable of N — 1 degrees of freedom (cf. [Sim02} p. 13]),

]E{(JVZ_:IXZ?) }:(N—l)(N—i—l)---(N—S—i—Qm).

The lemma follows from this. O



THE COMPLEXITY OF SPHERICAL p-SPIN MODELS - A SECOND MOMENT APPROACH 13

5.3. Proof of Lemma [16l Note that

i B{TTIL (v (o (68 ) 1 {osn e Vi)

i=1,2 j=1

E{ ] exp qglogf (‘Aj (G%’_Z (7’)) —Ui(r) ) 1 {Ui(r) € x/NB}

i=1,2

=E{ ] exp {q(Nz)/logg (A= Ti(r)]) dL, (A)}~1{U7;(r) € \/NB} ,

i=1,2

where Lgvfz is the empirical measure of eigenvalues of Gg\i,lz (r) (cf. )
The function log! (|- — z|) is bounded and Lipschitz continuous, with the same bound and Lipschitz constant
for all z € R. Thus, there exists ¢, , > 0 such that (cf. Appendix I)

(5.13) Ae & Ujz12 Uger {/1ogf (IN—2|)d (L;%_z — M*) > 6} C Uj=12 {dLU (M*7Lgv72) > Ce,n} .

)

Since log; is bounded from above by log () and since on A¢,

/ log® (|A — a) dLy_, (V) < / log” (1A — z) dyz* () + e,

with
S (i) 2 exp g (V=2) 3 [ tog? (In = T s o
i=1,2
Fy (1) 2 {U1(r), U2 (r) € VNB},
we have
2
E {S (7"7 Lf-,l)\f—%Lg-,[)\f—Q) 1FN(r)}
B {5 (200 1) Latran) +E (S (20 1) L)
(5.14) <exp{2¢eN}-E {S (ryp*, p1") 1FN(r)} +exp{2qlog (k) N} -P{A.}.
From Theorem [28| and (5.13)), setting
1
cle,n =35 inf J(:u’) >0,

i
2 pE(B(1* ce,n€))®

(where positivity follows from the fact that J is a good rate function with unique minimizer), one obtains for large
enough N,

(5.15) P{Ac} <2exp{—c  N*}.
Combining (5.12), (5.14)), and (5.15]), we obtain, for large enough N,

B4 T TT (v (s (68, )1 {00, v () € V),

i=1,2 j=1

<exp{2¢eN}E H exp {qN/logf (|x="Ti(r)]) du*} 1 {Ui (r) € \/NB}

i=1,2
+ 2exp {2qlog (k) N} exp {—c. . N*},
from which part follows.
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Define

From a union bound and (5.3]),

(5.16) P{A(r) >t} < Y (P{_max ]Aj (G%’_Q (r))‘ >t/2}+]P’{U >t/2}>

. JSN—2
1=1,2

It is easy to verify that the variance of U; (r) is bounded by 1, uniformly in r € (=1, 1). Recall that 4/ %ég\?_2 (r)
is a GOE matrix. Thus, from ([5.16) and Lemma there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for large enough ¢ and

any N,
P{A (r )>t}<,/2N ~jeN,
s

Let Ag ~ N (O, (EN)_1>. For large enough x > 0 and any N,

N—-2

E (r= (] (G0 0)])" p = PAam) < s+ B{A @)Y 1{A () > 5t}

i=1,2 j=1
(5.17) <T+E{A™1{Ao > 5}}.

From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
2

1/2 ~
E{V1{A > n} ) < [E{AIV ) B (0> )] < e {_N <CZ _ Cq) } ,
for some ¢,. Finally, taking x to be large enough, this together with (5.17)) yields (5.8]). 0

5.4. Proof of Theorem [5} Let x> ¢ >0, let 2 < m € N and set ¢ = ¢ (m) = m/(m —1). From Lemma[l4] the
fact that h¥ (z) h2° (z) = h. (z), and Holder’s inequality,

e (Z) M- S (r M (r ) 1/2m ()r1/4m,’
(5.18) E{H det (MY, ()] 1{vi (r) € \/NB}} < () )) (e )" (52 )

where
oy gy e
i=1,2 j=1
(2) hni @ .
(5.19) E@) (r) =E{H’2 1 (n2 (‘A (GN :)])) }

el (r)zE{(Wl (r)me/l( } { )+€))4m}.

Substituting this in (3.1)) and using Hélder’s inequality yields

B {(Crw (B.1r)} < O | [ (@)™ el drr/q [ Forede Qo) e

where Cn, F (r), and G (r) are given in ([3.2]).

R
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Therefore,

(5.20) lim sup % log (E{[Crtn (B, Ir)]5}) < limsup % log (Cn)

N —oc0 N—o0

N—oc0

+ lim sup 1 log (/ (G ()™ W) (r) dT)
N In ’
1 m /2
+ lim sup — log (/IR (F(r)) 55(2,«3 (r) (55(3:«3 (7")) dr) :

N—oo M

The first summand is equal to
1+log(p—1).
One has that F (r) is bounded on any interval (—rg,rg) with 0 < rg < 1, and that the limits

lim 6F (1 —¢) and lim 6F (6 —1)
EAN) N0
exist and are finite. Using Lemma [15] we therefore have that
m 1/2
(F )™ (£ ()

is a bounded function of r on (—1,1). Thus, from part of Lemma for k large enough , the third summand

of (5.20)) is equal to 0.
Lastly, we need to analyze the second summand. To do so, we use part of Lomma and Varadhan’s integral

lemma [DZ98 Theorem 4.3.1, Exercise 4.3.11]. Define

/ log™ (| — ) dye* (M),
R

S
p p_].

Qe ()

>

Note that, for (Ul,ﬁg) ~ N (0, Isx2),

(U1 (1), U2 (1) £ (00, 03) - (S ()7
Let e;, i = 1,2, denote the standard basis of R?, taken as 2 x 1 column vectors; so that (¢1,t2) e; = t;. Lastly, define
T(B) £ {(’I”, ﬁ1,ﬂ2) Lre (—7’0,’/‘0), (’[111,’&2) . (EU (’I”))l/2 € B x B} .

Using part of Lemma we obtain that, for large N, assuming x > 1, for some constant ¢ > 0,

(5.21) /TO (G (r)™N 56(,1,3 (r)dr —exp {—cN?}

—70

<o [ @™ ed T e faver @) 1 { 22

_ oppe2aeN o (RO U2\ O Us 5 gy (2N
= 2rge“? E{exp{qN or (R,\/N,\/N>} 1{<R,\/N7\/N>€T(B)}} 2rpe“ Y (e kN

where R is independent of Uy, Uy and is uniformly distributed in (—rg,7), and where

02 (1,1, 12) 2 1og (G (1) + Y 2 (5 (i, ia) - (Su (R)* - ).

i=1,2

Note that ¢ is a continuous function on (—1,1) x R x R. Since G (r) € (0,1) and QF is bounded from above by

log k, for any ¢’ > 0,
: 1 U, U,
limsup — log | E< ex 'N-¢" | R, —=, —= < 2¢' log k.
msup g( { p{q 9256( ﬁﬁ)}}) q log

EB} dr
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The random variable (R O L) satisfies the LDP with the good rate function

) \/ﬁ? \/ﬁ
~9 9
Jo (1, Gy, U2) = % + %

Therefore, from Varadhan’s integral lemma [DZ98| Theorem 4.3.1, Exercise 4.3.11] combined with (5.21),

1 "o 1
lim sup N log </ (G (r))qN 56(1,3 (r) dr) < lim sup ~ log (2r062qu<€7K,N)

N— o0 —rg ’ N— o0
w2 u3
<2+ sup {q¢§ (r, @, 6) = & = 2} :
(ry@i1,i2)€T(B)

Together with our analysis of the two other summands in (5.20)), this yields, for large enough «,

: 1 To 1 K ~ ~ ’a’% a%
(5.22)  limsup — log (E{[Crty (B)]5"}) < 1+log(p—1)+2e+ — sup qot (r g, ) — = — = ».

Nooo N 4 (r,@1,52)€T(B) 2 2

Letting m — oo, which implies that ¢ = g (m) — 1, we obtain (5.22)) with ¢ = 1.
By a change of variables,

~2 ~2
-~ . u u
sup {QSEH (T7u17u2)12}

(rya1,u2)€T(B)

= s swp g (@) + D 08 () — 3 () (S () ()

re(—ro,ro) u1,u2€B i=1.2

Letting x — oo and then € — 0 completes the proof. O

6. PROOFS OoF LEMMAS [6] AND

The bound of Theorem [5|is given in terms of the supremum of ¥, (r, u1,uz) on the region Ir x B x B. In order
to complete the proof of Theorem [3| we need to identify the points at which the supremum is attained. This is the
content of Lemmas [6] and [7} which we prove in this section. The following simple remark is related to the proof of
Lemma [6] and will also be used in the sequel.

Remark 17. The bound of Theorem [5| holds for any nice Igr C (—1,1). We are particularly interested in the case
where Ip = [—1,1],
[Crtw (B, [~1,1])], = (Crty (B)).
The difference
[Crtn (B, [=1,1])]; = [Crtn (B, (=1,1))],
is simply the number of ordered pairs of points & = +o’ with Hy (o), Hy (6’) € NB. Thus, it is bounded from

above by 2Crty (B).
Therefore, assuming limy_, ECrty (B) = oo,
E ty (B, (—1,1 s
(61) {[CI‘ N( 7( 32))]2} N1> 1.
E{(Crtw (B)}

6.1. Proof of Lemmal6} We begin with part (I)). Fix 7 € (—1,1). Note that log () is a concave function on (0, c0)
1

)

and thus Q (z) (defined in (2.4)) is concave on (—o0, —2). Since X' (r) is positive definite for any r € (—1,1), we

conclude that, for uy, us < —2,/ ijl = —F (p), the function

(6.2) (1, m2) 5 — (1, 2) (Do ()" ( o ) +0 <\/pTlu1> +0 ( Pt 1u2>

is concave.
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Let u € R and define

+Q( pfl(u+v))+ﬂ( pfl(u—v)>,

where 7, is a constant depending on p, r.
If u € (—00, —Ew (p)), then for

UE(EOO(p)+ua_Eoo(p)_u)éD(u)a

the function W7 (v) is concave in v (as a restriction of (6.2)) to a line in R?, up to adding the constant 7,,.). Moreover,
by symmetry,

9 g

and therefore

sup W (v) = W, (0) = Wy (ry 1, 0).
veD(u)

Hence, for nice B C (—o0, —E« (p)), since
BxBcCc{(ut+v,u—v): ue B,veD(u)},

we conclude that

sup U, (r,u1,u2) < sup sup Yy (v) =sup ¥, (r,u,u).
u; €B u€EBveD(u) u€B

This completes the proof of part of Lemma @
Now, assume that B C R is nice. Let B; and By be nice disjoint sets whose union is B. Note that, since
2?2 4+ y? > 2zy, for any z, y € R,

[Crty (B, (=1,1))], < (Crty (By) + Crty (Bs))”
<2 ((CrtN (B1))? + (Crty (Bg))2) .
Note that (see Remark

(CI’tN (Bz))2 = [CI‘tN (Bi, [—1, 1])}2 S [CI‘tN (Bz; (—1, 1))]2 + ZCI‘tN (Bz) -
Thus, by Theorem [5]

lim sup % log (E{[Crtn (B, (—1,1))],})

N—o0

(6.3) < max { sup sup U, (r, ul,ug)} V lim sup 1 log (E{Crty (B)}),
=12 | re(—1,1) u1,u2€B; Nooo IV
where x V y = max {z, y}, for any two numbers z, y.
By applying the same argument iteratively, we obtain that if B;, i = 1,...,n, is an N-independent partition of B
to nice sets, then holds with the maximum taken over all i < n.
Let € > 0 and choose a partition B, ..., Byt1, Brto of B such that By, ..., B, are intervals that form a partition
of B' = BN [—Ey (p), Eo (p)] such that the diameter of B; is less then e and such that

Bn+1 =BnN (700, —Ey (p))a
Bn+2 =Bn (EO (p) ,OO).
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Then,
1
limsup — log (E {[Crty (B, (—1,1))],})
N —oc0 N
1
(6.4) < limsup — log (E{Crty (B)}) V sup sup U, (r,u1,u2)
Nooo IV re(=11) uiueB’
Jur—uz|<e
vV sup sup U, (r,u1,u2)V sup sup U, (r,uq,uz).
re(—1,1) u1,u2€Bn 41 re(—1,1) u1,u2€Bp 42

Since Bj41 C (—00, —Ex (p)), by the first part of the lemma,

(6.5) sup U, (r,us,u2) = sup ¥, (r,u,u).
u1,u2E€Bp 1 U€E By 41
By symmetry of Wy, (r,u1, u2) in (u1,ug), the same holds with Bp42.
By concavity considerations similar to those used in the proof of part 7 for any wui,us € R, setting u =
(u1 +u2) /2,

st o) (8 ) < Fuaeue (L)

p p p
20 _Q _Q .
( p—1u> ( p—1u1> ( p—1u2)

The function € is uniformly continuous on [—Fy (p), Eg (p)]. Therefore, for any uy, ug such that |u; — us| <,

Therefore,

\I/P (Tv u17u2) < \I’p (T,U,U) +

U, (r,ur,u2) < U, (r,u,u)+0(e), ase—0.

Therefore,

sup sup U, (r,us,u2) < sup sup ¥, (r,u,u)+ O (e).
reé(—1,1) uy,us€B’ re(—1,1) ueB’
Jur —us|<e

By letting € — 0, combining the above with (6.5) and the similar equality for B,, 12, we obtain from (6.4]),

lim sup % log (E{[Crtn (B, (—1,1))],})

N—o00
1
(6.6) <limsup — log (E{Crty (B)})V sup sup ¥, (r,u,u).
Nooo N re(—1,1) ueB

Now, assume that B intersects (—FEy (p), Ep (p)). Since it is nice, the intersection contains an open interval and
by Theorem

. 1
]\}gr(l)o i log (E{Crty (B)}) > 0.
By Remark [17] it follows that

. 1 . 1
(6.7) lim sup ; 1og (B{[Crt (B. (<1 1),}) > lim_ < log (B{(Crt (B)}).
meaning that is equal to sup,¢(_1 1) Supy,ecp ¥p (r,u,u). This completes the proof of part . O

6.2. Proof of Lemma [7] By straightforward algebra,

1 1—r2 1_7’p+(p—1)7"p_2(1—r2)

: \I/u = w ,1 - .2 7
(6.8) P (r) Cpou t+ 2 0og (1 - 7‘2p—2> u 1—r20=2 4 (p—1)rP—2(1 — r2)
where (., depends only on p and u.

Note that
(6.9) =P (p-Drr 21— P p2p2

1—r22=24 (p—1)rr=2(1 —r2) 1 — 22 (p—1)rp=2(1 —r2)’
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and

(6.10) 1r%2+(pnﬁ2ur%(1ﬂﬂpn<

L4724 2t +Tp2> .
p—1

For any r € (—1,1),

1472 ... 4 p2p—d 1472 4.0 4 p2p—d
p—1 p—1

since these are the arithmetic and geometric means of the same non-degenerate, non-negative sequence.

That is, the denominator in above is positive for 7 € (—=1,1). Hence, in order to see that W (r) can be
continuously extended to [—1,1] all that is need is to check that the limits at » = +1 exist. This can be verified
using L’Hopital’s rule.

Moreover, for odd p, is less then 1 for r € (0,1) and is greater then 1 for » € (—1,0). For even p, of course,
the expression is symmetric in r. Thus, the maximum of \il;f (r) is achieved on [0, 1], and if and only if p is even,
then the maximum can be attained at some r* < 0. In that case it is also attained at —r*.

Set, for r € [0, 1),

(6.12) Qu()éll 1—r? 12 rP — p2p=2
. P )= B og 1 — r2p—2 U 1_7,2p—2_|_(p_1),r.p72(1_r2)7

(6.11) > [rP7?|, and thus + P72 >0,

and

A 1 1 9
Q1 (1) lim Qf (r) = J los <p_1> o

We conclude that in order to prove the lemma, it is enough to prove it with W, (r,u) replaced by Q} (r), with
[—1,1] replaced by [0, 1], and with the term (—1)p+1 removed.
Setting, for r € [0, 1),

1 A rP — p2p—2
(6 3) 9o (T) - 1 — r2r—2 4 (p o I)TP_Z(I — ’I”2)7
and ,
1) 21 D
g0 (1) = lim 9o () = 30—
we have, for r € (0,1),
d p—1 — N33 _ (p — 1)(p — 2)y3P—5
(6.14) 4y = =2 =D =2r7
ar (124 (p— 21— 12))

That is, go (r) is strictly increasing in r.

We now show that if part of the lemma holds, the other two follow. Assume that part holds. Let u € R
such that |u] < usp, (p). For any r € (0,1], go (r) > 0 and

Qy (r) < Q@ (r) < Q" (0) = Q3 (0).
Similarly, let v € R such that |u| > us, (p). For any r € [0,1),
Qp (1) = Qp® (1) + (v = ufy (p) go (1) = QP (1) + (u® — uy, (p)) 90 (1)
= Qy (r) + (u” = uf), (1)) (90 (1) — g0 (1)) > Qj (r).
All that remains is to prove part . First, we note that
1 1 p—1 p—2

6.15 wn(P) (1) = =1 ) 1 -1 —0=Qur{® ().
(6.15) @y (1) = Sog (527 ) 422 e - 1) 1= =0 = QP (0

We need to show that for any r € (0,1), gf“p) (r) < 0. First we assume that p < 10. We have that

d%Qg“l(p) (0) =0 and d%ngh(p) (1), —%Q;‘h(m (0) > ¢ for some ¢g > 0 (cg and tg, €g, to be defined soon, can be
computed explicitly). By a Taylor expansion combined with bounds on higher order derivatives, for some ¢g > 0,

for any r € (0,%0) U (1 — ¢g, 1), Z””(p) (r) < 0. By bounding the absolute value of the derivative %Q;”L(m (r) on

the interval (tg, 1 — tg), we have that for some €y > 0, in order to prove that Q" ® (r) < 0 for any r € (to,1 —to)
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it is enough to verify the same only for a finite mesh tg = r; < --- < ry = 1 — ¢y, with differences r; 1 — r; that are
bounded from above by eg. We verified the latter numerically using computer (see also Figure [6.1]).

0 1

~~——7

-0.25

FIGURE 6.1. The functions Qg”‘(p) (r) in the interval [0, 1], for 3 < p < 10. For any r, Q;f”‘(p) (r)
decreases in p: Q;”‘(p) (r) > Q;fﬁl(pﬂ) (r).

We now assume that p > 10. First, suppose also that r € (0,0.65]. By (6.11]),

1 _ p2r—2 14724+ ... 4 p2p=6
S —2)r?
1— 72 Fp=2r p—2

>1+(p—2)rP L.
From the inequality log (1 +z) > {7, valid for x > 0, we then have, for r € (0,0.65], p > 10,

_ p2p—2 _ p—1 _ p—1
log 1—r > (p—2)r > (p—2)r ,
1—1r2 14+ (p—2)rP~1 =~ 1+8-0.65(-9)

where the last inequality follows since (p — 2) - 0.65P~! is decreasing in p, for p > 10. In addition, for r € (0,1),

rP — 22 1 — P2
<rP <rP.

1—7r2P=24 (p—1)rP=2(1—1r2) 1 —r2p—2

Thus, for r € (0,0.65], p > 10,
1 1—72 rP — p2p—2
uen(p) () = 2 2
@) = 5 log (1 - 1"21"2) lun ) T — e =
1 (p—2)rt

+ (usn (p))* 17

p1 2y (p—2) & p-1 85
<r {0.65 uipn (p) Sirs o6 [ = Qp(r)-

We have that 79 < 0 and 7, decreases in p, for p > 10. Hence, for r € (0,0.65], p > 10,
QZM(P) (r) < 0= Q;m(p)(o)_
Now, assume that r € [0.65,1). From (6.11]) and (6.10)),

= 21+8-0.65(-9

1 1—r2 9 7P — p2p—2
8 (1 — r2P2) + g, () 2(p— 1)rr=2(1 —r2)

1—r2 log(p—1)1—rP72 , . ~
1Og(1_rzp2)+ S R B =Qp(r).

QZth(p) (r) <

N = DN
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The derivative of @p(r) by p is given, for r € (0, 1), by

45 ) = r?»~2logr n p 1 —log(p—1) 1-— . log(p—1) —rPlogr
dp PV 1 —r2p2 p—2 (1—r2) p—2 (1-1r2)
2
r
<——— —log(p 1—rP=2) —logr-log(p — 1)rP~2].
(p—2)(1—12) [( ( ) ( ) ]
Therefore, for r € (0, 1), d%@p(r) <0if
1 —log(p—1) -2
—_ (1 —17? —logr < 0.
log(p — 1) ( ) ~log
Since for any r € [0.6,1) and any p > 10, %}fﬁ) decreases in p, (1 — rp_Q) increases in p, and
1—1log(10—1) 10—2
—_— (1 - —1 0
log(10 — 1) (1 =) ~logr <0,

it follows that %ép(r) < 0, for any r € [0.6,1) and any p > 10. Thus, if Q10 (r) < 0 for all r € [0.6,1), then the

same holds for Q;th(p )(r), for any p > 10. For Q1o (r) this was verified numerically using a computer using a similar

method to one described above (see also Figure [6.2)). O
0 1
-0.1

FIGURE 6.2. The function @10 (r) in the interval [0, 1].

7. PROOFs OF THEOREM [3] AND COROLLARY [l

The content of this section is in its title. Our starting point is the bound of Theorem [3| and the main tools we
shall use are Lemmas [6] and [11

7.1. Proof of Theorem |3, By Theorem denoting u_ = u A 0 = min {u, 0},
1 2 1 2 N~>oo
— - > — - .
Nlog (E{(CrtN(( 00, u))) }) Nlog ((E{CrtN ((—oo,u))}) ) 20N (u—) =9, (0,u_,u_)

Combining this with (6.1)), it follows that what remains to show in order to prove the theorem is that

(7.1) limsup%logE{[CrtN (=00, ), (—1, 1))y} < W, (0, u_,1u_).

N—o0

Theorem |5 part of Lemma@7 Lemma [7} and the fact that \il;’, (0) is symmetric in v, yield

timsup - 105 E{[Crtay ((~00,u), (~1,1))],}

N—oc0

(7.2) < sup vy (1) | v sup Wy (0) | .
vE(=00,~usn (p)) vE[—usn (p)u-]
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We note that, for v < 0, ¥ (0) = 20, (v) (cf. Theorem |10). Also, the monotonicity of the left-hand side of (3.9)
implies that ©, (v) is non-decreasing for v < 0. Since u € (—Ejy, 00), the supremum on the right-hand side of (7.2)
is positive. Hence, (7.1 holds if we are able to show that

(7.3) sup ¥ (1) <0.

vE(—00,~un(p)) B

By a straightforward calculation,

L= [T (75

We note that for x < —2,

d 1 1
. Q(z) = —log (A —z)dp* (A) > inf = .
(75) (z) /(2’2) dz 0g (A —z)du”(A) 2 Ae%r—lm) r—A x+2
From the above one can verify that %@z (1) > 0 for v € (—o0, —u (p)).
With v = —uy, (p) < —Eo (p), by Lemmal7]
Uy (1) =¥} (0) = 20, (v) < 0.
This proves ([7.3) and completes the proof. O

7.2. Proof of Corollary (8. The equality follows from Remark [17|and the fact that u > —FEq (p).
Let u € (—Eo (p), —FEx (p)), let € > 0 and set I, = (—1,1) \ (—¢,¢€). For arbitrary @ € (—u, (p) , u), Theorem 5]
Lemma [6] and Lemma [7] yield

lim sup % log E{[Crty ((—o0,u), )]y}

N—o0

< < sup sup v, (r,ul,uQ)> \Y, <sup sup ¥, (r,ul,u2)>

re(—1,1) ui,us€(—o0,u) r€le ur,uz€[a,u)
(7.6) < < sup W) (1)) Y (sup sup ¥, (r,v)) .
vE(—00,1) re€le vela,u)

We note that ¥, (7, v) is continuous as a function of r at (0,v). In the proof of Lemmal[7] we saw that ¥, (|r|,v) >
U, (r,v), thus

sup ¥, (r,v) = sup ¥, (r,v).
rel. o<rel.

From (6.8)), (6.9), with go (r) as defined in (6.13)),
T, (0,v) — U, (r,v) = T) — go(r)v?,

where T,. depends only on r. From this and since go (r) strictly increases in r > 0 (see (6.14)) and go (0) = 0, we
have that, uniformly in v € [@,u),

U, (0,v) — sup ¥, (r,v) =9, (0,4) — sup (‘Ilp (rya) — (112 - v2) 90 (T))

0<rel. o<rel.
(7.7) >, (0,4) — sup W, (r,a)+ (a®—v?) inf go(r)
o<rel. relr
>V, (0,4) — sup U, (r,d)=c >0,
o<rel.

where the last inequality follows from Lemma
Therefore,

(7.8) sup sup VU, (r,v) < sup ¥, (0,v) —c. < ¥, (0,u) =20, (u).
rele vela,u) vE[t,u)
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Recall that (7.3) holds. Thus, since ©, (u) > 0 and WY (1) is continuous in v, assuming @ is close enough to
—Uth (p)7
(7.9) sup U7 (1) <20, (u).

vE(—o0,u)
Equations (|7.6]), (7.8), and (7.9) give
1
lim sup i log E{[Crty ((—o0,u), I)]y} < 20, (u)

N—o00

= lim % log E {[Crtn ((—o0,u), (—1,1))],},

where the equality follows from Theorems [3] and O

8. PrROOF oF THEOREM [1]

The following notation will be used throughout the section. With X := X _; being a GOE matrix of dimension
N — 1, setting @ := uy = */ﬁp%“’ we define for any v < —F(p),

(.1) s - [ p_llAdu*(/\%

(8.2) Cn(u) = wy <p2_7rl (N — 1)) o \/ge—N“fE {det (X - x/ﬁal)} ,

where p* denotes the semicircle law l) We note that for u < —E(p), with w, = %17

2 2 ulw. 2
(8.3) Lo, (u) = — (&) +u) = —/ ﬁdu*()\) = /0 20l () > 0.

du _o Wy u? — (wpA)

Below we use the standard big- and little-O notation to describe asymptotic behavior as N — oo. Often,
equations will contain several o(ag\i,)) terms and will be said to hold uniformly in some variable (or more than one),
say ¢ € By. To avoid confusion, we remark that such statements are to be understood as follows. The equation holds
as an equality with each of the o(ag\i,)) terms replaced by a function h%) (v) satisfying sup,cp, |h§\l,) (9:)\/|ag\l,)| -0
as N — oo.

Lemma 18. Let u < —FE, (p) and suppose Jy = (an,by) is an interval such that ay, by — u as N — oo. Then,
as N — oo,

(8.4) E{Crtw (Jn)} = (1 + 0(1))En (bw) /J exp {—N (u + &(u)) (v — by} do.

For brevity, we shall use the notation [Crty (B)]5 = [Crty (B, (—p, p))], in the sequel.

Lemma 19. Let u < —Eo (p) and suppose Jy = (an,bn) is an interval such that an, by — u as N — oco. Let
0 < pn be a sequence such that py — 0 as N — oo. Then, as N — oo,

(8.5) E{[Crty (Jx)2¥} < (1+0(1)) (QZN(bN)/J exp{—N(u+6(u))(U—bN)}dv> .

Lemma 20. Letuw € (—Fy(p),—Ex (p)), p € (0,1) and € > 0. Then
Jim E{[Crtn (u— )]} /E {(CrtN (=00, u)))z} ~1.

In Section [8I] we prove Theorem [I] assuming Lemmas [I8] [[9] and 20] The proof of Lemma [20] only requires
bounds on the exponential scale we have already proved and will be given in Section Lemmas [18] and [19] will
be proved in Sections [8.4] and [B.5] after we prove several auxiliary results in Section [8:3

N
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8.1. Proof of Theorem [1] assuming Lemmas and From Theorem [I0] Lemma [20] and the fact that
O, (u) is strictly increasing for u < —E(p) (see (8.3)), there exist positive sequences ey, pn such that as N — oo,
en, py — 0 and

lim E{[Crtn (u—en,u)]5V} _ lim E{Crty ((u—en,u))} _1
Nooo | {(CrtN ((foo,u)))z} N=oo E{Crty ((—o0,u))}
By Lemmas [1§] and [19]
o E{[Crty (u—en,u)]5™ } -1
N=oo (E{Crty ((u—en,u)})?
For any N,
E{ (Crtw ((—o0,w))*} _ |
5 > 1.
(E {Crty ((—oo,u))})
Theorem [I] follows from the above. O

8.2. Proof of Lemma Note that
(Crtn ((—o0,u)))* = (Crin ((u — €,u)))* = (Crty (=00, u — €]))”
+ 2Crty ((—o0,u — €]) Crtn ((u — €,u)).
By Theorem [3| and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

lim %log (E {(CrtN ((foo,u)))2}) =20, (u),

N—o00
Jim_ % tog (B { (Crti (—o0,u— ))*}) =20, (u—e).
li]{[n_il)lop % log (E{2Crty ((—o0,u —€]) Crty ((u —€,u))}) = O, (u) + O, (u—€).

For any u < —Eq (p), by (8.3)), ©, (u) > 0 and therefore the expressions in the last two lines above are strictly
less than 20, (u). It follows that

Jim E {(CrtN (=00, u)))Q} JE {(CrtN (u—e, u)))Q} ~ 1.
By Remark (17| and the fact that u > —Fy (p), also
Jim E {[CrtN (u—e, u)]g} JE {(CrtN (u—e, u)))Q} -
Since
[CrtN ((—OO,’LL) ) (_17 1) \ (_pa P))]g > [CrtN ((u - E,U) ) (_17 1) \ (_pa P))]z )
Corollary [§] implies that
1\}i—1>nooE {[CrtN ((u -6 u) ) <_17 1) \ (_[)7 p))]2} /E {[CrtN (u - G,U)];} =0,

and completes the proof. O

8.3. Auxiliary results. The expectations in Lemmas [I§ and [I9] are expressed by the integral formulas of Lemmas
|§| and {4 which by further conditioning on the value of U and U (1), Us (1), respectively, can be written as integrals
over Jy and Jy X Jy. In this section we prove several auxiliary results that are concerned with the corresponding
integrands.

We now discuss elements in the proofs related to the more involved Lemma[I9 We note that the random matrices

Mg\?f ) (r, VNuy, VN uz) which appear in Lemmasatisfy, in distribution,

MY | (v, vNui, vVNus X0 ()= VNuI+EY
M@ | (r,vNui, vVNus X (r) = VNuoI + EQ
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N—-1p
matrices of rank 2, viewed as perturbations. We are interested in values of u; and uy that are approximately equal
to some fixed v and values of r which are close to 0. In order to prove Lemma we will need to compute the
asymptotics of the ratio of

where 4; = / L %ui, Xg\?fl(r) are correlated GOE matrices and Eg\i,)il = Eg\i,)fl (r, \/Nul, \/]VUQ) are random

(8.6) E H‘det(M%)_l (T,\/Nul,\/NuQ))‘ and (E{det(XN_l—\/NBNJ)}f,

i=1,2

where by = ,/p%lﬁbgv and Xpy_1 is a GOE matrix. This will be done in three steps: 1. we will show that the

perturbations Eg\i,ll are negligible - i.e., the expectation on the left-hand side of is asymptotically equivalent

toE[],_; ‘det (X%)_l(r) - \/Nﬂﬂ) ‘; 2. relate the latter expectation to the same without the absolute value and
with @; = by; and 3. prove that taking Xg\l,)il(r) to be independent in the expectation with %; = by asymptotically
does not affect the expectation.

The first step is dealt with in Lemma [24f where we bound the Hilbert-Schmidt norms of the perturbations ng,)_l
and relate them to the ratio of the perturbed and unperturbed determinants. The importance of the assumption
in Lemma that u < —FE(p), is that for large N, we have that —V/Nu > 2, as in the setting of Lemma
below. The fact that the shifts are greater than 2, and thus the corresponding spectra of the shifted GOE matrices
are strictly positive, is crucial to the proof of Lemma since it allows us to use concentration results for linear
statistics of the eigenvalues. The latter will be applied to (uniformly) control the fluctuation of the corresponding
determinants and their derivatives in the shifts (v; in Lemma which correspond to —v/N; above). Other
arguments in the proof of Lemma are related to large deviations and similar to ones we already used, e.g. in
the proof of Lemma Once the bound on the fluctuations of the derivative in @; is obtained step 2 above can
be completed. Finally, in Lemma we shall exploit certain Gaussian identities to analyze the expectation of
a product related to two shifted GOE matrices, assuming a certain correlation structure. In the case where the
product is of the determinants of the two matrices, the lemma asserts that the corresponding expectation is convex
in a parameter controlling the correlation. This allows us to relate the situation of low correlation to that where the
matrices are completely independent and complete step 3 above. We now proceed to state and prove the auxiliary
results.

With X; = X; nv-1, ¢ < k, being random N — 1 x N — 1 matrices, denote by Eﬁ?\,’il the space of probability
measures on (RN =IXN=1)F quch that

]P{(Xi)igk € } € Eﬁ?\,ﬁl <= Vi <k, under P{X; € -} is a GOE matrix.

That is, the collection of probability laws such that marginally each X; is a GOE matrix, but with no further

assumptions on the joint law. For a measure v € EEJO\EI, we will use (X;)i<k ~ v to denote P {(Xi)igk € - } =v(-).

Lemma 21. Assume (X;)i<k ~ v with v € Eﬁ?vjil and denote by )\;i) the eigenvalues of X; := X; n_1. Let
to > t1 > 2 be real numbers. Then:

(1) For any 6 > 0, there exists ¢ > 0 such that, for large enough N, uniformly in v; == v; y € (—t2,—t1) and

k k
(8.7) E {H |det (X; — v )| 1 {min A <2 - 5}} <eNE {H |det (X; — viI)|} ,
i=1

1
J i=1

k k
(8.8) E {H (det (X; — vi1)| 1 {mamp Soq 5}} - {H det (X, - viI)l} .
=1

1
J i=1
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(2) With p* denoting the semicircle law , as N — oo, uniformly in v; :=v; y € (—ta,—t1) and v :=vN €
LEREL

(8.9) clvllOg( {Hdet i — Vi )}) :—(1+0(1))N//\_1v1du*()\).

Proof. All the equalities, inequalities and limits in the proof should be understood to hold uniformly in v; €
(—te,—t1) and v € Eg%ﬁl. First we show that

k k
(8.10) lim sup % log (IE {H |det (X; — M)|}> <> ().

N—o0 =1

Recall the definition (5.5) of the truncation functions hf () and hS° (z). Fix some & > € > 0. By the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality,
1/2

N k N—1 ‘ 2
E{H|det(Xi—’UiI)}§ 3 TTIT (v (A7 —w]))
N—

[T (v o (7 - )

Similarly to part of Lemma using Lemma [26| and a union bound (over i < k) one can show that the second
expectation above is smaller than 2, assuming & is larger than some appropriate conbtant Ko. From the LDP for
the empirical measure of elgenvalues of Theorem [28| (similarly to the proof of part (1) of Lemma , we therefore
have thatf]

1 k k i
(8.11) lim sup N log <E {H |det (X; — viI)|}> < Z/log? (N =v]) dp* (N,

N—oc0 i=1

1/2

,_.

HE»

where logf (z) = log(hZ(x)). By choosing small enough € and large enough & so that € < t; — 2 < —v; — 2 and
F>to+2>—v; + 2, (8.10) follows.
Suppose 9, €, k > 0 satisfy 0 < e <t; —2—9 and kK > t3 + 2+ . Then on the event

(8.12) A(0) = { 2— 5<m1n)\()<max)\( <2—|—(5}
i i
all the eigenvalues of X; — v;1, i < k, are in (¢, %) and
1= 1
Hdet i — ) =" and—ziz (5
N = /\51) —
with
k N—1 " | Nl 1
(8.13) Vv 23 S log (2N ), V2 Y —
=1 j=1 ( ) NS he (Aﬁ-l) —U1>
From the LDP of Theorem as N — ooE|
k
1 1
(8.14) E{Vy}— / py—— dp*(A\) and ~ log (E{e"V}) — ZQ (v;),

where we used the fact that for A in the support of u*, A — v; € (€, k).

3We remark that uniformity in v; relies on the fact that the LDP for the empirical measure of the eigenvalues is phrased in terms
of the Lipschitz bounded metric and we use the functions log® (|- — v;|) which have the same bound and Lipschitz constant for all v;.
4See Footnote
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For large enough L = L(e, k) > 0, log (hf(z)) and + (A (x))~" are Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant
L and %L, respectively. Thus, by the concentration of linear statistics of Wigner matrices as in [AGZ10, Theorem
2.3.5] and the union bound, we have that

(8.15) P{|Vy — EVy| > s} < 2ke %", P{|V} — EV}| > s} < 2e" V'O,
for some constant C' > 0. By the LDP for the maximal (and by symmetry, minimal) eigenvalue of X; (see Theorem

27),

(8.16) lim sup % log (P{(A(8))}) < 0.

N—oc0

Therefore, using (8.15) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have that, as N — oo,
(8.17) E{Vie™} = E{VL}E{e" } (1+0(1)),

E (Ve ™ 1) < (E{ (e™) YR La@)) " = o0 (B {Vie'™))

and similarly
(8.18) E{VXlawy:} =0 E{VE}), E{e™1apy-} =0(E{™}).
Since Hle |det (X; — v, 1)| > €"V1 45, from (]8.10[), (]8.14[) and (]8.18[) we have

k k
(8.19) Jim %log (E {H |det (X; — viI)|}> => Q).

i=1

Since k > 1 was general, by taking two copies of each of the matrices in (8.19)), we also have

k
(8.20) hrn — log ( {H |det (X; — UiI)|2}> = 22 Q(v;),

and by (8.16) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the first part of Lemma [21] follows.
Since det (X; — v;I) is a polynomial function of the Gaussian entries of X; — v;I, the left-hand side of is
equal to

E Y,
L log (B{Y}) = i _ _ NE{¥Zn}

E{Yn} E{Yn}
where we denote
131
YN—Hdet ‘—'UZ andZN:NZm
i=1 % 1

By (8.17)), (8.18) and (8.14)), as N — oo,
E{YNZn1ags)} _ E{Vie"" 1)}
E{Yn1la@)} E{e"¥1a0)}

= (L o(ME{VEE = (14 o(D) [ = (N,

where the first equality follows since on A(d) all the eigenvalues of X; — v;I, i < k, are in (€, k). By the first part
of Lemma [21] since Yy = |Yx| on A(6),
E{[Yn[1a@):} Nooo

(8.21) —Emn 0 and ET)

What remains to show in order to complete the proof of (8.9 . ) is that

E{YNZN14@s)} Nooo
8.22 _— T ],
(8.22) E{YNZn}

1
—

E{Ynlae)} Nogo |
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Note that for any € > 0,
N-1

k
|YNZN| SéH hg (’)\gz)—vl

i=1 j=1

K3
and similarly to the proof of (8.10) and (8.11]), by letting € — 0, it can be shown that

lim sup % log (IE {(YNZN)z}) < Zf: Q(v;).

N—00

On A(d), Zn € (c1,c2) for appropriate constants 0 < ¢; < ¢z. Thus, from (8.21)) and (8.19)),

k
. 1 . 1
iy log (B {¥wZnta }) = Jim 5 log (B {Yolag }) = ; Q(vs).
From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and 7

E{|YNZNn|1 ()} N=oo
E{YNZN1a@)} |

This implies (8.22) and the proof is completed. O

Corollary 22. Let u < —FEy (p) and suppose Jy = (an,bn) is an interval such that an, by — v as N — oo.
Assume (X;)i<k ~ v with v € E,ﬁ]o\,]fl. Then, uniformly in u; == u; y € Jy and v :=vy € Eﬁjo\,lil, as N — oo,

log <E {f[l ‘det (X,- _ \/Nﬂil) ‘ }) — log (IE {f[ldet (X,» _ \/Nﬂil) }) +o(1)

k k
(8.23) = log <E {Hdet (Xz - \/NZ;NI) }) +o(1) + N&(u) Z(l +0(1))(by — u;),

i=1

where by = «/p%ﬁbz\/, U = ,/p%lﬁui and &(u) is given by .

Proof. From our assumption on wu, for some to > t; > 2, for large N, V/Nbn, VN@; € (=t2, —t1) for any u; € Jy.
On the event A(J) defined in (8.12)), for small enough 4,

k k
H ‘det (Xz - \/NQZI)‘ = Hdet (Xz — \/Nﬂll> .
i=1 i=1
Therefore, the first equality in (8.23) follows from the first part of Lemma [21| which asserts that, as N — oo,

E {ﬁ ‘det (X _ \/Nal)) 1(A(5))C} = o(1)E {ﬁ ‘det (Xi - \/ﬁul)(} .

From the second part of Lemma [21]

log <E {f[ldet (Xi - \/Nuf) }) = log <1E {f[ldet (Xl‘ - */NBNI) })

k
1 -
+N3/2/7d*)\ 14 0(1)(by — @),
A o) By — )

as N — oo, uniformly in u; € Jy and v € 4. This completes the proof. O

Corollary 23. Let u < —FE (p) and suppose Jy = (an,bn) is an interval such that an, by — u as N — oo.

Assume (X;)i<k ~ v with v € Ekc*:?v]fl. Then, uniformly in u; == u; y € Jy and v :=vy € EkG,]OV}il,
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(8.24) E {ﬁ det (Xi - VNUI) } <en ﬁE {det (xi - Jﬁaiz)} ,

for appropriate constants ¢ > 0 independent of N, where u; = 4/ %ﬁui-

Proof. From our assumption on u for some to > t; > 2, for large N, vV Nu, v/Nu,; € (—to, —t1) for any u; € Jy.
Let )\;Z) denote the eigenvalues of X, and recall the definition of A(J) given in 1D From the first part of Lemma
for small 6 > 0, uniformly in u; :=u; v € Jy and v :=vy € E‘,Z]O\El, as N — oo,

E {f[det (Xi - \/Nuil)} = (14 0(1)E {ﬁdet (Xi - \/ﬁail) 1A(5)} .

For small enough 4, € > 0 and large enough « > 0, on A(J) we have that Hle det (Xi — \/Nﬂzl) = "V, where

k N—1
Vv 230> tog (A — VN )
i=1 j=1
is defined similarly to Viy (see (8.13))). Similarly to (8.15), by the concentration of linear statistics of Wigner
matrices as in [AGZ10, Theorem 2.3.5], defining Vi ; = Z;V:_ll log (hf()\g-i) - \/Nﬂz)), we have for all i < k,

(8.25) ]P{‘VNJ' — EVN7Z" > S} < 2](56_082,
with some constant C' = C(¢, ) > 0 that depends on the Lipschitz constant of log (hf(z)). From the above, (8.24)
follows. O

Lemma 24. Let u < —Ey (p) and suppose Jx = (an,by) is an interval such that an, by — u as N — oco. Let
0 < pny =o0(1), let XEZ = Xz(';)i,N—v i=1,2, and X;;q = Xiia,n—1 be three i.i.d GOE matrices of dimension N —1,
and set

(8.26) X\ (1) = 1= [r[PXE, + (sgn ()P A 1P X

Let Mg\i,)_l (r,uy,uz) be as defined in Lemma and set U; = 1/})%%1@. Then, as N — oo, uniformly in
wi:=u; N € Jy and T : =1y € (—pN,PN);

E igz‘det (MQ, (r, VNui, VNuz) )| § < (1+0(1)E Zl_l[;’det (X, (1)~ V)

Proof. We start from the representation of Lemma Conditional on f(n) = v/Nuy, f (o (r)) = vV Nuy and
Vf(n)=Vf(o(r)) =0 we have that, in distribution,

vV} (n) 1

Vi | _ [ MVL (Ve Ve
: -

Y flem) Mﬁll r, vV Nui, vV Nus

V(N-1)p(p—1)

with
m; (r, \/Nuh\/NUZ)
VIN=1)p(p—1)

. A @) (r
ME\Z/)A (r) = ( GA.PQ( )T CZQ(i) ET; ) )

Mg\i,)il (ryug,ug) = I\A/Ig\i,l1 (r) — VNu;I +

EN—-1,N—1,
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where all the varlables are as described in Lemma [13]
Denote by X N1 () the matrix obtained from XE\L1 (r) (defined in 1' by replacing every element not in

the last row or column by 0 and denote by Xg\i,)_z (r) the upper-left N — 2 x N — 2 submatrix of X%)_l (r). Couple
the variables so that, almost surely,

(8.27) Xy (r) =GR, (1),
and, denoting by (A); ; the 4, j element of a general matrix A,
(i ) [zl |Ez 12 (M) () i [12z2(0)]
z\' “\/ = (X52) ., * (80 (22 )\ SEEE (Keia)va
2, 11 ( |ZQ 12 (7)] (i) i \EQ 12 (7)]
2 X b —= = (X _ _q-
(8.28) \/ SR () e (o () [ (i)

Define

W (b 0 20\ _xw
TN—l (T) - ( (Z(l) (’I“))T Qz (’I“) > - XN—l (T>,

and note that ' 4
MR (1) = XL, () + TR ().
For a general matrix A with eigenvalues \; (A), denote A, (A) = max; |A; (A)|. Define the event
Ex(8) =n Nict2 40 (X0 ) <240t ndn (TW  (r) <6
N re(—pn,pn) (Hi=12 A (AN (T n s\t N1 T )

where 77 > 0, which will be fixed from now on, is such that
s (Xg\i,)fl( )) <2+77:>m1n)\ (ng L — VNI ) > 1,
for large N, uniformly in u; € Jy (which is possible to choose since © < —FE(p)). Note that

m; (r, \/Nuh\/ﬁuz)
(N=Dp(p-1)

MY (run,ue) = X§, (r) = VNGL + TR () + eN-1,N-1-

éD%ll(r,\/ﬁul,\/ﬁuz) éE%),l(T,\/N’uh\/ﬁuz)

The rank of B, (r, VNui, VN u2>, and therefore the number of non-zero eigenvalues, is 2 at most. On En(6),
the eigenvalues Eg\i,)_l (r, VNui, VN uQ> are bounded in absolute value by

SupuiEJN ‘ml (Ta \/Nul, \/NU2)
p(p—1)
uniformly in u; € Jy and r € (—pn, pn). From the bound 1' of Corollarywith C, = D%)_l (r, VNuy, \/NUQ)

and Cy = Eg\i,)_l (7‘, VNuy, \/NUQ) we obtain that on En(d), for large enough N, for any u; € Jy and r €
(_PNHON)7

(8.29) ‘det (MG, (VN \/NUQ))‘ < ’det (X0 - \/NM)‘ : (1 + 27‘;)2

In order to conclude the proof of Lemma it will be enough to show that for any J, uniformly in u; € Jy and
re (_PN> PN)7

§+2 ‘Nii"a

)

(8.30) lim E{Hi:12 ‘det (Mg\l/) 1 (7” \/NulmeQ))‘ 1{(EN(6))C}}
| e E{Hz 12‘det( N (r) = VNw I )‘1{EN(5)}}
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By (8.19) (which holds uniformly in v; € (—t, —t1) as in the statement of Lemma[21)), uniformly in u; € Jy and
S (_pNa pN)7

. (i) - _
(8.31) A}gnooﬁlog E H ‘det (XNil(r)f\/NuZI)’ =

i=1,2

%. lim —1og e 11 ‘det (x(@_l(r)fmaif)f

N—oco N i—1.2 Vp_

=1, =1,

By Lemmas [14] and [15| and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for any € > 0, uniformly in w; € Jy and r € (—px, pN),

(8.32) 5 hj{rrfgopﬁlog E ‘det( W (T u VN, qu))‘

1=

gi-hmsup%log ES I H( (

N—oc0 i=1,2 §

(e -vwan))'L).

where h.(z) = max{e,z}. By the same arguments used to derive (8.11)) and by letting e — 0, we obtain that

is bounded from above by >Z,_, , Q (1 /ﬁui).

If we prove that for large N,
(8.33) P{(En(6))} < e %N

for some Cy = Cy(d) > 0, then from the above and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we would have that the limit
supremum of 4 log of the numerator of (8.30) and the limit supremum of - log of

EQTT Jaer (X8, 0) — VRI) [ 1{(Ex(5)}

i=

are both asymptotically strictly smaller than Zi:1,2 Q oo

From the LDP of the maximal eigenvalue of GOE matrices (see Theorem [27) and (8.26]),

]P’{ sup A (X%{l (7")) > 2+ 77} <e ON

re(—rn,rN)

£ ul), which together with ([8.31)), would imply (8.30).

for some Cy > 0, for large N. Thus, in order to prove (8.33)) it is enough to show that, for large IV,

—rN,TN)

(8.34) ]P’{ sup A (Tg\i,)_1 (’I“)) > 5} < e 2N
re(

for some Cy = C3(6) > 0. From ({8.28) and the expressions for ¥z and X (10.2)), it follows that any element of
T%)_l (r) in the last row or column can be written as

ay (r) (X%) N1 + as (1) (Xiid) j y_1 4

for some j < N —1, such that sup;c(y o} re(—ry,ry) [ (1) = 0, as N — oco. The variance of the Gaussian elements
of XE:; and X;;4 is bounded from above by 2/(N — 1). Also,

X ((r000),. ) = O (1 0))

Using, for example, Cramér’s theorem [DZ98|, Theorem 2.2.3|, (8.34) follows and the proof is completed. d
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Lemma 25. For any p € [—1,1], let Wg) (p) and Wg\%) (p) be N x N centered jointly Gaussian Wigner matrices
with

(8.35) Cov (W (), W (9) = 8y =gray (14 0i=3) (p + (1 = ) =)

Let g : RV*N R be a smooth function and assume all its derivatives have a O(|z|™) growth rate at infinity. If we

define
() 2E{g (WY () g (WK () }.

then %Q (0) > 0 for all k > 1. In particular, if g(A) is a polynomial function of the elements of A, then
g:[-1,1] = R is a polynomial function, it is convezx on [0,1], and for any p € [0,1] it satisfies

(8.36) 19(=p) = 3(0)] < g(p) — 3(0) < p(g(1) — 9(0)) .

Proof. In the current proof for any function h (A) of a symmetric matrix A, we denote

0 .
Ay (A= (R (A ey + (1= 0y) e50)) = h(A)) /1,

where e;; is the matrix whose only non-zero entry is the (7,7) entry, which is equal to 1. We will also use the
notation

a ... a
OA;;,  OA4,

Dis jr,omrin,gn I (A) = h(A).

Suppose that Xc ~ N (0,C) is a general Gaussian vector of length k with density ¢c (z), where C = (C;;) is a
non-singular covariance matrix. From integration by parts and the well known fact that for i # 7,

9 o) =20 o)
aC; 7\ T By, 0wy TN

one has that, for any function w : R¥ — R with O(]z|™) growth rate at infinity,

s BlwXe)) = [ jgvowir= [ (1 Tww) el i

Therefore, by applying the above with the function (A, B) — g(A)g(B) and (Wg\l,) (p) ,WS\?) (p)), treated as a
vector of the on-and-above elements, we obtain
d* :
(8.37) Wﬁ (p) = Z H (L + 6i,=j,)

VI<k:1<i;<j; <N =1

x E { (8i17j17...,ik7jk.9 (Wﬁ) (P))) (3i1,j1,...,ik,jk9 (Wg\?) (P)))} .

For p =0, WE\}) (0) and Wg\%) (0) are i.i.d and the expectation in 1] is equal to

(2{ s (W 0)) )

d* §(0) > 0. Lastly, the fact that g (p) is a polynomial function whenever g is, follows from the

that G
fact that WS\Z,) (p) are jointly Gaussian and 1) Convexity on [0, 1] and lb are direct consequences since the
coefficients of the polynomial function are equal to %’19 (0) /K. O

which proves that
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8.4. Proof of Lemma Lemma [J] expresses E {Crty (Jn)}. By further conditioning on U, substituting (8.23),
and using the fact that uniformly in v € Jy, as N — oo,

v? = b3 + 2u(v — by)(1 4+ 0(1))

(where u and by are related to Jy as in the statement of Lemma [18]), we obtain that, as N — oo,

N—-1

_ p—1l v N\ 7 N N
E{Crty (Jn)} = wy ( —( 1)> Vo T E {det (XN,1 \/NbNI)}/JN g(v)dv,
where uniformly in v € Jy,
g(v) =exp{—(1+0(1))N (S(u) + u) (v—>bn)+0(1)}.
Recall that &(u) + u < 0 (see (8.3))). Thus,
[ st =1 o(v) [ exp {-N () + ) (v by o,
JN JN
which completes the proof. O

8.5. Proof of Lemma By Lemma and with the definitions in its statement, by conditioning on Uy (1), Us (1),

E{[Crty (JN)5¥} = CNN /_pN dr- (G (r))N}'(T)/ duydusy

JNXJIN
SDEU(T)(\/NUD \/NUQ)]E H ’det (M%)—l (T, \/Nul, \/Nu2>) ’ ,
i=1,2

where by straightforward analysis, as r — 0,

s 1) 2 51 (et (S () exp { = (an.a) (9 1) n )"}

—(1+007) g-exp{ ~5 (8 +ud) + ( + 1) 017}

F(r)=14+0(r) and G (r) = e~ 27 +0(™") | Also note that

WN—-1 N N—oo
L Nogey
WN 27

and that, as N — oo, uniformly in u; € Jy (with v and by related to Jy as in the statement of Lemma7
u? = b3 + 2u(u; — by )(1 + o(1)).
Combining all of the above, we arrive at
N PN
B{(Crty ()5} = (€x(on))* /5 [ dreemi¥risnor

2 —PN

B { Ty e (M, (5 A, v3) )}

_ 2
(IE {det (XN_1 - \/NbNI) })

where €x(z) is defined in (8.2), Xy_; is a GOE matrix and as N — oo, uniformly in u; € Jy,

)

/ duyduzg(uy, ug)
JNXJN

2

=1

g(uy,ug) = (1+0(1))exp{N w(uy bN)(1+0(1))}.

Note that from our assumption that py — 0 as N — oo,

p
lim \/ﬁ : dr - e~ 3NTPHN-O(Y) <
N—oo 2 —pN -
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Therefore, since &(u) + u < 0 (see (8.3))), Lemma [19] follows if we can show that as N — oo, uniformly in u; € Jy
and r € (—pn, pn),

E iEQ ‘det (Mg\l‘,)_1 (r, \/Nul, Ww))‘

(8.38) < (1+0(1)) (]E{det (xN_l \/NENI>}>QeXp{ 22: 14 0(1))(by uz)}.

By Lemma [24] and Corollary as N — oo, uniformly in u; € Jy and 7 € (—pn, pn),

E ‘H ‘det (MG, (7 VN, VN ) ) ‘

(8.39) <( {Hdet( (r) — \FbNI)}eXp{Ns ) D1+ o ))(bN—ul)},

with Xg\i,)_l (r) as defined in Lemma
Since for r = 0, X, (0) and X, (0) are i.i.d, defining

@X()—(I)XN( {Hdet(xgv)l()—\/ﬁb]\[[)},

what remains to show is that ®x (1) = (1 + o(1))®x (0) as N — oo, uniformly in r € (—pn, pn). We show this by
appealing to Lemma First, suppose that W N) 1 (r) are defined as in this lemma and set

By (1) := Sy (r {Hdet(\/iwjv L) = fbﬂ)}

Since, in distribution,

(X0 00, X2, 1)) = (W (5 0), W2, ()

N -1
with s () = (sgn (r))? /|r[P2, it follows that
Dx (r) = Pw (s(r)) .

Thus, it is enough to show that for any pf; > 0 such that pfy, — 0, as N — oo,

(8.40) Oy (r) = (14 0(1))®w (0), uniformly in 7 € (—ply, ply)-

Assume py > 0 is such an arbitrary sequence. By Corollary

(8.41) Dy (1) < CPw (0) =C (E {det (XN—1 - \/NBNI) })2 ’

where X y_1 is a GOE matrix of dimension N — 1 and C' > 0 is an appropriate constant.
In the notation of Lemma g(r) = Oy (1) where g(A) = det (\/%A - \/NBNI) is a polynomial function of
the elements of the matrix A. Thus by Lemma uniformly in r € (—ply, ply), as N — oo,
[@w (r) — @w (0)] < ply (2w (1) — Pw (0))
< pn(C = 1) 2w (0) = o(1)@w (0),
and therefore follows. This completes the proof of Lemma O



THE COMPLEXITY OF SPHERICAL p-SPIN MODELS - A SECOND MOMENT APPROACH 35

9. APPENDIX I: EIGENVALUES

Let A\; = AN, i =1,..., N denote the eigenvalues of an N x N GOE matrix and denote by

1
(9.1) Ly = ; N
the empirical measure of eigenvalues. The following two bounds on the maximal eigenvalue, both proved in
[BADGO1], are useful to us.
Lemma 26. [BADGOI, Lemma 6.3] For large enough m and all N,

N _ 2
]P’{malx|)\i| Zm} < e Nm7/9,
1=

Theorem 27. [BADGOIL Theorem 6.2] The mazimal eigenvalues )\f = max)y | AN satisfy the large deviation
principle in R with speed N and the good rate function

) = f; V(2/2)2 = 1dz, = >2,
B 0, otherwise.

Next, we state the LDP satisfied by Ly proved in [BAGI97]. Let M; (R) be the space of Borel probability
measures on R, and endow it with the weak topology, which is compatible with the Lipschitz bounded metric
dru (p,p') = sup

dLU (~, -), defined by
[ fau= [ saw
feFLu /R R

where Fpy is the class of Lipschitz continuous functions f : R — R, with Lipschitz constant 1 and uniform bound
1. The specific form of the rate function in the LDP is of no importance to us and will therefore not be included
in the statement below.

Theorem 28. [BAG97, Theorem 2.1.1] There exists a good rate function J (u), for which J(u) = 0 if and only
if w = p*, where p* is the semicircle law (see ), and such that the empirical measure Ly satisfies the large
deviation principle on My (R) with speed N* and the rate function J (p).

We finish with a corollary of the main theorem of [Fie71].

Corollary 29. [Fie7I] Let Cy, Cy be two (deterministic) real, symmetric N x N matrices and let \; (C;) denote
the eigenvalues of C;, ordered with non-decreasing absolute value. Suppose that the number of non-zero eigenvalues
of Cy is d at most. Then,

N
|det C1+C2 H |)\ C1 |+|)‘ (C2)|)

and if |1 (Ca)| > 0,

[An (Cz)|>d
|A1 (Cy)

10. APPENDIX II: COVARIANCES, DENSITIES, AND CONDITIONAL LAWS

(9.2) Idet (C1 + Ca)| < |det (C1)| (1 +

In this Appendix we study the covariance structure of

{f(0),Vf(n),V2f(n),f(o),Vf(o),Vf(o ()},
where
o(r)= (0,...,07 1-— 7’2,7’) ,
and prove Lemmas [12] and
With the standard notation

1 ifi=j,
0ij = .
0 otherwise,

in the lemma below we denote d;—; = 6;;, di=j— = 0i;0jk, Oi=j+r = ;5 (1 — d;1), etc.
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Lemma 30. For any r € [—1, 1] there exists an orthonormal frame field E = (E;) such that
E{f(m) f(o(r)} =
E{f (m)Eif (o (r)} = —E{Ezf( ) F (o ()} = —pr =t (1=1%) 8oy,
E{f (n) BxEif (o (r)} = E{ExELf (n) f (o ()} =p(p — 1) "7 (1 = %) dp=n -1 — prPOi,
E{E;f () Ef (o (r)} = [pr’ —pp—1) "> (1 =1%)] Simj=n—1 + pr? " S1=jzn—1,
E{E;f (n) BiEif (o ()} = ~E{EcEf (0) Byf (0 (1)} =p (o~ 1) (0= 21" (1= )6, mmions

—plp—1)rP?(1- 1"2)1/2 X
[(0j=ktN—1 +T0j=k=N—1) O1=N—1 + (0j=i«N—1 + T0j=i=N—1) Ok=N—1]
—p*rP (1 - 7"2)1/2 Ok=10j=N-1,
E{EE;f () B Ef (0 (M)} =pp—1)(p—2) (p—3) "~ (1 —12) imjpmin—1
—p(p—=1) (p—2)r"7> (1 = r?) [4r6i=jmpmi=n—1
+70i=j0k=1=N—1 + 70i=j=N—10k=1 + 0j=1=N—10i=k£N -1
+0imk=N—-10j=1%N-1 + Oimi=N-10j=k~£N—1 + Oj—p=N—10i=1£N—1)
+p(p—1)rP?
x [=2(1=77) Gimjen—10k=1 + (§j=1N—1 + 70j=1=N—1) (SimkzN—1 + T6i=p=n—1)
+ (0i=igN—1 + 10i=i=n—1) (0j=k£N—-1 + T0j=k=N—1)]
+p(p— 17" [= (1= r?) 6imjlrmk=n—1 + r*6i—;j0p—i]
—p(p—1)rP2 (1- r2) 0i=;Op=i=N—1 + Pr¥di=;0p=.
Note that 7 = 1 corresponds to the case o (r) = n. (This is the case considered in [ABAC13, Lemma 3.2].)

Proof. We begin by defining the orthonormal frame field E. Let r € [~1,1] and let P, : S¥~! — R¥~! be the
projection to RV —1

P, (z1,....,zn) = (z1, .., TN-1),
set 6 € [—m/2,7/2] to be the angle such that sinf = r, and let Ry be the rotation mapping

Ry (x1,...,zn) = (1, ..., TN—2,8In0 - Ty_1 + O8O - zn,—cosO-xny_1+sinf -xy).

Let U and V be neighborhoods of n and o (r), respectively. Assuming U and V are small enough, the restrictions
of P, and P, o R_y to U and V, respectively, are coordinate systems.
On Im (P,) and Im (P, o R_g), the images of the charts above, define

le :foPl:l and fTQ ZfO(PnOR_Q)_l
We let E = (E;) be an orthonormal frame field on the sphere such that (under the notation )E|
{f n) (m)} ={f1(0),Vf1(0),V*f1(0)},
{fl@(), Vi () M)} ={£(0,9£(0), V£ (0)},

where in RN~! Vf; and V? fi are the usual gradlent and Hessian.

N-1 N-1
5The fact that such frame field exists can be seen from the following. If we let {% } . be the pull-back of {ﬁ } - by Pn, then
i) i= i) i=

N-1
{ 82 (n)} is an orthonormal frame at the north pole. For any point in U we can define an orthonormal frame as the parallel transport
i <1,

of { o }_: along a geodesic from n to that point. This yields an orthonormal frame field on U, say F;(o) = Z;y:jl aij(o) 82 (o),
i=1,...,N — 1. Working with the coordinate system P, one can verify that at x = 0 the Christoffel symbols Ffj are equal to 0, and
therefore (see e.g. [dC92, Eq. (2), P. 53]) the derivatives d a”(P_ (z)) at £ = 0 are also equal to 0. If r = 1, i.e., o (r) = n, extend

the orthonormal frame field E;(o) to the sphere arbltrarlly Otherw1se, assume U and V are disjoint and construct the frame field on
V similarly to U and then extend it to the sphere.
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Define C (z,y) = Cov {fi (z), f2 (y)} on Im (Py) x Im (P, o R_p), and note that
C(2,9) = (p(2,0))" 2 (P (@), (Pac Ro) " ()
N—2
= < Z Ty +ren-1yn—1+ V1—r2zy_1v/1 = (y,y)
i=1

+r\/1 — <x,x>\/1 —(y,y) — V1—r2yy_11/1— (x,x))p.

The lemma follows by a (straightforward, but long) computation of the corresponding derivatives, using the well-
known formula (cf. [AT07) eq. (5.5.4)]),

dF _ d _ d* d
C S — [ R =
v { da:il tee dl‘lk fl (l’) ’ dyi1 e dyil f2 (y)} dl‘il e d.’L‘lk dyi1 tee dyil

C(z,y).
O

The variables in Lemma [30] are jointly Gaussian. Now that we have their covariances, the required conditional
laws can be computed using the well-known formulas for the Gaussian conditional distribution (see [AT07, p
10-11]). We shall need the following notation.

Define, for any r € (—1,1),

a1 (r) = ==y, a2 (r) = ph—(rp-(p-ﬁrp2(0—”)»2]’

_pp—1 o —rP(p—1)rP=2 (112
a3 (r) = =y S i e o o T
bi(r)=-p b (r) = —pr?
Fay (r) pirev—? (1 _ 7,2) ’ —ay (r )p37,.2p 2 ( 7,2) ’
bs (r) = ba(r)=p(p 7"”2(1 r?)

ax(Mp*(p—1)r*** (1=r?) [~ (p—2)+pr?], —as(r)p*(p —1) (l—r)[—(p—Z)—i—prQ].
Define Xy (r) = (Su,i; (r); 77—y by
(10.1) Sy (r) = 1 ( by (r) ba(r) )
p\ ba(r) bi(r) )’

and define Xz (r) = (82,5 (1), and Sq (r) = (Sq.i; ()77, by

Sz (1) =%z (@) =pp—1)—a (r)p* (p—1)*r?~* (1-1?),

Sz12(r) =Yz (1) =p(p—1)*r" —pp—1)(p—2)r" +as(r)p* (p— 1) r* (1-1?),

Y01 (r) =%q2(r) =2 ( ’

")

a2 (1) =Sqa (r) =p* " =2p(p—1) (P* = 2p+2) " > +pp—1) (p—2) (p—3) r**
+as (1) P20 (1—12) (P2 — (p— 1) (p — 2))°

(102) — )+ () )+ ) e ) (TR ).

Lastly, define

(10.3) my (ryug,ue) = (bs (r),bs (1) (Zu (r))_l (uq, u2)T ,
ma (ryur,ug) = my (r,uz,uq) .
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Remark 31. By standard analysis 1 4+ (prp —(p—-1) 7'”*2), and thus the denominators of a; (r) above, are positive
for any r € (—1,1). It is straightforward to verify that

(Sva1(r) £ Zpa2(r) (LF (prP —(p—1) rP=2))

1 24 ... 2p—4
— (=) p-1) | 5 1“ P2
pe

Thus, from , Yua1(r) £ X¥p12 (r) > 0 for any r € (—1,1). Since these are the two eigenvalues of X (1), it
is strictly positive definite for r € (—1,1). In Lemma [32] we shall prove that ¥z (r) is strictly positive definite for
€ (—1,1). In the proof of Lemmas [12] and we show that Xq (1) is semi positive definite.
Finally, we turn to the proof of Lemmas [12] and

10.1. Proof of Lemmas and Fix r € (—1,1) and let E be the orthonormal frame field defined in the
proof of Lemma We remind the reader that

Vin (@) = (Eifn (@), Vifn (o) = (EiE;jfn ()}, -

Assume all vectors in the proof are column vectors and denote the concatenation of any two vectors vy, vy by
(v1;v2). The covariance matrix of the vector (Vf (n);Vf (o (r))) can be extracted from Lemma By standard
calculations, one can prove (4.6) and show that the inverse of the covariance matrix is the block matrix

G = ( ar (r) In—1+(az (r) —ai () en—1,v-1 a3 (r)In-1+(as(r) —az(r)) en—1,nv-1 )
as (r)In—1+ (asa (r) —az (r))en—1,nv—1 a1 (r)In_1+ (a2 (r) —a1 (1)) en—inv—1 )’

where Iy_; is the N —1x N —1 identity matrix and where ey _1 y—1 is the N —1x N —1 matrix whose N —1x N —1
element is 1 and all others are 0.

For any random vector V' let EV denote the corresponding vector of expectations. From Lemma denoting
by e; the 1 x (2N — 2) vector with the i-th entry equal to 1 and all others equal to 0, we obtain

E{f(n)-(Vf(0);Vf(o )} =—p ' (1—12)""esn s,
E{f(o(r) - (Vf(@);V/(o@)}=p? ' (1-r2)" ey,
E{E,E;f(n)-(Vf(n);Vf (o)}

0 i g, N =1} =3
pPrp=1 (1_7#2)1/2621\[72 = AN—1
== 2 (1= ey i#tj=N-1
p(p—1)rP~ 2(1—7‘2)1/2€N_1+j jAi=N-1
(1*7')1/2(77374771*p(P*I)(P*Q)T}FS)@zN—z i=j=N-1,

E{EE;f (o (r))- (Vf(0);Vf(e(r)}

0 i, g, N =1} =3
p2rp~ 1 (1 77’2)1/2 enN_1 Jd=7#N-—-1
= —p(p—l)rp_Q(l—r2)1/2ei iFj=N-—-1
—p(p—l)rp_g(l—rz)lmej ,J#Fi=N-—1
- (1 —7“2)1/2 (p31"p_1 —-pp—-1)(p—-2) r”_?’) en—1 ,i=j=N-—1.

Denoting by Covy s {X,Y} the covariance of two random variables X, Y conditional on Vf (n) = Vf (o (r)) =0
(and the covariance with no conditioning by Cov {X,Y}), we have (cf. [ATOT7, p. 10-11])

Covyy {X,Y} = Cov{X,Y} = (E{X - (V[ (0); V(o ()} G(r)E{Y - (Vf(0); V] (o (r)}.
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Thus, under the conditioning, f (n), f (o (1)), V2f (n), and V2f (o (r)) are jointly Gaussian and centered, and,

by straightforward calculations,

Covyy{f(n),

Covy s {f (), f(o(r)} =2va2(r),

f(m)} = Covyr{f(o(r)),f(o

()} =Xv11(r),

)
)
Covyy{f (n), BiE;f (n)} = Covyp{f (o (r), EiE;f (o (r))} = bij (b1 (r) + din—1b3 (1)),
Covys{f (), EiE;f (o (r))} = Covyys {f (o (r)), EiE;f (n)} = 645 (ba (1) + 65y 104 (7)),

(104)  Covys{EE;f(n),ExEif (n)} = Covys {E;E;f (o (1), ExEif (o(r))}
200 (p — 1) — pby (r) — pbs () (di,n—1 + Ok, n—1)
—8i 18 n—1az (r) (1 =12) [p(p— 1) rP=3 (pr2 — (p—2))]° ,i=j. k=1,
EZ’H(T) ,i:k;«éj:l,N—le{z’,j},
0 , if |{i,j,k,l}| >3,
Covys{EE;:f (n),E;E;f (o (r))}
—pba (1) — pba (1) (65,81 + 65, n—1) JIFE ]

_ () +2p(p—1)rP i=j#N-1
prrP —2p(p—1) (P —2p+2) "2 4+p(p—1)(p—2)(p—3)r*~*
+a4()p2r2p6(1 )(p2r2—(p—1)(p—2))2, ,i=j7=N—1,

Covys {E;E;f (), E;E;f (o(r))}

_ p(p_l)’rp_Q 7|{i,j7N_1}|:3
EZ,12 (T) ) |{i,j,N—1}|:2,i7éj,

Covy s {E;E;f (n),ExE f (o (1))} =0,

if {4,k 1} > 3.

Note that, in particular, this shows that the law of (f (n), f (o (r))) under the conditioning is as stated in the
lemma. Also, from the above it follows that Xy (r) is positive definite for any r € (—1,1).
Let Covy vy {X,Y} denote the covariance of two random variables X, ¥ conditional on

(10.5) Vf(n)=Vf(o

(which is independent of the values u;) Note that

COVﬁvf {X, Y} = COva {X, Y}
- (COVVf {X7 f(

Clearly,

n)}, Covys {X, f (o (r)}) (Zv (r) ' E

(r) =0, f(0) = u, f(o(r)) = ua.

(Coves{X, f (m)},Covys {X, f (o (r)}".
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Thus,

Covyvr{E:iE;f (n), ExEif (n)} — Covyy {EE; f (n), ExEyf (n)}
= Covy v {E:E;f (o (r),ExEf (o (r))} — Covys {EE;f (o (r)) >EkElf( (r)}

)+ 6, n—1b3 (1) )

= —5ij5kl (b1 (7‘) + 5,’7N_1b3 (T’) , bo (7‘) + 5171\/_1()4 ( < + 6k N_1ba (T)

= 6150k - p[br (1) + (Sin—1 + Orn—1) b3 (r)]

byt nadi-n (1) b () S ) (20 ).
Covyvr{EE;f (n), ExEf (o (1))} — Covey {EiE;f (n), E Eif (o (1))}
— 6136k (b () + Giy—1b3 (1) , by () + 6 y—1bs () (S (1) " ( - EZ;
= 6150k - p[ba (r) + (Sin—1 + Opn—1)ba (r)]

B30 10k 1 (bs (1) ba (1)) (S ()" (

+ (5]@,]\],1[)4 (T‘) )
+ (5;@,]\7,11)3 (T)

SIS
—~—
<3
S—
N—

Combining the previous calculations, we arrive at
Covyv{EiEif (n), E;E;f (n)} = Covyvi {EEif(o(r)),EE;f(o(r)}
0 JiFE
=3y2(p—-1) ,i=j#N-1
Yonl(r) ,i=j=N-1,
Covyv{EiE:f (n), E;E;f (o (r)}

0 Vi
=q2(@-1rP? Ji=j#N-1
ZQJQ(T) ,i:j:N—l.

For the cases of indices that do not appear above we have
Covyvy{EE;f (n), ExE f (n)} = Covep {E;E;f (n), EyEif (n)},
Covivi{EE;f(o(r), ExEif (o (r)} = Covys {EE;f (o (r), ExEif (o ()},
Covyvi{EE;f(n),ExEif (o (r)} = Covyys {EE;f (n), EyEif (o (r))}.

From the above it follows that X¢ (r) is semi positive definite for any r € (—1,1).
It is now easy to compare covariances and see that, conditional on ([10.5), the law of

<V2f ~E{V%f(n)} v2f<a<r>>—E{v2f<a<r>>}>
Np )

-1 Np(p -
is the same as that of
(MQL (), ML ()
What remains is to show that the conditional expectation of V2f (n) and V2f (o (r)) under are equal to
(10.6) —purl +my (r,ur,ug)en—1,n—1 and — pugl + my (r,u1,u2) en—_1,N—-1,
respectively. Denoting expectation conditional on by EF g7 {1,
Ef7 ABE;f ()} = (Coves {EE; f (n), f ()}, Covey s {EiE;f (n), f (o (r)}) (Su (1) ™" (w1, uz)”
= 83 (b1 (r) + Si.n—1b3 (1) b (r) + 8 v—1ba (1)) (Su (1))
= —8iipur + 65365,5-1 (b3 (1) ,ba () (S ()™ ()"

(u1,u9)”
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Similarly,
B {EE f (o (1)} = —0ijpua + 01365 -1 (b3 (1), ba (1) (Su (1) ™ (uz, 1)
Which gives the required expectation (10.6[). This completes the proof. O

11. ApPPENDIX III: REGULARITY CONDITIONS FOR THE K-R FORMULA

In Section We needed to apply the K-R Theorem to ‘count’ pairs of different points (o, ') € S¥=1 x SN—1 at
which Vfy (6) = Vfx (6/) =0 and fy (a), fn (') € VNB. The variant of the K-R Theorem we used is [AT07,
Theorem 12.1.1] which in particular accounts for the case where the parameter space is a (Riemannian) manifold.
It requires a long list of technical conditions to be met (conditions (a)-(g) in the statement of the theorem) which
we discuss in this section. We start by relating our notation to that of [AT07, Theorem 12.1.1].

In [AT07, Theorem 12.1.1], f () = (f* (¢),..., f (t)) is a random field on an N-dimensional manifold M taking
values in RN, Vf(t) = (E;f! (t))ﬁ;zl is its Jacobian matrix (where E is a fixed orthonormal frame field), and
h(t) = (h1 (t), ..., hE (t)) is an additional random field from M to RX. Those f, Vf, and h correspond to
our (Vfin(o),Vfn(6')), J(o,0'), and (fn (o), fn (6')), respectively, where J (o, o) is defined as the Jacobian
matrix of (Vfy (0),Vfn (o)) with respect to the orthonormal frame field E. That is, if E; (o) (respectively,
E; (0')) is considered as a derivation with respect to the first (respectively, second) coordinate of fy (o, 0’), then
J (o, 0') is the block matrix

2N-2 V2fn (o 0
J(0,0') 2 (Ey (03) By (03) I (0,0)20 :< f () e (o) )
where 7/ =4 mod N — 1 and similarly for j/, and

o ifi<N-1,
g; =
o ifi>N-2

The manifold M in our case is SJQV (Ir) of (4.9) where Ir is an open interval whose closure is contained in
(—1,1)H Conditions (a), (f) and (g) of [ATO7, Theorem 12.1.1] regarding the continuity, moduli of continuity
and moments of the involved random fields are trivial consequences of the representation of the Hamiltonian
Hy (o), Gaussianity and stationarity. The remaining conditions concern the continuity of certain conditional
densitiesﬂ Below we will prove the following lemma.

Lemma 32. For any r € (—1,1), the Gaussian array
(11.1) {(Vf(0),Vf(a(r),V?f(n),V?f(a(r)},

is non-degenerate, up to symmetry of the Hessians. That is, if we replace the Hessians in (11.1]) by only their
on-and-above elements, then the support of the Gaussian density corresponding to is R2HIN-1(N=2)

We wish to apply the K-R formula with v/ N B, the target set of f (&), fn (¢’), being equal to an open interval
or a finite union of such. Suppose that instead of considering critical points o, o’ with fy (o), fn (') € VNB,
we consider critical points such that fy (o) 4 egn (o), fn (') + egn (67) € VN B with gy (o) being a continuous
Gaussian field on SV ~1 independent of fy (o) such that (gn (o), gn (6)) forms a non-degenerate Gaussian vector
for any o’ # +o. In the latter case with € > 0, the additional regularity conditions, conditions (b)-(e) can be
verified provided that Lemma holds. Then, by letting ¢ — 0 we obtain that the K-R formula holds for case
€ = 0, which is what we wish to prove. Thus, what remains is to prove the lemma.

6 [ATOT, Theorem 12.1.1] it is required that M is compact but going the proof of the theorem it can be seen that since in our case
M = 8% (Ig) has a finite atlas, this requirement can be replaced by requiring conditions (a)-(g) to hold on the closure of S%; (Ig).

7Thoug;h this is not explicit in the statement of [AT0T, Theorem 12.1.1], from its proof it can be seen that the support of the density
of Vf (which in our setting is J (o, ¢’)) can be any subspace L C RY ® such that is det (Vf) has density whose support is R. For
example, in our case J (o, 0’) has entries which are identically 0.
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Proof of Lemma For » = 0 the lemma can be verified from the covariance computations of Lemma Fix
r € (=1,1)\ {0}. It will be enough to show that: 1. (Vf (n),Vf (o (r))) is non-degenerate and that conditional on
(Vf(n),Vf(o(r))=0,and 2.(V2f(n),V2f (o (r))) is non-degenerate (in the sense as in the statement of the
lemma). The first of the two follows directly from the covariance computations of Lemma From Lemma [13| we
have that second condition follows if we are able to show that Xz (r)is invertible and that

{(mq (ryu,uz) ,ma (r,u1,u2)) : up, up € R} = R?.

It can verified that
Bz (r) £ Xz12(r) (1 FrP71)
p(p—1)

=17t (p-2)rP L F (p—2)rP 3.
If » > 0 or p is odd, then
w(r) 21 — 2t (]772)7”’71 + (p—2)rp73 > 0.

If p is even, it can be verified that the derivative of w (r) has constant sign on (—1,0), from which it follows, by the
fact that w (0) =1 and @ (—1) = 0, that w (r) > 0 for any r € (—1,0). A similar analysis shows that

L—r?P 2 (p—2)rP L —(p—2)rP3 > 0.
This proves that ¥z (r) is strictly positive definite for r € (—1,1).

By definition (see ([10.3)),
my (r,uq, u bs (r) by (r - U
(matrme )= (0 ni) Jewer (3L).
where we recall that Xy (r) invertible as shown in Remark Thus, it is enough to show that bz (r) &by (r) £ 0
(and therefore the matrix above is invertible). From straightforward algebra,
P24
1F@P—(p—1)rr=2(1—1r2))

As mentioned in Remark 31} 1 £ (pr? — (p — 1) r?~2) > 0 and therefore the denominator above is positive. This
completes the proof. O

b3(r) £ ba(r) = p(p — Dr* (1 —r?)

12. APPENDIX IV: UPPER BOUND ON THE GROUND STATE FROM MOMENTS EQUIVALENCE ON EXPONENTIAL
SCALE

In this appendix we show how Theorem [3| can be used to prove that
(12.1) lim GSY = —F,, almost surely.

N—oo

The fact that holds was already proved in [ABAC13] based on fact that pure models are 1-RSB. The proof
below is based on the equivalence of second and first moment squared only on the exponential level — a fact which
may be useful when investigating general mixed models which are not known to exhibit 1-RSB.

The Borell-TIS inequality [Bor75l [CIS76] (see also [AT07, Theorem 2.1.1]) gives, for € > 0,

(12.2) P{|GSY —E{GSV}| > €} <exp{—€’N/2}.
From the Borel-Cantelli lemma that in order to prove ([12.1)), it is sufficient to show that

(12.3) Z&E;E{GSN}::—E@
Note that
(12.4) GSN <u < Crty ((—oo,u)) > 1.
Thus, by Markov’s inequality, Theorem and the definition of Ej,
(12.5) limsupP{GSN < —FEy— e} =limsupP{Crty ((—00, —FEp —¢€)) > 1} < lim e NCe =,
N—soo Nesoo N—oo

for any € > 0, where C, > 0 is a constant depending on e.
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Now, assume towards contradiction that, for some § > 0, Ny — oo,

A NY _ 1: Nk . .
lﬂlgofE{GS }fklirlgoE{GS }§ Ey— 6.

Then, from (12.2)),

Jim P{GS™ < —Fo—6/2} > lim P{|GS™ —E{GS™}| <o/4} =1,

which contradicts (12.5)).

Next, assume towards contradiction that , for some 6 > 0, N — oo,

limsupE {GSN} = klim E {GSN"} > —Fy+9.
—00

N—o00

Then, from ,
. 1 .1
hmsupN—klog (P{GSN* < —Eqy (p) +0/2}) < klirgloN—klog (P{|GS™ —E{GS™}| > 6/4}) < —5°/32.

k—o0

On the other hand, from the Paley-Zygmund inequality and (12.4)),

1 1
lim inf A log (P{GS™N: < —Eq (p) +6/2}) = likminf A log (P {Crtp, ((—o0,—Ey +d/2)) > 1})
— 00 k

k—o0 k

= liminf — log

(E {Crty, (=00, ~Eo (p) + 0))})’
o N\ B { (Crt, (o0, ~Eo (p) +8))°

j

which, of course, contradicts the previous inequality. Hence, (12.3)) and therefore (12.1)) follow.
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