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Abstract

We prove upper and lower bounds on the free energy of the iBgeyn-Kirkpatrick model with multidi-
mensional spins in terms of variational inequalities. Therms are based on a multidimensional extension
of the Parisi functional. We generalise and unify the congoarscheme of Aizenman, Sims and Starr and
the one of Guerra involving the GREM-inspired processes Rmnelle’s probability cascades. For this
purpose, an abstract quenched large deviations princigleedGartner-Ellis type is obtained. We derive
Talagrand’s representation of Guerra’s remainder ternthfi@iSherrington-Kirkpatrick model with multi-
dimensional spins. The derivation is based on well-knovaperties of Ruelle’s probability cascades and
the Bolthausen-Sznitman coalescent. We study the prepatithe multidimensional Parisi functional by
establishing a link with a certain class of semi-linear jpadifferential equations. We embed the problem
of strict convexity of the Parisi functional in a more genesetting and prove the convexity in some par-
ticular cases which shed some light on the original conygxibblem of Talagrand. Finally, we prove the
Parisi formula for the local free energy in the case of muttighsional Gaussian a priori distribution of
spins using Talagrand’s methodology of a priori estimates.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Sherrington-Kirkpatrick (SK) model of a mean-field sgiass has long been one of the most
enigmatic models of statistical mechanics. The recentoig®proof of the celebratdearisi formulafor
its free energy, due to TaIagrar@[SO], based on the ingenimerpolation schemes of Guer@[l?] and
Aizenman, Sims, and Starﬂ [1] constitutes one of the majoemeachievements of probability theory.
Recently, these results have been generalised to sph8Kealodels Ep] and to models with spins taking
values in a bounded subsetﬂb[@].
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In this paper, we are mainly concerned with the question@¥#lidity of the Parisi formula in the case
where spins take values indadimensional Riemannian manifold. We address the issugtehding the
approach of Aizenman, Sims and Starr, and the one of Guetha& tmultidimensional spins. We study the
properties of the multidimensional Parisi functional. Mated by a problem posed b[[Sl], we show the
strict convexity of the local Parisi functional in some case

We partially extend Talagrand’s methodology of estimathmgremainder term to the multidimensional
setting. In the case of the multidimensional Gaussian aigtistribution of spins we prove the validity of
the Parisi formula in the low temperature regime.

Definition of the model. Let £ ¢ RY and denot&y = >N. We define a family of Gaussian processes
X = {X(0)}gesy as follows

N

g.j(ai,0j), (1.1)
i,j=1

Zl =

where theinteraction matrix G= {gi’j}ﬁ‘jzl consists of i.i.d. standard normal random variables and, fo

x,yeRY, (xy) = zﬂzlxuyu is the standard Euclidean scalar product. In what followsaaldom variables
and processes are assumed to be centred. We shatygal) = —/NXy(o) arandom Hamiltoniarof
our model.

Throughout the paper, we assume that we are given a largglemabability spacéQ,.#,P) such
that all random variables under consideration are defineitl dVithout further notice, we shall assume
that all Gaussian random variables (vectors and proceasesgntred.

We shall be interested mainly in tifiee energy

pn(B) = %Iog'/z'N exp(ﬁx/ﬁx(a)) dH®N(0)7 (1.2)

wheref3 > 0 is theinverse temperaturand u € .#;(X) is some arbitrary (not necessarily uniform or
discrete) finitea priori measure We assume that the a priori measpris such that2) is finite. We shall
be interested in proving bounds on the thermodynamic linfitese quantities, e.g., on

p(B) = Jim pn(B). (L3)
oo
Remark 1.1. Note that there is no need to include the additional extefiesd terms into the Hamiltonian
@), since they could be absorbed into the a priori meagure

Mean-field spin-glass models (see, e.ﬂ., [7]) with multieimsionalHeisenbergspins were considered
in the theoretical physics literature, see, e.m [25] afdrences therein. Rigorous results are, however,
rather scarce. An early example [15], where the authordgends on the free energy in the high
temperature regime. Methods of stochastic analysis age lkdeviations are used iE[34] to identify the
limiting distribution of the partition function and also tibtain some information about the geometry of
the Gibbs measure for smgll. More recent treatments of the high temperature regimegusia very
different methods are due to Talagra@ [27], see [2Bsé&ation 2.13]. The importance of the SK
model with multidimensional spins for understanding thieamhetricity of the original SK modem6]
(wh!Ech corresponds td = 1 andu being the Rademacher measure in the above notations) wadssisgd
in [B3].

For the SK model, Guerra’s scheme gave historically thewiest to obtain the variational upper bound
on the free energy in terms of the Parisi functional. The s@hés based on the comparison between
two Gaussian processes: the first one being the original Siilktenian ) and the other one being
a carefully chosen GREM inspired process indexedoby 2y. The second important ingredient is a
recursively defined non-linear comparison functionalrartin the Gaussian processes indexed layZy.

The Aizenman-Sims-Starr (,@$scheme|ﬂ1[|2] gives an intrinsic way to obtain variationgber bounds
on the free energy in the SK model. The scheme is also basedamarison between two Gaussian pro-
cesses. The first process is the sum of the original SK HamigltoX and a GREM-inspired process
indexed by additional index spaecg = N". The second one is another GREM-inspired process indexed by
the extended configuration spatg x 7. The scheme uses a comparison functional defined on Gaussian
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processes indexed by the extended configuration spacepeginpith the product measure between the
original a priori measure and Ruelle’s probability cascérieC) ]. The role of the comparison func-
tional in the A$ scheme is played by a free energy functional acting on thes§am processes indexed
by the extended configuration space. E [22] Panchenko aladjiBand have reexpressed Guerra’s scheme
for the SK model using the RPC.

TalagrandEO] using Guerra’s scheme and the wealth of atigenious analytical insights showed that
the variational upper bound is also the lower bound for tee Bnergy in the SK model. This established,
hence, the remaining half of the Parisi formula.

A particular cased = 1, u with bounded support) of the model we are considering heetremted
by Panchenko inl]. He used the techniqued| of [30] to prbe¢ in the casel = 1 upper and lower
bounds on the free energy coincide (cf._(}.14) gnd [1.22him ¢hapter). However, the results §f]21,
Section 5 and the proofs of Theorems 2, 5 and 9] are basedativety detailed differential properties of
the optimal Lagrange multipliers in the saddle point opsiation problem of interest. These properties are
harder to obtain in multidimensional situations such asweare dealing with here. In fact, as we show
in Theoreml a@.z, one can obtain the same saddle pwiational principles without invoking the
detailed properties of the optimal Lagrange multipliersisTis achieved using a quenched large deviations
principle (LDP) of the Gartner-Ellis type.

The most advanced recent study of spin-glass models withidiménsional spins was attempted by
Panchenko and Talagrand 23], where the multidimensgptaerical spin-glass model was considered.
The authors combined the techniques@ , 21] to obtaitighaesults on the ultrametricity and also get
some information on the local free energy for their model.

Main results. In this paper, we prove upper and lower bounds on the freeggrierthe SK model with
multidimensional spins in terms of variational inequalktinvolving the corresponding multidimensional
generalisation of the Parisi functional (Theordm$ [L.1, B-2,[5.1). For this purpose, we generalise and
unify the AS and Guerra’s schemes for the case of multidimensional spivssemploy a quenched LDP
which may be of independent interest (Theor 3.1@1d Bath schemes are formulated in a unifying
framework based on the same comparison functional. Thaifurad acts on Gaussian processes indexed
by an extended configuration space as in the origindl &®eme. As a by-product, we provide also a
short derivation of the remainder term in multidimensio@alerra’s scheme (Theor.4) using well-
known properties of the RPC and the Bolthausen-Sznitmalescent. This gives a clear meaning to the
remainder in terms of averages with respect to a measuregyetatisorder. The change of measure is
induced by a reweighting of the RPC using the exponentialkefGREM-inspired proceﬁsSee ] for
another approach in the case of the SK modek(1).

We study the properties of the multidimensional Parisi fiomal by establishing a link between the
functional and a certain class of non-linear partial défgial equations (PDEs), see Propositi@ 6.1,
@ and Theore .2. We extend the Parisi functional to airmmoods functional on a compact space
(Theorem@ .2). We show that the class of PDEs corresgorthe Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HIB)
equations induced by a linear problem of diffusion contFUb(oositio). Motivated by a problem posed
by [@], we show the strict convexity of the local Parisi ftinoal in some cases (Theor 6.4).

We partially extend Talagrand’s methodology of estimattmgremainder term to the multidimensional
setting (Theorerfi 5.4, Propositipn]7.1, Theorerh 7.1). Inctge of multidimensional Gaussian a priori
distribution of spins we prove the validity of the Parisirfarla (Theore3).

We partially extend Talagrand’s methodology of estimathmgremainder term to the multidimensional
setting (Theorenh 5.4, Propositipn|7.1, Theoferh 7.1). Thahg main technical problem of the method-
ology in the general multidimensional setting remains (Rddf!p). In the case of the multidimensional
Gaussian a priori distribution of spins we prove the vajidit the Parisi formula (Theorem.B).

Below we introduce the notations, assumptions and forraat main results. The other results (men-
tioned above) are formulated and proved in the subsequetinss.

Assumption 1.1. Suppose that the configuration spacés bounded and such théite intconv, where
convX denotes the convex hull &f

The examples listed below verify this assumption:

2In d = 1 the latter fact was also known to the authorl])f [3], privaiexmunication.
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(1) Multicomponent Ising sping = {—1;1}9 — the discrete hypercube.
(2) Heisenberg sping = {0 € RY: |02 = 1} — the unit Euclidean sphere.
(3) =={0o eRY: ||o[]2 < 1} — the unit Euclidean ball.

Remark 1.2. The boundedness assumption can be relaxed and replaceabgrication properties of the
a priori measure. In Sectioﬂ 8 we will exemplify this in theeaf a Gaussian a priori distribution. In
general a subgaussian distribution will suffice.

Consider the space of @aymmetric matriceSym(d) = {/\ eRI A= /\*}. Denote
Sym'(d) = {A € Sym(d) | A = 0},

where the notatior\ = 0 means that the matriX is non-negative definite. We equip the space 8m
with the Frobenius (Hilbert-Schmidt) norm

d
IM[Z='S M2,, MeSymd).
uv=1
We shall also denote the corresponding (tracial) scalatywtby(-,-). Forr >max{||a|3: o € £}, define

% ={U € Symd) |U =0, |U[2<r}.
We will call the setZ thespace of the admissible self-overlapsanalogy to the usual overlap in the stan-

dard SK model, we define, for two configurations) = (ol(i), z(i),...,a,sli)) € 3N, i = 1,2, the (mutual)
overlap matrix R (o, 0(?)) € R9d whose entries are given by

N
Ru(0.0®)u= 5 5 ool uve L nn a4
= T

Fix anoverlap matrix Ue 7. Given a subset” C %, define the set of thiecal configurations
ZN("//) = {O'E 2N | RN(O',O') S 7/}
Next, define thdocal free energy

(V) = %Iog PO, (1.5)
In(Y)
We also define
p(7)=p(B,7) = r\lmo PN (Y ), (1.6)

where the existence of the limit follows from a result of Graeand Toninelli [1p, Theorem 1]. Consider a
sequence of matrice® = {Q® € Sym(d)}1* such that

0=Q0 <Q¥ <. < =y, (1.7)

where the ordering is understood in the sense of the comelsppquadratic forms. Consider in addition a
partition of the unit intervak = {x}p'3, i.e.,

O=x<x1<...<X1=1 (1.8)
Let {Z¥W}]_, be a sequence of independent Gausdiaimensional vectors with
Cov {Zao} — Qlk+h) _ gk,
GivenA € Sym(d), define
n
X120 2,U.N) = log [ exp(v2B( 2.0)+ (A0.0)) du(0). (1.9)
=
Define, fork € {n,...,0}, by a descending recursion,
1
Xc(x, 2,U,N\) = ” logE k) [€XP(XcXict1(X, 2,U,A\))] (1.10)
with
Xo(x, 2,U,\) = Eyo [Xa(x, 2,U,N)], (1.11)
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whereL ) [-] denotes the expectation with respect to ¢halgebra generated by the random veathr

Remark 1.3. Sectio contains the more general framework of dealiitly tive recursive quantities
)which in particular brings to light the links with certain ndinear parabolic PDEs. For these
PDEs the recursiofffL.2)is closely related to an iterative application of the wetlekvn Hopf-Cole trans-
formation, see, e.qg.| [14].

Define thelocal Parisi functionalas

2 n
(20N =~A0) - B 5 % (I0% V- Q¥I2) 360 2UA).  (112)
k=1

Assumption 1.2(Hadamard squares)Ve shall say that a sequend@®') ., of matrices satisfies As-

sumptio 1P, if
(Qm)@Z L (Q<n>)@2 y (Q<n+1>)@2_ (1.13)

Remark 1.4. The above assumption on the matrix order paramet2rs necessary only to employ the
AS scheme. In contrast, Guerra’s scheme (Theoferhs 5.1 arl&o#8 not require the above assumption.

One may verify that the matriceggandp in [@, Theorems 2.13.1 and 2.13.2] correspond to the nestric
QY andQ®@ of this paper i = 1). (See also[(1.25) below.) Furthermore, a straightfodvegplication of
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality shows that the matrirasdp actually satisfy Assumptioﬂ.z. We also
note that in the simultaneous diagonalisation scenarichiichwthe matrices ir{@.?) are diagonalisable in
the same orthogonal basis (see Sectiods 6.3 ahd 8.2) thimpsen is also satisfied.

The first main result of the present paper uses thé #®eme to establish the upper bound on the
limiting free energyp(B) in terms of the saddle point problem for the local Parisi fioral ).

Theorem 1.1. For any closed set” ¢ Sym(d), we have

p(7¥)< sup inf f(x,2,AU), (1.14)
Uevnw (x2.N)

where the infimum runs over all x satisfyifig8), all 2 satisfying both{L.3)and Assumptioh 1.2, and all
N € Sym(d).

We were not able to prove in general that the r.h.s.l.hesgalso the lower bound to the thermo-
dynamic free energy. See, however, Theo@n 1.3 for a pestample.

To formulate the lower bound ofi (]L.3) we need some additidefahitions.

Let thecomparison index spadee o7 = N". Givena, a(? € o7, define

Q(a<1>, a(z)) = Q(QL(Gu)aa(Z)))’ (1.15)
whereq, (aV, a(?) is the (normalisediexicographic overlamlefined as follows

{O, ail) < af)

D ag@y=1+
aa9)=1
ae( ) ) max{k €[1;nNN: [a(l)]k = [a(z)]k}, otherwise.

(1.16)

Given ad x d-matrixM andp € R, we denote by®P thed x d-matrix with entries
(M@p)u’v = (Myy)P.

The matrix valued lexicographic overla{m.ﬁ) can be usambnstruct the multidimensional & 1) ver-
sions of the GREM (see, e.g[] [8] and references thereinfeviaw of the results on the one-dimensional
case of the model). Here we shall need the following two GRE#pired real-valued Gaussian processes:
A= {A(0,0)}gesy.acer @aNdB = {B(a)} 4.z With covariance structures

E[A(0®,aV)A(0®,a?)] = 2(R(6",0@),Q(a¥,a?)),

E[B(a™)B(a?)] = |Qa®,a@)|2.
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Note that the procegscan be represented in the following form:

Mm@—(%fﬂimmmmx 117

where{A = {A(a)}qer N, are the i.i.d. (for different indice GaussiarR?-valued processes with the
following covariance structure: forc [1;N] NN, for all a®, a® € o7 and allu,v € [1;d] NN assume that
the following holds

E[A(@®)A(a®)] = Qa®,a®)u,.

Givent € [0;1], we define thénterpolating AS Hamiltonian

Hi(o,a) = vt (X(0)+B(a))+V1-tA(o,q). (1.18)
Next, we define the random probability measmges .71 (2N x /) through
m=puNeE,

whereé = &(x) is the RPC[[24]. We denote by (a)}4c., the enumeration of the atom locations of the
RPC and consider the enumeration as a random measure(ardependent of all other random variables
around). Define thiocal AS Gibbs measuréy (t,x,2,U,7) by

1
Ntx2,U,7)[f] = 7/ f(o,a)eNBHODgm (g, a), 1.19
N( )[f] ZNCT) S er (o,a) (o, a) (1.19)
wheref : Iy x o/ — R is an arbitrary measurable function for which the right<haide of [1.19) is finite.
For¥ C %, define theAS remainder termas

Zn(x,2,U,7)
= _%' O'l[E [%N(t,x,o@,U,”//) QDN (t,%,2,U,7) [|\RN(o<l>,o<2>) - Q(a<1>,a<2>)||éﬂ dt.  (1.20)
We define also thémiting AS remainder term
R(x,2,U) = !iTono%N (x,2,B(U,¢)) <0, (1.21)

whereB(U, ¢) is the ball with centrdJ and radiuss. (The existence of the limiting remainder term is
proved in Theorerfi 1.2.)

The second main result of this paper uses thé &eme to establish a lower bound (1.3) in terms
of the same saddle point Parisi-type functional as in theeuppund which includes, however, the non-
positive remainder tern] (1P1). In one-dimensional situest Talagrand[[30] and Panchenkal[21], respec-
tively, have shown that the corresponding error term vassin the optimiser of the Parisi functional.

Theorem 1.2. For any open se¥” C Sym(d), we have

p(7)> sup inf [f(x,2,AU)+Z(x,2,U)], (1.22)
Ueyn (X!‘Qvl\)

where the infimum runs over all x satisfyifg8). all A € Sym(d), and all 2 satisfying both({L.7) and
Assumptiof 1]2.

Remark 1.5. The comparison scheme of Guer@[l?] (see also more receruats ], 18] and [2])

is also applicable to our model and is covered by our quentiizfel approach, see Theores|5.1 dand .18
for the formal statements. Guerra’s scheme seems to be mmaable (compared to the Aizenman-Sims-
Starr one) for Talagrand’s remainder estimat[30], seetda |] The scheme is based on the following
interpolation

Hi(o,a) = vVIX(0)+V1—tA(o,a) (1.23)

which induces the corresponding local Gibbs meagfiré9) and remainder terngfL.2§) by substituting

q&{vith (L:23) Guerra’s scheme does not include the process B and, heaes,rbt require Assump-
tion[L.3. Recovering the terms correspondinge(x, % )[B] (see(f.23) in the Parisi functional requires
then a short additional calculation (Lemrhals.1).
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Note that the results of Talagranm[28, Theorems 2.13.2 ab8.3] imply that at least in the high
temperature region (i.e., for small enoughthe Parisi formula for the SK model with multidimensional
spins is valid withn = 1

p(B) = f(x,2",0,U") = sup inf f(x,2,A,U), (1.24)
uew (2.N)

where the matrice®*(? = U* andQ*( solve the following system of equations:
d_ o f(x,2%,0,U*)=0, uvel;dnNN,

Quy (1.25)
0Q<1) f(x,2*,0,U")=0, uve[l,dnNN.

Note that the systen{ (1]25) coincides with the mean-fieldagus obtained in[[28, see (2.469) and
(2.470)].

Let> = RY and fix some vectdn € RY. Let u € .#(Z) be the finite measure with the following density
(with respect to the Lebesgue measairen %)

1/2
3—;1(0) = ( detC ) exp(—%@a, o)+(h, o>> , (1.26)

(2m)°

whereC € Symi* (d). Note that, givemm € R andC € Symi* (d) such that deg # 0, the density[(1.26) with
h = Cmcoincides (up to the constant factor e{xp% (Cm m>)) with the Gaussian density with covariance
matrixC~! and meamn.

Remark 1.6. It turns out that only matrices C with sufficiently large aigalues will result in finite global
free energy, cf. Lemnfa B.8. The local free energy is, in esttalways finite, see Lemrpa]8.7 and Theo-

rem[L.B.

Consider the functiorf : (0 : +»)? — R given by

o) = B2u? +logcu—cu+1, ue(o;g—g], (1.27)
’ (2v2B —c)u+log§ — 3 (1+l0g2), ue(g_g;Jroo]_ ‘

The following result shows that, at least, in the highly syetric situation 6) witth = 0 the multidi-
mensional Parisi formula indeed holds true (see Ler@a 8.drfexplanation why the result is indeed a
Parisi formula).

Theorem 1.3. Let p satisfy ({L.2§) with h= 0. Assume that the matrices U and C are simultaneously
diagonalisable in the same basis. Denote{oy € R, }d ; and {u, € R, }J ; the eigenvalues of the
matrices C and U, respectively. Moreover, assumeithiat u, > 0 andminy, ¢, > 0.
Then we have
d

lim lim INBU, ) =Y f(cy,uy).

Jim_ lim_Pu(In(B(U.£))) = 3 f(cnw)
Remark 1.7. Close results have previously been obtained in the caseeafigtherical model in|E3], from
where we borrow the general methodology of the proof of theofém[1.]3. As noted if [P3], another
more straightforward way to obtain the Theor@ 1.3 is to diagise the interaction matrix G and use the
properties of the corresponding random matrix ensemble.

Organisation of the paper. The rest of the present paper is organised as follows. Iricﬁ*@twe record

some basic properties of the covariance structure of theggeX and establish the relevant concentration
of measure results. The section contains also the toolwialjpto compare and interpolate between the
free energy-like functionals of different Gaussian preess In Section| 3 we derive a quenched LDP of
the Gartner-Ellis type under measure concentration agsons. Sectio%4 contains the derivation (based
on the AS scheme) of the upper and lower bounds on the free energy &khmodel with multidimen-

sional spins in terms of the saddle point of the Parisi-likectional. In SectiorﬂS we employ the ideas
of Guerra’s comparison scheme in order to obtain the uppettamer bounds on the free energy and we
also get a useful analytic representation of the remairaten.t In Sectior|]6 we study the properties of
the multidimensional Parisi functional. Sectiﬂn 7 congdime partial extension of Talagrand’s remainder
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term estimates to the case of multidimensional spins. Imi@eﬁ a case of Gaussian a priori distribution
of spins is considered and the corresponding local Parisitita is proved. In the appendix we prove the
almost super-additivity of the local free energy, as aniapfibn of the Gaussian comparison results of

Subsectiof 2]3.

2. SOME PRELIMINARY RESULTS

2.1. Covariance structure. Our definition of the overlap matrix irm.4) is motivated etfact that, as
can be seen from a straightforward computation

d
E @@ = 5 (Rua™.0?)u)” = [Ru(o, o) 3 (2.1)

u,v=1

that is, the the covariance structure of the procgg®) is given by the square of the Frobenius (Hilbert-
Schmidt) norm of the matriRy (oM, 6. The basic properties of the overlap matrix are summarised i
the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. We have, for alb®, 0@ g e 5.
(1) Matrix representatiorRy(o'V),0(?) = & 0(1)) o@,
(2) Symmetry #1Ry' (oW, 0®?) = R
(3) Symmetry #2R\"(0,0) = R{"(0,
(4) Non-negative definiteness #2y (o, o) > 0.
(5) Non-negative definiteness #2.
RN(O'(]'),O'(]')) RN(O'(]'),O'(Z))
|:RN(O'(1>,O'(2>)* RN(O'(Z),O'(Z))]

(6) Suppose U= Ry(aM,cW) = Ry(a@,d(@), then
IR(@™, a@)[E < |V,

= 0.

Proof. The proof is straightforward. O

2.2. Concentration of measure. The following concentration of measure result for the freergy is
standard.

Proposition 2.2. Let (£,&) be a Polish space. Suppogeis a random finite measure an  Suppose,
moreover, that Xo), o € Z is the family of Gaussian random variables independent which possesses
a bounded covariance, i.e.,

there exists K> Osuchthat sup |Cov(X(a),X(a?))| <K. (2.2)

o) o@es N

Assume that
f(X) zlog/zex@du(a) < oo,
Then
t2
P{IFO) — E[FX)] > 1} < 2exp<—R>.

Remark 2.1. An analogous result was given in a somewhat more speciatizselin ].

Proof. This is an adaptation of the proof 28, Theorem 2.2.4]. \Afermot apply the comparison Theorem
.3 directly, so we resort to the basic interpolation argninas stated in Propositign P.1. Fpe 1,2, let
the processeX; () be the two independent copies of the procegss. Fort € [0;1], let

Xjt = VIXj+vV1-tX

and
Fi(t) =log | exp(Xj1(a))du(0).
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ForseR, let
¢s(t) = E[exp(s(FL — F2))]-
Hence, differentiation gives
ds(t) = SE [exp(s(F— F2)) (FL — F2)] (2.3)
(the dots indicate the derivatives with respedf)tand also
: 1,/ -
Fi(t) =5 (| exp(Xi1(0) du(0)) *
« [ (£92%(0) ~ (1= ¥X(0) ) exp(X;+(0)) dH(0). (2.4)
Jx
Now, we substitute[(24) back tp (B.3) and apply Corolfar} . the result. After some tedious but ele-

mentary calculations we get

1
0u(0) € |exp(sFa— F) ([ exps(0)0h(o) [ expres()a(o)

/é cOv(xw“)),><<o<2>>>exp(x1,t<o<1>>+x2,t<o<2>))du<o<1>>du<o<2>>} .

Thus, thanks to[(2]2), we obtain
ds(t) < KSs(t).

The conclusion of the theorem follows now exactly as in treopof [@, Theorem 2.2.4].
O

We now apply this general result to the our model and also édfriee energy-like functional of the
GREM-inspired procesA.

Proposition 2.3. Suppos& C B(0,r), forr > 0. For Q C Zy, denote
AY(8.2) = log | exp(VNBXu(0)) du™(0).

and
N
REMB.0) =log [ exp(BV23 (A(a).00)) dm(o,a)
Qx.of =
Then, for allQ C 2y, we have
(1) Foranyt>0,

{2
P{|IRRKB.Q) - E[RK(B.Q)]| >t} < 2exp<—m> : (2.5)
(2) Foranyt>0,
t2
P{|PSTEMB,Q) - E [PSFMB.Q)]| >t} < 2exp<—m) : (2.6)
Proof. (1) We would like to use Propositi.z. By (R.1) and the GguBouniakovsky-Schwarz
inequality, we have, foral € N, @, 0@ ¢ 5, that
1 N
covx(0.0@)) = Ru(0?. 0= 5 (6Y.0")(0P o) <1t @7)
i,]=1

Hence, for allN € N and all subset® of X\, we obtain

sup  |Cov(X(aWM),X(a@))| <r?.

o) o@ex

Thus [2.5) is proved.
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(2) We fix an arbitraryN € N, 0, 6@ e 5, a®,a® e o7. We have

Cov(A(cW,a W), A(c? a@)) = [A(c;(l), a)Ae?, a<2>)}

N
- 3 @, a®).),
i=

Bound {2.) implies that, for arly € %, we have|U ||, < r2. SinceQ(a®,a?)) € %, we obtain
(Qa®,a®)g, 6| < Q@ a®)lz 6V Izl 6|2
< [Qa™,a®)||or? < r?.

Therefore, using Propositidn P.2, we obtdin}2.6).
g

2.3. Gaussian comparison inequalities for free energy-like fuationals. We begin by recalling well-
known integration by parts formula which is the source of ynaamparison results for functionals of
Gaussian processes.

Let F : X — R be a functional on a linear spage Givenx € X ande € X, adirectional (Gateaux)
derivativeof F atx along the directior is

OxweF (X) = GF (x+te) o’ (2.8)
With this notation the following lemma holds.

Lemma 2.1. Let{g(i) }iecl be a real-valued Gaussian process (the set | is an arbitradek set), and h be
some Gaussian random variable. Define the vecter® as €i) = E[hg(i)], i € I. Let F: R' — R such
that, for all f € R, the function

Rot—F(f+te)eR (2.9)

is either locally absolute continuous or everywhere difgiable onR. Moreover, assume that the random
variables hHg) andd...F (g) are in L.
Then

E[hF(g)] = E[dg--eF (9)] - (2.10)

The previous proposition coincides with [21, Lemma 4] (mlodbe differentiability condition on[(2]9)
and the integrability assumptions which are needed, engLEfTheorem 5.1.2)]).

The following proposition connects the computation of tiee\tive of the free energy with respect to
the parameter that linearly occurs in the Hamiltonian wittleeain Gibbs average for a replicated system.

Proposition 2.4. Consider a Polish measure spa¢E, &) and a random measurg on it. Let X=
{X(0)}gez and Y= {Y(0)}secs be two independent Gaussian real-valued processes. FoiRuwe
define

Hu(o) =uX(o)+Y(0).
Assume that, for all & [a,b] € R, we have
[ exp(Hu(0))di(0) < . [ X(0)exp(Hu(0)) du(0) < o
almost surely, and also that
E [Iog/exp(Hu(o))du(o)] < 0o,
Then we have
%[E [Iog/e““(")du(o)] = UE[#(u) @¥(u) [VarX (o) — E[X(a),X(1)]]],

where¥ (u) is the random element o#7; (X) which, for any measurable:fx — R, satisfies

9 (u)[f] = le [ f(@)exp(Hu(@)) du0).
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Proof. We write
—Iog/eH“ Jdu(o /x (o), 2.11)

whereZ,(B) = [€®Mu(9)du(o). The main ingredient of the proof is the Gaussian integnalip parts
formula. Denote, for € Z, e(1) = E [X(0)Hy(1)]. By .10), we have

eHU(U) eHLJ(U) ]
o 20 e[ gt x| ”

Due to the independence, we have
E[X(0)Hu(T)] = UE[X(0),X(T)].

Henceforth, the computation of the directional derivaiiv2.12) amounts to

a eHU o)+tuVar(o)
feHu )+tuCov(o,1) d“( )

= ( / eH“(")du(a)) (uVarX(a)eH“(U) / e du(r)

EPUNG) / UCOV[X(a),X(7)] eHu<T>du(r)) . (2.13)
Substituting the r.h.s. of (2]13) intp (2]11), we obtain dissertion of the proposition. O

The following proposition gives a short differentiatiorrficula, which is useful in getting comparison
results between the (free energy-like) functionals of Geusprocesses.

Proposition 2.5. Let (X(0))ges, (Y(0))oes be two independent Gaussian processes as before. Set
Hi(0) = viX(o) +V1-tY(0).

Assume that
/th(")du(a) < w,/X(G)th(G)d[.l(O') < o
/Y(a)e“t@du(a) <w

almost surely, and also that, for alkt [0; 1],

E {Iog/e”f(")du(a)} < oo,
E [Iog /e><<°>du(o)] —F [Iog /eY(U)du(a)}

/% Jou () [ (Varx(oW) - varv(a®))

Then we have

- (COV[ X(o™),X (o >)} —COV[Y(oﬂ)),Y(o(Z))])} . (2.14)
where? (t) is the random element o#1(Z) which, for all measurable fZ — R, satisfies
1
— —57 . 1(0)exp(Hh(0)) du(0). (2.15)
Z(t) Js
Proof. Let us introduce the process
Wyv(0) = uX(o)+VvY(0).
Hence,
H (o) =Wz 1<(0). (2.16)
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Thus
1
- H (o) I Wov(o
E {Iog/e du(a)} 5 <\fﬁu[E [Iog/e Jdu(o )]
i |
Iog/eWuv )du(o )D .
v u=vi,v=y1—t
Applying Propositio4 angﬂol-dt to the previous formula, we conclude the proof. O

3. QUENCHED GARTNER-ELLIS TYPE LDP

In this section, we derive a quenched LDP under measure ntatien assumptions. Theore 3.1
and give the corresponding LDP upper and lower boundpertively. The proofs of the LDP bounds
will be adapted to get the proofs of the upper and lower bowomdhe free energy of the SK model with
multidimensional spins. However, they may be of indepenitgerest.

Note that the existing “level-2” quenched large deviatiesults of Cometsm.O] are applicable only
to a certain class of mean-field random Hamiltonians whiehraquired to be “macroscopic” functionals
of the joint empirical distribution of the random variablepresenting the disorder and the independent
spin variables. The SK Hamiltonian can not be representexial form, since the interaction matrix
consists of i.i.d. random variables. Moreover, it is assuimlme[@] that the Hamiltonian has the form
Hn(o) = NV(0), where{V(0)}gesy is @ random process taking values in some fixed bounded soibset
R. Since the Hamiltonian of our model is a Gaussian processatsumption is also not satisfied, due to
the unboundedness of the Gaussian distribution.

3.1. Quenched LDP upper bound. The following assumption will be satisfied for the applicats we
have in mind. As is clear from what follows, much weaker caricion functions are also allowed.

Assumption 3.1. Supposg Qn }§_ iS a sequence of random measures on a Polish spdcex). Assume
that there exists some:t 0 such that for any @-measurable set A& 2" we have

2
P {logQu(A) - ElogQuiAl| >t} < exp(~ (). @1

Note that Assumptiop 3.1 will hold in the cases we are inteckis due to Propositin 3.2.

Lemma 3.1. SupposeQn}_; is @ sequence of random measures on a Polish spa€eXx) and for
{ArC Z :re{l,...,p}} is a sequence of @measurable sets such that, for some absolute constant
L > 0 and some concentration functigm (t) : R+ — R, with the property

r}-00

Nn(tN)dt m 0, (3.2)
we have
P {[logQn(Ar) — E[logQn(A/)]| >t} < nn(t). (3.3)
Then we have
1 P
im_ < ioga (UA) - max, E loaoua >]H o (3.4)

Remark 3.1. As is easy to extract from Assumpt 3.1, we will apply tesult in the very pleasant
situation, where

W(t) —exp( Lt;)

However, our subsequent results hold for substantiallyse@oncentration functions satisfyi(g,2).

Proof of Lemm4 3] 1First, (3.3) gives

.....
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Since, fora,b € RP, the following elementary inequality holds
’mraxar - mraxbr < mrax|ar —by|,

we get

P{\ max_logQn(A) — max [IogQN<Ar>]]2t}gpnN<tN>.
re{1,...,p} re{l,...p}

1 e
RE[ |, max logou(a) - _max [E[logQN(Ar)]H <p [ nuanyet, (35)
re{1,....p} re{l,...,p} Jo
and the r.h.s. of the previous formula vanisheslgs+ due to [3.]). O

LetQn € #(2°), N € N be a family of random measures 0", X). Define the Laplace transform
Ln(A) = / NN dQN (X).

Suppose that, for afh € RY, we have

I(A)Ell\il;n %[E[IogLN(/\)] €R=RU{—, +oo}. (3.6)
Define the Legendre transform
I*(x) = ir/1\f [—(X,A) +1(N)]. (3.7)
Define, ford > 0,
Ig(x):max{l*(x)—i—é,—%}. (3.8)
Lemma 3.2. Suppose
OcintZ(l) =int{A: I (A) < +oo}. (3.9

Then

(1) The mappingi(-) : £~ — R is upper semi-continuous and concave.
(2) ForallM >0,

{xe Z :1"(x) <M} is a compact.
Proof. (1) Since, forallA € Z(l), the linear mappings
X — (A, X) + 1 (A)

are obviously concave, the infimum of this family is upper seantinuous and concave.
(2) See, e.g.[[43] for the proof.

O
Theorem 3.1. Suppose that
(1) The family{Qn} satisfies conditiof3.4).
(2) Condition(B.8)is satisfied.
(3) Condition(B.9)is satisfied.
Then, for any closed set  RY, we have
WE[E[IogQN("//)] < supl*(x). (3.10)
Nteo N xe¥
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Proof.

)

(1) Suppose at first that' is a compact.
Thanks to [[3]7), for any € 2, there exist\(x) € 2" such that

—(X,A(X)) +1(A(X) <15(x). (3.11)
For anyx € 27, there exists a neighbourhoégix) C 2" of x such that

sup (y—x,A(x)) < 0.
YeA(X)

By compactness, the coveritgy., A(X) O ¥ has the finite subcovering, s&y_; A(x) D 7.
Hence,

p
%logQN(V) < %'09 (U Qn (A(Xr))> : (3.12)
r=1
Applying condition ), we get
1 1
Hg; NEL gnf_':}}p}logQN( ()= _ p‘é?fp}fE [ IogQN(A(xr))H <0. (3.13)

By the Chebyshev inequality,
AN(AX) <Qnufye 271 y—xA(X) < 5}
com [ gy
= @ N NXALI L (A(X)). (3.14)
Hence, [3.14) together with (3]11) yields
— 1 . 1
T GE10gQu(A)] < im_ |- (. A(x) +  ogLu(AX))| &

==X, AX)) +1H{A(X)) — 6
<I13(x)— 0. (3.15)
Combining [3.1R),|(3.13)| (3.1L5), we obtain

— 1
= < o —
I\}ITTooN[E“OgQN(%)]—r E‘n’ax I5(x)—0
< suplz(x)—d.
xeV

Taking d | +0 limit, we get the assertion of the theorem.
Let us allow now the set” to be unbounded. We first prove that the fanfy is quenched
exponentially tight. For that purpose, let

Ru(M) = +E [logQu( 2"\ [-M;MJ%)].

and denote
R(M) = Tim M).
(M) = fim Ru(M)
We want to prove that
lim R(M) = —co. 3.16
Jim R(M) = —oo (3.16)

Fix someu € {1,...,d}. Supposeé, p € {0,1} is the standard Kronecker symbol. legte RY be
an element of the standard basisRdf i.e., forallp € {1,...,d}, we have

(eu)p = u,p-

Thanks to the Chebyshev inequality, we have

{xu<-M}p<e M /d e N dQy(x), as. (3.17)
R
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Now, we get
' —N(x.eu) _ 1 ' (X,Ne—ey)
[ e dQn 0 - . R Y
. Ln (/\e— QJ)
= 7LN(/\e) , a.S. (3.18)
Hence, combinind (3.17) anfl (3]18), we obtain
L logQu [ < ~MJ] < ~M -+ In (e &) ~ In(Ao) (3.19)
Using the same argument, we also get
L logQu [ > M) < M+ (Ao + &) ~ In(Ao). (3.20)
We obviously have
d
RN(M)Sé[E{logQN(U({XUS—M}U{XUZM}))}. (3.21)
Applying condition [3.4) to[(3.41), Weug:;ét
1 d
T S| logQn (uszl({xu <-M}U{x > M}))
— max max{EllogQu ({x, < —M})], ElogQu ({x, > M})]}| <o0. (3.22)
ue{l,....d}

Applying (3.19) and|(3.20) in (3.22), we get
d

T SE [logQn (UL:JlGxu < M}U{x > M)
<—M—=1(Ne)+ e?l1axd}max{l (Ne—ey),l(Ne+eu)}. (3.23)

The bound[(3:33) assurds (3.16). Now, since we have (withe¢heof (3:4) and[(3.30))
I EflogQu(¥)] < M <E [logQu((# N [-M:MJ*) U (2" \ [-M;MI%)]
N Nt N

N o0
< max{ sup I*(x),R(M)} , (3.24)
xe (¥ N[—M;Mm]d)
the assertion of the theorem follows fron (3.16) by takingflimy; ;. in the bound[(3.34).
O
3.2. Quenched LDP lower bound. Suppose that, for somee RY and allN € N, we have
/ YN dQn(y) < +eo.
Let QN,,\ € /(%) be the random measure defined by
Qua(A) = [ MM aQu(y). (3.25)

for anyQn measurabléd c 2.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose the family of random measurgsdatisfies the following assumptions.

(1) Measure concentration. For all N N, there exists some t 0 andny : R+ — R+ such that, for
any Qy-measurable set & .2, we have

P{llogQn(A) —E[logQn(A)]| >t} < nn(t).
Assume, in addition, that, for some>p0, the concentration function satisfies

too
NP / nn(Nt)dt —— 0. (3.26)
0 Nt oo
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(2) Tails decay condition. Let
C(M) ={xe Z :||x| < M}.
There exists g N such that

e 1 .
lim i P<=1 2\ C(NP —K+tpdt=0. 3.27
Jim Tim | {NOQQN,/\( \C(NP)) > +} (3-27)
(3) Non-degeneracy. The family of thes{am cZ:je {1,...7q}} satisfies the following condition
there exists someg g {1,...,q} such thatlim %[E |:|096N,/\(Bj0):| > —o0o, (3.28)
Nteo

Then, for any\ € RY, we have

1 ~ q _
lim —=E |lo Bj)— ma lo Bj)|| <O. 3.29
l\llTooN |: gQN’A (jL;Jl J) je{l,...),(q} [ gQN’A( J)H - ( )
Remark 3.2. The polynomial growth choice of M My = NP made in assumption®.27)and (B.26)is
made for specificity. Inspecting the following proof, ona easily restate the conditiorf8.27)and (8.26)

for general My dependencies. Effectively, the growth rate gfisirelated to the covering dimension of the
Polish spacd 2", X).

Proof of Lemmd 3]3We fix somej € {1,...,q}. Take an arbitrang > 0, M > 0 and denotely ¢ =
ZN[—||A[[M/¢g;||A]M/g]. Consider, foil € Ju ¢, the following closed sets

Aj={xeBj:(j—1e<(A\Xx) <je}.

We get
1~ q 1~ q
S1ogQua (UB;) < ~logQua ((UBiNCM)) U(27\C(M)))
j=1 j=1
1 -
<N maX{jequ}logQN,A(Bj NC(M)),
~ . I 1
l0gQuA(2 \CM))} + 229, (3.30)
We have
1, ~ 1 .
N logQnA(BjNC(M)) < NIog (ieZMgeNl Qu(A )
i+ & 3] 4 log(cardiu.c)
< iemgn?(p} [IS—!— N IogQN(A.,J)] + N ) (3.31)
Denote
J— H 1 .
an(e) = max | max <|e+ N 109N (A,,)) :
and

= E |logQ B;
Bn je?i',.a..),(q} [OQQN,/\( J)},

EN(&‘)E. max [E[_ Jax (i£+$logQN(A;,j))},

1€m.e

logQn.A(2™\C(M)).
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We also have
1 ~ 1 ~
N logQnA(Bj) > N logQn.A(BjNC(M))

> max [(i —1e+ % logQn (Ai-,J)]

i€v.e

= max [ie+$logQN(A@,j)} —€. (3.32)

i€dve
Due to condition[{L), we have

[P{‘GN(S) — EN(S)‘ > t} < nn(tN)gcardiv e. (3.33)
We putM = My = NP, and we get

carddv e < 2||A[M/e+1
< 2||AIINP/e+ 1. (3.34)
Let
Xn(M,g) =max{w(M),an(€)} — B,

then we have

P{Xn(K,&) >t} <P{W(M) > Bn+t} +P{an(e) > Bn+t}. (3.35)
Due to property8), there exigts> 0 such that we have
P{w(M) > Bn+t} <P{w(M) > -K+t}. (3.36)
Thanks to[(3.32), we have
P{an(€) > By +1t} < P{an(e) > Bu(e) +t—€}. (3.37)
Fort > &, we apply [3.3B) and (3.B4) tp (3/37) to obtain
P{an(e) > Bn+1t} < (2 AINP/e+1)ann(tN). (3.38)

Combining [3.30) and (3.B1), we get

B q
E {IogQN,A (UBJ) - ?I
=1 €t
< E[Xu(M.£)] + Iog(qN+ 1) N Iog(2||/\|\|\ll\lp/£+ 1). (3.39)
Now, (8.3F), [3.3p) and (3.B8) imply

[E[XN(M,e)]g/(;+m[l>{XN(M,£)>t}dt

axq}[E {Iog@N,A(Bj)H

—+o0
g/ P{Xy(M,&) > thdt+¢
€.+oo
g/ P{(M) > —K +t}ct
+ (2|IANP/e+ 1)q/+oonN(tN)dt+£. (3.40)

Therefore, taking sequentiallyny e, liMk4-4 and limgr.0 in B:49), and using(3.26), we arrive at
@[E [Xn(M, )] <O0. (3.41)

Bound [3.4]1) together with (339) implies the assertiorheflemma.
0
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Let QN,,\ be the (random) probability measure defined by

~ . Qn
Qna = WA
Lemma 3.4. Suppose that the measurg Qatisfies the assumptions of the previous lemma.

Then(B.29)is valid also forQu a.

Proof. Similar to the one of the previous lemma. O

Remark 3.3. Recall that a pointx 2" is called an exposed point of the concave mappinfthere exists
A € RY such that, for all ye 27\ {x}, we have

I*(y) = 1"(X) < (y—x,A\). (3.42)
Theorem 3.2. Suppose
(1) The family{Qn : N € N} € .7 (RY) satisfies the assumptions of Lenjm4 3.3.
(2) ¥ ¢ Z is an open set.
(3) 0£ &(1*) € 2(1*) is the set of the exposed points of the mapping |
(4) Condition(B.9)is satisfied.
Then
lim %[E[IogQN(%ﬂéa)] > supl*(x). (3.43)

N7 +co XeY
Proof. Let B(x, €) be a ball of radiug > 0 around some arbitrasyc 2". It suffices to prove that
1
lim lim —E[lo B(x,€))] > 1"(x). 3.44
Jim I S E (09 Qu(B(<£))) = 1'(9 (3.44)

Indeed, since we have
Qn(Y) > Qn(B(x.€)), (3.45)
applying% log(-), taking the expectation, taking li@, .., € | +0 and taking the supremum ovee ¢ in

(.43), we get[(3.43).

Take anyx € ¥ N&. Then we can find the corresponding veatar= Ae(x) € RY orthogonal to the
exposing hyperplane at the poigtas in ). Define the new (“tilted”) random probabilityeasurdﬁN
onRY by demanding that

O P ST
dQN(y)_LN(/\e)e . (3.46)

Moreover, we have

1 1
NEloan(@xe)] = € flog [ dau(y)

1 1 .
— ZENogLn(A —[E/ ~N(yAe) g
N Elogbn(Ae)] + 1 {B(me Qn(y)

> %[E llogLn(Ae)] — (X, Ae) — £||Ae||2 + %[E [logQn(B(x,€))] -
Hence,

sliTo:\i.TrTo %[E [logQn(B(X,€))] > [~ (X, Ae) + 1 (Ae)] + eliTO% %[E [logQn(B(x,€))] -
Since we have

—(XNe) +1(Ae) = 17(%),
in order to show4) it remains to prove that

T A
inTOII%O N[E [logQn(B(x,€))] =0. (3.47)



20 The Aizenman-Sims-Starr and Guerra’s schemes for the &#ehwith multidimensional spins

The Laplace transform @N is

LSS

Hence, we arrive at
[(A) =1(A+NAe) — 1 (Ae).
Moreover, we have

() = 150 + (%, Ae) — 1 (Ae). (3.48)

By the assumptions of the theorem, the fan@ly satisfies the assumptions of Lem@ 3.3. Hence, due to
Lemma[3}4, the familQy satisfies[(3]4). Thus we can apply Theorenh 3.1 to obtain

i E[logOn(R\BU.£)] < sup (y). (3.49)
Nt+o N ye% \B(x,£)

Lemma[3 implies that there exists sorae= 2"\ B(x, £) (note thatxy # X) such that

sup  ™(y) =1"(x0).
ye Z\B(x,€)

Since/\¢ is an exposing hyperplane, usirg (3.48), we get

™ (%0) = 1" (%) + (X0, A\e) — 1 (A\e)
< [1(%0) + (X0, Ae)] — [1*(X) + (x,Ae)] <O, (3.50)

and hence, combining (3]49) ar{d (3.50), we get
— 1 A4
Jim SE [IogQN([R \B(x,))| <.
Therefore, due to the concentration of measure, we havesaknoely
1 R
m =1 RI\B 0
am N PION(RT\B(x£)) <
which implies that, for ale > 0, we have almost surely
. Py d o
Jim On(R*\B(x.£)) =0,

and [3.4]) follows by yet another application of the concatign of measure.

Corollary 3.1. Suppose that in addition to the assumptions of previousr'é we have

(1) I(-) is differentiable orint 2(1).
(2) Either2(l) =2 or

lim (|01 (A)]] = 0.
A—>09(1)
Then& (1*) = RY, consequently
lim E [logQu(¥)] > supl* (x).
N1 o0 N Xe¥

Proof. The proof is the same as in the classical Gartner-Ellisrédradqsee, e.g.m3]).
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4. THE AIZENMAN-SIMS-STARR COMPARISON SCHEME

In this section, we shall extend the AScheme to the case of the SK model with multidimensional
spins and prove Theorer.l 1 @ 1.2, as stated in the itiodu We use the Gaussian comparison
results of Sectlo. 3 in the spirit of KScheme in order to relate the free energy of the SK model with
multidimensional spins with the free energy of a certain ®RiBspired model. Comparing t(ﬂ[l] due to
more intricate nature of spin configuration space, some fil@ete occur. In particular, the remainder term
of the Gaussian comparison non-trivially depends on the&anaes and covariances of the Hamiltonians
under comparison. To deal with this obstacle, we use theatileealisation to the configurations having a
given overlap (cf.5)). This idea is formalised by adagtihe proofs of the quenched Gartner-Ellis type
LDP obtained in Sectiofj 3.

4.1. Naive comparison schemeWe start by recalling the basic principles of the’A®mparison scheme
(see, e.g.,|]7, Chapter 11]). It is a simple idea to get thepaivon inequalities by adding some additional
structure into the model. However, the way the additionalcttire is attached to the model might be
suggested by the model itself. Later on we shall encounteakbworld use of this trick. LetZ,&) and
(«7,2) be Polish spaces equipped with measyresdé, respectively. Furthermore, let

X ={X(0)}ges,A={A(0, a)}aez{.,v B={B(0)}acw

be independent real-valued Gaussian processes. Definertigarison functional
O[C|=E [Iog E0Nd(ueé)(o,a)|, (4.1)
Ix.a
whereC = {C(0,a)} c5 is a suitable real-valued Gaussian process. Theorem 4fjl if gasily under-
o

ac.
stood as an example of the following observation. Supdg¥e is somehow hard to compute directly, but
®[A] andd[B] are manageable. We always have the following additivityprty

®[X+B]=P[X]+P[B]. (4.2)
Assume now that
P[X+B] < DA (4.3)
which we can obtain, e.g., from Propositjon| 2.5. Combin{d) and [413), we get the bound
PIX] < D[A]—D[B]. (4.4)

4.2. Free energy upper bound. Let ¥ C Sym(d) be an arbitrary Borell set.

Remark 4.1. Note thatZ is closed and convex.

Let
INY)={oein:Ry(O,0) €V}
={oein:Ry(o,0) eV NU}. (4.5)
Let us define théocal comparison functionaby (x, ) as follows (cf. [4.]L))
1
Pu(x,7)[C] = [|ogm []LZN ” exp(B\/NC)H , (4.6)

whereC = {C(o,a)} gez is a suitable Gau55|an process. Let us consider the folgpfaimily (N € N) of
e

random measures on the Borell subsets of @)jrgenerated by the SK Hamiltonian,

A= [ YN (),
N
and consider also the following family of the random measgmwerated by the Hamiltoni#to, o)
A7) = B2V (v E/ dr(o,a 4.7
AN =R 0= xp(ﬁfgi ).01) ) driv(o, @), (4.7

where the parameter8 andU are taken from the definition of the procesax) (cf. (E)). The vectok
defines the random measwe .# (/) (cf. [L.8)), and, hence, also the meastiies . (= x <7 ).
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Remark 4.2. To lighten the notation, most of the time we shall not indiaatplicitly the dependence of
the following quantities on the parametersX, U.

Consider (if it exists) the Laplace transform of the mea@)

In(A) = / NUN GR(U). 4.8)
u
Let (if it exists)
~ 1 -
(A =lim SE [IogLN (/\)} : (4.9)
Define the following Legendre transform
FU)= inf |=(U,A)—®nX ) [B]+T(A)]. 4.10
W= ot [N - e [B+TTA)| (4.10)
2c2'(U.d),
NAeSym(d)

Denote, ford > 0,

Let
p(#) = im_ € ogA(¥)]. (4.11)

Remark 4.3. Note that the result of []9] assures the existence of th limthe previous formula.

Lemma 4.1. We have
(1) The Laplace transfor@) exists. Moreover, for anfk € Sym(d), we have

[ ovnanw

- exp(N(/\,RN(o,a))JrB\/NX(U))du®N(0), (4.12)
IN(T)

[ ovnaw
. N

- ZN(rV)Xﬂexp(NU\,RN(U,O»+B\/Ni;<Ai(a),ai))dm(a,a). (4.13)

(2) The quenched cumulant generating funct(@) exists in the Nf o limit, for any A € Sym(d).
Moreover, for all Ne N, we have
1
INn(A) = JENOGLN(A)] = Xo(x, 2,A,U), (4.14)
thatis Iy(+) in fact does not depend on N.

Proof. (1) We prove [4.13), the proof of (4]12) is similar. Singeis a compact, it follows that, for
arbitrarye > 0, there exists the following-partition of %

NE)={hcw re{l,. . K}}

suchthatJ, *r =% , %1 N ¥s =0, diam¥; < € and pick som&; € int%;, forallr #s.
We denote

- K N
In(A€) = r;ewm,vw /zwr)w exp(ﬁ\/ﬁ_;@q(a), q}) dm(o, a).

For small enougla, we have
(1— ZNH/\HE)eN(/\,RN(U-,G)) < NiMY) < NiARN(0,0)) (14+2N| A ).
Therefore, if we denote

EN(%,A)E/Z' (

N (V)%

exp(N(A.Ru(0,0)) + BVN iwmm) dr(0, ),
o i=
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we get

~

(1—2N[|Afle) Z (%) < Ln(A.g) < (1+2N|Alle) ZLN (7).

“1
Hence,
(1— 2N||Ale)In(Z,A) < In(A €) < (14 2N|[Al|€)In(Z,A). (4.15)
Lete | +0in (@.15) and we arrive at
Ln(A) = Ln(%Z,N).

That is, the existence afy(A) and the representatioh (4]13) are proved.
(2) ForallN € N, we have, by the RPC averaging property (see, §]g., [2, ®nebr4] or Theorerh 5.3,
property [}) below), that

%[E [logEN(%,/\) = On(x, %) [A+N(A,Ru(0,0))] = Xo(x, 2,A,U).
O

Proof of Theorerp 1] 1In essence, the proof follows almost literally the proof bEbren{ 3]1. The notable
difference is that we apply the Gaussian comparison inﬁq@ropositio) in order to “compute” the
rate function in a somewhat more explicit way.

Due to ), we can without loss of generality suppose thé compact. For ang > 0 andU € ¥/,
by @.1), there exista(U, 5) € Sym(d), x(U,d) € 2/(1,1) andQ(U, ) € 2'(U,d) such that

—(U,AU)) +T(AU)) < T5(U). (4.16)
For anyU € 7, there exists an open neighbourhaodJ) c Sym(d) of U such that

sup (V—U,AU)) <.
Ve (U)
Fix somee > 0. Without loss of generality, we can suppose that all thghtdurhoods satisfy additionally
the condition dian¥'(U) < &. By compactness, the coverify,., ' (U) D ¥ has a finite subcovering,
sayUP_, 7(U®™) > 7. We denote the corresponding to this covering approximian.16) by {x(") ¢
2'(1,1)}P_ and{2() € 2/(U) d)}P_,. We have

1
SlogRy(#) < log (Um ). (4.17)
Due to the concentration of measure Pr0p05|.1 2. 3 we pply aemmg 3]L and get
2 _ ]| ] =
I\JIITToo N lg { logPy (U“I/ ) 3 ?2?.),(p}[ [IogH\,( (U ))} H 0. (4.18)

In fact, since we know thaf (4]11) existf, (4.18) implies tha

p
g g fogRu (Ur )] = _max m GEfloomoru)].  @a9)

ForU(, x=x{, 2 = 207, Propositioq 2]5 gives
1 1 _
SE [logRu(r (U™))] = SE [logPu(¥ (U))] - en(x,%)[B
+2Z2n(x", 20 Uy (Uu)) + ()
< SE[logRur (U1))] ~ en(x %) Bl + Ke, (4.20)

whereK > 0 is an absolute constant.
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By the Chebyshev inequality and Lem@ 4.1, we have
A7 (V) <A{VeZ:(V-UANAU)) <3}
< ef6N/ NV-UAU) 4R (V)
w
= e N NUAUILN(AU)).
Thus, using[(4.30) and (4]16), we get

,Jm %[E [|ogPN(7/(u <'>))] < lim [—<u O AU — o[B] + % logLn (AU <f>))] —5+Ke

Nt-+oo
= —(Ur,A(Ur)) — ®[B] + 1{A(Ur)) — 5+ Ke
<T3(Ur) — 6 +Ke. (4.21)

Combining [4.1]7),[(3.13)[ (4 p1), we obtain

1 1
— lim = A < m im = =N ()
P(") l\!lﬁoo N Elloghy(7)] < re{l‘?.)‘(p} '\!ITJroo N E [loghu(7(U™)

< max I3(U")+Ke-o
re{l,..,p}

< supl3(V)+Ke—-0.

Takingd | +0 ande | +-0 limits, we get

p(¥) < supl*(U). (4.22)
ver

The averaging property of the RPC (see, e[}., [2, Theoretobproperty [}) of Theorerh §.3) gives
B (k+1) (12 (K2
x| = 5 3 %I IE-1QVE). (4.23)
To finish the proof it remains to show that, for any fixed& Sym(d), we have
T(A) =Xo(x,2,AU)
which is assured by Lemnfa}i.1. O

4.3. Free energy lower bound. In this subsection, we return to the notations of Sedtign 4.2

Lemma 4.2. For any % C Sym(d) such thaintZnNint% # 0 there existd C ~ with intA # 0 such that

. N
Hrg; %[E UZN('%Xdexp(N(/\, Rn(o,0)) + i;<A; (a),01)) dmv(o, a)

> IogAexp(((BZU +N)0,0))du(o) > —w. (4.24)

Proof. In view of (1.10), iterative application of the Jensen inalify with respect taE ) leads to the
following

E [Xnt1(X, 2,A,U)] < Xo(x,2,A,U).

Performing the Gaussian integration, we get

E[Xo12(6.2,AU)] > log [ exp((BU +A)0.0)) du(o).

whereA C 3 is such thap(A) > 0 and{R(0,0): 0 € AN} C 2. O
Define the following Legendre transform
FU)=  inf  |[—(U,A)—®[B]+I(A)+Z(x,2,U)]|. 4.25
W)= _jnf [=UA) -~ 0[BT+ 7 (x 2,)] (4.25)
2c2'(U.d),

AeSym(d)
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Proof of Theorerfi 1] 2As it is the case with the proof of Theordm]1.1, this proof dtdtmws in essence
almost literally the proof of Theore@.z The notable difece is that we apply the Gaussian comparison
in order to “compute” the rate function in a somewhat mordieitpvay.

In notations of Theorer@.z we are in the following situatio#i’ = Sym(d) and X is the topology
induced by any norm on Sy().

LetB(U, €) be the ball (in the Hilbert-Schmidt norm) of radias- 0 around some arbitraty € 7. Let
us prove at first that

lim fim SE logR (B(U. €))] > (V). (4.26)

Similarly to (4.29), for any(x, 2), we have
1
E [N IogPN(B(U,e))]
_ %[E [logRu(B(U. £))] — @[B] + % (x. 2.U.B(U, ) + (e). (4.27)

The random measufé satisfies the assumptions of Coroll§n] 3.1. Indeed:

(1) Dueto representatiol4), mapplrig is differentiable with respect td. Henceforth assump-
tion (ﬂ) of the corollary is also fulfilled.

(2) Let us note at first that, thanks to Propositior} 2.3, weehay ) = RY. Thus, the assumpti0|ﬁ|(2)
of Corollary is satisfied, as is conditign (3.9).

Moreover, the assumptions of Leming 3.3 are satisfied:

(1) The concentration of measure condition is satisfied dURmpositioS.

(2) The tail decay is obvious since the famﬂﬁN : N € N} has compact support. Namely, for all
N € N, we have suppy = %. Thus the measurQZN’/\ (cf. )) generated b\ has the same
support. Thus, supPna = % .

(3) The non-degeneracy is assured by Lerfimia 4.2.

Hence, due tq(4.27), arguing in the same way as in Theprdrwa.arrive at[(4.36). Note that i +oo
limit of %n(x,2,U,B(U, £)) exists, since in[(4.27) the limits of the other thedependent quantities exist
due to ]. The subsequent, +0 limit of the remainder term exists due to the monotonicity.

Finally, taking the supremum over € 7 in (B.24), we get[(1.22). O

5. GUERRA S COMPARISON SCHEME

In this section, we shall apply Guerra’s comparison schesae the recent accounts tm[@ EZ, 2])) to
the SK model with multidimensional spins. However, we shigk also the ideas (and the language) of
[]. In particular, we shall use the same local comparisoctional ) as in the ASscheme, semA).
The section contains the proofs of the upfder (5.16) and I¢fvd) bounds on the free energy without
Assumption2. The proofs use the GREM-like Gaussian pseE® RPCs as in the AScheme. We
also obtain an analytic representation of the remaindar tarhich is an artifact of this scheme) using the
properties of the Bolthausen-Sznitman coalescent.

5.1. Multidimensional Guerra’s scheme. Let & = £(xq,...,X%,) be an RPC process. Theorem 5.3@)1‘ [2]
guarantees that there exists a rearrangeifienf & (i) }ic) of the &’s atoms in a decreasing order. Recall
(L.18) and define a (randortiniting ultrametric overlap g : N2 — [0;n] N Z as follows

qu(i, J) = 1+maxke [O;nNZ: [r(i)]k = [7(])]k}, (5.1)

where we use the convention that max@®. This overlap valuation induces a sequenceaofiom par-
titions of N into equivalence classesNamely, given & € NN [0;n], we define, for any,j € N, the
Bolthausen-Sznitman equivalence relatasfollows

i~ )< ai) =k (5.2)
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Givenn € N, assume thatand.2 satisfy ES) and?), respectively. Recall the defimisiof the Gaussian
processeX andA which satisfy ) and Zl.}.?), respectively. We consiftart € [0;1], the following
interpolating Hamiltonian on the configuration spagex .«

Hi(o,a) = viX(o)+V1-tA(o,q). (5.3)
Given% C Sym'(d), the HamiltonianB) in the usual way induces the follogliocal free energy
¢N(t7XaQa&Z/) ECDN(Xv%)[Ht]v (54)

where we use the same local comparison functid@ (4.6) #eiMS scheme. Using@.S), we obtain
then

¢(0,%,Q,%) = ®n(x, %)[A and(1,x,Q, %) = On (X, % )[X] = pn(% ).

Now, we are going to disintegrate the Gibbs measure define#d one into two Gibbs measures acting
on% and.e/ separately. For this purpose we define the correspondenidna)local free energypn % as
follows

WtxQa.2)=log [  exp[BVNH(0.a)|du(0) (5.5)
IN()
For o € o/, we can define the (randorcal Gibbs measur® (t,Q,a,% ) € .#1(2n) by demanding that

the following holds

XL (0) = 23, (0) xp [ BVNH(0.0) (1 x Q.. 0).

Let us define a certain reweighting of the RE@ith the help of.) We define the random point process
{&}ge.r in the following way

E(a) = &(a)exp(y(t,x,Q %, a)).
We also define theormalisation operationt” : (<) — .#1(</) as

¢(a)
N (&) (a)= ————F—.
(&) (@) Sares §(Q')
We introduce théocal Gibbs measur@(t X,Q,%) € //{1(% x /), forany? C % x </, as follows
GEx,Qu) |V Z N () ()G, x.Q,a,%)[V]. (5.6)
acah
Finally, we introduce, what shall caBuerra’s remainder term
2
AMXQU) = Bz E[4(txQ%)29(xQ%)[IR@",0®) -Qa®.a®)||. 67

Note that [5}7) coincides wit] (1]20) after substitutihdl) with (L.2B).

5.2. Local comparison. We recall for completeness the following.

Proposition 5.1(Ruelle [24], Bolthausen and Sznitmdh [6For any ke [1;n+ 1] NN, we have
E[ (@ @){@V,a?) es?: q (o 0?) <k}] =x.

The results of Sectioﬂ 4 can be straightforwardly genezdlis the comparison scheme based@ (5.3).
Givene,d > 0 andA € Sym(d), define

V(N % ,€,0)={U" € Sym(d): U —U|r<e (U —-UA) <3} (5.8)
We now specialise to the cage = (7 (AU, €,9)).

Lemma 5.1. We have

%¢N(t,x,Q,7/(/\,u,e,5)) :%’(t X, Q,In(# (AU, €,8)))

z (IQU 2= 1QY2) + o). (5.9)
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Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Propositioh 2.5. Indeedlling thaQ(a™,a™) =U, and
settingZ = %(B(U, €)), we have

2paxQ%)

2
= Pe[stxQu)o91xQ2) [[Ro™ ) ~U|2- [Ro™, o) ~Qa, o) 2

= (V1B lQ(a™,a®) )]

BZ
=S E[9txQ%)29(txQ %) [|IR0,0®)-Q@V,a?)|2]]

- %[E [#txQ%)291xQ %) [|VE-IIQ@Y,a®) | + o). (5.10)

Using Propositior 511, we get

BZ
E|#(txQ%) 99 (t.xQ%) ||V~ Qa®,a®) 3]

2 n
%Elms)@ms)[ 3 (|Q<k+1>|%—|Q(k>||%)”
k= (a@,a())
S (19 - 1M E [ () 0 r €)1k a0 )
-£ > % (IQN Y- 1QUE). (5.11)
Combining [5.10) and (5.1 1), we g¢t (6.9)
(I
Lemma 5.2. We have
Pr(Zn(B(U, £))) =P (X, Zn (B(U. £)) —% 3 x(IQ IR~ QIR
+/Ol%’(t,x, Q,Zn(B(U, &))dt + 6 (). (5.12)

Remark 5.1. Note that the above lemma also holds if we substitdte B) with the smaller set’ (A, U, €,9).
Proof. The claim follows from 9) by integration. O

Proposition 5.2. There exists G= C(Z, i) > 0 such that, for all Ue Sym' (d) as above, and ak,d > 0,
there exists ad-minimal Lagrange multiplieA = A(U, £,5) € Sym(d) in (L.13)such that, for all t< [0; 1],
and all (x, 2), we have

pPn(EN(Y (A UL€,0))) < inf - f(x,2,U,N)+C(e+9) (5.13)
NeSym(d)

and

1
I 2n(B(U > inf  f(xX, 2,UN)+ i A(t 2n(B(U dt
am PNEN(BU,£) > | Inf T 2,U.N) + Iim |2 (X,Q,2n(BU,£)))

—C(e+9). (5.14)
Remark 5.2. The following upper bound also holds true. There existsC(Z, i) > 0, such that, for any
A € Sym(d),
Pn(IN(B(U, €))) < F(x, 2,U,A) +Cl|A e (5.15)

Proof. The result follows from Lemmf §.2 by the same arguments aseiptoofs of Theoren(s 1.1 and
. O
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5.3. Free energy upper and lower bounds.Similarly to the quenched LDP bounds for theZ&&heme in
the SK model with multidimensional spins (see Secﬂon 3)gekthe quenched LDP bounds for Guerra’s
scheme in the same model without Assumpfioh 1.8on

Recall the definition of the local Parisi functionfa(fl.13).

Theorem 5.1. For any closed set” ¢ Sym(d), we have

p(¥)< sup inf f(x.2,AU), (5.16)
Uernz X2.N)

where the infimum runs over all x satisfyiigg), all 2 satisfying(L.})and allA € Sym(d).

Proof. The proof is identical to the one of Theor¢m]1.1. O
Define thdocal limiting Guerra remainder tern#(x, 2,U) as follows
-1
Z(x,2,U)=—Ilim lim Z(t,ZN(B(U,€)))dt <O. 5.17
( o2 ) £L+ONT -+ Jo (’ N( ( ) ))) > ( )

The existence of the limits i (5]17) is proved similar to ttese of the A3 scheme, see the proof of
Theoren] 1]2.

Theorem 5.2. For any open se¥” C Sym(d), we have

p(7¥)> sup inf [f(x,2,AU)+Z(x,2,U)], (5.18)
Ueyn (X!‘Qvl\)

where the infimum runs over all x satisfyiigg), all 2 satisfying(L.3)and allA € Sym(d).

Proof. The proof is identical to the one of Theor¢m]1.2. The only negvédient is Lemmp 5.1 needed to
recover Guerra’s remainder terfn {5.7). O

5.4. The filtered d-dimensional GREM. GivenU € Sym' (d) non-negative definite, denote (U, d)
the set of all cadlag (right continuous with left limitsyi&" (d)-valued non-decreasing paths which end in
matrixU, i.e.,

2(U,d)={p:[0;1 — Sym"(d) | p(0) =0;p(1) =U;p(t) < p(s), fort <spiscadlag. (5.19)
Define the natural inversg ! : Imp — [0;1] as
p HQ =inf{t[0;1]p(t) = Q},
where Imp = p([0;1]). Letx=p~top c 2(1,1).

Let also2'(U,d) C 2(U,d) be the space of all piece-wise constant path€{i,d) with finite (but
arbitrary) number of jumps with an additional requiremérattthey have a jump at= 1. Given some
p € 2'(U,d), we enumerate its jumps and define the finite collection oficest{ Q™23 = Imp c RY.
This implies that there exigx 55 C R such that

O0=X<X1<...<Xn<Xpr1=1,
0=Q9 <M <Q@<... < QMY =y,
wherep(x) = Q. Let us associate tp € 2'(U,d) a new pathp € 2(U,d) which is obtained by the
linear interpolation of the path. Namely, let
t— X

5(t) = oM 1 (kD _ ok
p)=Q"+(Q Q )ka—xk

Letg: RY — R be a function satisfying Assumptign p.1. Let us introdueiltered d-dimensional GREM
process W Let

e X Xier1)-

W = {{W(t,[a]k) hter, 0 € & ke [0;n] NN}

be the collection of independent (for differentandk) R%-valued correlated Brownian motions satisfying

~ (oD _ ok 1/2W<t—7xk>
Wt ) ~ (@)~ QW)W ().
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where{W(t)}icg, is the standard (uncorrelate®j-valued Brownian motion. Now, fdc € [0;n] NN, we
define theR%-valued process§Y(t,a) | a € 7.t € [0;1]} by

Y(t.a) = kin[xk;l] (OWK(EA K1, [T

Lemma 5.3. For aW, a@ e o7, we have
Cov [Y(tl, G(l)),Y(tz, 0(2))} =p (tl Nlo /\XqL(a<1),a(2))) .
Proof. The proof is straightforward. O

Assumption 5.1. Suppose that the functiort ®? — R satisfies g= C?(RY) and, for any c> 0, we have
Jraexp(g(y) —clly||3) dy < e and also

sug(l\Dg(y>Hz+ 10%9(y)[|2) < +eo, (5.20)
yeR

where1°g(y) denotes the matrix of second derivatives of the functionyg=ak?.

Assumeg satisfies the above assumption. Ifet f, : [0;1] x RY — R be the function satisfying the
following (backward) recursive definition

_Jaly), t=1,
= {X—lklog[E[exp{kaka,yw(ka,a) Yo, tebney, 0D

wherek € [0;n]NN, o € & is arbitrary and fixed.

Remark 5.3. It is easy to recognise that the definition of f is a continut@lgorithmisation” of ()
Namely, X(x,2,A,U) = f(x,0), where

f(Ly) =gy = Iog/zexp(\/iﬁ {y,0) + <Aa,0>) du(o). (5.22)

5.5. A computation of the remainder term. Recall the equivalence relatioﬂb.Z). In words, the equiv-
alencei v j means that the atoms of the RECwith ranksi and j have the same ancestors up to the

k-th generation. Varying thk in @), we get a family of equivalences dhwhich possesses important
Markovian properties, seE [6].

Lemma 5.4. Forallk € [0;n—1]NN, we have

E| S AN E)] = X1~ (5.23)
IT;]
Pt

and also

E[zﬂ(f)(i)z} =1 %, (5.24)

Proof. (1) To prove [5.23) we notice that

E|S A EOONEHD| =E] T A EOAEG) T AEDAE))
i~] 1] 1]
k
= Xyl — Xk,

where the last equality is due to Proposit@ 5.1.
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(2) Similarly, (5.2}) follows from the following observati

E [IZ/VZ(E)(U] =t [%«/V(E)(i)e/’/(f)(i) = > MO ()

i<]
- 1_Xn7

where the last equality is due to Proposit@ 5.1.

Note that, using the above notations, we readily have

Ao.a)~ (%)l/zi<v(i><l,a>,m>,

where{Y" = {YD(1,a)}ger N, areii.d. copies ofY(1,a)}qc.s. Consider the following weights
E0(a) = &(a)exp(f(t,Y(t.a)).

As in [E], the above weights induce the permutatfdh : N — < such that, for ali € N, the following
holds

EOFAY (1)) > EOAY (i + 1)). (5.25)

In What follows we shall use the short-hand notatigfis(i) = £® (770 (i)), YU (si) = Y(s, 7tV (i)) and
O ={QY(i,}) = QY (i), AV (J)) }i jen-
Theorem 5.3. Given a discrete order parameterx2’(1,1), we have

(1) Independence #the normalised RPC point procest (&) is independent from the correspond-
ing randomised limiting GREM overlaps q.

(2) Independence #Z.he reordered filtered limiting GREM is independent from the corresponding
reordered weightg .

(3) The reordering change of measu@ven € N, letv, (-|Q) be the joint distribution of Y (1,1) }ici,
and ¥V, (-|Q) be the joint distribution of Y(¥(1,i)}i| both conditional on Q. Then

3:: Ig |£L gl_l exp(Xic{ f (X1, Y (Xir1,1)) — (Y (%, 1)) }) 5 (5.26)

where the innermost product in the previous formula is tatkegr all equivalence classes on the
index set | induced by the equivalenﬁze

(4) The averaging propertor all s;t € [0;1], we have
() o VAR (s) 3(s)
(e}, @)~ ({e@), %), 627
Proof. The proof is the same as in the case of the one-dimensional&¥elrsee[[6[]3]. O
Keeping in mind 6), we define, fére [0;n— 1] NN, the following random variables
Ti(a) = exp(Xic [f (X1, Y (Xier 1, @) = £ (%, Y (X, @))]) -

Givenk € [1;n] NN, assume that D a(® ¢ o7 satisfyq. (a¥,a®) = k. We introduce, for notational
convenience, the (random) measpiét, % ) — an element of#1(Zn) — by demanding the following

u(t,2) (g = E[Tu(ah) - Ti(aHTira (@) Tira(@®) - Ta(ah) Ta(a?)
gt aY w)yo9t,a? %)[g|, (5.28)

whereg: %2 — R is an arbitrary measurable function such tfat (5.28) isdfinitsing this notation, we can
state the following lemma.
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Lemma 5.5. Forany i, j € N, satisfying ir; Jii - j» we have
+

E[¢(ti.2)29( ] %)[|IRc",0%) ~Ql,])IEF]] = m(t %) [IIR(G{UZ) —QWIE|. (529

Proof. This is a direct consequence qf (§.26) and the fact that utidemssumptions of the theorem
Q(i,j) =QW.
O

Remark 5.4. It is obvious from the previous theorem thatis a probability measure.

The main result of this subsection is an “analytic projettiof the probabilistic RPC representation
which integrates out the dependence on the RPC. Compar(), it has a more analytic flavor which
will be exploited in the remainder estimates (Secﬁbn TisThalso a drawback in some sense, since the
initial beauty of the RPCs is lost.

Theorem 5.4. In the case of Guerra’s interpolatiofi.23) we have

n—-1
Z(t,%,Q,Zn(B(U, €))) :% %(Xkﬂ—xk)uk(t,ZN(B(U,'f))) IR(a*,0?) — QW2
K=
+O(e)+O0(1—x), (5.30)

ase — 0andx — 1.

Proof. Recalling (5.7) an6) we write
R(t,%Q.( [zw &)()

x%(t,x,o,i,%w(t,x,o,j,%[||R<ol,az>—Q<i,j>||%H.
Using Theoren} §3, we arrive to

2(1,%Q,2(U,£)) :—ZE[ ()

<E[Z(tx Q1L %) 29 (txQ|.%)[IR(0",0%) — Q. ))IIF]] -

(We can interchange the summation and expectation sinsaralinands are non-negative.) The averaging
property (see Theore@.B) then gives

A(t,2(,8) =5 Z[E N EODEF i, 27) 09|, %) (IR0, 0%) —Q,))IE]] -
(5.31)

For eachk € [1;n—1]NN, we fix any indexes';o,iék), jék) € N such thaiék) v j(()k) andiék) 2 j(()k). Rear-
+
ranging the terms i1) we get

A(1.2(V.€)) = zl i) 7)o i 7) | IR0".0%) - QU

< 3 EAEONO0)
Ex

+ B—;[E 4 (t,i0, %) ©%(t.io, %) [|R(0*,0%) —UE]] Y E[#(£)(1)?].  (5.32)

Finally, applying Lemmath 5.4 afd b.5 {o (5.32), we arrivgsad().
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6. THE PARISI FUNCTIONAL IN TERMS OF DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

In this section, we study the properties of the multidimenal Parisi functional. We derive the multi-
dimensional version of the Parisi PDE. This allows to repnéshe Parisi functional as a solution of a PDE
evaluated at the origin. We also obtain a variational regtgion of the Parisi functional in terms of a
HJB equation for a linear problem of diffusion control. Asyifiroduct, we arrive at the strict convexity
of the Parisi functional in 1-D which settles a problem ofqueness of the optimal Parisi order parameter

posed by [3[1] 20].

Lemma 6.1. Consider the function BRY x R, — R defined as

1
B(y,t) = - logE [exp{xf(y+2(t))}],
where f: RY — R satisfies Assumptign 5.1 afet) beoy is @ GaussiaiR9-valued process witBov[z(t)] =
Q(t) € Sym(d) such that Qt),y is differentiable, for all yv. Then

d
aB(y,t) = ; Z_ Qu(t) (3, B:Y) + X0y, B, )3, B(Y,L)) . (tY) € (0;1) x RY, (6.1)

u,v=

In particular, the function B is differentiable with respiéa the t-variable or(0; 1) and C(RY) with respect
to the y-variable.

Proof. DenoteZ = E {exf(y“(t))}. By [, Lemma A.1], we have

Ay 1< [Z Quv(t)9Zz, f(z)|zy+z<t>}>'

uv=1

A straightforward calculation then gives

AB(y) = — ( [z Quu(t) (420, ()dz\,f(z)—i—xﬁzzuzvf(z))e"f(z>|zy+z(t>}>. (6.2)

We also have

1
3,B(t) = —E [xe" @y, (@) ooyt ] (6.3)
and
02,80 =  (FE [exf(z) (€04 £(2)04,1(2)+ 024, 12) oy |
- ?[E [Xexf f(2)] =y st } {Xexf (2] =y st )]) (6.4)

Combining [6.R), [(6]3) and (§.4), we gt (6.1). O

Proposition 6.1. Denote D= UR_q(X; X 1)- The function f= f, defined in(5.2])satisfies the final-value
problem for the controlled semi-linear parabolic Parigipe PDE

d[f(y’t) + % ES,V:l%ﬁUV( ) (a)?uyvf( )+X(t)aYUf(yat)aYVf(yat)) = Oa (tay) eDx IRda
f(1,y) =a(y), yeRY, (6.5)
f(y,%—0) = f(y,x+0), ke [L;nnN, yeRd.

~ (k+1) _ (k)
Note that§p(t) = S —=2=, fort € (X Xcr1)-
Proof. A successive application of Lemnja 6.1 fo ($.21) on the irtisrd starting from(xy; 1) gives

() 0

Remark 6.1. Note that a straightforward inspection ¢6.2]) using(p.2), (.3)and @) shows that the
function f defined irfp.2])is C'(D) N C([0; 1]) with respect to the t-variable and?R?) with respect to
the y-variable.
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Lemma 6.2. Givenp € 2/(U,d), the function(p.2])satisfies the following:

72(0,0)=Ellog § &(a)exp{g(Y(1,a))}]. (6.6)
aca
Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the RPC averaging pyaBez]). O

Lemma 6.3.
(1) Givenke [1;n]nN and a non-negative definite matrix®@Sym(d), we have

Oq-q

where Me R9%9 is defined as
Muv =Ta(@®) -+ Ti(@ ) Tesa (@) Tipa(@@) - To(a V) Ta(a?)
azug( )|z— Y(1,a 1) dzvg( )l z=Y(1, a(z))

with g (aM, a(®) = k. Moreover,.7) does not depend on the choiceadt), a(? € o but only
onk.

(2) Given a non-negative definite matrix€QSym(d), we have

1
Q--qfp(0,0) = SE[(Q.M)], (6.8)
where M € Sym(d) is satisfies

Moy = Ta(@) - To(@) (052,002 +020(20202)) |, | - +0(1—x0),

as % — 1. Note that(6.8) obviously does not depend on the choice af <.
Proof. Applying [@, Lemma A.1] to[(66), we obtain

L X DE[(QM)], (6.7)

10(0,0) = —5

OsE [l09 aezd eXp{g 1 a } ’Q(k):Q(k)JrsQ}
1 ~
L[S e B0 (Qa, 0 )uslgn_gu.s0)
uv=1
{10(1):0(2)(0(1)70(2))(azzuz\lg(z) +52u9(2)32vg(z)) z=Y(La(®)
- 0,92,y Y(La) 92,9(2)| z=Y(1,a?) } ’Q<k):Q<k)+sQH '

Note that

D ag@y =k
1) ~(2) o Qu,V7 QL(G a ) g
2(Qa".a >uﬁv|o<k>—o<k>+sQ)‘{o, a(a®.a?) £k

(1) DefineM(aW,a®) c R9*d as

M(a(l>7a( >) 0Zug( )lz— 1a(1 azvg( )l Y(l,a(z))‘
Hence, we arrive at

1
Og-gfp@0) = —3E| T 1y (4w ge)i&(@?)E(@@) (@, a?)QM(a®,a®))].
aWa@ ey
The proof is concluded similarly to the proof of Theor@ 5ydusing the properties of the RPC
(Theoren{ 53 and Lemnja b.4).

(2) The proofis the same asin (1).

The following is a multidimensional version 30, Lemm8&H.

Lemma 6.4. Foranya € o7, we have
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1)
1
O fo (0, 0) |Xk:Xk—l = m E [Tl(a) w Tia(a) T (@) |Xk:Xk—l

7 ([ £, Y O, ) Tl @) b | = F Y 00, 0))) |

(2) Let M e Sym(d) with Myy = 75, F (X, Y (X, 0)) 05, T (X, Y (X, ) ), then

1
005, 10(0.0) = 5E[Ta(@) T 2(@)(QM)].
Proof. This proof is the same as i|ﬂ30]. O

We now generalise the PDE (b.5). Given a piece-wise contisxia 2(1,1) andQ € 2(U, d), consider
the following terminal value problem

af+3((QIPf)+x(QOf,0f) =0, () eR?x (0.1),
f(y,1) = g(y)-
We say thatf € C(0;1] x RY — R) is a piece-wise viscosity solution df (b.9), if there exists partition

of the unit segment &: xg < x1 < ... < Xp+1 = 1 such that, for eacke [0,n] NN, f : (X Xr1) X RY - R
is a viscosity solution (see, e.gﬂ, [9]) of

&f+1((Q02F) +x(QOf,0f)) =0, (y,t) € RY x (X Xs1),
f(y,Xk+l+0): f(yvxk+1_o)7
f(y,1) =9(y).

(6.9)

Proposition 6.2. For anyp¥, p(? € 2/(U,d), we have

C 1
150 (0.0) = 12 0,0 < 5 [ [I6®(0) ~ pP V)t
where C=C(Z) = E[||M||g].

Proof. This is an adaptation of the proof ¢f | 31 Theorem 3.1] to thétidimensional case. Assume with-
out loss of generality that the patp§" andp(? have same jump timelsq } 3. Denote the corresponding
overlap matrices afQ*¥}7 1 and{Q® 17 1. Givens e [0;1], deflne the new patp(s) € 2/(U,d) by
assumlng that it has the same jump tm{&@}”*l as the pathe™®, p(@ and defining its overlap matrices
asQM(s) = sQ1M + (1—)Q@X. On the one hand, we readily have

/0 1P = PP (O ect = 3 (=) Q) ~ Q.
k=1

On the other hand, using Lemrhal6.3, we have

O

n
105t 3 O He IR - QY

=3
Finally, we have

[f,0(0,0)— 1,2(0,0)] < / 195Tp(5)(0,0)[ds
Combining the last three formulae, we get the theorem. O

Remark 6.2. Note that using the same argument and notations as in théqugtheorem we get that, for
any(y,t) € RY x [0;1],

1 00~ 2 001 < S22 [ 6(5) - p(9) s
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Remark 6.3. Note that we can associate to egek 2(U,d) a Sym' (d)-valued countably additive vector
measure/, € ./ (]0;1],Sym"(d)) by the following standard procedure. Givenb)  [0; 1], define

Vo([a;b)) = p(b) —p(a)
and then extend the measure, e.g., to all Borell subsd6s §if

Theorem 6.1. Given U Sym' (d), we have
(1) The set2(U,d) is compact under the topology induced by the following norm

1
ol = [ IpWlect, pe2(u.a) (6.10)

(2) The functional?’(U,d) > p — f,(0,0) is Lipschitzian and can be uniquely extended by continuity
to the whole2 (U, d).

Proof. (1) The topology induced by the non@.lO) coincides withtibpology of weak convergence
of the above-defined vector measures. Sigel,d) is a bounded set, it is compact in the weak
topology.

(2) Thisis an immediate consequence of Propos 6.2.
O

In the next result, we summarise some results on the @E {&-Ie non-discrete parameters, cf.
Propositior] 6]1.
Theorem 6.2.

(1) Existence Assume that Q is i2(U,d) and is piece-wise @. Assume also that x is i®(1,1)
and is piece-wise continuous. Then the terminal value pml@) has a unique continuous,
piece-wise viscosity solutiory§ € C([0; 1] x RY).

(2) Monotonicity with respect ta. Assume @ 2(U,d). Assume also that®,x? ¢ 2(1,1) are
such that &)(t) < x?(t), almost everywhere for¢ [0;1]. Let f,,s and fo<2 be the corre-
sponding solutions of6.9). Then bExv < foxa-

(3) Monotonicity with respect tg. Assume g g, : RY — R satisfy Assumptio@.l and als¢ g g
almost everywhere. Let,f fg, : R4 x [0;1] — R be the corresponding solutions ¢.9) with
0= 01, = g2, respectively. Theryf < fg,.

Proof. (1) Due to the assumptions, the diffusion matﬂ&) )in (@) is non-negative definite.
Applying [E Proposition 8] to the PDE(E 9) successwelytbe intervals[x; X 1), where the
p is continuous, gives the existence of the solutions in \sgsense and, moreover, gives their
continuity. Uniqueness is ensured @[12 Theorem 1.1].

(2) By the approximation argument (cf. Theor@ 6.1), it iswyh to assume that', x? ¢ 2/(1,1)
andQ € 2'(U,d). Then Proposmo@il gives the existence of the correspgrpiece wise clas-
sical solutions of. NOp QX@ These solutions are obviously also the (unique) piece-wis
viscosity solutions of@g) The comparison resﬂlt [9, Otteen 5] and the non-linear Feynman-
Kac formula [P Proposition 8] give then the claim.

(3) This can be seen either from the representa (6.6 parmpproximation argument, or exactly
as in (2) by invoking the results 0|f|[9].

O

6.1. The Parisi functional. We consider now a specific terminal condition in the syst@)(@iven in

E.2d).

leenp € 2(U,d), let f, : [0;1] x RY — R be the value of (the continuous extension agitlJ, d) of)
the solution of[6]5) with the specific terminal conditiomeyh by [5.2p). Following the ideas in the physical
literature, we now define thearisi functional 2 (B, p,A) : Ry x 2/(U,d) x Sym' (d) x Sym(d) — R in
as

_ P 2y _
Z(B,p.N) = 1,(0,0) - /O xO)d([pM]lE) — U, A). (6.11)
The integral in 1) is understood in the usual LebesdilgeS sense.
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Remark 6.4. Note that the path integral term if.1])equals 10,0), where ft,y) is the solution of(6.9)
with the following boundary condition

d

ay)=BYL) =By yu YER
u=1

Obviously2'(d) is dense in2(d).

Theorem 6.3. We have

p(B) < sup inf 2(B,p,N). (6.12)
UeSym* (d) pe2'(U,d)
NAeSym(d)
Proof. The bound[(6.72) is a straightforward consequence of Theprd. O

6.2. On strict convexity of the Parisi functional and its variational representation. In this subsection,
we derive a variational representation for Parisi’s funmél. As a consequence, fdoe= 1, we prove that the
functional is strictly convex with respect to tke 2(1,1), if the terminal conditiorg (cf. (@)) is strictly
convex and increasing. This result is related to the proldéstrict convexity of the Parisi functional in
the case of the SK model.

LetW = {W(s)}scr, be the standar@Y-valued Brownian motion and I€tZ; }icg. be the correspon-
dent filtration. Define

YT ={u:[t;T] = RY| uis {Z }ter. progressively measurable

Givenue % [t;1], Q€ 2(U,d) andx € 2(1,1), consider the followin@®Y-valued and adapted {7 };cg
diffusion

Y(Qxuty) (g —y / )2 u ds+/ ))2dw(s), seft;1].
Given some functiog : R — R satisfying Assumptio.l, definfg y : RY x [0;1] —» R as
1
fox(v)= sup £ [a(r @4 (1) 3 [ Ju(sas]. 613)
ue [t:1] 2 Jt

Proposition 6.3. Let d= 1. If g is strictly convex and increasing, then the functiogill, 1) > x — fox
is strictly convex.

Proof. We have

quty —y— / 1/2 dS—|—/ 1/2

By an approximation argument, it is enough to prove thetstoovexity for the continuous;, x, € 2(1,1)
(x1 # x2). For anyy € (0;1), we have

vi@rastomeo (1) = [ (4 (1 ypodis) st [ Q)W)

<y [ 609) 2utgds - (1-y) [ (eQ(s) P u(sios
+/ 1/2 W(s)
=W Qle“‘”(l) +(1- )y @esti (), (6.14)

where the strict inequality above is due to the strict coiiganf the square root function. The strict
convexity and monotonicity off combined with the representatidn (§.14) implies tHat {pid3strictly
convex as a function of, since a supremum of a family of convex functions is convex. O
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Proposition 6.4. Given a piece-wise continuousex2(1,1) and a Qe 2(U,d) which is piece-wise in
CY(0;1), the function & : RY x [0;1] — R defined by(s.13)is a unique, continuous, piece-wise viscosity
solution of the following terminal value problem

{dtf +3((Q,02f) +x(QOf,0f)) =0, (yt) eRIx (0,1),

f(y,1) = g(y).
Proof. In away similar to the proof of Theorejn b.2, we successively/[d, Theorem 2.1] on the intervals
(% X«+1), Wwhere the data of the PDE are continuous. O

Theorem 6.4. Assume &= 1. Suppose also that g satisfies the assumptions of Prom)@) For any u=
R, the generalised Parisi functional given )With f5(0,0) corresponding to the terminal condition
g is strictly convex on u,1). Consequently, there exists a unique optimising order peter.

Proof. In 1-D, we can choose the coordinates such @at Ut, on [0;1]. ConsequentlyQ = U = const
on[0;1]. Hence, it is enough check the strict convexity with respestc 2(1,1). The result follows by
approximationin the norO) of an arbitrary pair of difint elements o2 (U, d) by a pair of elements
of 2/(U,d) and Proposition 6.1, .3 apd]6.4. 0

Remark 6.5. Due to the monotonicity assumption on g, TheoErh 6.4 doesaverr the case of the SK
model, where the terminal value g is given(py22)

6.3. Simultaneous diagonalisation scenarioln the setups with highly symmetric state spaggqsuch
as the spherical spin models [23] or the Gaussian spin moske Sectioﬁ 8 below), less complex order
parameter spaces U, d) suffice.

Given some orthogonal matr@ € ¢'(d), we briefly discuss the cagec Zgiag(U,O,d), where

Diiag(U,0,d) = {p € 2(U,d) | for all t € [0;1], the matrixOp(t)O" is diagona}.

The spaceZgiag(U, O,d) is obviously isomorphic to the space of “paths” with the raetreasing coordi-
nate functions ifRY, starting from the origin and ending ai.e.,

2(u,d)={p:[0;1] - R?| p(0) = 0;p(1) = u; p(t) < p(s), fort <s;p is cadlag,

whereu = OUO* € RY. The isomorphism is then given by

2(u,d) 3 p— OpO* € Zyiag(U,0,d). (6.15)

7. REMAINDER ESTIMATES

In this section, we partially extend Talagrand’s remaingistimates to the multidimensional setting.
Due to Propositio@z, to prove the validity of Parisi'srfarla it is enough to show that all the terms
in (6.30) almost vanish for the almost optimal parameterthefoptimisation problem i (5JL6). This can
be done if the free energy of two coupled replicas of the sy ) is strictly smaller than twice the
free energy of the uncoupled single syst (5.4), see iniggUa2). However, the systems involved in
@) are effectively at least as complex as the SK moddf.itse Section, we again apply Guerra’s
scheme to obtain the upper bounds (7.3) in terms of theefmeggy of the corresponding comparison
GREM-inspired model. One might then hope that by a carefalaghof the comparison model one can
prove inequality 2). In Sectio.3 @7.4, we forneikdme conditions on the comparison system
which would suffice to get inequalitm.Z), giving, hendee tonditional proof of the Parisi formula, see

Theoren{ 7]1.

7.1. A sufficient condition for py-terms to vanish. In this subsection, we are going to establish a suf-
ficient condition for the measurgs to vanish. This condition states roughly the following. Wbeer
the free energy of a certain replicated system uniformi istrictly less then twice the free energy of the
single system, the measyug vanishes irN — +oo limit (see Lemm2).

Keeping in mind the definition of (cf. (5.28)) and of the Hamiltoniak; (o, a) (cf. (6.3)), we define,
fora®,a(® e 7@K the corresponding replicated Hamiltonian as

H2 (0,02 a® a@) = H(o® a®)+ H(c?,a?). (7.1)
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Remark 7.1. We note here that the distribution of the Hamiltoniagikio™™, 0(?) depends only on k and
not on the choice of the indices?, a(? ¢ 72k

Remark 7.2. The superscript2) in (E) (and in what follows) indicates that the quantity is relatedhe
twice replicated objects.

Define
FP¥*=1(aV a?)ex?:q (aW, a?)=k}.
Additionally, for any? ¢ 2(B(U, £))? and any suitable Gaussian process,
{F(oW,0@,aW a@y):0M 0@ csy,a® a? e w},
we define théocal remainder comparison functionab

o161l ], oo{nRr )

duN(o® >du®“<a<2>>df<a<l>>df<a<2>>]. (7.2)
Define
07 (k,t,%,Q,7) = d 2K R (7.3)
N ( s Ly ) t
Lemma 7.1. Recalling the definitio.4), for any¥ c Z(B(U, £))2, we have
O (ktx Q%) < 9 (K t,x Q Z(B(U,£))) = 29n(t,x,Q, Z(B(U, £))). (7.4)
Proof. The first inequality in4) is obvious, since the expressiader the integral i.2) is positive.
The equality in[(7}4) is an immediate consequence of the Rie@aging property[(5.27). O

In what follows, we shall be looking for the sharper (in peutar,strict) versions of the inequalith)
because of the following observation due to Talagr [30].

Lemma 7.2. Fix an arbitrary 7 C 3n(B(U, €))?. Suppose that, for sonee> 0, the following inequality
holds

0 (1,%,Q,7) < 20n(t,x Q. En(B(U, £))) — €. (7.5)

Then, for some K> 0, we have
(1) < Kexp(—%) |

Proof. The proof is based on Theordm]2.2 and follows the line§ ¢fl[2inma 7]. 0

7.2. Upper bounds on¢(@: Guerra’s scheme revisited. In this subsection, we shall develop a mecha-
nism to obtain upper bounds @rt?) defined in [7]3). This will be achieved in the full analogy tadsra’s
scheme by using a suitable Gaussian comparison system.

GivenU € Sym*(d), we say thaV € R9*9 is anadmissible mutual overlap matrix for,uf

o= [U* V]eSym*(Zd) (7.6)

Furthermore, define
7 (U)={V e R¥9:V is an admissible mutual overlap matrix 08 .

Hereinafter without further notice we assume ttfa¢ Sym" (2d) has the form 6), wheré is some
admissible mutual overlap matrix far.

LetQ € 2(4,2d). Lety = {y € [0;1]}]'; be the “jump times” of the patp. We assume that the
“times” are increasingly ordered, i.e.,

O=rpo<n<..<tm<ta1=1
Consider the following collection of matrices
Q={9Q =9(y) c Sym'(2d) ;15"
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We obviously then have
0=00 <ol < . <M Qi+ — g (7.7)
Such a path) induces in the usual way the “doubled” GREM overlap kerfiets {Q(a, a®@) e
Sym*(2d) | aM,a®@ ¢ o,}, defined as
Q(aW,q?@) = nl®a®),
We also need thd x d submatrices of the above overlap such that

Q|11(a<1),a<2)) Q|12(a(1)’a(2))

Qliz(a®,a@)* Qlpp(a®,a@)]” (7.8)

AW, a@) = {

Remark 7.3. For cWg(@ e 5y, we shall use the notatiog® | (@ e ([RZd)N to denote the vector
obtained by the following concatenation of the vecwtS andg(?

oWio? = (am 0? esx3sc [RZd)

N
i )

Let us observe that the process
X = {X(Z)(T) =X(aW)+X(aW) | 1=0W110@;0 0@ ¢ ZN}

is actually an instance of thelzlimensional Gaussian process define@ (1.1). Hences itheefollowing
correlation structure, fort, 2 € =7,

Cov|X2(t),x® (1?)| = |R? (%, 12) |2
The pathp induces also the following two new (independent of evenghbefore) comparison process
Y@ = {Y(2>(a) ceRM|ac Mu}, with the following correlation structures
Cov {Y<2)(a(l>),Y(2>(a(2>)} =Q(a®,a?) e sym"(d).
As usual, Iet~{\(i(2>]»i'\‘:1 be the independent copies6f?. For the purposes of new Guerra’s scheme we
define a GREM:-like process (cf._(1}17))
AP =A@ (1 a):1=0M10@;01 0@ csya e o)

as

A =(2) " 3@

We fix somet € [0;1]. We would now like to apply Guerra’s scheme to the comparisontional ) and
the following two processes

{Ht<2)(a(1),a(2),a)} ,{\/fA(Z)(a(l) I 0<2),a)}

These two processes are, respectively, the counterpatte gfrocesseX (o) andA(o,a) in Guerra’s
scheme. B
Consider a pat® € 2'(U, d) with the following jumps

0= 00 < gW < <& < D).

oM),0@ezy,ace o) oc@esy,ace

LetA= {ﬂ(o, a):oe€iy,ae ﬁfn} be a Gaussian process (independent of all random objeciadjro
with the following covariance structure

E[A(0®,aW)A(0®,a?)] = 2(R(0'Y,0@),Q(a®,a?)).
For notational convenience, we introduce also the follgygnocess

A2 (6 6@, a® a@) = Ao, a®)+ Ac@,a?). (7.9)
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Recalling the replicated Hamiltonia@.l) and followingé&ra’s scheme, we introduce, ®€ [0; 1], the
following interpolating Hamiltonian

Ht(?(o(l), d@ a® a@)=/stx@ (oW 1 6@)+ /(1= stA? (cW 1 6@ aD)
+VI—tA?(cW 6@ a® a?). (7.10)
Giveng,d > 0 andg € Sym(2d), define (cf. [5.B))
v (g1, e,8) = {4 € Sym"(2d) : |t — U||p < &, (& — 41, &) < 5}
We consider the following set of the local configurations
sP(e.4.6,8) = {(a<1>, 0@) e sy x Iy :RZ (0W 0@ 0¥ 0@) e ¥@ (g 51 e, 5)} . (711)
Note thatZ,(\,2> (£,4,€,8) C In(B(U, €))% We consider also the RPC= {(r) generated by the vecter
and, for any suitable Gaussian process
F={F(oW, 0@ a® a@)|c® 6@ czy;a® a® e},
define the corresponding local comparison functional @){) as follows
2 [F) = %[E [Iog'//;/ .//;ka exp{B\/NF(a(l>, 0@ al, a(2>)}
duN(0)du N (0?)dZ (a®)d¢ (a?)].
Define the corresponding local free energy-like quantitﬁp&s(@))
Xstkn2anl(e ) =of HZ]. (7.12)
To lighten the notation, we indicate hereinafter only thpefedence of ons. Denote

tBZ n
B2 = - 3 u (12" V12— 12").
=1

Lemma 7.3. There exists G= C(X) > 0 such that, for any( as above, we have

2 ~
a—sx(s,t,k,;,a,n,z,@ (£,4,€,8)) < —B*2 +Cg, (7.13)
Consequently,
(2) (2) <@k 2)( 1) ~(2) (1)
02 (kt,x, Q.22 (£, 8l,€,5)) —(Dz@m,u,s,a)[‘/m (0W 1 o@, a®)
+VITTA® (0 162, 0, a?)] - Bt Ce. (7.14)

Proof. The idea is the same as in the proof of T 5.1 and is basBdbpositior] 2]5. Since we are
considering the localised free energy-like quantitie$2Y,.the variance terms induced by the interpolation
{7.10) in (2.14) cancel out (up to the correcti6ie)) and we are left with the non-positive contribution of
the covariance terms. O

Given£ € Sym(2d), we consider the following stencil of the Legendre transfor
@KL ] = — (2,50 — BY2 + S E[log L[] o exelBVRF (0, 0?0, a2)
N 52 JJ) @k
+(2(aW116@), 0 1 oy}
duN(e)duMN(0@)dg (a ) (@?)].  (7.15)
Definition 7.1. Let F: Sym(2d) — R. Givend > 0, we call£(% € Sym(2d) §-minimal forF, if

FINOY< inf  F(A)+0.
NAeSym(2d)
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Lemma 7.4. There exists G- C(Z) > O such that, for altl andQ € 2/ (4, 2d) as above, alE,d > 0, there
exists ad-minimal Lagrange multiplief = £(41, &,8) € Sym(2d) for (7.15)such that, for all ke [1;n]NN,
allt € [0;1], and all (x, 2), we have

o0& (kt,x Q=P (2.8,68) < inf 2 kw[\/A( )11 0@, )

£eSym(2d)
+VI—tA@(gW | @ a(l),a(z))}
+C(e+9). (7.16)
Proof. The argumentis the same as in the proof of The 1.1. O

Consider the family of matrice® = {5(” € Sym*(2d) |1 € [0;n+1]N N}, defined as

~ o ob

Q= [g(,) gm} : (7.17)
forl € [0;K NN, and as

~ o ok

ah= [%k) %m} , (7.18)

for| € [k+ 1;n+ 1] N N. Additionally we define, fot € [0;n+ 1], the matrices
QM) =ta+(1-1Q.
LetZ!) € R%*2 for| e [0;1], be independent Gaussian vectors with
COV[ } - 2[52( Qi+ )—ﬁ“)(t)).
Giveny € R%, £ € Sym(2d), consider the random variable

X2 (9.t Iog//exp 7,001 0@+ (g(aW 02,0 ||0(2)>)du(0(1))du(0(2)).
(7.19)

Define recursively, fol € [n;0] NN, the following quantities

X2 @k, Q(t),2) = xlllog[EZ“) [exp(g X2 (g+20, k,;,ﬁ“)(t),z)ﬂ . (7.20)
Lemma 7.5. We have
(2kr.2 [\/fA(Z)(G( 0@, a4 VI tA? (g |, 6@ g, a<2>)}
(2,4 +x(§2><o,x,ﬁ<'><t>,s>. (7.21)
Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the RPC averaging pﬂ@). O

Proposition 7.1. Under the conditions of Lemnja 7.4, we have

@ @ < it (- @(0.+.5 g
o (k,t,x, Q.2 (z,u,e,a))_%é%m)( (2,4) + X7 (0.5,9(1),£)) ~B*2 +Cle + ).

Remark 7.4. Similarly to(5.18) there exists C= C(Z, ) > 0, such that, for any € Sym(2d),
O (kX Q 20 (Bt £)) < —(£,4) — BT+ XP (0.1, 2(1), 2) ) +Cllllee.

Proof. Immediately follows from Lemmath 7.4 ahd]7.5. 0
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7.3. Adjustment of the upper bounds on¢?. Proposition] 2]1 implies that there exists [1;n] NN
such that

IQU VIR < IVIE < 1Q1E. (7.22)
Assumer = k. (Other cases are similar or easier as shown for 1—[E|n [3U¢)make the following tuning
of the upper bounds of the previous subsectionnSein+ 1. Letw € [%_1/2;%]. Define
2, 1e[0k—1NN,
u=nw=<w |=k (7.23)
X, lek+1;n+1NN

Let
| .
@ = {3, 1 Cencam
Moreover, supposf = {Q 1}/ satisfy
4/QU2, | €[0;k—1 NN
1902 = { 4|V|3, | =k, (7.24)

2(IQUYIE+IVIE), 1€ lk+1in+2 NN,
Suchq) exists due to[(7.22). Moreover,df> 2, then it is obviously non-unique.

Lemma 7.6. In the above setup, we have

n
82 =tp*{(w—x-0) (IQUIE - IVIE) + 3 x (IQ" VB~ 1QVIE) }
Proof. The claim is a straightforward consequenc7.23) @QY. O
Define the matrix® (™Y ¢ Sym* (2d) block-wise as
DMy = BAU — QMY |1y + B2L-1)(U - Q") + L1y,
D1, = B2V — Q" |15) + €)1,
DM Yo = BA(V — Q™Y ]12)" + 21,
DM o = B2 (U — Q" ]55) + B (L—1) (U — Q™) + Lz,
Furthermore, we define

~ 2(y — o
Sym+(2d) 5 = [B u OQ J+A BZ(U _OQ(n)) :| .

Lemma 7.7. We have
X2, (7k 5, At Iog//exp y,0Y 1@y (2 (g | g2 o), 0(2)>)

x du(a®)du(a®).
Proof. Sincern,2 = 1, the result follows from a straightforward calculationtbé Gaussian integrals in

{.29) forl =n+1. O

Define
s_[A 0] _[u Q¥
s=[p Ja=[Y ¥

Lemma 7.8. For any ye RY, | € [0;n+ 2] NN, we have

2X-1(y,x, 2,U,A), | e€[kn+2] NN

(2) a0 —
% (y'y"(w)’Q’SMW‘Xk1_{2><.(y,x,g,u,/\), I €[0;k—1NN
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Proof. A straightforward (decreasing) induction argument @jives the result. Indeed: for=n-+2, an
inspection of [7.19) and (1.9) immediately yields

X 1Y@ e (W), Q, ) = Xas1 (VY% 2,U,A) + X1 (v, %, 2,0, A),
wherey® y(@ ¢RI, Let Z!) be a Gaussiand2dimensional vector with
Corf20] op(@!+ &)
Define two Gaussiad-dimensional vectorg()-* andZ()-2 by demanding that

70 =701, 702,

Due to (7.1}7) and[(7.18), the vectct8):* andZ(!) are independent, fdre [k;n+1]. We haveZ():* ~
Z":2 forl € [0;k— 1]. Assume that € [k;n+ 1] NN and

X2y 1 y® x(w), 2, €) = X (v, %, 2,U,A) + X (v, x, 2,U,A).
By definition (7.1p), we have

X2y 1y k5, Q,8) = ;Iog[EZ(') lexp(aX 20 1y® +20 k.2, 9))|
|
_ 1 4z 1) 501
= 5 1ogE?" [exp{x (X (" + 2001 x 2,U.)

+X(y? +Z<'>’2,x,£2,u,/\)) H
=X-1(yV.x, 2,U,A) + X _1(y? %, 2,U,A).
By the construction and previous formula, for k— 1, we have
X0 1Y ke, D, )i = X 6 1Y k. 2, 8)
= X1 (Y, %, 2,U,A) + X _1(Y?,x, 2,U, ).

Finally, forl € [0;k— 2], we recursively obtain
~ o~ 1 ~(|) ~ ~
Xy 1y k9, 8) lwx ¢ = o logE* [exp(n)ﬁ(ﬂ(y‘” iy +2z0), k,x,D,S)Iw:xk,l)}

_ 2, 701 X (1), 501

= Zlog[E {exp{g(xlﬂ(y +Z" x, 2,U N\)

XY +20% % 2,0,0)) }
=2X(yV,x, 2,U,A).
(]

Remark 7.5. Motivated by Lemmatfa 7.2 afid]7.8 (see also Se¢ti¢n 7.4), sethe following problem. Is
it true that, as in 1-D (sed[[3q, P1]), there exisise 2/ (41, 2d) satisfying the assumptidfi.24)such that
the following inequality holds

SEQ%N)(—@,M +Xéz)(O,x(W),ﬁ(t),S)Iw:xkfl)

?
<2 inf (—=(AU 0,x,2,U,N\))? 7.25
<2 int (~(AU)+%(0.%.2.U.0)) (7.25)
Similar problems have at first been posed [33]. The resotudf the above problem seems to require
more detailed information on the behaviour of the Parisidiional ()or, equivalently, of the solution
of (6.9)as a function of ¢ 2(U,d) .
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7.4. Talagrand’s a priori estimates. We start from defining a class of the almost optimal pathsHer t
optimisation problem in[(6.]12). Recall the following conient definition from [2]1].

Definition 7.2. Given Ue Sym* (d), we shall call the triplgn, p*, A*) € N x 2/,(U,d) x RY a 8-optimiser
of the Parisi functiona(.13) if it satisfies the following two conditions

P(B.p*.N)< inf  P(B.p,N)+6. (7.26)
pe2'(U,d)
AeSym(d)
2(B.p . N)= inf P(B.p.A). (7.27)
pe2h(U.d)
NAeSym(d)

Remark 7.6. It is obvious that for anyd > 0 such aB-optimiser exists. The main convenient feature of
this definition (as pointed out i0]) is that n (the numbéjuomps ofp*) is finite and fixed.

Recalling [5.1B), we set
2 n

g t

PIN (1) = —(U.A) == 3 % (IQUPIE= QW) +Xo(x 2,U.A). (7.28)
K=1

Under the following assumption (at first proposed in 1-[{i@]}3we shall effectively prove that remainder

term almost vanishes on tieminimisers of [6.1]1), see Theordm]7.1.

Assumption 7.1. Let{ € Sym" (2d) be defined byff.§). We fix arbitrary § € [0;1), € > 0 and & > 0.
There exists K= K(to, €,0,41) > 0, B(tp, £,0,4L) > 0, and Ny = No(to, £, 9,4l) € N and £* € Sym(2d) with
the following property:

If (n,p*,\*) is a 8-optimiser, for somé € (0;6(to, €, 0,41)], then uniformly, for all te [0;tg), N > No
and all ke [1;n] NN, we have

* * 1
O (kX Q20 (27, 41,6.8)) <20 Nt — QM VIR +Cle+8).  (7.29)

Remark 7.7. The validity of the above assumption for general a priori m&as is an open problem.
However, in the particular case of the Gaussian a priori dimition the assumption is indeed effectively
satisfied. See Sectiﬁh 8 and Theo@w 8.1, in particular. Jikiess a complete proof of the Parisi formula
for the case of Gaussian spins.

Remark 7.8. If the bound([7.2})holds then Lemmfa 7.6 with wx_1 would imply that

? k o)k Nk
02 (k1,20 (27,11, ,8)) < 2% 2N (t) +C(e + 5). (7.30)

The above inequality would then be a starting point for theiarpestimates in the spirit of TalagrancHBO]
which might lead to the proof of Assumpt@ 7.1

7.5. Gronwall’'s inequality and the Parisi formula.

Theorem 7.1. Suppose Assumptifn]7.1 holds.
Then we have
lim pn(B)=  sup inf  2(B,p,N).
NT-+oo ( ) Uesym+(d)p€3/(U,d) ( )
AeSym(d)
Proof. The proof follows the argument (ﬂSO] (see aI@ [21]) witle Bdaptations to the case of multidi-
mensional spins. The main ingredients are the Gronwalliakity and Lemmé 7]2. Theorgm b.1 implies
that
lim pn(B) < sup inf  Z(B,p,N).
NT-+oo UeSym* (d)PE 2'(U,d)
NeSym(d)
We now turn to the proof of the matching lower bound. As in theqgp of Theore2, it is enough to
show that
lim lim ¢n(1,x,Q,B(U,€)) > inf  Z(B,p,N). (7.31)

€J-+O0NT+00 pe2'(U,d)
NAeSym(d)
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(1) We fix an arbitraryJ € Sym'(d). Fix also somég € [0;1). By Assumptiol, we can find
the corresponding(tp,V,U) > 0 with the properties listed in the assumption. We pick @ny
(0;6(to,V,U)] and let(n, p*,A*) be a correspondekoptimiser. Note that, by definitior (7]28),
we have

"< N(1) = 2(B.p"U,N)
and, by Definitior] 7]2,
9% (L)~ inf 2(B,p,U,N)<6. (7.32)

pe2'(U.d)
AeSym(d)

(2) We denote
An(t) = XM () — gt X, Q" B(U, €)).
Note that, due to[(5.].2), we obviously have
An(t) > —Ce. (7.33)
Define
Alt) = I\JIITTOOAN (t).

The definition [7.38) and Theorgm b.4 yield

d 1n—1
O <5 Y (in =Xk [IRu(0,02) — QW 1] +Ce. (7.34)
dt 2 L&

(3) Let us seD = sup,.s||0||2. We note that, for ang®, 0@ ¢ 3y, we have
R(U(l>, 0.(2)) c [_DZ, DZ]dXd.
Given the constarit from (7.29), for anyc > 0, we define the set
20U, = {(0W,0?) € 2n(BU, €)% R0, 0@) - QU2 > 2K (An() +O)} . (7.35)

It is easy to see that by compactness we can find a finite ccg/efﬁ\,z)’k(u ,€) by the neighbour-
hoods 1) with centres, e.g., in the corresponding sadofissible overlap matrices

A E {R(a(l),o(l)) e [-D?;D?|94: (g ) e Z,(\,Z)’k(u,e)}.

Thatis, there existsl = M(¢, 3) € N and the finite collections of matricd¥ (i)}, C 7/,\510 U,¢)
and{U (i)}, c B(U,&) nSym"(d) such that

M
20U € U (20 (0). 46, £, 8), (7.36)
i=1

where

LUy V()
0= 5o

and£*(i) is the corresponding-minimal Lagrange multiplier.

(4) Giveni € [1;M]NN, let (n(i),x*(i),Q*(i),A*(i)) be the corresponding td (i) 6(i)-optimisers.
Due to Lipschitzianity of the Parisi functional (Proposit) and the fact th&l (i) € B(U,¢)
we can assume thati) = n. Using the bound[(7.29) and the definiti¢n (7.35), we obtain

} € Sym"(2d),

. . * (1 * (1 * (1 1 .
O (kL QL EY (27 (1), 101 £,8) < 29X DN D)) — QM —V (i) [+ C (e +6)
<2¢n(t,x",Q",B(U,g)) —c+C(e+9),

where the last inequality is again due to Lipschitzianitytted Parisi functional (Propositi.2)
which allows to approximate functional’s value(at (i), Q*(i), A*(i)) by the value afx*,Q*,A*)
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paying the cost of at mo§e. Choosec > C(g+ 0). Then Lemm2 implies that there exists
L=L(g,d,c) > 0 such that

uk(Zﬁ)(Q*,u,e,é)) < Lexp(—%) )
Therefore, the inclusi06) gives
L (Z,(\,Z)’k(U,e)) <LM exp(—%) : (7.37)
Hence, for eack € [1;n]N N, we have
e[ IRu(0®.0?) - QU] = [ IRu(0™,0®) ~ Q¥[IB1 (0.0

+H [”RN(G(l)v o) - QWi (1_ Lok e e 0(2>))}
=141l (7.38)

Forall(c®,0@) e (ZN(B(U )2\ 28U e, 5)), we have by definition

IR(c™,0?) — QW < 2K (An(t) +0).

Therefore, using Remafk 5.4, we arrive to

Il < 2K (An(t)+C). (7.39)
The bound[(7.37) assures that
| <LM exp(—%) . (7.40)
(5) Combining [7.39) and (7#0) with (7]38) arfd (7.34), wéairb
%AN (t) <2K(An(t) +c)+LM exp(—%) +C(e+9).
Hence,
d

5 ((AN (t)+c) exp(—th)) — exp(—2Kt) (%(AN (t) +¢) — 2K (An(t) + c))

d N
< — — - )
< exp( 2Kt)(dt (LM exp( L) +C(e+ 5))
Integrating the above inequality and noting that dug togBAn (0)| < Ce, we arrive to

An(t) + ¢ <(Ce+c)exp(—2Kt) + LM exp(-%)
+C(e+9)(exp(—2Kt) — 1)+ C(e+9).
Passing consequently to the limNist +o, € | 40, d | +0 and finallyc | +0 in the above inequal-
ity, we get

lim A(t) <0, forallte [O;t).

£l+0
The existence of thE 1 +oo limits is guaranteed by the general result of Guerra andn'mh[@].
The limitse | 40, 0 | +0 exist due to monotonicity. Finally, combining the abovequoality with

(7-33), we get

lim A(t) =0, forallt e [0;to]. (7.41)
£l+0
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(6) Now, it is easy to extend the validity df (7]41) onto thealéinterval[0;1]. Indeed, due to the
boundedness of the derivativesdn§ and@, we have, for any € [0; 1,

a( < [ Santan

_ ( /0 ., :) %AN(t)dt

1l d
< (An(to) —An(0)) + —AN(t)‘d’t
to | dt
<Ay (to) +L(1-tg). (7.42)
Passing to thél 1 +oo limit, applying (7.4]L), and then iy — 1 limit in (F.43), we get
lim A(t) =0, forallte [0;]].
£l+0

(7) In particular, the previous formula yields
0= lim A1) = ™2 (1) — lim ¢n(1X", Q" B(U, £)).
£l4+0 £l+0

Note thatgn(1,x,Q,B(U, €)) does not depend on the choicexodndQ. Hence, by 2), we
obtain

lim 1,x,QBU,e))— inf 2Z(B,p,U,N)|<86.
im gn(1X,Q"BU.&) — int Z(B.p.U.N)
NAeSym(d)

The proof of 1) is finished by noticing that tBecan be made arbitrary small.

8. PROOF OF THE LOCALPARISI FORMULA FOR THESK MODEL WITH MULTIDIMENSIONAL
GAUSSIAN SPINS

In this section, we prove Theor1.3. The rich symmetrigh@i{Gaussian a priori distribution allow
rather explicit computations of the, terms (seel)). This allows us to prove that the analagon
Assumptior] 7]1 is satisfied, implying the Parisi formulatiez local free energy (Theordm|L.3).

Remark 8.1. The case of Gaussian spins is very tractable due to the (@atlyygood symmetry (i.e., the
rotational invariance) of the Gaussian measure. Therefibis not surprising that in this case the calculus
resembles the one for the spherical SK model[c{. [2B, 29].

We start from the estimates under a generic (i.e., no simedtas diagonalisation, cf. Secti6.3)
scenario.

8.1. The case of positive incrementsLet, fork € [0;n] NN,
AQMK = QD) _ gk,

. . . n+1
We define, for\ € Sym(d), a family of matncee{D(') € [RdXd}F as follows
D(n+1) =C,
and, further, fok € [O;n] NN,
n
DM =Cc—A—-2p? Z()(,AQ('). (8.1)
=

We assume that the matricAsandC are such that, for all€ [1;n+ 1] NN, we have
" ~o.

We need the following two small (and surely known) technlaainmata which exploit the symmetries of
our Gaussian setting. We include their statements for r&sactEnvenience.
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Lemma 8.1. Fix some vector k& RY and a Gaussian random vectoezR? with Varz= C~1 € Rd*d,
Then we have

E?[exp({(z.h) + (Ao,0))] = (det[c (C—/\)*l])l/z

X exp(% {(C—N)"h, h>> .

Proof. This is a standard Gaussian averaging argument.
O

Lemma 8.2. For a positive definite matriaQ € Sym(d), let z~ .47(0,AQ). We fix also another positive
definite matrix Dc Sym(d) such thanQ—* - D1,
Then we have

£ exp( (0 a2+ ) )| = (detD(D-8Q) 1)

~1/2

x /@ exp(%((D—AQ)lh,h)) .

Proof. This is a standard Gaussian averaging argument. See,bf.o[ an argumentin 1-D.
O

Now we are ready to compute the teMu(x, 2,U,A\) (see 1)) corresponding to the a priori distri-
bution (1.2p) in a rather explicit way.

Lemma 8.3. We have

Xo(x, 2,U,A) = = <<[D<1>]1,AQ<°>> + (DY) h,h) + i Liog (‘ELM)) :

2 & X detD()
Proof. (1) We start from computing the following quantity
. n
Xn1 = log / dexp<%<v<'>,o>+</\a, o>> du(o), (8.2)
JR 1=

whereY () € RY are independent Gaussian vectors with variance
var [Y“)} —2p2Q".
We denote
n
h=h+ S Y0,
2,
Lemmd[8.]L gives

/Rd exp <|i<Y(l>’ o)+ (Na, o>> du(o) = (det[c (C- A)*l} ) 1/2

1 e
x exp(é <(c—/\) h, h>) :
(2) Next, we define, fot € [0;n] NN, recursively the following quantities
1
X = - log EY [exp(x X 11)].

Applying the Lemm4 8]2 td[(§.2) recursively, we obtain

1 121 detD( D
— 2i(pW-1 (y©) (0) R
X1 = 5([(D™] (Y +h),Y +h)+2|:1)q Iog( ) ) (8.3)
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Recall that we have

Xo = lim_ Iog EY0 [exp(xXy)]
X—>+
—[E0 [X1] (8.4)
and note that

£ (DY YO 1), YO by | = 28%([DY],4Q%) + (D] *h,h). (8.5)

Hence, combinind (8 4) anfl (B.5) with (8.3), we obtain theotiem.
[l

8.2. Simultaneous diagonalisation scenarioln what follows, we employ the simultaneous diagonalisa-
tion scenario introduced in Sectipn]6.3. Suppose that,4d0;n+ 1] NN, and some matri© € ¢(d), we
have

D" =o*dlo,
where the vectord(") € RY, for| € [0;n] NN, satisfy
0<db <d+D,

That is, the vectord(") are (component-wise) increasingly ordered and non-negati

d 2 n (I+1)
Xo(%, 2,U,A\) = %;(2‘3 ZVV S+ +zl| (dvv )) 8.6)

%Z (1% Y2~ Q1 2) = %z (la* 13— g®3). 8.7)

Proof. This is a standard argument which relies on the standardiamee properties of the determinant
and the matrix trace.

Lemma 8.4. We have

O

Define the 1-D Parisi functional for the cage (}.26) as

B ZBZq(l)+h2 n 1 dd+1
P(pA) == Au+ = IZl)qlog a0

-p? Zim( U2 gO)2). (8.8)

Proposition 8.1. There exists G= C(Z) > 0 such that, for all uce RY and all £,6 > 0, there exists an
d-minimal Lagrange multiplieA = A (U, £,3) € RY in (f..12)such that, for all tc [0;1] and all (x,p), we
have

pn(EN(Y (AU, €,9))) < ! |nf (Z 2 p\,,)\\,)) +C(e+9) (8.9)
and
, 1. (3 e
Jim_pu(en(B(U.€))) > 5inf (VZ?(PV’AVHN“TTW | #xQ zN<B<u,e>>>dt>

+C(e+ ), (8.10)
Proof. We combine[(8]6) and (8.7) and the Proposifioh 5.2 to[ge) &hé (8.1D). 0
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8.3. The Crisanti-Sommers functional in 1-D. In this subsection, we adapt the proof [29] to obtain
the equivalence between the (very tractable) Crisanti+8ers functional@l] and the Parisi 0@8.8) in
the case of the Gaussian a priori measl.26). Similasitkased on the symmetry of the a priori
measure were exploited in the case of the spherical mode{E ].

We restrict the consideration to 1-D situation for a mom@&ivenu > 0, considep € 2;,(u,1), A € R,
he Rand let{d") € R}"! be the scalars playing the role of matri@$ (cf. (8.1)). Thatis,

n
d(l) =C—A— ZBZ Xi q(k+l> _q(k> ,
3% ( )
d™b =c,
We define, fok € [1;n] NN, the family of vectorgs® € R}, by

K = IikXI (q<'+1> - q<'>) . (8.11)

We also define the Crisanti-Sommers functional as follows

(1 n14q s
€.7(p) =1—cu+h%sV 4 11 + Z lo g<s<,+1>+log[ (u—q' )]

+p° zm( I gO). (8.12)
Lemma 8.5. If (p,A) is an optimiser for8.§), that is,
P2(p,A)= inf 2(p',A"), (8.13)
(p"A7)
then, for all ke [1;n] NN, the pair(p,A) satisfies
h2+2B82q0 %11/ 1 1
(G e il M ol e S
q = [d(l)]z + |Zl X| (d(l) d(l+1)) . (8.14)
Moreover,
A=c—2B%u—-q")—(u-q") (8.15)
and, for all ke [1;n] NN, we have
! 1 _ 52 k1) _ ok
m—@—zﬁ Xk(q(+)—q())7 (8.16)
and also
1
K _—
W= (8.17)

Remark 8.2. In the formulation of the theorem (as well as elsewhere} iimiplicit that d¥ = d(p, A)
and $9 =sM(p,A).

Proof. (1) Rearranging the terms iEBB) we observe that

2
PP MN)=—Au+ """ ZB + ;logd <— - —) — logd(™d) — |ogd<l>
_RB2 |+1 (12
B Zm( P~ [a"2). (8.18)
We compute, fok,| € [1;n] NN,
0 k<l
ad(|> ) 5 )
g0~ 2B %, | =k, (8.19)

2B? (X — Xi1), k>1.
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Using {8.1P) and the representati¢n (B.18), we computeehkessary condition faig, A ) satisfy
f27), fork € [2;n] NN,

9 2 2% +h2 k11 /1 1
0= 0q(k> gz(qu) _ZB (Xk_xkfl) l_ [d(l)—]Z + lZZW E - Z
1 1
+ W% xd® +qk} . (8.20)
We also have (fok = 1)
@ _ (1) 4 p2
_ 0 2| Xl(q + ) X1 (1)
0=Gqm (@A) =28 [ A2 " a4
qt +h?
= Zﬁle {q(l) _ % ) (8.21)

Relations[(8.40) and (8 21) then imply (§.14).
(2) Using the fact that

ad®
oA 7
we obtain
i} h?2+2B%qM "t1/ 1 1 1
ﬁﬂ(q,)\)_—u—ki[d(l)]z +|;Z <W_—d(|+l))+w' (822)
Applying (8.14) withk = niin (B.22), we obtain that the necessary conditionXdo satisfy [8.13)
is as follows
0 1 1 1
_ Y — My = (- =
0= 53 2(QA)=-u+q¥+ - <d<n> d<n+1>)
— U~ ugq (c— A —2B%(u— q(”)))& (8.23)
dm '

which implies {8.1f).
(3) Relation [8.1) is proved as follows. Subtracting tHatiens (8.1}4), we obtain, fdcc [1;n— 1] N
Nl

1 1
ktD) g0y = — _ _~
xk(q q ) =90 gk (8.24)

By (B.23), we have
1
X (" —q") =u—q" = .

(That is, ) is valid also fok = n.) Combining the previous two relations, we get, kog
[1;n NN,

o L (8.25)

(
STE 9w

Using (8.2p) and[(8.24), we get
2B, (q(k+1) _ q(k)) — gk _ gk

(by (8:23)) = d*Dd®x, (q(k+1) _ q(k)) — gkt g® (s<k> B S(k+1))

(by B29) - — —
which is (8.1p).

si+1) &)
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Lemma 8.6. If p is an optimiser of(8.12) that is,
¢ (p) =inf¢.7(p"),
o’

then, for all € [1;n] NN, (B-1§)holds.

Proof. The strategy is the same as in the previous lemma. We rearthaggummands i12) to get

L (1) (n) n-1
€S (p) :h23(1>+q_+|0£_ logs + <1_i)|ogs(|)

s X1 X1 S\ X X1
n
+log(c(u— (#1012 _1q12) . (8.26)
(ctu=d")+823 x (id )
We have, fok,| € [1;n] NN,
0 k<l
as ’ ’
I~ X k=1, (8.27)

X1 — Xk, k> 1.
(1) Relation [8.27) implies, fok € [2;n— 1] NN,

a 2 q¥ X 1— X
m%y(l)) =h*(X1—X¢) — W(kal—xk)—i- W

+“M<l_i>_ﬁ<i_i>
|; s X X_1 K\ X X1

+28%q™ (% 1—x¢) =0.

Hence,
(1) 1 k-1 1
og2q — _p2o 97 _(___>
P TISOZ " xqsD X W % sSO\x  x-
(1) k-1 1
_ 2. 9
—_h +W_ < TR ) (8.28)
(2) To handle the cade= n, we note that
sn)
log (1+ c(u— q(“))) Iog (s(n+1 )

and, hence, the argument in the previous item shows )(8.2lso valid fok = n.

(3) Differentiating the representatiohn (8 26) with reslnecq(1 and using[(8.37), we obtain
0 2 1 qu X]_ 2 (1) o
m%ﬁ(p) —xth + ot g SO s —2pBxq" =0.
Therefore,
1)
20 _ 2. 4
249" = —-h"+ SO

which is (8.2B), fork = 1.

(4) Subtracting equationf (8]28), we arrivefto (B.16), foka [1;n] N N.
0

Proposition 8.2. The functionalgB.12)and (8.8) are equivalent in the following sense
inf 2(p',A") =inf€.7(p").
oA o’
Proof. (1) Let (p,A) be the solutions of equationf (8]16) afd (B.15). Lenimi 8&aguees that

p is the optimiser of the Crisnati-Sommers functional and hexf8.b assures th&p, ) is the
optimiser of the Parisi functional.
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(2) We have
240t _ 47
P(p,A) =€ (p) =—Au+2p7"s —S(—l+cu 1
_ZBZZXI ( (I+1)) [q(l)]z)' (8.29)
We can simplify thed[BJ-like term (that is the summation) i (8]29), usirg ($.16) 48.1}).
Indeed,
2 ( (1+1)) )2) 2 ( (141104 _ g1 1 g1+ (|>)
2B Zm I7)=2B Zm q e —aV ] +a [ —a]

(by (8.16) and[(8.31))= Z (2[5 q(+v [ I+1] +q [S ]+.1) - S(_][>]> . (8.30)

Regrouping the summands {n (d.30), we get

B30) =232 Z Sl ( (I+1) |)) +2p2 (q(l)s(l) —q<”>s(“>)

o — q<l+1> g g
Due to [8.1p), we have
gl gl g
2 (1+1) _ o)
2p ( —d )_ XSS gt

Applying the previous relation, we get that the both sumaneiin [8.3]) cancel out and we end
up with

5 — 232 (gWg1) _ gmgh R N
€33) =287 (s ") + 7 - -
Now, turning back to[(8.29), we get

P(p,A)— €S (p) = —Au—2B> (uz— [q(”)]z) +2B%qMsM — S tou-1

(by €-1) and[BA1- ~u (c—28%(u—q") - (u-q™)) - 282 (v~ [¢"?)

q(n)
—qm

+2pB%q" (u - q(”)) +cu—1
=0.
(]
8.4. Replica symmetric calculations. In this subsection, we shall consider the one dimensiorsd o&
the a priori measur6) withh= 0. We shall also restrict the computations to the aasel which

is often referred to in physical literature as the replicansetric scenario. It is indeed the right scenario
under the above assumptions, as shows Theprgm 1.3.

Lemma 8.7. Letu satisfy()with h=0. Assume & 1, n=1and c> 0. Given u> 0, we have

, . q 2(12_ o2
f ¢7p)= inf [1- I — — — =f 8.32
it @)= int (1-curioglotu—a)+ L+ B P-P) ) ~ flew, (832

where f(c,u) is defined in([L.27)
Proof. Using the definitions, we obtain

9 4 9(p) = :q [Iog(u q)+ q + B (u? —q)]

—2B%q.
a4 3 B°q

q
(u—q)?
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Hence, the critical points af — ¢.¥(q,u) are

V2
Qo=0,0qup=u+ PTh
Furthermore, we also have
02 1 29
——=€.7(q,u) = + —2pB2.
R T T T
Hence, as a simple calculation shows, the infimg in [8.32)tiaéned on
10 us (8.33)
T %, u> % '
which implies [8.3P). 0

Lemma 8.8. Under the assumptions of Leming 8.7, we have
(1) For c > 2v/2B, we have

sup inf €.7(q,u) = €.7(0,u”) = B?(u*)? 4 logeu" — cu* + 1,
u>09€(0u]

where

(2) For c < 2v/2B3, we have
sup inf ¢.7(q,u) = +co.

u>09¢<[0:u]

Remark 8.3. Under the assumptions, the above theorem says that fromaiiné gf view of the global
free energy, the system can only exist in the “high tempegatscenario, cf. () The threshold at
co = 2v/2B could be easily understood from the perspective of the nofmandom matrices.

Proof. (1) Suppose > 2v/2p. Recalling 7), fou e (0;\2/—3], we introduce the following function

f(u) = log(cu) + B%u? — cu+ 1.

We have
7] 1
—f(u)==-+2B%—c
e (u) u—l— Bu—c
Hence, the critical points of the functidnare
J _ c+,/c?—8p?
12 = 4p2 .
Furthermore, we have
0? , 1
EITe f(u)=2B"— 2

We notice that* < \2/—3 and, hence, due tp (1]27)
€. (0,u*) = B%(u*)?+ logeu’ — cu* 4 1.
(2) If ¢ < 2/2B, then the function

U (228 —c)u—i—log% - % (1+l0g2)

is unbounded on%; +00).
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8.5. The multidimensional Crisanti-Sommers functional. Recall the definition[(7.28).

Proposition 8.3. Assume &= 1. Given u> 0, we have

3v2B-clutlogt —1-92 ¢ (\/2uB—1), u>¥2
224N (1) = ( V2P ) 95 2 (\/_ P 2) \2/5 (8.34)
2B?(u)? +log(cu) — cu+ 1 —tB3(u)?, us< ¥
Proof. Combining [8.B),[(8.12) with Lemmfa $.7 and Proposifioh &2 get the claim.
O

8.6. Talagrand'’s a priori estimates. In this subsection, we prove that Assump@ 7.1 is satisfigte
case of the Gaussian a priori distributipn (}.26) witk 0.

Theorem 8.1. Letu satisfy()with h=0, assume Uz Sym" (d) is such thamin, u, > \2/—3 and suppose
C> 0. LetQ= Q" andA\ = A*.
Then, for anyd € (0;1) and any te (0;to], we have (cf(f.29)with k= 1)

y 1
02 (1,t,x,Q,52(2,1L,¢,5)) < 20%2N(t) — < QW —V|2+ o(s+5). (8.35)

Proof. (1) We employ the notations of Sectifn]7.2. et 1. Givenil € Sym(2d) (cf. ([.9)),
choose arbitrary matrice%Q(') e Sym2d) |1 € [0;2n N} satisfying [7]7). Defing = x which,

in particular, implies thaf = &. Finally, we set, fot € [0;n+1]NN, Q") = Q).
(2) Propositiod 7]1 implies that, for adyminimal £ € R24*2d we have

t 2
B2 11 (2.106.8) < —(e.u) B (9@ R~ [aR)
+xP(1,590(1),2) + 6 (s +5). (8.36)

3) We define a matrix € R24%2d 35 follows
(

[t

Recalling {8]1), we define also the following matri®®) = ¢ and
W =c-g- (2@ -2¥()). (8.37)
Applying Propositior] 8]1 to[(8.86), we get
1
o (L EY (2,40,6,8)) < 5 [~ (£.1) 8% (12?2~ |aW3)

- detD(?
2pW-1 @)
+2B2(@W) 1, 2W 1)) +log < oo® | | T
(4) Assume that the matrices
QW 0@ ) ¢ g2dxd (8.39)

are simultaneously diagonalisable in the same basis whiglvén by the orthogonal matri?
R24>2d | et the vectors

qM,q@ o ¢ rM (8.40)
be the corresponding spectra of the matri8.39). Thakissssume that
QW = 9*diagg9, 0@ = O*diagg? 0,
oM =990, QW = 9*diagd' Vo,
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where we have introduced the matf ¥ (t) € Sym’ (2d). By €.33), we haveQ? — QW = 21,
wherel denotes the unit matrix of the suitable dimension. The defims (7.1}) and[(7.18) then

imply
N2 _ a1 £2
a®-a =23 (8.41)
Using the definitions and the above relation, we obtain
A (1) = 0" (tdiaga® + (1 -2 @) 9,
Q@) — W (t) = 0 (tdiag(q<2> — g+ (1—t)2£§I)D. (8.42)
Motivated by [8.1]7), we set
-1
0\(,1) = (u\,— q\(,l)) . (8.43)
In view of (8.37), the above choice necessarily yields §f1§))
£ = ¢— 9" diagy —ay”) 0 - (2% (1) -2V
—e— D*(diag(uv— aM)1 4 tdiagq@ — q©) + (1—t)2£§I)D. (8.44)

Applying Lemmt08) and usinp (§.44), (3.4p), (8.4& get the following diagonalised
(8]

representation o B6)

P (1,t,x Q.22 (£,4,¢,0)) g% logdete — %<¢,u>

2d

+ %VZ{W [(uv —a) 2B2(t(q\(/2) —q)+(2 —t)z—\/s)}
+ 28— V) (tal? + (L -03") + loglu, — Q)
—tB2((a”)2 = ()?) | + o). (8.45)

Using the definitions, we get

d
<Q:,5J> = 2<C7U> = 2 Z CVuV7
v=1

d

logdet¢ = 2logdeC =2 leogcv. (8.46)
V=
Motivated by [8.4}L) (or by[(8:33)), we define
V2
q\(,l) =uy— % (8.47)
In this case, as a straightforward calculation shows, tipeession in the curly brackets i45)
equals
2V2Buy+ V227 (1—t) —logB — %(Iog 2—1t). (8.48)

By the definitions and the general properties of matrix tracehave
2d 2d d
aw =Y aw=2% QW,
le ' v; ' v; '

2d d
v=1 V=
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Combining [8.4p) with[(8.48)[ (8.49) anfl (8 46), we obtain
d
O (LEXQEV(8.4.8)) < 5 (~owh-+Iogoy+3v2uB
V=

- %(IogZ—t) — V2Btu—logp — 1) +0(e)

d

=23 9l + (o) (8.50)
where in the last line we have used the relatfon {8.34).

(5) To get the version of the a priori bour[d (§.50) with thedyagic correction term as stated [n (8.35),
we perturb the r.h.s of (8136) around our choic&t in (B.43), i.e.,

-1
0 = (w-2l") " =vapl,
where in the last equality we usdd (§.47).

8.7. The local low temperature Parisi formula.

Proof of Theorerfi 113The result follows from Theorerp 8.1 and Theorgn] 7.1. Noté the proof of
Theorem[7]1 requires a minor modification to cope with the faat the a priori distribution[(1.26) is
unbounded. This minor problem can be fixed by consideringptheed Gaussian distribution and using
the elementary estimates to bound the tiny Gaussian tails. O

APPENDIXA.

The general result of Guerra and Tonin[19] implies ttheg thermodynamic limit of the local free
energy ) exists almost surely andLih The following existence of the limiting average overlagis
immediate consequence of this.

Proposition A.1. We have

E[%n(B) @ %n(B) [VarHn(o) — E [Hn(o)Hn(a")]]] rrram Cc(B) >0,

where C: Ry, — R..

Proof. The free energy is a convex function Bf(a consequence of the Holder inequality). Hence, by a
resultin [1p] the following holds

im 5 [Pu(B)] = G EIP(B)]
Propositior] 2}4 implies
SFEIPN(B)] = BE [(B) & Su(B) [Varkh(@) ~ E [Hu(@)Hn ()]
O

The following super-additivity result is an applicationtbé Gaussian comparison inequalities obtained
in Subecti03. Note that the result does not provide eiminfgrmation for the cavity-like argument of

[
Proposition A.2. Forany? =B(U,€) C %, we have

NE [pn (7)) +ME[pm(7)] < (N+M)E[pnsm (7)) + (N+M)E(g),
ase | +0.
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Proof. Define the procestym ={Y(0): o=0a 1 T;a € ZN,T € 2y} as follows

N 1/2 M 1/2
Y(a||T)E<N+—M) x,§1>(a)+(N+—M) X\ (1),

whereX M) andX (@ are two independent copies of the procésSiven some Gaussian procé€X o)} ges,
let us introduce the functiondl (f3)[C] as follows

Pum(B)(C] = E [logu™ ™MW [15, 15, () exp(BVNFMO)] |

Now, setg (t) = Pnym(B) [vEiXnim +vI—tYam] - Applying Propositior] 2]5, we get

d B BZ(N—H\/I)
ad’(t) = fﬂg(t) @91)[

(VarXN+M (U(l)) — VarYN’M (0(1)))
- (Cov [XN+M(G<1)),XN+M (0(2))} —Cov [YN,M(GH)),YN,M(G(Z))} )H . (A.1)

Note that we have

¢(0) = NE [pn (7)) +ME [pu (7))

¢(1) < (N+M)E[pnm (7)), (A-2)

where the last inequality is due to the fact that, foraalt Zn(7) and allt € Zn(¥), we have
anteznm(?).

Moreover, foro = a 11 T with o € Zn(7) ando € Zu (7)) we have
2

N M
N—i—MRN(a O()—i-WRM( T) -

- Rt DB =0 (e).
Also, due to convexity of the norm, we have
Cov {XN+M(U(1))aXN+M(G(2))} —Cov [YN,M(U(:L))’YN,M(U(Z))}
2
N

- = [Ru(a™.a®)|3
» N+M 2

VarXnm(0) —VarYym (o) = H

a®
HN+M )+N+MRM( )

<
- IR, 1) <o

Applying _foldt to (E) and using the previous two formulae, we get the claim O
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