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We present an analytical technique to compute the probability of rare events in which the largest
eigenvalue of a random matrix is atypically large (i.e. the right tail of its large deviations). The
results also transfer to the left tail of the large deviations of the smallest eigenvalue. The technique
improves upon past methods by not requiring the explicit law of the eigenvalues, and we apply
it to a large class of random matrices that were previously out of reach. In particular, we solve
an open problem related to the performance of principal components analysis on highly correlated
data, and open the way towards analyzing the high-dimensional landscapes of complex inference
models. We probe our results using an importance sampling approach, effectively simulating events
with probability as small as 10−100.

Theoretical physics and random matrix theory share
a long history that dates back to Wigner [1], and that
powered progress in various areas ranging from disor-
dered systems [2, 3] to quantum chaos [4], quantum chro-
modynamics [5], or superconductivity [6]. The growing
interplay of physics and statistics [7–9] further strength-
ened this connection. A textbook example of this bond
is principal components analysis (PCA), a statistical es-
timation method based on random matrix theory, and
applied in fields as diverse as image compression [10–13],
neurosciences [14, 15], genetics [16], or finance [17].

To fix our ideas, let X ∈ Rm×n be the data matrix,
whose columns {xi}ni=1 are observations independently
drawn from a Gaussian distribution N (0,Γ). PCA aims
at discovering a “principal component” eigenspace of the
covariance matrix Γ by studying the largest eigenvalue
of the sample covariance matrix Cn ≡

∑
i xix

ᵀ
i /n: in-

deed, a strong outlier eigenvalue in Γ typically induces a
corresponding outlier in Cn [18–21].

Pioneering physics works [22, 23] addressed the general
question “How good is PCA ?”. Precisely, they wished to
understand if an outlier can appear in Cn even if there
is no structure to uncover in Γ: this “null hypothesis”
provides a model to gauge the significance of results ob-
tained on a real-world dataset. Such atypical events are
known as large deviations, and the mentioned works, as
well as subsequent ones, had to restrict to uncorrelated
data, in which Γ is the identity matrix (or a finite-rank
perturbation of it) [22–27]. Realistic data (e.g. a natural
image) indeed contain non-trivial correlations that the
Coulomb gas analysis used in [22, 23] is not equipped to
handle. While data structure is a key ingredient of learn-
ing and inference [9], probing the statistical significance
of PCA on correlated data remained an open question.

The present letter addresses and solves this long-
lasting problem for arbitrary Γ, i.e. PCA with correlated
data. We further discuss other consequences of our re-
sults, notably in the physics of disordered systems.

To state our main result, we first define the mathe-
matical quantities involved. Letting xi =

√
Γzi with

zi ∼ N (0, 1), one can see that Cn has the same eigen-
values (up to possible zeros and a scaling factor) as

2 3 4 5 6
λ

0.0

0.1

0.2

B
u

lk
d

en
si

ty
σ

(λ
)

0 4t
0

ρ
(t

)
ρ(t)
dmax

σ(λ)
smax

xc(ρ)
Gσ(x)

Gσ(x)

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

F
u

n
ct

io
n

s
G
,G

∆ ∼ n−2/3 ∆ ∼ O(1)

“Bulk” ∆

FIG. 1. The bulk σ(λ), and the functions Gσ, Gσ for α = 2
and ρ(t) the Marchenko-Pastur law with ratio 1. In the box,
we plot ρ(t) and the right edge dmax of its support. The black
arrow is an outlier in the spectrum of Hn, and ∆ is the gap
between this outlier and the bulk σ(λ).

Hn ≡ ZᵀΓZ/m. The “bulk” of Hn, i.e. the large n
limit of its eigenvalue density (1/n)

∑n
i=1 δ[λ − λi(Hn)],

is denoted σ(λ). The large n limit of the empirical
spectral density of Γ is denoted ρ(t). We show an ex-
ample of σ(λ) in Fig. 1, when ρ(t) is the Marchenko-
Pastur law [28]. σ(λ) is analytically derived using the
Stieltjes transform of random matrix theory: Gσ(x) =
Tr[(x − Hn)−1]/n =

∫
dλσ(λ)/(x − λ). Assuming that

m/n→ α, the Marchenko-Pastur equation [28] gives the
inverse of Gσ :

G−1
σ (ω) =

1

ω
+ α

∫
dtρ(t)

t

α− tω
. (1)

σ(λ) is determined by Gσ(x) via the Stieltjes-Perron in-
version formula σ(λ) = − limε↓0 Im[Gσ(λ+iε)]/π. In par-
ticular, the support of σ(λ) and its right edge smax can
be computed (analytically or numerically) from eq. (1).
By rotation invariance of Z, one can diagonalize Γ, i.e.
assume Γ = Diag({dµ}), with all dµ ≥ 0, which implies
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that:

Hn ≡
1

m

m∑
µ=1

dµzµz
†
µ, (2)

in which the {zµ} are standard Gaussian vectors. This
leads us to further extend the matrix model to gener-
alized sample covariance matrices, in which the fixed
variables dµ of eq. (2) are not necessarily positive, and
the zµ can be real or complex. Importantly, the pos-
itivity (or negativity) of the matrix Hn is equivalent
to the positivity (or negativity) of all dµ. We denote
ρ(t) = limm→∞

∑m
µ=1 δ(t − dµ)/m, and dmax the right

edge of the support of ρ(t), that we assume to be bounded
(see the inner box in Fig. 1).

In the following, we detail our main result before dis-
cussing its consequences, notably for an old open prob-
lem in the physics of disordered systems. We then probe
our findings using precise numerical simulations. The re-
maining of the letter is devoted to the derivation of our
result.

Large deviations - From now on we restrict to
the study of λmax(Hn). Since we can always consider
d′µ = −dµ, our analysis also applies to λmin(Hn). We
emphasize that the large deviations regime corresponds
to macroscopic changes in λmax(Hn), which are exponen-
tially rare, as opposed to the typical fluctuations, which
are generically in the scale n−2/3 [29–31]. These two
regimes are shown as cyan and grey regions in Fig. 1.
Crucially, we assume that max1≤µ≤m dµ approaches dmax

as m → ∞, i.e. that there is no outlier in the list {dµ}.
This ensures that λmax(Hn) converges to the right edge
smax of the bulk σ(λ). In other words, the set of vectors
{zµ} such that the spectrum of Hn has an outlier is very
atypical under the Gaussian distribution.

We now state our result under the aforementioned hy-
potheses. Let β ∈ {1, 2} for respectively real and com-
plex zµ, with the convention 〈|z|2〉 = 1 for a Gaussian
standard random variable. We denote Pn(x) the PDF of
λmax(Hn) (for given {dµ}). For x ≥ smax:

Pn(x) ' exp
{
− n

I(x)︷ ︸︸ ︷
β

2

∫ x

smax

[Gσ(u)−Gσ(u)]du
}
. (3)

The function Gσ is defined in the following (technical)
way. By monotonicity arguments, it can easily be seen
that the equation G−1

σ (ω) = x has a second solution
ω = Gσ(x), sometimes referred to as the “second branch”
of the Marchenko-Pastur equation (1). Examples of
(Gσ, Gσ) are given in Fig. 1. An important remark is
that Gσ(x) can saturate if dmax > 0 (i.e. if Hn is not
negative). In this case, Gσ(x) = α/dmax for x ≥ xc(ρ),
with

xc(ρ) ≡ d2
maxGρ(dmax) + (α−1 − 1)dmax. (4)
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FIG. 2. The rate function I(x) for different values of α and
two different distributions ρ, in the real case. The full dots
show the right edge smax of the bulk, while the empty dots
(when present) correspond to the transition xc(ρ).

Here, Gρ(z) =
∫

dt ρ(t)/(z − t) is the Stieltjes transform
of ρ(t). Possibly, xc(ρ) = +∞ if Gρ(dmax) = +∞. If Hn

is negative, then Gσ(x) diverges to +∞ as x ↑ 0, and we
set Gσ(x) = +∞ for x ≥ 0.
Discussion - Eq. (3) is the main result of this letter.

The negative of the argument of the exponential is called
the rate function I(x) in the large deviations language.
In Fig. 2, we show analytical computations of I(x) for
different α and ρ(t).

Our analytical large deviations computation also paves
the way toward a direct understanding of the topology
of the landscape of complex inference models. Indeed, it
allows to investigate the number of local minima in these
landscapes, using that Hn is related to the Hessian ma-
trix of complex statistical and disordered models, such as
the perceptron [32]. Exploring precisely these landscapes
is an important open problem in the disordered systems
community, as the traditional methods have been limited
to simpler Gaussian models [33], and our results are an
important step in this exciting direction.
Consistency with previous results - Importantly, in the

Wishart case, i.e. ρ(t) = δ(t − 1), our result is consis-
tent with previous works [23, 24]. Indeed, as detailed in
Appendix A, eq. (3) reduces in this case to the known
expression:

Pn(x) ' exp
{
−αn

2

∫ x

λ+(α)

√
(u− λ+(α))(u− λ−(α))

u
du
}
,

with λ+(α) ≡ (1 + α−1/2)2.
A phase transition - Let us describe a first notable

consequence of eq. (3). We assume that dmax > 0 and
that xc(ρ) (see eq. (4)) is finite, e.g. ρ(t) can be the
Marchenko-Pastur law, as shown in Figs. 1,2. Recall that
Gσ(x) saturates at α/dmax for x ≥ xc(ρ). It is in gen-
eral not smooth at x = xc(ρ) and this singularity induces
a phase transition in the rate function I(x). The order
of the transition (i.e. the order of the first discontinuous
derivative of I(x)) can be computed if the right tail of ρ(t)
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behaves as ρ(t) ∼ (dmax−t)η for t→ dmax, with η > 0, so
that xc(ρ) < ∞. When η ≥ 1 and 1/2 ≤ η < 1 (e.g. the
Marchenko-Pastur law, for which η = 1/2) we show that
the transition is respectively of second and third order.
The details are given in Appendix B, and we conjecture
generically the order to be k + 1 if 1/k ≤ η < 1/(k − 1).
We note that a similar argument based on the vanishing
exponent of the density was already used in the litera-
ture, in the context of multi-critical matrix models [27].

Monte-Carlo simulations - Although eq. (3) is a
large-n result, we investigate numerically the large devi-
ations regime at moderately large n, which is the rel-
evant regime for real data in PCA. Because we need
(1/m)

∑
µ δ(t − dµ) to be very close to ρ(t), we can not

perform histograms of λmax(Hn), as performed in [23],
since the large deviations probability decays exponen-
tially in n. We instead modify the law of z so that it
favors large deviations, a technique which is known as
importance sampling [34]. This powerful Monte-Carlo
method allows to numerically access the tails of a given
high-dimensional probability distribution and has been
successfully applied to various problems across the phys-
ical sciences, from random graphs [35] to simulations of
the height distribution in the KPZ equation [36], and
random matrices [37, 38], as in the present letter. For
a more exhaustive description of the applications of im-
portance sampling in physics, we refer the reader to [36].
Let us now detail the technicalities of the approach.

We denote Dz ≡ dz e−||z||
2/2/(2π)n/2 the standard

Gaussian law. We will tilt this Gaussian distribution by
explicitly giving more weight to configurations having a
larger λmax(Hn). More precisely, we aim at sampling
from the distribution

Pt(z)dz ∝ Dz entλmax(Hn).

For a given t ≥ 0, eq. (3) and the Laplace method imply
that when sampling z under Pt, the largest eigenvalue of
Hn concentrates on x?(t) ≡ argminx[tx−I(x)]. One sees
clearly now that sampling from this tilted distribution
gives information about the Legendre transform of the
large deviations function I(x).

We implement a Metropolis-Hastings algorithm in or-
der to sample from Pt. The physical parameters are
n,m, ρ, t, and we generate i.i.d. samples {dµ}mµ=1 from
ρ. We initialize {zµ}mµ=1 as standard Gaussian vectors,
and sample from the move proposal distribution g(z′|z)
as follows:
(i) Pick a random index µ with probability P (µ) ∝ eβddµ .
(ii) Draw a uniform e ∈ Rn with norm ||e||2 = n, and
draw L ≥ 0 from a truncated Gaussian distribution cen-
tered in 1 and with variance ∆ > 0. Let z′µ =

√
Le.

(iii) The new state z′ is given by changing zµ → z′µ.
We impose the detailed balance condition with sta-

tionary distribution Pt(z) and move proposal distribu-
tion g(z′|z) in the MCMC. We measure the largest eigen-
value of Hn, which we compare to x?(t). The parameters
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FIG. 3. The function x?(t) for ρ(t) = : (i) the sum
(δ1+δ−1)/2, (ii) Wigner’s semicircle law, (iii) the Marchenko-
Pastur law with ratio 1, (iv) the uniform distribution in
[−2,−1]. In all cases α = 2 except for (ii), in which α = 1.
Solid lines are analytical predictions. The different Monte-
Carlo runs (n = 500) are shown in green with their respective
noise. The mean of the green points is depicted as a red dot.

(βd,∆) are found to reduce greatly the equilibration time
of the Markov chain, and are adapted during a warmup
phase to obtain an acceptance ratio in the range [0.2, 0.3].
Physically, βd favors the right edge of the bulk, while ∆
favors large norms of zµ. The code is available in a pub-
lic repository [39] and the results of the simulations are
given in Fig. 3 for four choices of ρ(t). The agreement
with our predictions is excellent, whether Hn is negative,
positive, or neither. Even though the variability of the
results naturally increases with t, we are able to access
very large values of x?(t), beyond the transition point
xc(ρ). For example, in case (iii) of Fig. 3 we sample
up to x?(t) ' 8. Comparing with Fig. 2, this implies
that our importance sampling simulations reach events
with probability of order e−0.5n ∼ 10−109 under a naive
sampling.

Derivation of the result - Let us now derive eq. (3),
focusing on the real case. Our derivation is based on a
tilting method, developed in a series of recent mathemat-
ical works [24, 40–44]. This technique is more adaptable
than a Coulomb gas analysis, as it does not require the
joint probability of the eigenvalues of Hn, which is not
known here. Moreover, the calculation does not rely on
any heuristics, and we expect it to be adaptable into
mathematically rigorous statements.

Informal introduction to the method - To fix the ideas,
we let x ≥ smax, and we aim at computing Pn(x), i.e. the
probability of a rare event in which λmax(Hn) is close
to x rather than its typical value smax. The main idea
of the method is to tilt the probability density of Hn

so that having λmax(Hn) ' x becomes a typical event,
rather than a rare one. More precisely, this new tilted law
will be parametrized by a number θ ≥ 0: for each θ, the

https://github.com/AnMaillard/LD_lmax_sample_covariance


4

largest eigenvalue will typically be close to a value x(θ)
for large n. Conversely, each x ≥ smax will be associated
to a θx ≥ 0, and a tilting parametrized by θx will typically
induce the largest eigenvalue to be close to x. As we will
see, we will gain access to Pn(x) by studying this function
θx.

Tilting the measure - We start with a simple use of the
tilting method[45]. The simplest possible tilting of the
measure, inspired by the aforementioned mathematical
works, is an exponential tilting. More precisely, we define
the tilted distribution of z as:

Pθ,e(z)dz ∝ Dz e θn2 eᵀHne, (5)

for a given vector e (such that ||e||2 = 1) and a parame-

ter θ ≥ 0. Recall that Dz ≡ dz e−||z||
2/2/(2π)n/2 is the

standard Gaussian law. As we will see, this tilting in-
duces a macroscopic move of the largest eigenvalue that
only depends on θ. Note that the tilted distribution Pθ,e
is equivalent to a rank-one change in the covariance of
the {zµ}. Indeed, using simple algebra detailed in Ap-
pendix C 1 we show that, under the tilted law of eq. (5),
Hn is distributed as:

H(e,θ)
n =

1

m

m∑
µ=1

dµ[1n+κθ(dµ)eeᵀ]zµz
ᵀ
µ[1n+κθ(dµ)eeᵀ],

with κθ(t) ≡ (1 − α−1θt)−1/2 − 1. When n → ∞, the

largest eigenvalue of H
(e,θ)
n typically approaches a value

x(θ) ≥ smax: since H
(e,θ)
n is a finite-rank change of Hn,

its largest eigenvalue can indeed be typically larger than

smax. Moreover, we see from the expression of H
(e,θ)
n

that as θ → α/dmax, some of the coefficients κθ(dµ) will
grow very large: we thus expect that for sufficiently large
θ, such an outlier eigenvalue will indeed pop out of the
“bulk”. Note that x(θ) does not depend on the direction
of e, as the Gaussian distribution of the vectors zµ is
rotationally invariant.

Let us now see how to relate Pn(x(θ)) to this tilted
distribution. We can write the trivial identity

Pn(x(θ)) =

∫
Dz δ(λmax(Hn)− x(θ)),

=

∫
Dz δ(λmax(Hn)− x(θ))

∫
‖e‖2=1

de e
θn
2 eᵀHne∫

‖e‖2=1
de e

θn
2 eᵀHne

,

=

∫
‖e‖2=1

de Dz δ(λmax(Hn)− x(θ))
e
θn
2 eᵀHne

enJn(Hn,θ)
. (6)

We introduced Jn(Hn, θ) ≡ (1/n) ln
∫
‖e‖2=1

de e
nθ
2 eᵀHne.

In eq. (6), we almost see the tilted probability distribu-
tion of eq. (5) appearing. However this is not exactly the
case, as the term enJn(Hn,θ) also depends on z. If this
term would not depend on z at leading exponential or-
der in n, the law of z would be the tilted law of eq. (5),
and we could remove the δ term in eq. (6): indeed, the

constraint λmax(Hn) ' x(θ) would already be satisfied,
by the very definition of x(θ) !
The spherical integrals - Therefore, we study first

Jn(Hn, θ). Let us introduce J1(θ, x), defined as the limit
of Jn(Hn, θ), assuming λmax(Hn)→ x as n→∞ (which
we can safely assume because of the constraint in eq. (6)).
Adopting the language of statistical physics, we call J1

a quenched spherical integral. More precisely, J1 belongs
to a class of high-dimensional integrals known as Harish-
Chandra-Itzykson-Zuber (HCIZ) integrals [46, 47]. To
compute J1(θ, x), we introduce a Lagrange multiplier to
fix the norm of e. This yields:

Jn(Hn, θ) =
1

n
ln

∫
de δ(||e||2 − 1) e

θn
2 eᵀHne∫

de δ(||e||2 − 1)

= extr
γ

[γ
2

+
1

n
ln

∫
de e−

γ
2 ||e||

2+ θn
2 eᵀHne

]
− extr

γ

[γ
2

+
1

n
ln

∫
de e−

γ
2 ||e||

2
]
,

= extr
γ

[γ
2
− 1

2n
Tr log(γ1n − θHn)

]
− 1

2
.

Here, extrγ f(γ) means solving the saddle-point equation
∂γf(γ) = 0. Importantly, the Lagrange multiplier γ must
be such that the matrix γ − θHn is definite positive, for
the Gaussian integral to be well-defined: since we as-
sumed that λmax(Hn) → x, this implies that γ > θx.
Moreover, it is easy to see by monotonicity arguments
that this extremum is actually an infimum. All in all, we
arrive at:

Jn(Hn, θ) = inf
γ>θx

[γ
2
− 1

2n
Tr log(γ1n − θHn)

]
− 1

2
.

From this expression, we can see easily that if σ(u) is the
asymptotic spectral density of Hn, we have:

J1(θ, x) = inf
γ>θx

[γ
2
− 1

2

∫
duσ(u) ln(γ − θu)

]
− 1

2
. (7)

Let us come back to eq. (6). Using what we just de-
scribed, we have, at leading exponential order:

Pn(x(θ)) '
∫
‖e‖2=1

de Dz δ(λmax(Hn)− x(θ))
e
θn
2 eᵀHne

enJ1(θ,x(θ))
,

' e−nJ1(θ,x(θ))

∫
‖e‖2=1

de Dz e θn2 eᵀHne. (8)

As already argued, we removed the δ constraint in eq. (8)
by definition of x(θ): under the tilted law Pθ,e, the largest
eigenvalue λmax(Hn) typically concentrates on x(θ), so
this constraint is naturally satisfied. The expression of
eq. (8) involves another integral, that we call annealed
and denote Fn(θ), borrowing again from the statistical
physics jargon:

Fn(θ) ≡ 1

n
ln

∫
Dz
∫
‖e‖2=1

de e
θn
2 eᵀHne. (9)
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Similarly to Jn, we denote by F1(θ) the limit of Fn(θ).
If dmax > 0, we also impose θ < α/dmax so that Fn(θ)
is well-defined. We compute it by direct integration on z
in eq. (9), since Hn = (1/m)

∑
µ dµzµz

ᵀ
µ:

F1(θ) = −α
2

∫
dtρ(t) ln(1− α−1θt). (10)

Combined with eq. (8), this implies

Pn(x(θ)) ' exp{−n[J1(θ, x(θ))− F1(θ)]}. (11)

Note that we imposed θ < θmax, with θmax ≡ α/dmax if
dmax > 0 and +∞ otherwise. Conversely, this implies
that eq. (11) can only be applied for smax ≤ x < xmax,
with xmax = x(θmax) (which can be +∞). This creates
a possibly important limitation of the tilting we used,
if xmax is finite: in this case, the method does not give
access to the large deviations for x ≥ xmax! We will pre-
cisely characterize when such a limitation occurs in the
following, relating it to the phase transition phenomenon
described above, and we will develop a different tilting
to circumvent this issue.

Simplifying the rate function - First, let us focus on
x < xmax and show that we find eq. (3). We can rewrite
eq. (11) as:

Pn(x) ' exp{−n[J1(θx, x)− F1(θx)]}. (12)

Recall that θx is chosen exactly to be able to remove the
delta constraint in eq. (8). However, for any θ′ ≥ 0, we
can always write an equivalent to eq. (8), keeping the
delta constraint:

Pn(x) '
∫
‖e‖2=1

de Dz δ(λmax(Hn)− x)
e
θ′n
2 eᵀHne

enJ1(θ′,x)
.

From here, we can always upper-bound Pn(x) by simply
discarding the delta constraint in this equation, which
gives Pn(x) / e−n[J1(θ′,x)−F1(θ′)] at leading exponential
order. Combining this with eq. (12), we see that we can
write (recall Pn(x) ' e−nI(x)):

I(x) = sup
θ

[J1(θ, x)− F1(θ)]. (13)

We focus now on simplifying the rate function of eq. (13),
to obtain eq. (3). We need to study the behavior of the
quenched integral J1 of eq. (7). This type of integral has
been studied in the context of 2-spin glass models, for dif-
ferent spectra σ(λ), in the physics and mathematics lit-
erature [48–52]. We recall here known results on J1(θ, x),
stated for instance in [53]. Cancelling the derivative with
respect to γ in eq. (7) yields the equation:∫

du
σ(u)

γ − θu
= 1. (14)

This equation is solved by γ? = θG−1
σ (θ). Plugging back

this solution in eq. (7), and using eq. (1) yields that

J1(θ, x) = F1(θ). We give more details on this in Ap-
pendix C 2. However, note that γ is constrained to be
smaller than θx. Therefore, the infimum in eq. (7) is
reached in γ? only for θ ≤ θc(x), with θc(x) ≡ Gσ(x).
At θ = θc(x), J1(θ, x) undergoes a transition, as γ “sat-
urates” at its limit value θx for θ ≥ θc(x). All in all, we
reach:

J1(θ, x) = (15){
F1(θ) = −α2

∫
dtρ(t) ln(1− α−1θt) if θ ≤ Gσ(x),

θx−1−ln θ
2 − 1

2

∫
du σ(u) ln(x− u) if θ ≥ Gσ(x).

Using eq. (15) in the result of eq. (13), it is simple algebra
to see that the maximum of J1(θ, x) − F1(θ) is reached
in θx = Gσ(x). Differentiating the resulting expression
yields I ′(x) = (1/2)[Gσ(x)−Gσ(x)], which gives eq. (3)
and solves the problem in this case. We defer these alge-
braic details to Appendix D 1.
Limitations of the tilting - As we mentioned, our

method is not capable of predicting the large devia-
tions for x ≥ xmax = x(θmax). Since we showed that
θx = Gσ(x), we can separate two cases:

• If dmax ≤ 0, then θmax = +∞ by definition, and there-
fore xmax = 0, as we showed limx↑0Gσ(x) = +∞ below
eq. (3). For x ≥ 0, Gσ(x) = +∞ and so eq. (3) is valid
(indeed I(x) = +∞ since Hn is negative). In the end,
our tilting allowed to compute the large deviations rate
function I(x) for any x ≥ smax in this case.

• If dmax > 0, then θmax = α/dmax. Since Gσ(xc(ρ)) =
α/dmax, this yields that xmax = xc(ρ), given by eq. (4).
Therefore, we see that in this case, the condition for the
tilting to be able to induce arbitrarily large outliers is
xc(ρ) = +∞, i.e. Gρ(dmax) = +∞. As we saw, the
finiteness of Gρ(dmax) is exactly the existence condition
of a phase transition in I(x), which prevents the tilting
from capturing all the large deviations.

Beyond the transition - Here, we briefly outline the
method we use to go beyond the phase transition when
dmax > 0, to circumvent the limitation described above.
As the method is extremely similar to the one we just
described in detail, we focus only on the main steps and
quantities. We change the tilt of eq. (5) to (recall that
Dz is the standard Gaussian law):

Pθ,e,f(z) dz ∝ Dz e
θn√
m

∑
i,µ

√
dµeizµifµ

, (16)

with
∑
i e

2
i =

∑
µ f

2
µ = 1. When dµ ≤ 0, we define√

dµ ≡ i
√
−dµ so that the tilt is possibly complex-

valued. Eq. (16) corresponds to a simple additive shift
of zµ, and the tilted law of Hn is:

H(θ,e,f)
n ≡ 1

m

m∑
µ=1

[
dµzµz

ᵀ
µ +

θ2m

α2
d2
µf

2
µee

ᵀ

+
θ
√
m

α
1{dµ≥0}d

3/2
µ fµ(ezᵀµ + zµe

ᵀ)
]
.
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Let us give an intuitive view of the reasons why this tilt-
ing manages to induce the largest eigenvalue to be typ-
ically close to x, for any x ≥ smax. When θ = 0 the
largest eigenvalue of the unspiked matrix will naturally
concentrate on smax. As θ � 1, a spike proportional

to θ2 will push the largest eigenvalue of H
(θ,e,f)
n to +∞.

By continuously varying θ, this implies that the tilt can
induce any outlier x ≥ smax in the spectrum.

The annealed and quenched “HCIZ” integrals corre-
sponding to this tilting are:

F2(θ) =
1

n
ln

∫
Dz
∫
‖e‖2=1

de

∫
‖f‖2=1

df e
θn√
m

∑
i,µ

√
dµeizµifµ

,

J2(θ, x) =
1

n
ln

∫
‖e‖2=1

de

∫
‖f‖2=1

df e
θn√
m

∑
i,µ

√
dµeizµifµ

.

In J2(θ, x), we assume that λmax(Hn) converges to x as
n→∞. Introducing Lagrange multipliers in the spheri-
cal integrals, we find:

F2(θ) =
α

2
inf

γ≥dmax

[γθ2

α2
−
∫

dtρ(t) ln(γ − t)− 1− ln
θ2

α2

]
.

Similarly to our previous analysis of J1, we show that
there is a transition in J2: for θ ≤ θc(x), J2(θ, x) = F2(θ),
while for θ ≥ θc(x) one reaches:

J2(θ, x) = α−1
2 ln

[ 1−α+
√

(α−1)2+4xθ2

2x

]
− 1+α

2

− α
2 ln θ2

α + 1
2

√
(α− 1)2 + 4xθ2 − 1

2

∫
dλσ(λ) ln(x− λ),

with θc(x) ≡
√
xGσ(x)2 + (α− 1)Gσ(x). The details of

the derivations of F2 and J2 are given in Appendix C 3.
Importantly, the very existence of the transition in
J2(θ, x) relies on the positivity of x, so that this tilt-
ing fails for negative matrices. This notably implies that
the tilt of eq. (5) is still crucial when dmax ≤ 0.

We deduce from the tilting method that Pn(x) '
exp{−n supθ[J2(θ, x) − F2(θ)]} in the same way as be-
fore. Using eq. (1) and the explicit expressions of F2 and
J2 we derived, one shows that for all x ≥ smax the supre-
mum is attained in θx = [xGσ(x)2 + (α − 1)Gσ(x)]1/2.
We compute then I ′(x) = [Gσ(x)−Gσ(x)]/2, which, to-
gether with I(smax) = 0, implies eq. (3). These algebraic
calculations are detailed in Appendix D 2. This ends the
derivation of eq. (3) in all cases.

A remark on the complex case - We give an intuitive
remark on how the factor β = 2 in the complex case
of eq. (3) arises. As we showed above, the method al-
lows to write the large deviations function in the form
Pn(x) ' exp{−n supθ[J(θ, x) − F (θ)]}, with F and J
annealed and quenched spherical integrals. This result
straightforwardly transfers to the complex setting, how-
ever the integrals F and J are now defined over unit
vectors on the complex unit sphere, i.e. they satisfy∑
i |ei|2 = 1. It is known that the asymptotic behavior of

these real and complex spherical integrals only differ by

a factor 2 (i.e. the complex integral is twice the real one),
a phenomenon known as “Zuber’s 1/2-rule”[54]: this ex-
plains the origin of the β factor in eq. (3).

The left tail of the large deviations - Importantly,
we do not consider large deviations at the left of smax.
Such an event requires moving the whole bulk of eigenval-
ues, i.e. a numberO(n) of eigenvalues, an event which has
probability in the scale exp{−n2} [22, 23, 26]. Whether
the method applied here could be extended to study this
left tail is an interesting open question. As we saw, the
core of the method is to create a tilt of the measure such
that the largest eigenvalue is shifted in a controllable
manner: in this case, the tilting would need to induce
a shift of the whole spectrum. The perhaps most natural
extension of the tilting of eq. (5) to this setting would be
to consider an extensive-rank change in the covariance of
the zµ:

Dz→ Dz en2 Tr[MnOHnO
ᵀ],

with O an orthogonal matrix and Mn an arbitrary matrix
(with extensive rank) that will parametrize the tilting,
similarly to θ. Provided the mechanisms of the method
we presented transfer to this case, this would give the
large deviations function in terms of involved “HCIZ”
spherical integrals. The study of these extensive-rank
HCIZ integrals in the high-dimensional limit was con-
ducted in [55], and rigorously proven in [56]. The result-
ing formulas are however very involved, and the analysis
of the left tail is thus left for future work.

Conclusion - We presented a generic technique to
derive the right tail of the large deviations of the largest
eigenvalues of random matrices. By symmetry, this also
transfers to the left tail of the large deviations of the
smallest eigenvalue. This significantly improves over
the seminal works of [22, 23], solves a long-lasting open
problem in statistics, and has deep consequences in the
physics of disordered systems. Thanks to the relative
simplicity of our main result, we will further investigate
its consequences in the future, in particular for PCA on
real-world datasets, and for the landscape complexity of
disordered systems.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Appendix A: Verification in the Wishart case

In the white Wishart case, we have ρ(t) = δ(t− 1), and the density σ(λ) is explicitly known, it is the Marchenko-
Pastur distribution [28]:

σ(λ) =
α

2π

√
(λ+(α)− λ)(λ− λ−(α))

λ
1{λ−(α) ≤ λ ≤ λ+(α)}, (A1)

with λ±(α) ≡ (1± α−1/2)2. One can also explicitly solve eq. (1) of the main text (which is just a quadratic equation
in this case), and obtains for x ≥ λ+(α):

Gσ(x) =
1− α+ αx− α

√
(x− λ+(α))(x− λ−(α))

2x
, (A2a)

Gσ(x) =
1− α+ αx+ α

√
(x− λ+(α))(x− λ−(α))

2x
. (A2b)

This implies that the rate function I(x) (such that Pn(x) ' e−nI(x)) satisfies, for every x ≥ λ+(α):

I(x) =
α

2

∫ x

λ+(α)

√
(u− λ+(α))(u− λ−(α))

u
du. (A3)

On the other hand, the direct classical calculation using the joint law of eigenvalues of a Wishart matrix gives the
following expression of the rate function (reminded for instance in Theorem 2.3 of [24]), for x ≥ λ+(α):

I(x) =
αx

2
− α− 1

2
lnx−

∫
dλσ(λ) ln(x− λ)− 1

2

[
1 +

1

α
+ lnα

]
. (A4)

The logarithmic potential of the Marchenko-Pastur law is known analytically, as stated in Proposition II.1.5 of [57].
More precisely, we have for all x ≥ λ+(α):∫

dλσ(λ) ln(x− λ)

=
αx

2
− α− 1

2
lnx− 1

2

[
1 +

1

α
+ lnα

]
− α

2

∫ x

λ+(α)

√
(u− λ+(α))(u− λ−(α))

u
du.

It is then immediate to see that eq. (A4) and eq. (A3) are equivalent, validating thus our general result in this case.

Appendix B: The phase transition in the rate function

In this section, we investigate possible discontinuities in the derivatives of the rate function I(x), when dmax > 0
and xc(ρ) is finite. In this case, the function Gσ(x) is constant and equal to α/dmax for x ≥ xc(ρ). Recall that if
smax ≤ x ≤ xc(ρ), Gσ(x) is the second branch to the Marchenko-Pastur equation (eq. (1) of the main text). This
equation can be written as Fσ(G) = x, with

Fσ(G) =
1

G
+ α

∫
dtρ(t)

t

α− tG
. (B1)

Moreover we know that Gσ(smax) ≤ Gσ(x) ≤ α/dmax. By differentiating the relation Fσ(Gσ(x)) = x, we find

G
′
σ(x) = 1/F ′σ(Gσ(x)).

Let us assume that ρ(t) ∼ (dmax − t)η with η > 0 and t close to dmax. If η ≥ 1, we have G′ρ(dmax) < ∞, so that

F ′σ(α/dmax) <∞, and G
′
σ(x)→ 1/F ′σ(α/dmax) > 0 as x ↑ xc(ρ). The transition in I(x) is thus of second order in this

case, as G
′
σ(x) is discontinuous.
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If we now assume that η < 1, we have G′ρ(dmax) = +∞. By eq. (B1), this implies that G
′
σ(x)→ 0 as x ↑ xc(ρ). Thus

in this case both Gσ and G
′
σ are continuous in x = xc(ρ). We can differentiate the relation Fσ(Gσ(x)) = x once more,

and we find easily:

G
′′
σ(x) = − F ′′σ (Gσ(x))

F ′σ(Gσ(x))3
. (B2)

From eqs. (B1), (B2), one can show that G
′′
σ(x) → 0 as x → xc(ρ) if and only if η < 1/2. In particular, for any

1/2 ≤ η < 1, the transition in I(x) is of third order. As mentioned in the main text, similar transitions and their
dependency on the vanishing exponent of the density are discussed in [27], in the context of multi-critical matrix
models.
Differentiating three times, one can show in a similar way that the transition is of fourth order if and only if η ∈
[1/3, 1/2). Generalizing this to any order, we conjecture that I(x) is smooth at any point x 6= xc(ρ), and that the first
discontinuous derivative of the rate function at x = xc(ρ) is I(k+1)(x), with η ∈ [1/k, 1/(k − 1)) (with the convention
1/0 = +∞).

Appendix C: Technical details of the derivation

1. The law of Hn under the first tilt

Recall the tilted distribution (with Dz ≡ dz e−||z||
2/2/(2π)n/2 the standard Gaussian law):

Pθ,e(z)dz ∝ Dz e θn2 eᵀHne. (C1)

Computing the normalization factor, we reach that:

Pθ,e(z) = exp
{1

2

m∑
µ=1

ln
(

1− θ

α
dµ

)
+

θ

2α

m∑
µ=1

dµ(eᵀzµ)2 − 1

2

m∑
µ=1

‖zµ‖2 −
nm

2
ln 2π

}
,

=

m∏
µ=1

exp
{
− 1

2
zᵀµ(1n −

θ

α
dµee

ᵀ)zµ −
n

2
ln 2π +

1

2
ln det

(
1n −

θ

α
dµee

ᵀ
)}
. (C2)

The matrix 1n − θ
αdµee

ᵀ is a rank-one modification of the identity, so we easily compute(
1n −

θ

α
dµee

ᵀ
)−1/2

= 1n +
(
(1− θdµ/α)−1/2 − 1

)
eeᵀ. (C3)

Changing variables z′µ =
(
1n − θdµeeᵀ/α

)1/2
zµ in eq. (C2) and using eq. (C3) yields the law of H

(e,θ)
n in the main

text.

2. Simplifying J1(θ, x)

In this section, we simplify the expression of J1(θ, x) when θ ≤ θc(x) ≡ Gσ(x). We start from eq. (7) of the main
text, that we recall here:

J1(θ, x) = inf
γ>θx

[γ
2
− 1

2

∫
duσ(u) ln(γ − θu)

]
− 1

2
. (C4)

As we saw in the main text, when θ ≤ Gσ(x) the infimum is reached in γ? = θG−1
σ (θ). This implies

J1(θ, x) =
θG−1

σ (θ)

2
− 1

2
ln θ − 1

2

∫
duσ(u) ln(G−1

σ (θ)− u)
]
− 1

2
. (C5)

Let us differentiate this expression with respect to θ:

∂θJ1(θ, x) =
G−1
σ (θ)

2
+

θ

2G′σ(G−1
σ (θ))

− 1

2θ
− Gσ(G−1

σ (θ))

2G′σ(G−1
σ (θ))

,

=
G−1
σ (θ)

2
− 1

2θ
.
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Using now the Marchenko-Pastur equation (eq. (1) of the main text), we can simplify this into:

∂θJ1(θ, x) = α

∫
dt ρ(t)

t

α− tθ
= F ′1(θ).

Since J1(0, x) = F1(0) = 0, this implies that for every θ ≤ θc(x) we have J1(θ, x) = F1(θ), which justifies the claim in
the main text.

3. Derivations of F2(θ) and J2(θ, x)

The derivation of F2(θ)

We start from the definition of F2(θ) (omitting the limit n→∞, that we will take in the end):

F2(θ) =
1

n
ln

∫
Dz
∫
‖e‖2=1

de

∫
‖f‖2=1

df e
θn√
m

∑
i,µ

√
dµeizµifµ

.

Integrating over z yields:

F2(θ) =
1

n
ln

∫
‖f‖2=1

df e
θ2n2

2m

∑
µ
dµf

2
µ

,

=
1

n
ln

∫
df δ(||f||2 −m) e

θ2n2

2m2

∑
µ
dµf

2
µ∫

df δ(||f||2 −m)
,

in which we rescaled the norm of f. We introduce a Lagrange multiplier γ to fix the norm of f. This yields (recall
α = m/n):

F2(θ) = inf
γ

[αγ
2
− 1

2n
ln det(γ1m −

θ2

α2
Dm)

]
− α

2
.

Since the matrix inside the log-det must be positive, we have γ ≥ θ2dmax/α
2. Changing variable, by letting γ =

θ2γ′/α2, we arrive at, when n→∞:

F2(θ) =
α

2
inf

γ≥dmax

[θ2γ

α2
−
∫

dt ρ(t) ln(γ − t)
]
− α

2
ln
θ2

α2
− α

2
.

This ends the derivation of the expression of F2(θ) given in the main text.

Computing J2(θ, x)

The goal of this section is to compute J2(θ, x). More precisely, we will show eq. (C11), which will then be simplified
in the following section, precisely showing the transition phenomenon described in the main text. We start from the
definition of J2(θ, x) (we omit the n→∞ limit for simplicity, we will take it at the end):

J2(θ, x) =
1

n
ln

∫
‖e‖2=1

de

∫
‖f‖2=1

df e
θn√
m

∑
i,µ

√
dµeizµifµ

,

=
1

n
ln

∫
de
∫

df δ(||e||2 − n) δ(||f2|| −m) e
θ

√
n
m

∑
i,µ

√
dµeizµifµ∫

de
∫

df δ(||e||2 − n) δ(||f2|| −m)
.

We introduce two Lagrange multipliers to fix the norms of e and f. Let us start with the computation of the
denominator:

1

n
ln

∫
de

∫
df δ(||e||2 − n) δ(||f2|| −m) ' inf

Λe,Λf≥0

[Λe
2

+
αΛf

2
− 1

2
ln Λe −

α

2
ln Λf +

(1 + α)

2
ln 2π

]
. (C6)
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The positivity constraint on Λe,Λf arises naturally for the Gaussian integral to be well-defined. This is easily solved
by Λe = Λf = 1, and we arrive at:

1

n
ln

∫
de

∫
df δ(||e||2 − n) δ(||f2|| −m) ' (1 + α)

2
(1 + ln 2π). (C7)

We use the same method to compute the numerator:

1

n
ln

∫
de

∫
df δ(||e||2 − n) δ(||f2|| −m) e

θ
√
n
m

∑
i,µ

√
dµeizµifµ

(C8)

' inf
Λe,Λf≥0

[Λe
2

+
αΛf

2
− 1

2n
ln det

(
Λe1n

θ√
α

zᵀ
√
m

√
Dm

θ√
α

√
Dm

z√
m

Λf1m

)
+

(1 + α)

2
ln 2π

]
.

We can compute the determinant of the block matrix easily, and we arrive at:

1

n
ln

∫
de

∫
df δ(||e||2 − n) δ(||f2|| −m) e

θ
√
n
m

∑
i,µ

√
dµeizµifµ

(C9)

' inf
Λe,Λf≥0

[Λe
2

+
αΛf

2
− α− 1

2
ln Λf −

1

2n
ln det

(
ΛeΛf1n −

θ2

α
Hn

)
+

(1 + α)

2
ln 2π

]
.

Note that the matrix inside the log-det must be positive, which constrains ΛeΛf ≥ θ2x/α, as we assumed that the
largest eigenvalue of Hn converges to x as n→∞. All in all, we have, taking n→∞:

1

n
ln

∫
de

∫
df δ(||e||2 − n) δ(||f2|| −m) e

θ
√
n
m

∑
i,µ

√
dµeizµifµ

(C10)

' inf
Λe,Λf≥0

s.t. αΛeΛf≥θ2x

[Λe
2

+
αΛf

2
− α− 1

2
ln Λf −

1

2

∫
dλσ(λ) ln

(
ΛeΛf −

θ2

α
λ
)

+
(1 + α)

2
ln 2π

]
.

Combining eq. (C10) and eq. (C7) yields the sought result:

J2(θ, x) (C11)

=
1

2
inf

Λe,Λf≥0

s.t. αΛeΛf≥θ2x

[
Λe + αΛf − (α− 1) ln Λf −

∫
dλσ(λ) ln

(
ΛeΛf −

θ2

α
λ
)]
− 1 + α

2
.

The transition in J2(θ, x)

We start from the expression of J2(θ, x) of eq. (C11):

J2(θ, x) (C12)

=
1

2
inf

Λe,Λf≥0

s.t. αΛeΛf≥θ2x

[
Λe + αΛf − (α− 1) ln Λf −

∫
dλσ(λ) ln

(
ΛeΛf −

θ2

α
λ
)]
− 1 + α

2
.

The variational parameters Λe,Λf can saturate, which is associated to a phase transition. At this point J2(θ, x) will
become sensitive to the largest eigenvalue of Hn (assumed to be equal to x). This phase transition occurs for θ = θc(x)
such that the corresponding values of Λe,Λf satisfy αΛeΛf = (θc(x))2x. From this equation and the zero-gradient

equations on Λe,Λf (valid for θ≤θc(x)), it is easy to obtain θc(x) =
√
xGσ(x)2 + (α− 1)Gσ(x).

The case θ ≤ θc(x) - In this case J2(θ, x) is not sensitive to the value of x, and we can use a very useful expression
derived in [32] for the log-potential of σ(λ). For any x ≥ smax:∫

dλσ(λ) ln(x− λ) = inf
0<g<Gσ(smax)

[
− ln g + zg + α

∫
dt ρ(t) ln(α− tg)

]
− 1− α lnα.
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Note that this infimum is attained at g = Gσ(x), as this value is the unique zero of the derivative of the expression
above, by eq. (B1). We can write from eq. (C12):

J2(θ, x) = −α(1− lnα)

2
− 1

2
ln
θ2

α
+

1

2
inf

0<g<Gσ(smax)
inf

Λe,Λf≥0

(αΛeΛf≥θ2x)

[
Λe + αΛf (C13)

− (α− 1) ln Λf + ln g − αΛeΛf
θ2

g − α
∫

dt ρ(t) ln(α− tg)
]
.

Since we are in the “no-saturation” regime, we can use the zero-gradient equations on Λe,Λf :{
Λf = θ2/(αg),

Λe = θ2/g − (α− 1).

Plugging this back into eq. (C13) we obtain:

J2(θ, x) =
1

2
inf

0<g<Gσ(smax)

[θ2

g
+ α ln g − α ln

θ2

α
− α

∫
dt ρ(t) ln(α− tg) + α(lnα− 1)

]
.

Changing variables γ = α/g, we reach:

J2(θ, x) =
α

2
inf

γ≥α/Gσ(smax)

[γθ2

α2
−
∫

dtρ(t) ln(γ − t)
]
− α

2

(
1 + ln

θ2

α2

)
. (C14)

In order to map J2(θ, x) to F2(θ), we must only show that the Lagrange multiplier γ in eq. (C14) does not “saturate”
for θ ≤ θc(x). This is easily shown using eq. (B1). Since θ ≤ θc(x), we also have θ ≤ θc(smax), and thus:

θ2 ≤ smaxGσ(smax)2 + (α− 1)Gσ(smax) ≤ αGσ(smax)
[
1 +Gσ(smax)

(smax

α
− 1

αGσ(smax)

)]
,

≤ αGσ(smax)
[
1 +Gσ(smax)

∫
dt ρ(t) t

α− tGσ(smax)

]
≤ α2

∫
dt ρ(t)

α/Gσ(smax)− t
.

This precisely means that the infimum in eq. (C14) will be attained for a point γ which is a critical point of the
functional inside the infimum:

θ2

α2
=

∫
dt ρ(t)

1

γ − t
,

i.e. there is no saturation, and we have J2(θ, x) = F2(θ).
The case θ ≥ θc(x) - In this case, we have a “saturation” in the infimum of eq. (C12). More precisely, the Λe,Λf

attaining the infimum satisfy αΛeΛf = θ2x. One can solve the infimum over Λe,Λf constrained by this equality.
Introducing a Lagrange parameter ρ, we reach:

J2(θ, x) = −1 + α

2
− 1

2
ln
θ2

α
− 1

2

∫
dλσ(λ) ln(x− λ)

+
1

2
inf

Λe,Λf≥0
extr
ρ

[
Λe + αΛf − (α− 1) ln Λf − ρ

(
ΛeΛf −

θ2x

α

)]
.

The extr notation denotes solving the associated zero-gradient equation, as is standard with Lagrange multipliers.
One can now solve the infimum over Λe,Λf easily, and we reach:

J2(θ, x) =
1

2
extr
ρ

[α
ρ

+ (α− 1) ln ρ+
ρθ2x

α
− ln

θ2

α
−
∫

dλσ(λ) ln(x− λ)
]
− 1 + α

2
. (C15)

This can also be solved easily, and finally we have, for θ ≥ θc(x):

J2(θ, x) =
1

2

[
− (1 + α)− α ln

θ2

α
− (α− 1) ln(2x) +

√
(α− 1)2 + 4xθ2

+ (α− 1) ln
[
1− α+

√
(α− 1)2 + 4xθ2

]
−
∫

dλσ(λ) ln(x− λ)
]
. (C16)
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This ends the argument by justifying all the expressions given for J2(θ, x) in the main text.
The case dmax ≤ 0 - In this case (not considered in the calculation of J2) smax ≤ 0, and the transition we described

does not take place, as Λe,Λf ≥ 0 can not satisfy αΛeΛf = θ2x < 0. The difference between the quenched and
annealed integrals in this case has, as far as we know, not been investigated before, and it remains an open question.
In this setting the first “naive” tilting allows to derive the large deviations, as emphasized in the main text.

Appendix D: Simplifying the rate function I(x)

1. When x < xmax

The goal of this section is to show, for all x < xmax:

sup
θ

[J1(θ, x)− F1(θ)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
I(x)

=
1

2

∫ x

smax

[Gσ(u)−Gσ(u)]du, (D1)

and that the maximum is reached in θx = Gσ(x). Recall eq. (15) of the main text:

J1(θ, x) =

{
F1(θ) = −α2

∫
dtρ(t) ln(1− α−1θt) if θ ≤ Gσ(x),

θx−1−ln θ
2 − 1

2

∫
dλ σ(λ) ln(x− λ) if θ ≥ Gσ(x).

(D2)

Differentiating with respect to θ in this equation, we reach:

∂θ[J1(θ, x)− F1(θ)] =

{
0 if θ ≤ Gσ(x),
θx−1

2θ −
α
2

∫
dt ρ(t) t

α−θt if θ > Gσ(x).
(D3)

So the supremum supθ≥0[J1(θ, x)− F1(θ)] is attained for θ = θx > Gσ(x) that satisfies:

x =
1

θ
+ α

∫
dtρ(t)

t

α− θt
.

Note that this is exactly the Marchenko-Pastur equation (B1), so that θx is the second “branch” to the Marchenko-
Pastur equation, i.e. precisely θx = Gσ(x). Moreover, we know that I(smax) = 0, and we conclude by noticing
that:

I ′(x) = ∂x[J1(θx, x)− F1(θx)] =
θx
2
− 1

2

∫
dλσ(λ)

x− λ
=

1

2
[Gσ(x)−Gσ(x)].

2. The second tilting

Our objective is to show, for all x ≥ smax:

I(x) = sup
θ≥0

[J2(θ, x)− F2(θ)] =
1

2

∫ x

smax

[Gσ(u)−Gσ(u)]du. (D4)

Recall the functions J2 and F2 (with θc(x) =
√
xGσ(x)2 + (α− 1)Gσ(x)):

J2(θ, x) =


F2(θ) = α

2 infγ≥dmax

[
γθ2

α2 −
∫

dtρ(t) ln(γ − t)− 1− ln θ2

α2

]
if θ ≤ θc(x),

α−1
2 ln

[ 1−α+
√

(α−1)2+4xθ2

2x

]
− 1+α

2 − α
2 ln θ2

α

+1
2

√
(α− 1)2 + 4xθ2 − 1

2

∫
dλσ(λ) ln(x− λ) if θ ≥ θc(x).

(D5)

We perform the change of variable θ(τ, x)2 ≡ xτ2 + (α− 1)τ . At the critical value θc(x), we have τc(x) = Gσ(x). We
obtain the expression of the rate function as I(x) = supτ≥Gσ(x) I(x, τ), with I(x, τ) = J(τ, x)− F (τ, x), in which we
naturally defined:

J(τ, x) = =
1

2

{
− 2−αln

[τx
α

+ 1− 1

α

]
− ln(τ) + 2xτ −

∫
dλσ(λ) ln(x− λ)

}
. (D6)
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Note that we have the following expression for F (τ, x):

F (τ, x) = (D7){
α
2

∫ θ(τ,x)2/α2

0

[
G−1
ρ (u)− 1

u

]
du if θ(τ, x)2 ≤ α2Gρ(dmax),

α
2 [dmaxθ(τ,x)2

α2 −
∫

dtρ(t) ln(dmax − t)− 1− ln θ(τ,x)2

α2 ] if θ(τ, x)2 ≥ α2Gρ(dmax).

We then compute τx ≡ argmaxτ≥Gσ(x)[J(τ, x)− F (τ, x)] using the derivatives of eqs. (D6),(D7):

∂τ [J(τ, x)− F (τ, x)] = (D8){
(2τx+α−1)

2ατ (α− τG−1
ρ [θ(τ, x)2/α2]) if θc(x)2 ≤θ(τ, x)2≤α2Gρ(dmax),

(2τx+α−1)
2ατ (α− τdmax) if θ(τ, x)2 ≥ α2Gρ(dmax).

For all smax ≤ x ≤ xc(ρ) ≡ dmaxGρ(dmax)2 + (α−1 − 1)dmax, the equation α = τG−1
ρ [θ(τ, x)2/α2] is again the

Marchenko-Pastur equation (B1), with G = τ . Since τx > Gσ(x), it is easy to check from eq. (D8) that the supremum
is attained in τx = Gσ(x). This is true even if x > xc(ρ), as the maximum is attained in τ = α/dmax = Gσ(x), again
from eq. (D8). Moreover we can compute from eq. (D4):

I ′(x) = ∂x(J − F )(τx, x) + (∂xτx) ∂τ (J − F )(τx, x)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

= ∂x[J − F ](τx, x) =
1

2
[τx −Gσ(x)].

Since I(smax) = 0 and τx = Gσ(x), this last equality implies eq. (D4).
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