
COLOR SYMMETRY AND FERROMAGNETISM

IN POTTS SPIN GLASS

HONG-BIN CHEN

Abstract. We consider the Potts spin glass with additional ferromagnetic interaction
parametrized by t. It has long been observed that the Potts color symmetry breaking for
the spin glass order parameter is closely related to the ferromagnetic phase transition.
To clarify this, we identify a single critical value tc, which marks the onset of both color
symmetry breaking and the transition to ferromagnetism.

1. Introduction

1.1. Setting and notation. Throughout, for matrices or vectors a and b of the same
dimension, we denote by a · b the entry-wise inner product and write |a| =

√
a · a. Let 1

be the vector in RD with all entries equal to 1. We write R+ = [0,∞) and R++ = (0,∞).

Fix an integer D ⩾ 2 and let µ be the uniform probability measure on the standard
basis {e1, . . . , eD} of RD viewed as the state space of the D-Potts spins. We interpret
{1, . . . , D} as the labels of D instinct colors. For each N ∈ N, we sample column
vectors σ•i = (σdi)1⩽d⩽D independently from µ, for each i ∈ {1, . . . , N}. We denote by
σ = (σdi)1⩽d⩽D, 1⩽i⩽N the spin configuration, which is viewed as a D ×N matrix.

The RD-valued mean magnetization is defined as

mN = N−1
N∑
i=1

σ•i.(1.1)

Notice that for Potts spins, we have the following relations

N−1σσ⊺ = diag (mN ) , mN = N−1
(
# {i ∈ {1, . . . , N} : σ•i = ed}

)
1⩽d⩽D

.(1.2)

Hence, the RD×D-valued self-overlap N−1σσ⊺ contains the same information of the mean
magnetization mN .

We consider the spin glass interaction

HN (σ) =
1√
N

N∑
i,j=1

gijσ•i · σ•j .

where (gij)1⩽i,j⩽N is a collection of i.i.d. standard Gaussian random variables. Throughout,

we fix β ⩾ 0 to be the inverse temperature. For N ∈ N, t ∈ R+, and x ∈ RD, we consider
the augmented Hamiltonian

Hβ,N (t, x, σ) = βHN (σ) +

(
t− β2

2

)
N |mN |2 +Nx ·mN(1.3)

where on the right-hand side the second term accounts for the additional ferromagnetic
interaction and the third term is an external magnetic field. At t = 0 and x = 0, we can

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 82B44, 82D30.
Key words and phrases. Potts spin glass, color symmetry, ferromagnetism, phase transition.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

20
60

7v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.d

is
-n

n]
  2

9 
D

ec
 2

02
4



2 HONG-BIN CHEN

use (1.2) to write

Hβ,N (0, 0, σ) = βHN (σ)− β2

2
N

∣∣∣∣σσ⊺N
∣∣∣∣2(1.4)

which is the Hamiltonian in the model with self-overlap correction considered in [16]. The

self-overlap correction refers to −β2

2 N
∣∣σσ⊺

N

∣∣2 which is −1
2 times the variance of HN (σ)

(viewed as a Gaussian random variable). The main result in [16] states that the Parisi
formula for the model (1.4) is an infimum taken over paths respecting the color symmetry
of the Potts spin (i.e. invariant under permutation of color labels {1, . . . , D}). In the
setting of vector spin glass which includes the Potts one as a special case, the model with
self-overlap correction [14, 17] is easier to deal with than the standard ones, partly due
to the reason that the Parisi formula is an infimum rather than a sup inf formula [43, 44]
for the standard model without the self-overlap correction. This is the reason for us to
view (1.4) as the base model and add ferromagnetic interactions on top of it as in (1.3).

We also mention that it is natural to view the term
(
t− β2

2

)
N |mN |2 through (1.1) as

shifting the mean of (gij), which is a more common perspective used in, e.g., [27, 25, 26,
34, 30, 22, 8].

For N ∈ N and (t, x) ∈ R+ × RD, the free energy is defined as

Fβ,N (t, x) =
1

N
E log

ˆ
exp (Hβ,N (t, x, σ))⊗N

i=1 dµ(σ•i)(1.5)

where E averages over (gij). The associated Gibbs measure is denoted as

⟨·⟩t,x ∝ exp (Hβ,N (t, x, σ))⊗N
i=1 dµ(σ•i)(1.6)

where we choose to omit β and N from the notation since β is fixed and N will be clear
from the context.

1.2. Motivation, overview of results, and related works. It has long been observed
in physics [27, 25, 26, 34, 30, 22, 8] that sometimes (i.e. for certain D and β) additional

antiferromagnetic interaction (i.e. t < β2

2 ) is needed to ensure that the spin glass order
parameter respects the Potts color symmetry. This suggests a close link between ferro-
magnetism and color symmetry breaking. But to the best knowledge of the author, there
has not been rigorous studies of it yet.

We describe our main results. For fixed D and β, at x = 0 (zero external field), we
clarify the aforementioned link by finding a critical value tc > 0 marking both the onset of
color symmetry breaking (in terms of the spin glass order parameter) and the transition
into ferromagnetism (in terms of the mean magnetization, also called the conventional
order parameter in the context of spin glasses). Our results on phase transitions are
summarized in the table below.

t < tc t > tc
Color symmetry Color symmetry breaking

“Zero” magnetization Spontaneous magnetization

Since the Potts spins do not average to zero, here “zero” means zero after proper re-
centering. We define tc in (2.12) as the first time when limN→∞ Fβ,N (t, 0) starts to be
non-linear in t. Proposition 2.6 gives equivalent characterizations of tc in terms of the
differentiability of limN→∞ Fβ,N (t, ·) at 0 and in terms of the number of maximizers for
the variational representation of the limit. The notion of color symmetry is given precisely
in Definition 2.8. The color symmetry breaking result shown in the table is proved in
Proposition 2.9. The ferromagnetic phase transition is proved in Proposition 2.10.
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It is reasonable to expect that ferromagnetism implies color symmetry breaking (since
one color is favored over others in the ferromagnetic phase), but it is interesting to see
that the two phase transitions happen simultaneously since they are associated with
different kinds of order parameters. We attempt to heuristically explain this phenomenon
in the following. The spin glass order parameter can be viewed as a increasing path
that optimizes the Parisi formula (see (2.21)). The right endpoint of the path is “ideally”
equal to the limit of self-overlap.1 Due to (1.2), the endpoint is equivalent to the mean
magnetization. We will verify that the optimal path is color-symmetric if and only if
the endpoint is so. On the other hand, we will show that the mean magnetization is
color-symmetric if and only if it is “zero”. Hence, “zero” magnetization corresponds
exactly to the color symmetry of the spin glass order parameter.

Next, we make two comments on the model:

• Notice that at x = 0, the law of the overlap (at each N) is always color-symmetric
at any t, and thus so is its limit. When t > tc, due to the color symmetry breaking,
the optimal path of the Parisi formula is not color-symmetric. Hence, in this
supercritical regime, the overlap does not converge to the optimal path. An
analogous statement can be said about the self-overlap at t > tc.

• Also, notice that, since tc > 0, the color symmetry is always preserved at t = 0
for every β. In this case, the Hamiltonian is given by (1.4), where the self-
overlap correction is present. This correction can be interpreted as subtracting
from βHN (σ) the “correct” amount of ferromagnetic interaction. Furthermore,
at t = 0, the Parisi formula (see (2.20)) is an infimum, as in the Sherrington–
Kirkpatrick model, whereas for every t > 0, the Parisi formula takes the max-min
form, as in (2.21).

We describe another source of motivation from [40]. When t = β2

2 and x = 0, the

model becomes standard. Hence, it is interesting to compare tc with β2

2 . We display
the dependence of tc on D and β by writing tc = tc(D,β). Recently, [40] showed that

for sufficiently large D, there is a range of β such that tc(D,β) <
β2

2 (color symmetry
breaking in the standard Potts spin glass). In this work, however, we do not pursue
questions along this line.

Lastly, we briefly mention other related works. When D = 2, the Potts spin glass is
essentially the same as the Sherrington–Kirkpatrick model [48, 45, 46, 32, 49, 42] (but
we do not see the phenomenon discussed here, since the self-overlap of Ising spins is
constantly one). The Potts spin glass was introduced in [27] and the associated Parisi
formula was first established in [43]. Recently, [7] showed that the spin-glass order
parameter is color symmetric in the constrained model, which inspired [16] to show a
similar result for the model with self-overlap correction. The argument in the two works
was further generalized in [33]. The studies of the non-disordered Curie–Weiss–Potts
model include [28, 21, 24, 35]. The Potts spin glass model in consideration here has a
conventional order parameter, the mean magnetization, in addition to the spin glass order
parameter. Studies of the interplay of the two kinds of parameters include [36, 20, 9, 3, 15].
Spin glass models with self-overlap correction have been considered in [14, 17], inspired
by the Hamilton–Jacobi equation approach to spin glass. Also, at the core of the analysis
is the Hopf–Lax formula for the solution of such an equation. Considerations along this
line include [38, 41, 37, 39, 23, 18, 31, 5, 4, 1, 6, 29, 12, 19, 11].

1The right endpoint is in general below (or equal to) the limit of self-overlap as the overlap is bounded
by the self-overlap. For instance, in the replica symmetric regime of the Sherrington–Kirkpatrick model,
the overlap is zero while the self-overlap is always one. But, we can always approximate optimal true
path by a near-optimal path with the right endpoint equal to the limit of self-overlap.
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2. Proofs

We prove the main results as described in the introduction. We start with some
preparation.

2.1. Properties of the initial condition. We view Fβ,N (see (1.5)) as a function on

R+ × RD. We denote the limit of initial condition as

Pβ(x) = lim
N→∞

Fβ,N (0, x), ∀x ∈ RD.(2.1)

Recall the discussion below (1.4) that the case t = 0 corresponds to the model with
self-overlap correction. The existence of the limit in (2.1) is ensured by [14, Theorem 1.1].
One should think of Pβ(x) as the Parisi formula associated with the model Hβ,N (0, x, σ)
(see (1.3)) or the model Hβ,N (0, 0, σ) with single spin distribution ex·τµ(dτ) (instead of
µ(dτ)). Just as the Parisi formula for the Sherrington–Kirkpatrick model, due to the

presence of the self-overlap correction −β2

2 N |mN |2, Pβ(x) is an infimum over increasing
paths. This will be later described in more detail in Section 2.4.

Remark 2.1 (Matching notation in [17]). Since we will use results from [17], we clarify
that

Fβ,N (0, x) = FN (0,diag(x)), ∀x ∈ RD,

in the Potts setting, where free energy on the right-hand side is the one considered in [17].
The relation holds due to (1.2). As a result of (2.1) and [17, (1.3) and (1.10)], we have

Pβ(x) = P(diag(x)), ∀x ∈ RD

where P is defined in [17, (1.10)]. There, the domain for FN and P is the set of D ×D
real symmetric matrices. We also need one more important identity. Since the self-overlap
N−1σσ⊺ is diagonal (see (1.2)), we can infer from [17, Theorem 1.1 (1)] that the symmetric
matrix-valued ∇P is always diagonal. Using this and the previous display, we have

diag (∇Pβ(x)) = ∇P(diag(x)), ∀x ∈ RD.(2.2)

Here, the everywhere differentiability of P (and thus Pβ) is ensured by [17, Proposi-
tion 2.3]. □

Lemma 2.2 (Properties of the initial condition). The function Pβ : RD → R is
differentiable everywhere, Lipschitz, convex, and semi-concave. Moreover, 1 · ∇Pβ(x) = 1

for every x ∈ RD.

Here, a function is semi-concave if, after subtracting some quadratic function, it
becomes concave.

Proof. We use Remark 2.1 and results from [17]. We know from [17, Lemma 2.2] that
the first and second order derivatives of Pβ(π, ·) are bounded everywhere on RD and
uniformly in π. It is well known (e.g. see [10, Proposition 1.5]) that the infimum of
functions with uniform bounds on concavity is semi-concave. Hence, Pβ is semi-concave.
Other properties in the first sentence of the statement can be found in [17, Lemma 2.1
and Proposition 2.3]. To show the second part, we use Remark 2.1 to see

1 · ∇Pβ(x) = diag(1) · ∇P(diag(x)), ∀x ∈ RD.(2.3)

Here, on the right-hand side, ∇P is the derivative with respect to the entry-wise inner
product of D×D matrices (Frobenius inner product). So, ∇P is RD×D-valued. The dot
product on the right-hand side is this inner product. Recall that the differentiability of
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P is ensured by [17, Proposition 2.3]. Applying [17, Theorem 1.1 (1)] to the right-hand
side of (2.3), we have

1 · ∇Pβ(x) = lim
N→∞

diag(1) · E
〈
N−1σσ⊺

〉
where the Gibbs measure ⟨·⟩ is equal to the one in (1.6) at t = 0 and this x. From (1.2),
we can deduce that diag(1) ·

(
N−1σσ⊺

)
= 1. Inserting this into the above display gives

the second part of this lemma. □

2.2. Limit of free energy. Notice that the convex conjugate of | · |2 is 1
4 | · |

2. The
following formula in (2.4) is known as the Hopf–Lax formula.

Proposition 2.3 (Hopf–Lax formula for the limit). As N → ∞, Fβ,N converges pointwise

on R+ × RD to a Lipschitz and convex function fβ given by

fβ(t, x) = sup
y∈RD

{
Pβ(x+ y)− |y|2

4t

}
, ∀(t, x) ∈ R+ × RD.(2.4)

Moreover, for every (t, x) ∈ R+ × RD, maximizers of the right-hand side in (2.4) exist.

Proof. This proposition can be deduced following the proof of [14, Proposition 5.2]. The
difference is that, there, the domain for the second variable is the space of real symmetric
matrices, while the domain here is RD. The simplification here is allowed by the fact
that the self-overlap N−1σσ⊺ is diagonal as in (1.2). The convexity and Lipschitzness of
fβ are due to the fact that FN,β is convex and Lipschitz uniformly in N , which can be
deduced as in [14, Lemma 5.1]. Since Pβ is Lipschitz (see Lemma 2.2) and thus grows at
most linearly, the existence of maximizers follows. □

We need the following lemma to characterize the differentiability of fβ(t, ·).

Lemma 2.4 (Envelop theorem). Let x ∈ RD. Then, fβ(t, ·) is differentiable at x if and
only if the set {

∇Pβ(x+ y)
∣∣ y maximizes the right-hand side of (2.4)

}
is a singleton. In this case, ∇fβ(t, x) = ∇Pβ(x+ y) for every maximizer y.

Proof. This is a result of the envelope theorem, for which we refer to the version stated
as [23, Theorem 2.21]. The linear growth of Pβ as implied by Lemma 2.2 ensures the
conditions in that theorem are satisfied. □

Next, we introduce some notations relevant to the color symmetry of Potts spins. Let
Sym(D) be the group consisting of permutations on {1, . . . , D} (labels of colors). For
every s ∈ Sym(D) and x = (x1, . . . , xD) ∈ RD, we write

xs =
(
xs(1), . . . , xs(D)

)
.(2.5)

In this notation, any s ∈ Sym(D) acts on the spin configuration σ through

σs = (σs•i)1⩽i⩽N(2.6)

where we apply the same permutation s to every single spin (column vector).

Since the uniform distribution of Potts spins is invariant under the action as in (2.6),
a simple observation from (1.5), (2.1), and (2.4) is that

Fβ,N (t, x) = Fβ,N (t, xs), Pβ(x) = Pβ(x
s), fβ(t, x) = fβ(t, x

s)(2.7)

for every (t, x) ∈ R+ × RD and s ∈ Sym(D). As a result, we also have

x ∈ R1 =⇒ ∇Pβ(x) = D−11.(2.8)
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Here and henceforth, R1 = {r1 : r ∈ R}. Indeed, from (2.7), we get ∇Pβ(x
s) =

(∇Pβ(x))
s for every x ∈ RD. Then, if x ∈ R1, we have xs = x and thus ∇Pβ(x) =

(∇Pβ(x))
s for every s ∈ Sym(D). This along with 1 · ∇P(x) = 1 in Lemma 2.2

verifies (2.8).

We are mostly interested in the zero external field case. From Proposition 2.3, we have,
for every t ∈ R+,

lim
N→∞

Fβ,N (t, 0) = fβ(t, 0) = sup
y∈RD

{
Pβ(y)−

|y|2

4t

}
.(2.9)

The only subset of RD that is invariant under the action of Sym(D) as in (2.5) is R1. We
are particularly interested in the case where the supremum in (2.9) is achieved on R1.

Lemma 2.5. For every t ∈ R+, we have

fβ(t, 0) ⩾ sup
y∈R1

{
Pβ(y)−

|y|2

4t

}
= Pβ(0) +

t

D
,(2.10)

where the supremum has a unique maximizer y = 2t
D1.

Proof. The inequality follows from (2.4). Since 1 ·mN = 1 (see (1.2)), using the definition
of Fβ,N in (1.5) and (2.1), we have

Fβ,N (t, x+ r1) = Fβ,N (t, x) + r, ∀x ∈ RD, r ∈ R;

Pβ(x+ r1) = Pβ(x) + r, ∀x ∈ RD, r ∈ R.(2.11)

Thus, the equality in (2.10) follows from (2.11) at x = 0 and simple computation. □

2.3. Critical point. We define

tc = inf

{
t > 0 : fβ(t, 0) > Pβ(0) +

t

D

}
.(2.12)

This is the critical value of t that marks the onset of color symmetry breaking and the
transition.

Proposition 2.6 (Properties of tc). The following holds:

(1) We have 0 < tc <∞.
(2) For every t < tc, we have that fβ(t, ·) is differentiable at 0 (with ∇fβ(t, 0) = D−11)

and that the Hopf–Lax formula of fβ(t, 0) as in (2.4) has a unique maximizer 2t
D1.

(3) For every t > tc, we have that fβ(t, 0) > Pβ(0) +
t
D ; that fβ(t, ·) is not dif-

ferentiable at 0; and that the Hopf–Lax formula of fβ(t, 0) has more than one

maximizer, none of which is equal to 2t
D1.

From this proposition, we can obtain different equivalent definitions of tc: as the
supremum of t such that fβ(t, 0) = P(0) + t

D ; or that fβ(t, ·) is differentiable at 0; or
that the Hopf–Lax formula has a unique maximizer.

In the remainder of this subsection, we prove this proposition part by part.

Proof of tc > 0 in Proposition 2.6 (1). Since Pβ is semi-concave (see Lemma 2.2), we

have that y 7→ Pβ(y)− |y|2
4t is strictly concave for sufficiently small t. Hence, the maximizer

in (2.4) must be unique, which we denote by y0. Due to the symmetry of Pβ as in (2.7),
we can see that ys0 (defined as in (2.5)) is also a maximizer for any s ∈ Sym(D). Hence, the
uniqueness of maximizers implies y0 ∈ R1. Then, Lemma 2.5 gives fβ(t, 0) = Pβ(0) +

t
D

for all sufficiently small t > 0, which ensures tc > 0. □
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Proof Proposition 2.6 (2). Let t < tc. By definition, we have that fβ(t, 0) = Pβ(0) +
t
D .

We set y0 =
2t
D1 and we know from Lemma 2.5 that y0 is a maximizer of the Hopf–Lax

formula (2.4). Due to (2.8), we have ∇Pβ(y0) = D−11. Now, we argue by contradiction
and assume that fβ(t, ·) is not differentiable at 0. By the envelope theorem as stated in
Lemma 2.4, there must be a maximizer y of (2.4) such that

∇Pβ(y) ̸= D−11.(2.13)

In particular, this along with (2.8) implies y ̸∈ R1. Since y is a maximizer and t < tc, we
have

Pβ(y)−
|y|2

4t
= Pβ(0) +

t

D
.(2.14)

In the following we define functions g, g0 : R++ → R by

g(s) = Pβ(y)−
|y|2

4s
, g0(s) = Pβ(0) +

s

D
, ∀s ∈ R++.

We then analyze the behavior of these two functions as s varies.

Since y is a maximizer of (2.4), we get

∇Pβ(y) =
y

2t
.(2.15)

As 1 · ∇Pβ(y) = 1 due to Lemma 2.2, we have
∑D

i=1
yi
2t = 1, which along with Jensen’s

inequality implies

|y|2

4t2
⩾

1

D
(2.16)

where the equality is achieved if and only if y
2t = 1

D1. This equality does not hold in
this case due to (2.13) and (2.15). Hence, the inequality in (2.16) is strict, which implies
g′(t) > g′0(t). Meanwhile, (2.14) gives g(t) = g0(t). Therefore, for all sufficiently small
ε > 0, we have g(t+ ε) > g0(t+ ε), which along with the Hopf–Lax formula (2.4) yields

fβ(t+ ε, 0) > Pβ(0) +
t+ ε

D
.

We can choose ε to satisfy t+ε < tc, which then reaches a contradiction with the definition
of tc. Hence, fβ(t, ·) must be differentiable at 0 by the argument of contradiction.

Let y be any maximizer of the Hopf–Lax formula. The envelope theorem stated as in
Lemma 2.4 gives ∇fβ(t, 0) = ∇Pβ(y). By (2.7), we also have ∇fβ(t, 0) = (∇fβ(t, 0))s for
every s ∈ Sym(D), which along with 1 · ∇fβ(t, 0) = 1 · ∇Pβ(y) = 1 (due to Lemma 2.2)
implies ∇fβ(t, 0) = D−11. Hence, this along with (2.15) yields y

2t = ∇fβ(t, 0) = D−11,
which completes proof. □

Proof Proposition 2.6 (3). Notice that s 7→ fβ(s, 0) is convex (see (2.4)), fβ(0, 0) =
Pβ(0), and fβ(s, 0) ⩾ Pβ(0) +

s
D for every s. Hence, if fβ(t, 0) = Pβ(0) +

t
D at some

t > tc, then we have fβ(s, 0) = Pβ(0) +
s
D for every s ∈ [tc, t], which contradicts the

definition of tc. Therefore, we have fβ(t, 0) > Pβ(0) +
t
D for every t > tc.

For the second statement, suppose that fβ(t, ·) is differentiable at 0 at some t > tc. Let
y be any maximizer of the Hopf–Lax formula (2.4). Then, from the last paragraph in the
proof of Part (2), we have y = 2tD−11. This implies that the Hopf–Lax formula (2.4)
of fβ(t, ·) maximizes over R1 which by Lemma 2.5 gives fβ(t, 0) = Pβ(0) +

t
D . This

contradicts the result in the previous paragraph. Hence, fβ(t, ·) cannot be differentiable
at 0 for any t > tc.

Lastly, the Hopf–Lax formula must have more than one maximizer because otherwise,
we can use the envelope theorem as stated in Lemma 2.4 to deduce that fβ(t, ·) is
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differentiable at 0. Also, none of the maximizers can be 2t
D1, because otherwise we can

use Lemma 2.5 to deduce fβ(t, 0) = Pβ(0) +
t
D , which contradicts the first part of the

statement. □

To show that tc < ∞, we need some preparation. Denote by FCW
N (t, x) be the free

energy in (1.5) with β set to be zero. This is the free energy in the Curie–Weiss–
Potts model. We denote by ψ = FCW

1 (0, ·) the initial condition. In this case, we have
ψ = FCW

N (0, ·) for every N ∈ N and the explicit expression

ψ(x) = log

(
D∑

d=1

exd

)
− logD, ∀x ∈ RD.(2.17)

Proposition 2.3 yields that, for every (t, x) ∈ R+ × RD,

lim
N∈∞

FCW
N (t, x) = sup

y∈RD

{
ψ(x+ y)− |y|2

4t

}
.(2.18)

The difference between the free energy of the Potts spin glass and that of Curie–Weiss–
Potts is also bounded.

Lemma 2.7. We have

FCW
N (t, x)− β2

2
⩽ Fβ,N (t, x) ⩽ FCW

N (t, x)

uniformly in (t, x) ∈ R+ × RD and N ∈ N.

Proof. For s ∈ [0, 1], we define ϕ(s) = Fβ
√
s,N (t, x). Then, we can compute the derivative

ϕ′(s) of ϕ(s). By using the Gaussian integration by parts and the boundedness of Potts

spins, we can show −β2

2 ⩽ ϕ′(s) ⩽ 0. Since ϕ(1) = Fβ,N (t, x) and ϕ(0) = FCW
N (t, x), we

can get the desired result. □

Proof of tc <∞ in Proposition 2.6 (1). For any t > 0, set y(t) = (2t, 0, · · · , 0) ∈ RD.
Using (2.17), we can compute

ψ(y(t))− |y(t)|2

4t
= log(e2t +D − 1)− logD − t ⩾ t− logD(2.19)

Then, we have

fβ(t, 0) = lim
N
Fβ,N (t, 0)

L.2.7
⩾ lim

N
FCW
N (t, 0)− β2

2

(2.18),(2.19)

⩾ t− logD − β2

2

which implies that, for all t sufficiently large,

fβ(t, 0) > Pβ(0) +
t

D

and thus tc <∞ by its definition in (2.12). □

2.4. Color symmetry breaking. We explain our definition of color symmetry in terms
of the spin glass order parameter and show that tc in (2.12) marks the color symmetry
breaking.

We start with describing the Parisi formula. Recall that Pβ (as in (2.1)) is the limit of
free energy in the model with self-overlap correction. The existence of the limit is ensured
by [14, Theorem 1.1], which states that, for each x ∈ RD, Pβ(x) is given by the Parisi
formula

Pβ(x) = inf
π∈Π

Pβ(π, x).(2.20)
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We explain the formula on the right-hand side. Denote by SD
+ the set of D × D real

symmetric positive semi-definite matrices. Here, Π is the collection of all left-continuous
paths π : [0, 1) → SD

+ that are increasing in the sense that π(s′)− π(s) ∈ SD
+ whenever

s′ ⩾ s. The Parisi functional Pβ(π, x) is defined explicitly as in [14, (1.5)] (see also [17,
(1.7)]).

Since any path π ∈ Π is monotone, π has right limits and we define the right
endpoint of π as π(1) = lims↑1 π(s). For each z ∈ RD, we consider the collection
Π(z) = {π ∈ Π : π(1) = diag(z)} of paths whose endpoints are equal to diag(z). Using
(2.2) in Remark 2.1, we can restate [17, Theorem 1.1 (3)] as that, for every x ∈ RD,

Pβ(x) = inf
π∈Π(∇Pβ(x))

Pβ(π, x).

This refines the formula in the previous display by telling us that the Parisi formula
optimizes over paths with a fixed endpoint specified by ∇Pβ(x). Using this, we can
rewrite the Hopf–Lax formula in (2.4) as, for t ∈ R+,

fβ(t, 0) = sup
y∈RD

inf
π∈Π(∇Pβ(y))

{
Pβ(π, y)−

|y|2

4t

}
.(2.21)

This will be the formula to be work this.

We set Z to be the collection of increasing left-continuous paths ζ : [0, 1] → [0, 1] such
that ζ(1) = lims↑1 ζ(s) = 1. We also define

Ψ(s) =
s

D
Id+

1− s

D2
11⊺ ∀s ∈ [0, 1].(2.22)

These will be needed in the following discussion.

We explain the physical meaning of the parameters in (2.21). Let y and π be optimal.
Heuristically, the asymptotic distribution of the overlap N−1σσ′⊺ under E ⟨·⟩t,0 (where σ

and σ′ are independent samples from ⟨·⟩t,0) should correspond to the law of π(U) where

U is the uniform random variable over [0, 1]. The limit of the self-overlap N−1σσ⊺ should
correspond to the endpoint π(1) which is equal to diag (∇Pβ(y)). We heuristically view
this correspondence as an equality, which is not correct (see the footnote in Section 1.2).
The color symmetry should mean that the optimal π is invariant under the action induced
by permuting labels of the spin (see (2.6)), more precisely,

(πdd′(s))1⩽d,d′⩽D =
(
πs(d)s(d′)(s)

)
1⩽d,d′⩽D

, ∀s ∈ [0, 1), ∀s ∈ Sym(D).

On the other hand, since the entries of N−1σσ′⊺ always sum to 1, we also expect∑D
d,d′=1 πdd′ = 1. Hence, assuming that π takes the form in the above display, we can

deduce that π must be of the form π = Ψ ◦ ζ for some ζ ∈ Z. In particular, the endpoint
satisfies π(1) = D−1Id and thus we necessarily have ∇Pβ(y) = D−11. This paragraph is
not rigorous, but it motivates the following definition.

Definition 2.8. At t ∈ R+, we say that the color symmetry is preserved provided
that there is a maximizer y ∈ RD of the supremum in (2.21) such that ∇Pβ(y) = D−11
and the remaining infimum in (2.21) optimizes over symmetric paths, namely,

fβ(t, 0) = inf
ζ∈Z

Pβ(Ψ ◦ ζ, y)− |y|2

4t

where Ψ is given in (2.22) and Z is defined above (2.22). Otherwise, we say that the
color symmetry is broken.

Proposition 2.9 (Color symmetry). The following holds:
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(1) If t ∈ [0, tc], then the color symmetry is preserved and we have

fβ(t, 0) = inf
ζ∈Z

Pβ(Ψ ◦ ζ, 0) + t

D
.(2.23)

(2) If t > tc, then the color symmetry is broken and we have

fβ(t, 0) > inf
ζ∈Z

Pβ(Ψ ◦ ζ, 0) + t

D
.

We remark that [16, Theorem 1.2] gives a rewriting of the infimum in (2.23) which
admits a unique minimizer. This result is based on an extension of the arguments in [2]
(also see [13]).

Proof. To show the first part, let t ∈ [0, tc]. By the definition of tc in (2.12) and continuity
(needed for t = tc), we have fβ(t, 0) = Pβ(0) +

t
D . Lemma 2.5 implies that y = 2t

D1 is
a maximizer of the Hopf–Lax formula in (2.4) and thus also of the supremum in (2.21).
By (2.8), we have ∇Pβ(y) = D−11. By [16, Theorem 1.1], we have

Pβ(0) = inf
ζ∈Z

Pβ(Ψ ◦ ζ, 0)(2.24)

and thus

fβ(t, 0) = inf
ζ∈Z

Pβ(Ψ ◦ ζ, 0) + t

D

(2.11)
= inf

ζ∈Z
Pβ(Ψ ◦ ζ, y)− |y|2

4t

which proves the first part.

Now, let t > tc. Suppose that the color symmetry is preserved. Then, there is a
maximizer y of the Hopf–Lax formula (2.4) such that ∇Pβ(y) = D−11. The maximality

implies that ∇Pβ(y) = y
2t and thus y = 2t

D1, which contradicts Proposition 2.6 (3).

Hence, the color symmetry is broken. Proposition 2.6 (3) also gives fβ(t, 0) > Pβ(0) +
t
D

which together with (2.24) gives the desired inequality. □

2.5. Ferromagnetism. We describe the phase transition at tc in terms of the change of
magnetization.

Proposition 2.10 (Magnetization). The following holds.

(1) (“Zero” magnetization in the sub-critical regime) Let t ∈ [0, tc) and let (xN )N∈N
be any sequence converging to 0. Then,

lim
N→∞

E
〈∣∣mN −D−11

∣∣〉
t,xN

= 0.

(2) (Spontaneous magnetization in the super-critical regime) Let t > tc. Then, there is
a strictly increasing sequence (Nn)n∈N of positive integers and (xn)n∈N converging
to 0 such that limn→∞ E ⟨mNn⟩t,xn

exists but is not D−11.

Proof of Proposition 2.10 (1). By computing the first-order derivative of Fβ,N (t, ·) using
the expression in (1.5), we have

∇Fβ,N (t, x) = E ⟨mN ⟩t,x , ∀x ∈ RD.(2.25)

In particular, this implies that Fβ,N (t, ·) is Lipschitz uniformly in N . We can use this
to upgrade the pointwise convergence in Proposition 2.3 to that Fβ,N (t, ·) converges to
fβ(t, ·) uniformly on every compact set. By computing the second-order derivatives of
Fβ,N (t, ·) (similar to [17, (2.4)]), we can verify that Fβ,N (t, ·) is convex. Then, for any

y ∈ RD and r > 0, the convexity gives

Fβ,N (t, xN )− Fβ,N (t, xN − ry)

r
⩽ y · ∇Fβ,N (t, xN ) ⩽

Fβ,N (t, xN + ry)− Fβ,N (t, xN )

r
.
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First sending N → ∞ and then r → 0, we can use the local uniform convergence of Fβ,N

and the differentiability of fβ(t, ·) at 0 to get limN→∞ y · ∇Fβ,N (t, xN ) = y · ∇fβ(t, 0).
Using this along with (1.5) and ∇fβ(t, 0) = D−11 (Proposition 2.6 (2)), we get

lim
N→∞

E ⟨mN ⟩t,xN
= D−11.

The proof will be complete if we can show

lim
N→∞

E
〈∣∣∣mN − E ⟨mN ⟩t,xN

∣∣∣〉
t,xN

= 0.

This is a standard consequence of the concentration of free energy, the convexity of
Fβ,N (t, ·) (and its un-averaged version), and the differentiability of fβ(t, ·) at 0 (due to
t < tc). For instance, one can use the same argument for [17, Proposition 2.4] verbatim
by substituting mN , xN , Fβ,N (t, ·), fβ(t, ·) for N−1σσ⊺, x, FN , P therein. The detail is
tedious and thus omitted here. □

Proof of Proposition 2.10 (2). Recall that fβ(t, ·) is convex (see Proposition 2.3). If
for every sequence (xn)n∈N of differentiable points of fβ(t, ·) converging to 0 we have
limn→∞∇fβ(t, xn) = D−11, then we can use the characterization of differentials of
convex function as stated in [47, Theorem 25.6] to deduce that fβ(t, ·) is differentiable
at 0. Since we know that fβ(t, ·) is not differentiable at 0 due to Proposition 2.6 (3),
there must be (xn)n∈N such that (∇fβ(t, xn))n∈N does not converge to D−11. Since
fβ(t, ·) is Lipschitz (see Proposition 2.3), the derivatives of fβ(t, ·) are bounded, which
allows us to pass to a subsequence (still denoted as (xn)n∈N for convenience) along which
∇fβ(t, xn) converges to some a ∈ RD other than D−11. As argued in the previous proof,
we have limN→∞∇Fβ,N (t, xn) = ∇fβ(t, xn) for each n. Then, we can find a strictly
increasing sequence (Nn)n∈N such that ∇Fβ,Nn(t, xn) approximates ∇fβ(t, xn) and thus
limn→∞∇Fβ,Nn(t, xn) = a. This along with (2.25) gives the result. □
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