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Abstract

This paper studies properties of the mixed spherical vector p-spin model. At zero
temperature, we establish and investigate a Parisi type formula for the ground state
energy. At finite temperature, we provide some properties of minimizers of the Crisanti-
Sommers formula recently obtained in [19]. In particular, we extend some of the one-
dimensional Parisi measure results of [6] to the vector case.

1  The spherical spin model with vector spins

Spherical spin glass models are one of the main sources of ideas and techniques in the the-
oretical study of disordered complex systems. These models are simple enough to produce
explicit computations while retaining many of the intriguing phenomena of high-dimensional
random systems. Their energy landscape provides a metaphor to explain several phenomena
in other areas of science, including biology, chemistry, data science, and economy.

One of these explicit computations was the limiting free energy discovered by Crisanti and
Sommers in [12] for the spherical p-spin model with one dimensional spins. This formula is
the analogue of the classical Parisi formula for the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick model [25] and it
was rigorously proven for even-p-spin models by Talagrand in [26] and extended to general
mixed p-spin models by Chen in [8]. These variational formulas and their minimizers have
deep importance to describe and classify the energy landscape of such systems. We refer the
readers to [2-4,6,7,13,16,17,21] and the references therein for results in this direction.

The rigorous study of spherical spin models with vector spins started with the work of
Panchenko and Talagrand [24] with the first non-trivial bounds for the free energy. Recently,
Ko [19] provided a proof of the limiting free energy for these models and its Crisanti-Sommers
analogue [18]. These results came after important contribution of Panchenko in the study of
vector p-spins on the hypercube [22-24]. As far as we know, there is no rigorous study on the
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role and properties of the minimizers of such models. The goal of this paper is to provide the
first steps of this study and to analyze the model at zero temperature, extending the results
of [19] to the ground state energy. Our main results are stated in Sections 2.1 and 3.

Let us now describe the spherical model with vector spins and state some of its fundamental
results. Fix m > 1 and for N > 1, let Sy be the sphere in RY of radius v/ N. We denote a
configuration of the vector spin by

G= (G, ,0n) € S% where ST = {7 € (RN)"|7(j) € Sy for j =1,---,m}.
Here the j-th coordinate of & is denoted by ¢(j) and the vector entries of ¢ are denoted by
0 = (di(1), -+ ,di(m)) eR™, 1<i<N.

For p > 2, we denote the p-spin Hamiltonian of the j-th copy by

o, 1 Lo Lo
Hyp(3(5)) = p—1 Z Gir iy 0ir (J) - 0, (4),

N2 i iy

where g;, .. ; are i.i.d. standard Gaussians for all p > 2 and indices (41, -- ,i,). The corre-

P
sponding mixed p-spin Hamiltonian for the j-th copy at inverse temperatures (f,),>2, where

Bp = (gp(j))lgjgm, can be expressed as

HY (@) = By() Hp(3()))- (1)

p=>2

Here we only consider mixed even p—spin models, i.e. §,(j) = 0 for all 1 < j < m and odd
p > 3. Moreover, we assume that the inverse temperature of each j-th copy satisfy

> 2B2(j) < oo,

p=>2

so that (1) is well-defined.
We define the Hamiltonian of m copies mixed p-spin models of spherical spin glasses by

Hy(F) =) Hy(9).

j=1

If, for any 1 < k, ¢ < m, we introduce the function

Era(z) =Y Bp(k)By ()7, (2)

p>2
then it is not difficult to check that, for two arbitrarily spin configurations &' and &2,
E [HE (6" (k) Hy(52(0))] = N&,o(RY3) for all 1 < k, £ < m,

where



is the overlap between the corresponding coordinates of the vector configurations &' and 2.
. . = .
The overlap matrix between configurations ¢ and &* is expressed as

N

0 = Kk 1 Y-

Rop = R(0°,0") = (Bgp hishpsm = 5 Y 5i‘wa
i=1

where ® is the outer product on vectors in R™

Let M be the space of m x m semi-symmetric positive definite matrices with entries in
[—1,1] and diagonals entries equal to 1. We now describe the Crisanti-Sommers formula for
the free energy of a system of vector spins with constrained self-overlap ) € M. For any
positive semidefinite matrix A = (A; ;)1<ij<m, let

§(A) = (B, ® By) © A% = (& (Ais)h<ij<m

p=>2

where &, ; are defined in (2) and A denotes the p-th Hadamard power of the matrix A
(element-wise multiplication). Clearly, we have the matrices

5/(‘4) = Zp(gp ® gp) ®© Ao(p—l) and f//(A) = Zp(p — 1)(5_;) ® Bp) ® AO(P—2)‘

p=>2 p=>2

Given any € > 0 and ) € M, denote the set of spins with constrained self overlaps by

Q;vz{aesyg

nmaa—@usﬁ,

where [[Alloo = sup;<; j<p, |Aij], for any m x m matrix A. For an external field h € R™ and
any 3 > 0, we define the free energy as
1 m N
ﬁﬂ@zwm%éfmﬁQm@+gﬁ@gﬁM0MMﬂ

7=1 =1

where the reference measure A% = A§™ is the product of Haar measures Ay on Sy with nor-
malization Ay (Sy) = 1. Here the parameter (3 is the so-called inverse temperature. Moreover,
denote &3 = 52¢€ and hg = Sh.

For a measurable function f : St x S — R we also set

(Froo = Jige, 2 f(0,5%) exp(Hn(6") + Hy(5%))dAT(5")dAR (5?)
O fige e oxP(HN(G) + Hy(57) AN (G AN (52)

(3)

For a matrix-valued function A(G", 3?) = (a;;(G", 72))1<i j<m, we let (A(d*, %)), o denote the

-] =

matrix ((a;;(d, 7%))e.q)1<ij<n. Observe that for any f continuous, the map

Q— (fle (4)

is continuous on (M, || - ||o0)-



We will now recall the formula for the free energy obtained in [18]. Denote a right-
continuous non-decreasing function by

x(t) : [0,m] — [0, 1] such that 2(0) = 0 and xz(m) =1 (5)

and a 1-Lipschitz monotone matrix path in the space of m x m positive semidefinite matrices
by

U(t) : [0,m] — S such that Trace(¥(t)) =t and ¥(0) = 0 and ¥(m) = Q. (6)
where S™' is the space of m x m positive semidefinite matrices.
Set
ty =2 (1) = inf{t € [0,m]|z(t) = 1}
and

s, :=x*(0) = sup{t € [0, m]|z(t) = 0}.

Assuming t, < m, then Vt, < T < m, we can define the quantity

Caale, ®) = % [ /0 " (€D (8)) + FaRT, (1))t + log |B(m) — B(T)| + /0 (1), qy(t))dt]
(7)

where ®(t) : [0,m] — R™ ™ is a decreasing matrix path given by
O(t) = [ x(s)®(s)ds.

Furthermore, for any A € ST satisfying A > [[" 2(s)€4(®(s)) © ®'(s)ds,we have a contin-
uous form of the Parisi formula as follows:

1

Paale ) = 5| [ 160(@) © V). (4~ Diola) o + i (A - Dig(0) )

- / " (@) (E4((g) © B(g), ¥ (g))dg + (A, Q) —m —log |A]| (8)

where Dj ,(q) :== fqm z(5)E5(P(s)) © ¥'(s)ds.

Denote .# the collection of all 1-Lipschitz monotone matrix paths that satisfy (6) and .#
the collection of all continuously differentiable Lipschitz monotone matrix path with Lipschitz
derivatives that satisfies (6) without satisfying the assumption that Trace(®(t)) = ¢, but
satisfying the assumption that for any ¢t € supp p, Trace(®(t)) = t.

Similarly, denote by .4y the collection of all nonnegative nondecreasing and right-
continuous functions on [0,m) and .4 the collection of all nonnegative nondecreasing and
right-continuous functions on [0, m) satisfying the assumption that there exists 0 < ¢ < m
such that «a(t) is constant for all ¢ € [¢, m].

We will also need a discrete version of (7) and (8) that we describe now. Consider a
discrete monotone matrix path encoded by an increasing sequence of real numbers and a
monotone sequence of n X n symmetric positive semidefinite matrices,

O=20<m <...<x <12, <1,

0=Q < <...<Qr2<Qr1<Q =0,

4



where r > 1. We denote x = (z3),_y and Q = (Qx)5_,- The discrete Crisanti-Sommers
formula is given by

o D
%(5.Q) = SR, D) + xrl_l log |Q — Q4| — zlgkg_%kl | | 5:|1|
+(Q1, D1 + Si<her—12y - Sum(€(Qps1) — £(Qr))], 9)

where D), = 3, <p<r—12k(Qry1 — Q) for 1 <p <r —1, and

Sum(A) = Z A

1<i,j<m

and the discrete Parisi formula is given by

(M x,Q) = %[<EET,A—1>+<A,Q>—m—log|A|+ > log Beal e, ar

1<k<r—1 | A

— > a - Sum(B(Qki1) — 0(Q))] (10)

1<k<r—1

where A, = A\, = A — Zpgkgr_1 Tp(E(Qra1) — & (Qp)) for 1 <p <r—1.
The limit of the free energy with self overlaps constrained to () can be expressed as

Theorem 1 ( [18], Theorems 1-3, Proposition 1). The limit of the free energy with self
overlaps constrained to () is

lim lim Fg@(8) = inf €.(z,Q) = inf Ghole,®) = inf Pgo(r,A ). (11)

e—0 N—oo 7‘,:57@ z,PeEN X Mo z,PeN X Mo

The last two infimums are over x(t) and ®(t) defined in (5) and (6) such that |Q —P(t,)] > 0
and they are both attained.

2 The Parisi formula at zero temperature

We first modify the setting of the Theorem 1 to achieve convergence of the minimizer for the
ground state energy. To be more specific, we claim that any matrix path minimizer of € lies
in .# . Moreover, we claim that any discrete path corresponds to a matrix path in .#, hence

inf €,(x,Q) > inf ///‘557@(:17, D). (12)

T’X’Q (E,‘IJEJVX

We leave the proof of this claim to next section. Moreover, as

. < . . > .
T’gf(é (57« (X’ Q) - m,@é%/rilﬁfxt///o %B’Q (I7 (I)) and x,d)Gl%X/// %@Q(I, (I)) - m,@é%/rilﬁfxt///o %B’Q (I7 (I))7

we obtain that inf Q 6 (x,Q) < infy ac v v Cs,0(x, ®) and therefore

inf €,(x,Q) = inf Eholz, D).

rx,Q = 2, DEN XM



Since any path ® in . is continuously differentiable and ®’ is Lipschitz and uniformly
bounded, then by Arzela-Ascoli theorem, for any 8 > 0, the minimizer ®z ¢ is also a con-
tinuously differentiable function with Lipschitz and uniformly bounded derivative. Similarly,
for any 8 > 0, we get a subsequence {f3,},>0 such that {®s, o} converges to a continuously
differentiable path ®.

The following result explains the role of the minimizers of the Crisanti-Sommers formula
in the case n > 2. The proof is deferred to the end of this subsection.

Theorem 2. Assume that the pair (x,®) is a minimizer of the Crisanti-Sommers formula
(11) and write pp([0,q]) = x(q). For any F = (F;j)i<ij<m : R™*™ — R™ ™ continuous and
bounded,

lim lim E(F(R1s))eo — / Fod(t)dup(t).

N—o00 e—0 0
Remark 1 (Uniqueness of the Parisi pair (z, ®)). By choosing F'(X) = (trace(X))1<; j<m and
using the fact that Trace(®(t)) = t, one can see that the minimizing measure pp is unique.
Similarly, for any t € suppup, the value of ®(¢) is also unique. However, for any ¢t ¢ supp pp,
we can modify ®(t) arbitrarily as ®(t) will not change the corresponding value of €(x, ).

Fix 8 > 0. Let (x50, Psg) be an optimizer of (11) in A x .#,. The following lemma

shows that there exists Q3 € M such that 5., (2s,0,, Ps,0s) = SUPgem €5,0(28,0, Psq). For
Q € M, let

%(Q) = inf Gy oz, ®) = Cha(rs0, Pse):

Lemma 3. For any 5 > 0, the map Q — €(Q) is continuous. Furthermore, there exists
Qs € M such that

% (Qp) = sup €(Q).
QeM

Proof. We start by proving continuity of €. It suffices to show that for any sequence {Q,} €
M converging to @ € M, {€(z,, P,)} converges to € (z, ), where (x,,P,) and (z,P) are
minimizers of (11) with constraints @,, and @, respectively.

Let F = (Fij)i<ij<m @ R™™ — R™™ be a continuous and bounded function. Since
Qn — Q as n — 0o, we obtain from (4),

lim lim UmE(F(R12))c, = Im HImE(F(R2))c0-

n—00 N—o00 e—0 N—o0 e—0

On the other hand, Theorem 2 implies

N—o00 e—0

lim hmE(F(Rl,g»QQ = /OmF @) (ID(t)du(t)

and -
lim ImE(F(R12))eq, = / Fo®,(t)du,(t).
0

N—00 e—0

Combining the above displays we obtain

m

lim [ Fo®,(t)dun(t) = / " o a)du(t). (13)

n— o0 0



Now fix tg € supp p and set Ay := P(ty). Applying (13), with F': R™*™ — R™*™ given
by
F(X) = Lix=ao} = (L{x=n})1<ij<m,

we obtain that m

lim [ Lo, )=o)y dun(t) = (n({to})). (14)

n—o0 0

Since ty € supp p we have Trace(®(ty)) = to. Thus the indicator function above is only non-
zero in a subset of {t € [0,m] : Trace(®,(t)) = to}. At the same time, for any ¢ € supp fin,
Trace(®,,(t)) = t. These two observations, combined with (14), imply that for n sufficiently
large, ®,(tg) = ®(to) and p,({to}) = n({te}) as n — oc.

Similarly, for any s, ¢ supp p, consider the function G(X) = IL{race x=s0}
(Ltrace x=s0})1<ij<m- Another application of (13) implies that

m

llm ]l{tzs()}d,un(t) = 0,

n—oo

which leads to p,({so}) — 0 as n — oco. Last, since sy ¢ supp p, the value of ®(sp) will not
affect the value of € (z, ®) (see Remark 1).

Looking back at (7), the facts that ®,(t) — ®(¢t) for t € supp p, and p,({s}) — pu({s})
Vs imply 65,0, (Tn, Prn) = €30z, ®) as n — oo and thus continuity of € (Q)) with respect to
Q@ in M.

The second assertion in the lemma now follows from continuity of €' (Q)) and compactness
of the space M.

Recall the definition of free energy with any constraint () € ST,

1 m N
FR(B) = NElog/e exp 3 (HN ZFL Z : )d)\m 3),

and denote the free energy with no constraint by

1 =N
FN(ﬁ):NElog/(S) expﬁ( Zh Z ai( )d)\mc?
N’UL :

i=1
The limiting free energy was obtained in [19]:

Theorem 4 ( [19], Theorem 1). For any m > 1, the limit of the free enerqy is give by

lim Fy(B) =sup inf P(zg,Pg,Ag,Q) = sup 1nf C(xg, Pg, Q).
N—oo QeM *q,2q.Aq QeM Z@,®qQ

Let {Qs} >0 be a sequence given by Lemma 3. Since {Qs}s=0 is bounded, there exists

a subsequence {Qg, }r>0 and Qo € M such that {Qs, x>0 converges to Qn as f — oo.

Without loss of generality, we will assume {(Qg} converges to Q. By Lemma 3, Theorem 1,
and Theorem 4 we have

A}i_r)rlooFN(ﬁ) = lim lim Fy (5) (15)

e—0 N—oo

7



Moreover, since Q3 — Qo as 3 — 00, then by dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

1 1
lim lim lim ﬁF ©95(B) = lim lim lim —F59=(B).

B—00 €e+0 N—oo B—00 €0 N—oo ﬁ

We now investigate the ground state energy

H —
GSE := lim max N(O).
N—oocoge(Sy)m N

A standard computation (see [2, Section 5], for instance) implies that

B—00 N—o0

1
GSE = hm hm 5F ~ () almost surely,
and using (15) we obtain

1
GSE = lim lim lim ﬁF a (8) almost surely.

B—00 €30 N—oo
Combining with (16) we obtain
Proposition 5. We have the following:

—

N ()

GSE = lim max
N—oo R(4,6)€Qe0 N B—00 e—0 N—00

We finish this subsection with a proof of Theorem 2 and (12).

1
= lim lim lim BF SO ().

(16)

Proof of Theorem 2. For each 1 < i < m, denote the i-th unit vector in R™ by € =
(0,--+,0,1,0,---,0). Given a vector @, let @ ®; @ as @ ® €; + € ® d. In this proof we

drop from our notation the dependencies on # and Q).

For any p > 2, we consider arbitrarily ¢, that also satisfies the requirement of the inverse

temperature, As the Crisanti-Sommers functional is differentiable at each ﬁp(i), where p >

2,1 <1 < n, we consider Ep + t¢, as inverse temperature and compute the first derivative of

the Crisanti-Sommers functional at ¢ = 0.

e
dt g

1
2

]_9 / / <ﬁp ® E;D + E;D X Ep, (I)ij(t)p_lq);j (t))d,up(s)dt
/ / By © 0+ 8, @ fy Dy (17101, (1))t dpp (5)

3505450 5,07 = [ 0 durs)

0

— (3, ©8,Q - / " B(s)Pdup(s)).

- /m () (B, @ E, + 2 @ f,, ®t)°P) © &' (t))dt
= 0



On the hand, integration by parts implies

OHN (& . L=
E|i gt( )HN(O'):| :N<Cp®ﬁp,R172>
and OHx(5)
g = = o o
B(250) NG ® 4,07 - E(RT)0) (13)
€6Q
Last, we note that the differential of Fi(Q) at (,(4) is given by %E(aHgf&))E,Q, so by (18)
d € — 7 o o
EFN(C» = (G ® By, Q7 — E<R1?2>E,Q>- (19)

Moreover, by Holder’s inequality, Fj, is convex at (,(7), and this combined with the fact
that € is both convex and differentiable at ,(i), we get

. OF, 0%
i lim === =

A combination of (11), (17), and (19) yields

N—o0 e—0

im T, 6, Q” ~ BURT)c0) = (5,96, Q7 = [ 857 dup(s)

which is equivalent to say that, for each 1 < i < m,

(B; ® Cp, lim limE(Rf’sz — / O(s)Pdup(s)) = 0.
0

N—oo e—0

As ¢, is chosen arbitrarily, we get the following relation,

1mnmwm9w:/’wwmww.
0

N—o0 €e—0

Since the even polynomials are dense on C[0, 1], we get the desired conclusion.
O

Proof of (12). Tt suffices to show that each discrete path correponds to a matrix path in .Z.
Consider a discrete monotone matrix path encoded by an increasing sequence of real numbers
and a monotone sequence of n X n symmetric positive semidefinite matrices,

O=20<m <...<x o< 12,1 <1,
O:QOSQ:LS"'SQT’—2§QT’—1SQT’:Q)

where 7 > 1. As before, we denote x = (z3);_y and Q = (Qx)5_;-
Taking t := trace (@) we define a Lipschitz path ® by taking ®(¢;) = Qy at each point
tr and interpolate by sine functions:

Mﬂ=gﬂm+®mﬁﬂ+gﬂmm—®WHﬂn@%@ﬁ{%%)bmﬁgsmﬂ



Thus,

(t) = T P(tpy1) — (tn) - cos ( 2t — 1, — tk+1)

T
2 Ter1 — tg 2(tp1 — tr)

and we set x(t) = xy, for ty, <t < tgiq.

It is not difficult to show from (9), that the Crisanti-Sommers functionals agree. From the
construction above, we obtain that the desired ® lies in .#, which means ® is a continuously
differentiable Lipschitz monotone matrix path with Lipschitz derivatives that satisfies (6)
satisfying the assumption that for any ¢ € supp p, Trace ®(t) =

O

Remark 2 (Infinite differentiability of a minimizer ®). Note that in the proof above, we
can also interpolate the discrete monotone matrix path linearly and then add a mollifier
to smoothen the path in order to make it to be infinitely differentiable. Moreover, as the
mollifier is uniformly bounded at any order of derivative, we can then conclude the infinite
differentiability of a minimizer of & .

2.1 Crisanti-Sommers formula of the Ground State Energy

We now turn our attention to the main result of this section, a Parisi type formula for GSE.
Let

. . Hy(5)
GSE(Q) = lim lim RGeees N

and
H(Q) = {(L,a, Q) eST x N X M:L> / a(s)®'(s)ds and @ constrained on Q} :
0

For any (L, a,®) € #(Q), define
G(L,0,B) = %[@(@ i+ [ / ()
- [Ceem e [ et >ds>dt].

0
Set

Theorem 6. (Parisi’s formula for the ground state energy.) For any vector mized p-spin
model and any constraint () we have

GSE = inf C(L,a,d).
(@) (L,a,qi)eﬂf(Q) (L, o, )
Moreover,
GSE = inf € (L, o, ), (20)
(Lo, 2)EH (Qoo)

and the minimizers (Lo, ag, Po) of (20) satisfy

o 1= 511—{20 Bxg .. vaguely on [0,m),

10



Qg := lim Pg . uniformly and Pf := hm (I)BQ uniformly,

B—00

B—o0

Lo hm/ Bs0. ()P o ()ds.

Remark 3. The vague convergence of (8®g .. )(s>0) on [0, m) means that limg_,o S50, (s) =
ap(s) at all points of continuity of ag on [0, m).
2.1.1 Example: Multi-dimensional SK model

Consider the multi-dimensional SK model, i.e. for A € ST, £(A) = (B2 @ f2) o A°2. Formula
(20) can be explicitly solved and we find that the multi-dimensional SK model is replica
symmetric at zero temperature.

Proposition 7. The multi-dimensional SK model is replica symmetric at zero temperature,
that is, the minimizer (Lo, ag, Po) is given by

L= QHQHE@) +TENQN HQE ap=0 and &= Q 1)

and the corresponding GSE is equal to
Sum ((Q*(€/(Q) + hi")Q2)%).

We defer the proof of this Proposition to Section 4.

2.1.2 Proof of Theorem 6

The rest of the section covers the proof of Theorem 6.
Before the proof of Theorem 6, we need to first introduce some notation. For any matrix
A and 7, satisfying the requirements in (1) , we denote the corresponding Hamiltonian by

(@) = YT () Huvy (7).
p>2
and the covariance by ((A) = X,52(7, ® £,) ©® A?.
Lemma 8. There exists a constant C¢ depending only on ¢ such that for any 8 > 0,
G
Sum(¢(Q) = ((®s,0(q)))’
Proof of Lemma 8. Note that for any N > 1, by Dudley’s entropy integral,

Xn(0)

Vq € [0, m]. (22)

Brsqlq) <

< Ce. (23)

E max
Fesy

Here the constant C; > 0 depends only on (.
From Gaussian integration by parts, we obtain,

BC(Q) — E(C(R(",5%)))s) = E<XN(5)

)8 (24)

11



where (-)g is the Gibbs average with respect to the Gibbs measure Gy (o) defined by

. exp BXy(d)
Gng(0) = ————=
n,5(0) Zn ()
From the differentiability of Ep, we also have
Jim B(CRE7)a = | (@aals))rsalds) (25)
> 0

By (23), (24) and (25), we then obtain,

Xn(d X
N(U)>B < Em%x N(U)
OEON

BSum(¢(Q) - / " (@50(s))zs(ds)) = E <

Finally combining with the following two inequalities which can be derived from integration
by parts,

/0 " Brs0(s)C(@p0(s)) © ¥y o(s)ds = BC(Q) / " C(@p0()rs0(ds))
and
/ " B a(s)C(B(5) © B o(5)ds > B a()(C(Q) — C(®sa(e))). Vg € [0,m]

we then obtain that,

6I67Q(Q)Sum(C(Q) - C(¢67Q(Q))) < Cqu S [0’ m]’

as desired.
O

Lemma 9. There exists a constant C’é > 0 and a positive semidefinite matriz Ae depending
only on & such that
limsup B(m — qg) < C¢

B—00

and

lim sup/ Brpq(s)®; ;(s)ds < Ag.
0

B—r00
Proof of Lemma 9. From Lemma 8, we have

Ce¢

B = Brsq(gs) < : (26)
) = G (@)~ (@ al05))
Thus the denominator on the right-side of (26) must go to 0 and we obtain
lim gz = m. (27)

B—00

12



On the other hand, as Sum(() is non-decreasing, by the mean value theorem,

BSum(¢(Psq(qs)) © (Q — Psq(gs))) < BSum(C(Q) — C(Psq(gs))) < Ce.

Consequently,

Sum(¢(Q) © limsup B(Q — Dyq(as))) < Ce.

B—r00
By the arbitrariness of ¢, the inequality above implies that limsups_, . 3(Q — ®gq(gs)) is a
bounded matrix. Moreover, by integration by parts, we obtain,

m

Ce > /Om Brsq(s)C(Psq(s)) © @ o(s)ds > / Brso(s)C'(Psq(s)) © O o(s)ds

m
2

((%Q /5@3@ 5) @} o(s)ds.

Similarly, by the arbitrariness of (, the inequality above implies that
limsupg_, ., f;’ Brp,q(s)Pjs o(s)ds is a bounded matrix.

Finally,
/Om Brq(s)Pf o(s)ds = /0% B q(s)Pso(s)ds + /; Brg.q(s) P q(s)ds
= o2 Sum(§(Q) CZ(%Q( dq+/ Psq(s)®pq(s)ds
< @ T Jy eIl

As limg_m Qs o(t) = Po(t) converges uniformly, we obtain that for § sufficiently large,
Iy Brpq(s)®f o(s)ds is a uniformly bounded matrix.
[}

Combining the lemmas above, we can use the Helly’s selection theorem combined with
a diagonalization process to guarantee the vague convergence of (5,24, 0)n>1. As for ®¢(t)
satisfying (5), we can guarantee the existence of the following limit :

lim B, 2,,.q € A vaguely on 0,m)
—00
Jim 81, (Q = Ppn, 0ld,))

lim / B, (8) P, o(s)ds.

k—o0 0

Without loss of generality, we can assume all these convergences hold for the sequence (8,)n>1
and denote

ap = nh_)rgo Bnxs, o € A vaguely on [0,m)

Q= lim 5,(Q — g, 0(48.)); (28)
Lo := lim / Bns, q(s)P, o(s)ds.
n—oo 0 ’



Lemma 10. Let (x50, Mg, Psg) be a minimizer of (8) and pus([0,t]) = z5,0(t). For any q
in the support of jp, we have that

®5.0(q) = (Mg — D52(0)'hhT (As.q — D2 (0))

+ /0 (Aao - Dy (5)) " (§5(Dp,0(5)) © P o)) (Mg — D™ (s) Tds  (29)

where Dg”(q) = [[" 2(s)€5(2(s)) © g (s)ds.

Proof of Lemma 10. Consider arbitrarily probability measure ’ with dlstrlbution function y,

and set z(t) := (1 — €)z50(t) + ey(t). Then y(t) — x50(t) = [5 (i — pg)(s). By a straight-
forward computation, we obtain that,

7
0cPp(Nsq: 2, Ps0) Z/O(y —25,0(t) (I'(1),8"(@50(1) © Py (1)) dt > 0,

e=0

where

D(t) = (Ag.q — D572 (0)'hh" (Agq — D3 (0))
+ /0 (Mg — D5 () (€5(Ppq(s) © Dy o(5))(Asq — D™ (s))"'ds — Bgo(t).

By Fubini’s theorem,

/0 : / " (D1, (®p0(t) © o (1)) didps) > / : / D), (@p0(t)) © B o (1)) didjuss)

which implies that
| Tt = [ Tduals
0 0

where [(s) := [ (D(t),£"(®5,4(t)) © @) o(t)) ds. Since the inequality holds for all p, this is
equlvalent to say that

00 = [ T

for all t € [0, m] and equality holds for every point in supp pg. Note that if s € supp pg N
(0,m), we obtain

7T () = = (1), £"(Pp0(1) © (1)) = 0.

If ¢ is an isolated point in supp pg, then ®'(t) can be any positive semidefinite matrix
without changing the value of ¢, which implies that I'(¢) = 0 and thus (29) holds. Moreover,
if ¢ is not an isolated point, then as ®z(¢) is a continuously differentiable matrix path, we
can derive the same conclusion that I'(f) = 0 by continuity.

Lemma 11. For any q in the support of pp, we have that
m -1
Ag — D;ﬁ(q) = (/ x@Q(s)(I)’B,Q(s)ds) ) (30)
q

14



Proof of Lemma 11. Recall the r step discretization of the Parisi functional given by (10). For
r > 1, denote by ., the space of all step functions = € .4 with at most r jumps and by .#
the space of all (z, A, Q) with z € ., and A € ST satisfying A > [[" B (s)E5(D(s)) © P'(s)ds.

Let (z,, A", Q,) be the minimizer of &5 restricted to .#,. Based on the crltlcal point of the
Parisi formula, i.e., for the minimizer of the r step discretization, dg, &2, = 0 and 0,6, = 0,
we obtain the following equation:

ATHRRT + €(Q1)AT + Sichep 1 (A_ —At) = Qp

—hh" + Dy'QuDT Y — D,Hl1 DY =¢(Q,) for2<p<r—1 (31

1<k<p—1

and for p =1,

ATHRRT + €(Q)AT = Qi,  €(Qi) = —hhT + D' Dy

Moreover, based on the extremality over A, we obtain
AT (RRT + € (Q)AT + Q — (M) T+ Digper 1 (Api1 A =0.

Combining with (2.1.2) for p = — 1 and set D7 = Xpcpar124(E'(Qrs1) — §'(Qr)) to be
the discrete form of ngQ(q) in r—step discretization, then we get the following relation:

Aci=A=D5 ™ =(Q— Q)"

Relation (31) also implies that a4('(Qpi1) — €(Qr)) = Dty — Dy for 1 <k <r — 1.
Hence based on the equations above, we get

Apri— Ay = xp(glﬁ(Qerl) - f/ﬁ(Qp))

_ 1 -1
- Dp+1 Dp

Since D,y = Q — Q,—1 = Ay, we then get A, =D for 1 <p<r—1.

Then (z,, A", Q,) satisfies A" — A(q) = (fqm 7,(5)®'(s)ds)™! for all ¢ in the support of the
probability measure p, induced by x,. By the uniqueness of the minimizer (x,, A"), we may
pass to a subsequence of (z,, A") such that its limit equals (z3, Ag, @5). Thus we have the
desired conclusion.

Recall the constants defined in (28).
Lemma 12. We have 0 < Qy < oo and for any ® satisfying (5), Lo > fo ap(s)D(s)ds.

Proof of Lemma 12. Assume by contradiction that 29 = 0. We first notice that the equation
(30) for ¢ = ¢, reads as

Ag, = €(Q) — €' (Ps,(gs,)) + (Q — ©5,(gs,)) ",

15



hence

lim As,

n—oo /Bn
Combining with the fact that Dgfn(q) is bounded for any ¢ € [0,m], we obtain [3, ' (Ag, —
D;ﬁ"(q))]_1 converges to zero uniformly on [0, m)].

n

By (29), we can reach a contradiction as follows,

= ;! = 0.

Q = lim &g (gg,)
= lim [8,7"(Ag, — D5 (0))] " RA" (8,7 (Mg, — D (0))
n—oo
qﬁ’fl
+/0 B2 (Mg, — D ()71 (€5, (@5,,0(5)) © T, o(5)) (B~ (Ap, — D" ()] ds.
In conclusion, 0 < €y. A similar argument shows that €y < co.
Next, note that from (27),
Ji s =

Therefore, for any fixed ¢ € (0,m)

m 9Bn m
/OﬁnxﬁmQ(s)CI)’ﬁmQ(s)ds = /0 anﬁn’Q(S)q)/ﬁn’Q(S>d8+/ xgn,Q(s)CI)’ﬁmQ(s)ds

4pn

& [mmwxwwww+m@—®mmm

Then by the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain
q
LQ 2 / CM()(S)(I)E)(S)dS + Qo.
0
Since this holds for all ¢ € (0, m), by let ¢ tend to m, we obtain,

L(] > / Oéo(S)q)g(S)dS + Qo.
0

As Qy > 0, we get the desired conclusion.

Now let us rewrite the Crisanti-Sommers functional (7) as follows:
Gaolen®) = 3 |(€(@0m) + Faif,a(m) ~ [ (@00.00) © o)
+ /Oz(@(m) = (1), ¥'(1))dt + log |®(m) — B(t,)|

where ®(t) := [ 2(s)®'(s)ds.

16



Proof of Theorem 6. We will consider that case () = Qo as the general case is similar. We
set (25, ®s) as the minimizer under the constraint ) = Q. Now We start with the lower
bound.

For any fixed ® satisfying (5), based on the definition of Ly and ag, we obtain that

Lo = Jim [ B, (505, (s)ds = lim 5,5, (m)

n—o0

3 q

lim s, (q) = / o)) (s)ds, q € [0,m).
0

In addition, from Lemma 12,

Hence by applying Fatou’s lemma and the bounded convergence theorem, we obtain

= 0.

GSE = lim 2T 20)

n—o0 577/

> 1[@'(@) BT, T 5,0, (m) = [ (lim €@, (0) © 0, (0), Jim B, (1)

2 n—o0
" . ¥ pe — . 1Og|Q_¢ n(q n)|
+ / lim Ljo,4, 1{(Ba(@s, (m) — B, (£) ", @, (1) dt + lim Al

n—o0 00 5"

= % (Lo, v, Do)

which implies that
GSE > inf  F(L,a, D).
(Lo, @) (Q)

We now move the matching upper bound for GSE. Consider any (L, a, ®) € #(Q). As
a € A, there exists ¢ > 0 such that «(t) is constant for all t € [m — ¢, m]. Then for any
[m—cm], we can set ®(t) = E2EQ + “=LP(m — ¢) without changing the value of €'(L, o, D).

As Q—®(m —c) is positive definite, then ®(m —£) = 1(Q + ®(m —c)) is positive definite.
There exists € sufficiently small such that £(Q — ®(m — ¢)) — €€ is still positive definite,
where Q@ = L — [ a(s)®'(s)ds > 0 and y = ﬁe(ﬂ)

Take vg = m — %Trace(@) and without loss of generality we can assume vg > m — €
by choosing /3 sufficiently large. Consider ysz € .# defined by ys(s) = 1 on [vg, m] and
y3(s) = min(a(s)/5, 1) on [0, us).

Next, for each vg, we customize ¢ by ¢z as follows,

d(t) for t € [0,m — ],
(I)(t)— Q_(m_vﬁ)'Ql fOl"t:UB’
o v;f;%icq)(m —c)+ ﬁ@(w) for t € [m — ¢, vg]

Q—(m—1t) - for t € [vg, m]

Notice that limg o, @g(t) = ®(t) and limg_,o Pj(t) = ®'(¢) for t € [0,m].

17



Based on the definition yg, we notice that (Syz) converges vaguely to a on [0, m) with

/ Bya(s)®) (s)ds = B(P(m)—Bs(v3)) / min(a (s)ds—>Q+/0ma(s)(I>’(s)ds:L.

We claim that @ o
lim 5.0(Ys, Pp)
B—00 ﬁ

If (32) is valid, from the Crisanti-Sommers formula, we have

=¢(L,a, ®). (32)

Feroo @ @
GSE = lim lim lim M = lim inf%@wi(x’) < lim M
B—00 =0 N—oo ﬁ B—o0 z,P B—00 5

=%(L,a, ).
Since this is true for any v and L > [ a(s)®'(s)ds, we get that

GSE < inf  F(L,a, D).
(L, @)X (Q)

Now it suffices for us to prove the claim (32).
Firstly,

log |®(1m) — ®s(vs)| _ log|B(2s(m) — Pp(vp))|  logh
B s B

— 0.

Secondly,

<w@+%%@wm>=<a@+%%[%w@%ww
— (€(Q)+ hh", L),

|

Thirdly, since 8®5(q) < [1" Bys(s)®j(s)ds for ¢ € [0,m] and [ a(s)P}(s)ds < L, by

bounded convergence theorem,

L[ o o 0.2y = /Wg@aw@@ﬁ [ o
—>/ &' (t)’/o a(s)®'(s)ds)dt, as f — oo.

Finally,

18



As L — [ a(s)®'(s)ds > Q and therefore (L — [ a(s)®'(s)ds)~" > Q', we obtain that the
second term in the inequality above tends to 0 as § — oo.

Now it remains to deal with the first term. Since for ¢ € [0, m],
t
Blim B(Ps(m) — s(t)) = L — / afs)®'(s)ds,
—00 0

for € > 0 sufficiently small, there exists 3y large enough, such that whenever 5 > [,
t
1(B(@5(m) — @4(t))) ™" — (L —/0 a(s)®'(s)ds) | < €.

By the definition of €2, we also get L — [ a(s)®'(s)ds > Q and then (L — [ a(s)®'(s)ds) ™" >
Q! for t € [0,m). Moreover, by the setting of ®5 and ®, they are uniformly bounded, i.e.
there exists M > 0 such that for all t € [0,m], ||P(t)]]o < M.

Based on the relations above, we obtain

Mj = / C(1B(@s(m) — Ba()] " — (L / a<s>¢’<s>d8>‘1,%<t>>dt'
< / (L0 (D[8(Ba(m) — Ba(t)] (L — Bd(m))(L — / () (s)ds) ™", @) (1)) dt
T / (L0 (D [B(@5(m) — ds(t)]

([ @ e)as - s - [l (spas) " wie)i

Then by dominated convergence theorem, we get that Mg — 0 as 8 — oo. Theorem 6
immediately follows.
O

3 Properties of the Crisanti-Sommers functional at fi-
nite temperature

In this section, we provide some initial properties of the Crisanti-Sommers functional at finite
temperature and their minimizers. Without confusion of notations, we absorb the /5 into the
model ¢ in this section. Our starting point is a critical point equation for points in the support
of the Parisi measure.

Theorem 13. Let (z,®) be a minimizer of (7). Fort € supp ug, the following equation
holds:

t
(@) + FRT :/ B(s) 1 (5)D(s) " ds.
0
Proof of Proposition 13. Let a(t) be any non-zero continuous function on [0, m] satisfying
0<t+a(t) <mforallte0,m]and |a(t) —a(t')| <[t —#|forall ,#" € [0,m]. Assume that
a(0) =0 and a(t) = 0, for all t € [T',m].
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Set O(e,t) = (1 —€)P(t+a(t)) +eV(t+a(t)), where ¥ is an arbitrary matrix path in .Z.
Since (z, ®) is a minimizer of the Crisanti-Sommers functional

0 < 0.%(z,0(e1)) (33)

— /0 </0 O(s) 71 (5)D(s) " ds — hhT — (D(t)), U(t) — D(¢) + a(t)CD’(t)> i (dt),

Assume that the equality above holds (we provide the details of the computation of the
derivative below). We now claim that (33) implies

< /0 (s)7 0 (5)D(s) " ds — hhT — £'(D(t)), U(t) — <I>(t)> (34)

must vanish for all ¢t # 0 and ¢t € supp pp. Indeed, if (34) doesn’t vanish, we can always
modify WU(t) — ®(¢) and a(t) so that (33) is negative.

Now, we turn to the proof of (33). By setting O(¢,t) := (1 —€)P(t +ea(t)) + eV (t +ea(t)),
we start by calculating the differential of € at € = 0:

2%‘5(% 0) » = %[/On z(t)(E'(O(t)) + ﬁﬁT, O'(t))dt
+log |©(n) — O(T)] +/0 o), @’(t)>dt]] .
=I1+I1I+1I1I. (35)
Next, we notice that
%@(t) . =U(t) — O(t) + a(t)P'(t) (36)
and J
Q) L (U(t) — @(t) +a(t)@'(2))" (37)

Thus, combining (35), (36), and (37), we obtain

I /0 BEE (D) © B (1), D(t) — D(t) + a(t) V' (1))t

+ /0 ' 2(W)(E (1)) + hRT, (U(t) — B(t) + a(t)®' (1)) )dt, (38)
and
11 = ((@(m) = (1)), W(m) — @(m) + a(m)®'(m))
~ {(@(m) — (1)), W(T) — &(T) + a(1)®'(T)) =0, (39)
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and, by integration by parts,
17 =— /0 ! /t " s) <<i>(t)—1q>'(t)ci>(t)—1, (T(s) — B(s) + a(s)q>'(s))'> dsdt
+ /OT <<i>(t)—1, (U(t) — B(t) + a(t)q>'(t))'> dt
__ /OT (1) <(\If(t) _o(t) + a() (1)), /Ot i)(t)‘1<1>’(t)<f>(t)‘1ds> dt

- /0 Tx(t) <\If(t) — B(t) + a(t) (1), @(t)—l@'(t)cﬁ(t)—l> dt. (40)

Here, we use the fact that W(t) = ®(t) for t € [T, m] and a(0) = 0 and a(t) = 0, for all
te[T,m].

By adding (38), (39), and (40), and using (35) we get
d

N —

[ / 2(t) (9() © €"(@(1) — () V(1) W(E) — B(1) + a(t)D(2) ) dt

+ /OT x(t) <7LET +&(9(t)) — /Oti(s)‘lcb’(s)cfi)(s)—ld& (U(t) — B(t) + a(t)(I)’(t))’> dt}
[/OT x(t)(<E}ZT +&(D(t)) — /Ot B(s) 1D (s)D(s) " \ds, U(t) — B(t) + a(t)®(t)>)’dt}

[/OT <EET +&(®(t) — /Ot D(s)710 (5)D(s) " Vds, U(t) — D(t) + a(t)(I)’(t)> up(dt)} '

The critical point condition 4% (z, ©)|.—o > 0 combined with the above equation proves (33).

Proposition 14. If (a,b) C supp pp with 0 < a < b < m, then
(€7 (D (), ' (u)*?)
2 Trace ((®/(u)*(€"(@()) © @' (u) @' (u) 1)) )

IUP([Oau]) =

for allu € (a,b).

Proof of Proposition 1. First note that as (a,b) € supp p, then by Theorem 13, for all
u € (a,b),

F(u) = &' (®(u)) + hh" — /0 D(s)71 D' (s)D(s) " tds = 0,

and as ® is differentiable for all u € (a, b), we can differentiate the equation above and obtain
that, for all u € (a,b)

Gu) := £"(D(u)) © D' (u) — ®(u) "' (u)d(u) ™ = 0. (41)
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From (41) and the fact that &' is positive semi-definite, we obtain
' ()7 (€"(D(w) © ¥ () — (u) ' (w)d(u) ) (u)? =0,
which implies that
' (w)*[€"((u) © V' (w)] @' (u)F = (®'(u) ()~ ¥'(u)?)" (42)
As both sides of the equality in (42) are positive semi-definite matrices, their positive semi-

definite square root coincide. We thus get the relation
1

() 72 (¥ (u) 2 (€"(P(u)) © V()P (u)2)2 P (u) "2 = b(u) .
As we know that (a,b) € supp pp and ® is twice differentiable in (a, b), therefore G”(u) =
0. Consider the Frobenius inner product on G”(u) and ®'(u),

0 = (G"(u), ¥'(u))

= (€"(®(u)) © ¢ (u), ' (u ) = 2 ([0, u]){D (1) 7@ (o) (1) TP (w) D (w) F, @' (w)
+ (€ (@(u) © ¢ (u) — b(u) ' O" (w)d(u) ", &' (u))

= ("(®(u)), '(u )°3>—2up([0 U])< (u) ™' ®" (u) & () ' ()& (u) @' (u)
+ (€ (@ (w) © (1) — (1)~ (u)D(u) ", ©"(u)

= (€"(®(u)), ®' (1)) — 20p([0, u]) (D (u) 7' @' () D(u) P (1) D (w) ", @' (w))

= (€"(@(w)), ®'(u)**) = 2up([0, u]) Trace((P'(u)? (€"(B(u) © ' (u)P'(u)?2))?).

Therefore we get the desired conclusion.
O

The next result shows that 0 can only be isolated point of the Parisi measure if the model
does not have an SK component.
Proposition 15. If 2(3; @ B, ®'(0)°2) #£ ($(0)~1d'(0), &(0)2d'(0)) and 0 € supp pup, then
there exists ¢ > 0 such that pp([0,q]) = up({0}).
Proof. Suppose 0 € supp pup and the existence of a sequence of u, | 0 such that u, € supp

Hp-
By considering the function f : [0,m] — R and ¢ : [0,m] — R given respectively by

f(U)Z(f'(®(U))+hhT—/0u‘1>() ' (5) D (s) " ds, ' (u))
and

g(w) = (€"(2(u)) © ¥'(u) — &(u) "¢ (u)b(u) !, ¥'(u)

u

+<§'(q>(u))+ﬁﬁT—/0 B(s)71 D' (s)D(s) " ds, B (u)).

Then f(u,) = 0 for all n > 1. By mean value theorem, there exists a sequence u/, | 0 such
that f’(u,) = 0. Notice that f'(u,) = g(un) By the continuity of ¢ at 0, we obtain g(0) = 0,
which implies that 2(3 @ fs, ®'(0)°2) = ($(0)14’(0), ®(0)~ 1’ (0)).
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The next proposition is the high-dimensional analogue of Theorem from [6].

Proposition 16. Suppose that there exist an increasing sequence (u; );>1 and a decreasing
sequence (u;r)lzl of supp pp such that limy_,o u; = up = limy_,o ul+ Then pp is continuous
at ug.

Proof. Since both (u;");>1 and (u; );>1 converges to uy and lies in supp pup, by mean value
theorem and continuity of g, we obtain

0= lim g(uo + h) — g(uo)
h—0+ h

_ <§W(®(Uo)) © & (ug)”? + £"(B(u)) © B (ug)

— 211p([0, 0] ) (D (ug) ™ @' (1) D (ug) ™' @' (1) P (ug) ", (I)/(Uo)>

— =

(@ (o)) + FRT / b (s) 0 () (s) " ds, " (ug)

+ 2(€"(®(un)) © ' (ug) — (o) ™' ¥’ (9) D (uo) . " (u)).

0= Lim g(uo + h) — g(ug)
h—0— h,

_ <§W(®(Uo)) © & (1) + €(D(u)) © B (ug)

— 211p([0, 0) ) (D (ug) P’ () D (ug) @' () D (o) ™, @’(u0)>

(€ D(uo)) + R — / B(s)710/(5)B(s) ds, 8" (u))

+ 2(€"(@(uo)) © ' (ug) — () ™' P (o) @ (uo) ™, " (uo)).

By comparing the two equations, we obtain up([0,u]) = pp(]0,uo)), which implies that up
is continuous at ug.

O

Proposition 17. For any uy € supp pp, if (€"(Q), ®'(up)?) < (Q7 ¥ (ug), Q' (ug)), then
the Parisi measure pup has a jump discontinuity at ug.

Proof. If ug is an isolated point of supp pp, it must be a jump discontinuity of up. Now
assume that wug is not isolated and pp is continuous at the point wg. Then by Theorem 13
and the mean value theorem we obtain

(€"(@(uo)), ' (u0)*?) = ((u) ™ @' (), D(u0) ™' @' (o))
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As ®(ug) = Jow x(t)®'(t)dt, which implies that D(ug)™' > (Q — B(up)) ™ > Q! we have

(€"(2(Q)), ®'(u0)™) (€"(®(uo)), @'(u0)”%)
((Q = @ (uo)) ™' @' (uo), (Q — P(uo)) ™' ®'(uo))
(@71 (uo), Q™' (uo))

(AVAR VARV

which leads to a contradiction.
O

We say two points x, y are consecutive isolated points of the support of a measure p if z, y
are isolated points in supp p with x < y and p((z,y)) = 0.

Proposition 18. Let (z,®) be a minimizer of (11). If ¢ — (&"(®(t)), @' (¢)°2) "2 is convex
i an interval I, then supp pp contains at most 2 consecutive isolated points. In particular,
if E(A) = (B, ® By) ©® AP, then supp pp contains at most 2 consecutive isolated points.

Proof. As up is non-decreasing, it contains at most countably many atoms. Now assume supp

(tp contains countably many isolated points, and we connect the points in supp pp by linear

interpolation. Then for two consecutive points s; < sy in supp pp, define ag := pup([0, $1]).
Furthermore, we obtain that for u € (sq, s2), ®”’(u) = 0 and therefore

g(u) = ("(@(w) © ¥'(u) — D(u) ™ &' (u)d(u) ", &' (u)).
We also have o
fls1) = fs2) =0and [ fladg =0
where

F(u) = (€'(®(u)) + FAT ~ / ()1 (5)b(s) s, ().}

Therefore g(u) = 0 has 2 solutions between s; and ss.
The relation g(u) = 0 is equivalent to say that

(€"(@(w)), @' (1)) = (& (u) ¥ (w)d(u) ", ().

N

o We then define y(u) = (£/(®(u)), ¥ (u)°2) "2 and 2z(u) = (®(u) " @ (u)P(u)~*, ' (u)) 2.

and
"(u) = 3@3<<lf>(15)_1<1>'(t),<i>(15)_1<1>’(t)>_gj<<lf>(15)_1‘P'(lt)<i>(lf)_1<1>’(lf)’‘l@(t)_lq)’(t»2
—3a3(P()T V(1) D() TV ()72 - (D) TR (D) D (1), B() T (1) D(1) T (1))
= 3a3(D(6)7IV (1), B()T (1)) 7 - ((B(1) I () D() D! (), (1) (1))?

( )
—(B(1) 71 (1) D ()M (1), (1) (D () TR (1)) - (B() TP (2), D(1) (1)) <0,
(

where the last step uses the Cauchy inequality. Hence z
equation can have at most 2 roots in any interval where (£7(®(t)), ®(¢)°2)"2 is convex.

u) is a concave function of u, this
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Now to see that (£/(®(t)), ®'(t)°2) 2
modify ® without the change of € (z, ®).
For any € > 0, set

is convex for £(A) = (5, ® 5,) ©® AP, we need to

D.(t) + - ®(sy) for t € (s1+¢,59)
77| some smooth curve that connects ®(s;) and ®(s; + €) for t € (s1, 81 + €).

Here we set ®, mild enough so that d, is positive definite on [s1, 81 + €]. Note that (z, ) is
still a minimizer of €.
Therefore for u € [s1 + €, s9],

and

1€ (@(w), @'
— 2¢" (), ¥ (u)
1€ (@w), ')
= 20" (B(0)), ()" - (€ (B(w), @' ()"
;gp (0= 1*(p — 2){€"(@(w)), B'(w))
(30— 675, © By, B(52))2 = (20— O (5, © fy, B(s2)7)’

= ﬁp ( - 1) ( 2)t3p—8<ﬁp ® 5;::7 (I)(SQ)OP>_% . (5;0 ® 5;::7 (I)(Sz>op>2 >0,

o
S
MIU! ~
—
Y
—~
K
<
~—
i
—~
<

which means that y(u) is convex on [s; + €, s3]. We then let € tend to 0 and then get the
desired conclusion.

3.0.1 A full RSB example
Consider the constraint
Q= 1 0.1
~\01 1 /-
For 8 > /= Q2 define 3 := (8,5). For any matrix A, define chA : (ch(ai;))1<ij<2 and

shA : (sh(a;;))i<ij<2. Moreover, define E = € ® €, where € = (1,1). We now set the model
with h = 0 and



Define a matrix path as ®(¢) = 2Q and ¢(q) = ({"(®(q)), (I)/(Q)02>_%-

1 5

J(7(2(q)), ®'(9)7%) 72 3" ((q)), '(9)*%)* — 2(¢"(2(q)), @' (0)*){€""(®(q)), P'(a)*")].

¢"(q) = 1

Since the copies are at the same temperature, the conclusion that ¢”(¢) < 0 can be deduced
by the fact that th?(1.1) < 2 and then 3shq < 2ch?q, for ¢ < 1.1. Hence ¢(g) is concave on
[0, 2].

Since #(0) < v/2 and ¢(2) > 0, there exists a unique gy such that ¢(g) = %(2 — Q)
Define a distribution function as follows:

2(q) = { —V2¢'(q)  0<q<q

1 q 2 qo-
We claim that (z, ®) is a minimizer of € for the model &.

Proof. Based on the definition of z and @, for 0 < g < ¢gp we obtain

Bo) = Q- Ba) ~ VId(a0)5@ + VI0(a)5@

- 0-%0-Le-we+ Lowe

= V2¢(q)®(q)

therefore
(D(q) 7'/ (q), 2(q) ' ¥ (q)) = d(q) > = (£"(2(q)), ¥ (q)).

Recall the function
) = (@) + TR = [ 0(s)7 0 (5)(5) s, @'(w).
0
Since f(0) = 0, we then obtain that f(q) = 0 for 0 < g < go. Moreover, since

o(q) > %(2 —q) = ((Q — 2(q)) "' (9), (Q — @(q)) ' ¥'(q)),

we obtain
(€"(D(q)), ¥'(q)°%) = ¢(a) "2 < ((Q — D(q)) ' (q), (Q — () "' ¥'(q)).

Therefore if we define h(s) = [; f(q)dg, we get that h(s) = 0 for s < gy and f(s) < 0 for
S > qo-
Thus (z, ®) minimizes the Crisanti-Sommers functional % in this case.
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4 Properties of the Crisanti-Sommers functional at zero
temperature

In this section we provide some useful characterizations of minimizers of (20).

Theorem 19. Let (L, o, ®) € #(Q). Define

and

<xw=e@@»—K}L—[fwwywmw*@@XL—[fwwywmw*@.

Then (L, o, @) is the minimizer of € if and only if the following equation holds,

Q)+ FiT = / / )L () (L — /Otoz(s)q)’(s)ds)_ldt

and the function g satisfies min,ecpm g(u) > 0 and v0(S) = 0([0,m)), where S = {u €
[0,m)[g(u) = 0}.

Proof. The proof of this theorem is standard. Assume (Lo, o, ®g) is minimizer of €' (L, o, ®),
v is the corresponding measure induced by «(s) and consider any (L,a,®) € . For
0<60<1, (Lg,ap, Pg) also lies in ", where Ly = (1 — )Ly + 0L, g = (1 — 0)ap + 0 and
By = (1— 0)Dy + 0.

As (Lo, o, o) minimizes €, we obtain

1

8‘5([/97 0497 Py) }9 0= 3 {(5'(@) +hhT L — L)

i /om (L= Lo— / (as) = ao(s)) Do (s)ds) ™, @y (t))dt
/Om CI)O(t O) <I>’( ) /0 (a(s) — aO(S))¢6(S)dS>dt

3

+ [ (L= | a(s)®y(s)ds)™t, @' (t) — @) (t))dt

m

J,
/0

h
O\HN
Q

&)(s)ds)”! U@—Aaﬁ@%ﬂﬁﬁla@@%%@ﬂmﬁw

3

§"(@o()) © (B(t) — Po(t)) © P () + " (Ro(t)) © (¥'(2) — q’é(t)),/o a(S)%(S)dS)dt]
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Extra algebra leads to:

0‘5([/9, Qp, (I)g)
89 }9:0

= 5| @i - / RS / 0 5)5) 0~ [ aa(s) 51 )
[ @06) — anls) s, (1~ [ )@/ (1s) 0L~ [ aolspeits)as)
- (2(5) — ao(s)) @) (s)ds, €'(Bo(0) ® (1))t

# [tk [ w000 [ antie)is) . [ aos)@s) — (o))
- [e@imeso. [ " ao(s)(®(5) — B)(s))dshe

# [k [ ooyt ¥ 0 - g0

= [ty © @)~ e © @0) + € @u(t) © @6~ o), [ anls)is)dsia]

Based on the arbitrariness of «, L and ®, we obtain the the relations:

t
Q)+ hiT = / (Lo — / o ()00 (5)ds) 1B (£) (Lo — / a0(5)®) (s)ds)~dt,
0

[ o= asoneigon z = [ty e - [Caoori
_ /Om</0t(a(s) — () D) (s)ds, €"(Do (t) © B (¢))dt > 0,

/om / fy(s)ds) ™, (1) — g (1))t

- [ ~ B0(t) @ () +€"(@olt) © ((0) — B(0)). | an(s)Pils)ds)i

0

- [t .o | " a0(5)) (s)ds) @ (1) (Lo — / " ao(s)(s)ds) )

0

/ ag(t)(D(t) — Ro(t), §"(Ro(t)) © ¥'(t))dt = 0

0

3

Hence, writing

2(s) = (Lo — / " a0la)®)(q)dg) ™,
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| @)~ auy @, @) - [ 26wz =0

If ¢ is an isolated point in supp 7y, then ®'(¢) can be any symmetric matrix, which implies
that G(t) = 0. If ¢ is not isolated, as ® is continuously differentiable and Lipschitz, we can
get the same conclusion based on approximation. Last, define g(t) := ftm g(s)ds, then g(t)
satisfies minyepom) g(u) > 0 and vo(S) = 70([0,m)) where S := {u € [0,m)|g(u) = 0}. The
converse direction can be proved by the uniqueness of the minimizer.

O

Proposition 20. The model is replica symmetric at zero temperature if and only if

§(Q)+hh" 2@ oQ
In this case, the minimizer (Lo, cg, o) is given by
Ly = QH(QHE(Q) + FiMQH) H @Y a0 = 0 and & = Q.
Proof. Firstly, if the model is replica symmetric at zero temperature, then
€(Q) +hh" — Ly'QLg" = 0.

Also as there is no point in supp 7, we can define ® by ®(t) = ég}, and hence ®'(t) = %Q.
We prove this proposition by contradiction. Assume &'(Q) + hh? < £”(Q) ® Q. Then,
g(m) = (£"(Q)© ¥ (m)— Ly @' (m)Ly", ®'(m))

= Q00— €Q .0 >0,

which implies that there exists so € (0,m), such that §'(s) > 0 for all s € [sg, m|. Therefore
for all s € [sg, m),we obtain g(s) < 0 and g(s) < 0, which leads to a contradiction.
Conversely, if £(Q) + hhT > £"(Q) ® Q, let
1 pagend 1 1 t
Lo = Q:(Q('(Q) + hi")QY)2Q% a9 = 0 and &y = —Q.

Then [ (Lo~ fi ao(a)®'(a)da) ™ ®'(s) (Lo~ J; cola)®'(a)da)~ds = Li'QL;" = €(Q)+ A",
Futhermore,

9(1) = (€(@(1)) - /

0

t

(Lo — /0 ao(q)®'(q)dg) ™' @'(s) (Lo — /0 ao(q)®'(q)dg) ™ ds, ®'(t)), g(m)

7(0) = S B1) ©Q - L;'0L1 Q) < —(E(Q) 0 Q- L' Q)

= L@ eQ-€@ - i) <0,

which implies that g(u) > 0 for u € (0,m). Since S = 0 and v (S) = 0 = ([0, m)), we
conclude that (Lo, ag, Po) is minimizer. which means that the model is replica symmetric at
zero temperature.

O
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