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Abstract

We study the energy landscape of a model of a single particle on a random potential, that is, we
investigate the topology of level sets of smooth random fields on RY of the form Xy (z) + & ||z||?,
where X is a Gaussian process with isotropic increments. We derive asymptotic formulas for
the mean number of critical points with critical values in an open set as the dimension N goes
to infinity. In a companion paper, we provide the same analysis for the number of critical points
with a given index.

1 Introduction

In this paper we provide asymptotics for the number of critical points of Gaussian random fields
with isotropic increments (a.k.a. locally isotropic Gaussian random fields) in the high dimensional
limit. The definition of locally isotropic fields was first formulated by Kolmogorov about 80 years
ago [Kol41] for the application in statistical theory of turbulence; see [Yagh7| for an account of
background and early history.

The model is defined as follows. Let By C R™ be a sequence of subsets and let Hy : By C
RY — R be given by

Hy(x) = Xn(@) + Sl (1.1)
where p € R, ||z|| is the Euclidean norm of x, and Xy is a Gaussian random field that satisfies

E(Xx () ~ Xn ()] = ND(5ele ), 2y €RY.

Here the function D : Ry — Ry is called the correlator (or structure) function and Ry = [0, 00).
It determines the law of X up to an additive shift by a Gaussian random variable. Complete
characterization of all correlators was given in the work of Yaglom [Yag57] (see also the general
form of a positive definite kernel due to Schoenberg [Sch38|). In short, if D is the correlator
function for all N € N, then Xy must belong to one of the following two classes (see also
[K1i12, Theorem A.1]):

1. Isotropic fields. There exists a function B : Ry — R such that

E[Xx () Xn ()] = NB( 5l — 911
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where B has the representation
B =eot [ e ula)
(0,00)

and ¢y € Ry is a constant and v is a finite measure on (0, 00). In this case,

2. Non-isotropic field with isotropic increments. The correlator D can be written as
D(r) = / (1- efrtz)y(dt) +Ar, reRy, (1.2)
(0,00)

where A € R} is a constant and v is a o-finite measure with

2
——v(dt) < oo.
/(0700) 1+ ¢2

See [Yag87, Section 25.3] for more details on locally isotropic fields. Case 1 is known as short-
range correlation (SRC) processes and case 2 as long-range correlation (LRC) in the physics
literature.

Here is a special example of B(r) and D(r), which we learned from Yan Fyodorov.

Example 1. We assume ¢y = 0 and A = 0. For fixed € > 0 and v > 0, let
v(dx) = 27 1273y,

The case v > 1 corresponds to SRC while the case 0 < v <1 is LRC field. Indeed, if v > 1,

e I'(y—1
B(r) = / 2e " e 23y = L,
0 (rtep-t

while if 0 < v < 1, using integration by parts,

e r
D(r) = / (e7%Y — e_(r+8)y)y”_2dy =1~ () [(r4+e)' ™7 =7
0 -7
The case v = 1 can be obtained by sending v 1 1 and using the dominated convergence theorem
with the control function f(y) = (e=%¥ — e~ "+9¥)y=1 for y < 1 and = (e™%Y — e~ ("+e)¥)y~1/2
for y > 1. Then if v = 1, we have

D(r) =log(1 4 r/e).

In the LRC case, we see that the long range covariance behaves like a high dimensional analog
of fractional Brownian motions.

Remark 1.1. Observe that any Bernstein function vanishing at 0 is a structure function. This is a
consequence of the Lévy—Khintchine representation of Bernstein functions; see e.g. the monograph
[SSV12], which also contains a comprehensive list of complete Bernstein functions. Conversely,
any structure function is a Bernstein function. It follows that any correlator function D must
be concave, infinitely differentiable, and non-decreasing on (0, +00). Moreover, we have D'(r) >
0,D"(r) <0,D"(r) >0 for r > 0.

Remark 1.2. One should not confuse SRC/LRC with short-range/long-range dependence. SRC
here refers to the fact that E(Xy(z)Xn(y)) decays as || — y|| — oo while for LRC it may not.
Short-range dependence requires the autocovariance function to have exponential decay.



1.1 Previous results

The Hamiltonian (1.1) has been considered in many papers, from physics to mathematics, since
1950s. In particular, the model was introduced by Mezard—Parisi [MG91] and Engel [Eng93]
among others as a model for a classical particle confined to an impenetrable spherical box or
a toy model describing elastic manifolds propagating in a random potential [Fyo04]. A nice
historical account can be found in [FS07] which also contains the phase diagram (T — p relation)
for the model at positive temperature. At zero temperature, in the seminal paper [Fyo04],
Fyodorov considered the case of isotropic fields (SRC) and computed the mean total number of
critical points, finding a phase transition for different values of p and D”(0). In a subsequent and
impressive paper, [FW07] computes the mean number of saddles and minima for SRC fields. This
paper considered a more general model where p||ul|3/2 is replaced by NU(||u||3/N) for suitable
confining potential U.

Still in the case of isotropic fields, [FN12] computed the mean number of minima and studied
the phenomena of topology trivialization and the relation of this quantity with the Tracy—Widom
distribution. More recently, [CS18] considered the mean number of critical points of a fixed index
and for finite N. The reader is also invited to take a look at [BD07,YV18,Kli12].

For a similar Hamiltonian defined on the N dimensional sphere, known as the spherical p-spin
model, the rigorous study of the complexity of saddles and minima started in [ABAC13] and now
has solid body of work including [ABA13,Sub17, BAMMN19]. For the physics predictions of this
model, the reader should consult [CL04, MPV86] and the references therein.

All of the rigorous work above only considered isotropic Gaussian fields (SRC case) or spherical
spin glasses. In the physics literature, the complexity of LRC Gaussian fields was studied in a
sequence of two remarkable papers [FS07, FB0§|. However, the lack of symmetry in this model
imposes a difficult obstacle and no rigorous results on the complexity are currently known.

The main purpose of this article and its companion paper is to close this gap by providing a
comprehensive rigorous study of the complexity of LRC Gaussian fields. We extend and recover
the predictions made by Fyodorov, Bochaud and Sommers [FS07, FB0§|. In this first paper, we
focus on the high dimensional limit of the expected number of critical points for when the domain
and value of the fields are constrained to any particular set. In the companion paper [AZ22], we
will provide information on local minima and saddles with given indices.

A word of comment is needed here. One of the main differences between LRC and SRC fields
is the fact that the variance of an LRC field may change from location and the gradient VHy
is no longer independent of Hy. The main novelty of our two papers is the development of
techniques to overcome this difficulty. Another set of important techniques to deal with “non-
invariant” fields was also recently developed in [BBM21b, BBM21al; these do not seem to apply
to the model we consider.

1.2 Main results

To state our results, let By C RY and E C R be (a sequence of) Borel sets. We define
1
CI‘tN(E,BN) = #{:E € By : VHN(:E) =0, NHN(I) S E}

Throughout the paper we will consider the following extra assumptions on X .
Assumption I (Smoothness). The function D is four times differentiable at 0 and it satisfies

0 < [DW(0)] < oo. (1.3)

Remark 1.3. By Kolmogorov’s criterion, Assumption I ensures that almost surely the field Hy is
twice differentiable. Moreover, Assumption I guarantees D’(0), D" (0) and D"’(0) exist and are
non-zero. This implies that for » > 0

D(r) >0, D'(r)>0, D"'(r)<0, D"(r) >0,



and in particular all these functions are strictly monotone. From here we also know that D(r) <
D’(0)r and when v in the representation (1.2) is not a finite measure (or equivalently in case 2),
lim, 0o D(r) = 0.

Assumption IT (Pinning). We have

Xn(0) = 0.

Remark 1.4. Random fields with isotropic increments are high dimensional generalizations of
stochastic processes with stationary increments in dimension one. It is a common practice to
assume such processes (like Brownian motion or Poisson processes) to start from 0. Therefore,
Assumption IT is a natural choice for studying random fields with isotropic increments. Note that
only the trivial isotropic field (Xy = 0) satisfies Assumption II.

We first consider the average of the total number of critical points of Hy. Then we count the
average number of critical points of Hy with a given fixed critical value. Although the first result
can be essentially obtained from the second, the formula and proof for the first are clearer, thus
we state them separately. We hope this organization provides a gentle introduction to the reader
to appreciate the second result, where most of the novelty (and difficulty of the paper) resides.

The following condition is only needed when the critical value is not restricted.

Assumption III (Domain growth). Let zy be a standard N dimensional Gaussian random
variable. There exist Z or © such that the sequence of sets By satisfies

hrn NlogP(zNe |,u|BN/\/D’ =-2<0 w#0, (1.4)
1 —_— = = 5
A}gnoo I 10g|BN| O, w=0. (1.5)

Remark 1.5. Assumption III serves to select domains in the right scale and it is less restrictive.
As seen in the proof of our main theorems, the reader could consider other sequence of sets By
provided some knowledge of their volumes.

Theorem 1.1. Under Assumptions I, 1, and I1I, we have

. 1
ngnooﬁ logECrtn (R, By)

= lul > +/=2D"(0),

_ 4] _1l_= _
1 0og v —2D"( 0) + —4D”(0) 3 TS 0<|ul < 2D"(0),
log

log \/—2D"(0) — & — 3 log(27) — 3 log[D'(0)] + ©, 1 =0.

Remark 1.6. If we let J = /—2D"(0) and E = 0 as in [Fyo04], the second case can be rewritten
as

2
EuyD*E(%—l)—log§20. (1.6)
which matches Fyodorov’s result for isotropic Gaussian random fields.
Next, we state our main result on the number of critical points with values in an open set
E C R and confined to a shell By(Ry,Ry) = {x € RN : R < % < Ry}. This is a natural
choice, as the isotropy assumption implies rotational invariance. To emphasize the dependence
on R; and R,, we also write

Cl“tN(E, (Rl, Rg)) = Cl“tN(E, BN(Rl, Rg))

We will assume the following technical assumption:

Assumption IV. (3.8) and (3.9) hold for = € RV \ {0}.

This assumption is rather mild, and is satisfied by e.g. the so called Thorin—Bernstein func-
tions; see Section 3 for more details.



Theorem 1.2. Let 0 < R; < Ry < 00 and E be an open set of R. Assume Assumptions I, 11,
IV, and |p| + R% > 0. Then

1 1 1 1
lim —log ECrty (E, By (R, Rp)) = 5 log[—4D"(0)] — 51log D'(0) + 5 + sup  u(p,u,y)
N—oo N 2 2 2 (puyeF

where F = {(p,u,y) : y € R,p € (R1,R2),u € E}, and the function . is given explicitly in
(5.2).

The condition |u|+ R% > 0 merely says Ro < oo if g = 0, which is necessary to get non-trivial
asymptotics as we saw in Theorem 1.1. In Example 2 at the end of Section 5, we provide details
on how to recover Theorem 1.1 from Theorem 1.2 when By is a shell, which also provides some
insight on the location of the majority of critical points.

Let us end this section with a brief description of the proofs, highlighting the main difference
from previous results that also computed the mean number of critical points. Similar to many
results in this area, we use the Kac—Rice formula as a starting point. Since our fields do not
have constant variance and in particular Hy is correlated to VHy, we are unable to trace a
direct parallel to random matrix theory as done in [ABAC13,ABA13,Sub17] where the Hessian
is distributed as a matrix from the Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble (GOE) plus a scalar matrix.
This small difference actually provides major obstacles. To go around this difficulty, we first
find out the conditional distribution of the Hessian after some matrix manipulations. The GOE
matrix appears as a summand of a principal submatrix which itself is correlated to the other
element on diagonal. Then we estimate from above and below the conditional expectation of
the Hessian given Hy. Matching upper and lower bounds only come after long and non-trivial
calculations and careful asymptotic analysis.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we fix our notation and provide some
preliminary facts before giving the proof of Theorem 1.1. We find the (conditional) distribution
of the Hessian with some of the tools from random matrix theory in Section 3 and establish
various results on exponential tightness in Section 4, both of which will serve as the starting
point for computing complexity functions in this paper and the companion paper [AZ22]. We
prove Theorem 1.2 in Section 5 .

1.3 Acknowledgments

We would like to thank Yan Fyodorov for suggesting the study of fields with isotropic increments
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2 Preliminary facts and proof of Theorem 1.1

Throughout, we regard a vector to be a column vector. We write e.g. C, p for a constant
depending on g and D which may vary from line to line. For N € N, let us denote [N] =
{1,2,...,N}. For a vector (yi,...,yn) € RY, we write L(y)¥) = %Zf\il dy, for its empirical
measure. Recall that an N x N matrix M in the Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble (GOE) is a
symmetric matrix with centered Gaussian entries that satisfy

140y

E(M;;) =0, E(M) = N (2.1)

We will simply write GOEy or GOE(N) for the matrix M. Denoting by Ay < -+ < Ay the
eigenvalues of M, we write Ly = L(AY) = & Zivzl 0y, for its empirical spectral measure. From
time to time, we may also use Ay to denote the kth smallest eigenvalue of GOEn 41 or GOEN_;.
This should be clear from context and should not affect any results as we only care about the
large N behavior eventually. For a closed set FF C R, we denote by P(F) the set of probability



measures with support contained in F. We equip the space P(R) with the weak topology, which
is compatible with the distance

d(p,) = sup {| /fdu _ /fdu‘ Nl < LA <1} wv e PR), (2.2)

where || f||c and || f|| denote the L norm and Lipschitz constant of f, respectively. Let B(v, ¢)
denote the open ball in the space P(R) with center v and radius § w.r.t. to the distance d given
in (2.2). Similarly, we write Bg(v,d) = Bk (v,0) N P([—K, K]) for some constant K > 0. We
denote by o the semicircle law scaled to have support [—v/2,v/2].

We will frequently use the following facts which are consequences of large deviations. Using
the large deviation principle (LDP) of empirical measures of GOE matrices [BAG97|, for any
d > 0, there exists ¢ = ¢(§) > 0 and Ns > 0 such that for all N > N,

P(LOY) ¢ B(0se, 8)) < eV (2.3)

On the other hand, the LDP of the smallest eigenvalue of GOE matrices [BADGO1] states that
A1 satisfies an LDP with speed NV and a good rate function

kf;ﬁ V22 —2dz, x < —V/2,
00, x> —\/5,
B {% log2 — 1xv2% —2 —log(—z + Va2 —2), z < —V2,

Jl (JJ) =
00, x > —\/5. (2'4)

In particular, writing A}, = max;eny|Ai| for the operator norm of an N x N GOE matrix, by
[BADGO1, Lemma 6.3], there exists Ny > 0 and Ky > 0 such that for K > Ky and N > Ny,

P(\y > K) < e VK2, (2.5)

This can also be seen directly from the LDP of A;, even though it was originally proved as a
technical input for the LDP of A;. It follows that there exists an absolute constant C' > 0 such
that

ENG") < CF (2.6)

for any £ > 0 and N > Ny. For a probability measure v on R, let us define
U(v,z) = / log |z — t|v(dt), U, (z) = U(0g, ). (2.7)
R
By calculation,

I2—

1
U, (x) ==
() = 5
Note that U, (x) — ””2—2 <—1—1log2.

Let z be a standard Gaussian r.v. and ® the c.d.f. of z. For a € R, b > 0, we have

a.2
\/?b < Ela+bz| = Vb s +a28(2) 1) < \/§b+ lal. (2.9)
T NLs b T

Unless specified otherwise, we always assume Assumptions I and IT throughout.

1 |z
- los2= [ VP 2dpn{jel = V)
V2

xz—%—%logl |$|§\/§,
2 -1
2

2.8
—log2 — 1|z|vVa? — 2 + log(|z| + V22 = 2), |z > V2. (28)

NI— N[



Let us prove the result for the total number of critical points. The strategy we employ is
well-known and similar to the one developed in [ABAC13]: We start by applying the Kac—Rice
formula and we derive the asymptotics in high dimensions with the use of random matrix theory
and large deviation principles. The proof is somewhat straight-forward since we do not face the
main obstacle of the next sections, i.e., the dependence of Hy and VHy.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let E be a Borel subset of R. By the Kac—Rice formula [AT07, Theorem
11.2.1],

ECrty(E, Bn) = / E|[| det V2HN($)|1{%HN($) € E}YVHN(z) = 0]py iy (2)(0)dz, (2.10)

Bn

where py gy (2)(t) is the p.d.f. of VHy (z) at ¢.

When E = R, the restriction on the range of Hy(x) disappears. By independence of VHy
and V2Hy (see Lemma A.1) and dropping the restriction on index, the above formula simplifies
to

ECrty(R,By) = / E[| det V2HN(I)|]pVHN(m) (0)dz. (2.11)
Bn

The following lemma is a random matrix computation.

Lemma 2.1. Let M be an N x N GOE matriz and set

o
P=aM—-|b+—==2|1,
( VN )

where Z is a standard Gaussian random variable independent of M, I is the identity matriz and
a,b,0 € R. Then

L(A)(N + 1)aN T N +1)z? 2\ | /N(N +1)axb
E|det P| = () )‘: ]E/ex N+ () & +& Ly+1(dz).
N Nb2 2 o2 o2
VToNZ €20
Proof. Use [ABAC13, Lemma 3.3] with m = g, t= \/Uﬁa and sum over the eigenvalues. g

From Lemma A.1, V2Hy(z) and \/—4D"(0)M — (y/ #H(O)Z — w)I have the same distribu-
tion. Then with
m = —u//~AD(0).

from the Lemma above with a = /—4D"(0),b = —p, 0 = y/—2D"(0) we obtain

2[—4D"(0)) NPT (ML) (N 41
E| det VQHN(I” _ \/_[ \(/E);VN/QG(anz )( )E/e;(N+1)w2+2‘/N(N+1)meN+1(dw>'

From Lemma B.1, we see that for the asymptotic analysis we can replace the above
/N(N + 1) in the exponent by N + 1, leaving us to compute asymptotics of

Iy = [E/e(N-i-l)<i>(90)LN_H(dgc)7

where

This is obtained in the following Lemma.



Lemma 2.2. If |u| > \/—2D"(0) then

2

1 0 ||
| —loglny = —2 41 -
NN BN T Do) T T Sh0) | 2
while if |p| < \/—2D"(0) we have
.1 2
W O8I = Spoy

Assuming the above Lemma, we note that
N]P) ZN € |/J,|BN/\/D/
bva (0)dz = v
v () T = o
N (2m)N72D7(0)N/2 N w ="y,

where |By| is the Lebesgue measure of By and 2y is a standard N dimensional Gaussian vector.
It follows from (2.11) that

N —oc0

1
lim NlogECrtN(R By) = hm N<1ogCN+logIN>,

where

\/574DN 0 N/2F N+1 N+1
O AP ey € |l B/ DI0)),

ON =4 va-aD (o) V(25 (v+1) By —0 (2.12)
\/ENN/Z(Qﬂ-)N/ZD’(O)N/Q ) IUJ - Y
From Assumption III and Stirling’s formula,
v/ —2D""(0) u? 1 _ =
lim —logCy = 4108~ Tar T DECIER w#0,
N—oo N log \/—2D"(0) — 4 — 4 log(2m) — $1og[D’(0)] +©, pu=0.
The above computation combined with Lemma 2.2 finishes the proof of the Theorem. O

We finish this section with the proof of Lemma 2.2.

Proof of Lemma 2.2. The proof follows from the large deviation principle for the smallest eigen-
values of GOE. In short, in the latter case, the maximum of ¢ is attained in the bulk while in
the former case, the smallest eigenvalue contributes to the asymptotics of In;. We argue the first

case |u| > \/—2D"(0). By symmetry, we only consider u > /—2D"(0). Since ¢(x) is bounded
from above, by the LDP for A; as in (2.4) and Varadhan’s Lemma,

1
_ <1 f locE (N+1)¢ (A1)
22%‘1’(” Ji(@) < lim inf ——— log Egorv+1ye
1
< limsup —— log Ecop(v+ne™ M) < sup ¢(z) — Ji(2). (2.13)
N—o00 N+1 z€R
Note that arg max,[¢(z) — Ji(z)] = — M;,, == —DO) < /3. Tt follows that

1
hm 1nf — log In > hm mf — log EGOE(NH)e(N“W()‘I)

N+1
2
1% 1% 1
> ——— 4 log—m + —.
- —4D”(O) +log —2D”(O) + 2



On the other hand,

In <E WA N > B +e<N+l)¢(_¢%)P(/\ <—L).
N < Ecor(v+1) {h = —D”(O)} 1 —70)

For an upper bound for the first term on the right-hand side, we have by (2.13),

1
Jin 108 oy e 420
:¢(— p —D”(O)) _Jl(_ p —D”(O))
—4D"(0) 1% —4D"(0) K
And for the second term, we find by (2.4)
: 1 (N+1)p (- —5—=) p
lim sup — log |e “PTOPIA < e
N N g[ ( ! —D”(O))}
p [
< 7 ) _ _
= ¢( —D”(O)) Jl( —D”(O))
-D"(0 -D"(0
§¢(— p ())—Jl(— p ())_
—4D"(0) 1% —4D"(0) H
It follows that )
. 1 W Iz 1
— L — — 4.
vy o8 I = iy H1f ) 2

We have proved the claim.
For the second case |u| < \/—2D"(0), the maximum of ¢(x) on [—+/2,v/2] is achieved at

T = _\/ﬁ Then for ¢ > 0 and N large enough,

———t—te e N+1 (—#)
E/ PIOr T DN \/T’((J)+E)LN+1(dx) <Iy< 8( WS .
Vo]

Since limpy_ o0 ELN+1( — > 0, it follows that

W
V/=D"(0)’ \/ D” +6)

2 2 2

p £ p
- =<1 < — _
—2D"(0) 2 }?Eilof log Iy < ltnsup g los v < —2D"(0)
The claim follows by sending ¢ — 0+. O

3 Conditional law of V?Hy with constrained critical values

In this section, we provide the initial steps for computing complexity functions. Our main result
is a relation between a conditional Hessian V?Hy and the GOE given in (3.18) which implies
(3.19) in the Kac—Rice representation for structure functions D that satisfy Assumptions I, IT
and IV.

Recall the Kac—Rice formula (210) Note that ( (I) 0; HN( ) 8leN(I))1§i§N,1§k§l§N
is a Gaussian field. From Lemma A.1, we have Var(Hy(z)) = ND(%||z|?) and the means
(z

E(Hy(2) = S, B(VHx() = po, B(VEHx(2)) = uly.

Let o1 = Cov(Hy(z), VHy(2)) = D'(125)2T and £y, = Cov(VHy(x)) = D'(0)Iy. By the
conditional distribution of Gaussian vectors, we know

Hy(e) D'y S Y 2:0,Hy ()
N ND'(0)

Y= %[HN@) — S VHy (2)] =



is independent from VHy(x). Since VHy(z) is independent from V2Hy (z), by conditioning,
we may rewrite (2.10) as

ECI’tN(E, BN)

1 _
= / E[| det VQHN(:U)H{Y + NE()lElllVHN(x) € E}|VHy(z) = O]pVHN(x)(O)dw
Bn

_ /B E[| det V2 Hy (2)[1{Y € E}py sy (o) (0)dz

1 _(u—my)?

e v pVHN(I)(O)dudx, (3.1)

_/BN/EE(|detV2HN(I)IIY—U)

2moy

where

Lol 2

pllz®>  pD' ()]
—E(Y) = -

my =E(Y) =58 D(ON

12
L del?, D% 2 llely,

U%:Varmzﬁ(l)( N T D0 N

To proceed, we need the conditional distribution of VZHy (z) given Y = u. A crucial difficulty
arises here, however. Namely, one can check that the off-diagonal entries of V2Hx(x) given
Y = u may have negative covariance, for example,

1 az;z; axrga

Cov[(@h; Hyv (@), O Hy (@)Y = u] = = S S i oo i, ) (1),

for some « defined below, which prevents using GOE directly.
To overcome this difficulty, let us define

2D"(|lx|*/N)

a = a|lz]*/N) = \/D(%)_%\gwwf
8 = B(la)?/N) = 2 U=IP/N) - D'(0) (3.2)

ll]2 D' ([=[2/N)2 [=]2
\/D(T) - D’(0) N

Note that @« < 0 and 8 < 0. One should think of « and 8 as O(1) quantities. Let us define
A=Ay =U(x)V2Hy(2)U(z)" where U(z) is an N x N orthogonal matrix such that

%1”2 +B8 0 -+ 0

T 0 - 0
U 4+ BIN)UT = . ﬂ |- (3:3)

N : o

0 0 B

In other words, we have for U = (u;;),

Zu-k(a%xl + Boki)uj; = adindn ol + Bdi;. (3.4)

1 N 9 1™y N )

k.l

Indeed, such a U(x) can be found by imposing the first row to be % for x # 0; and if x = 0,
U(z) can be arbitrary orthogonal matrix. It follows that E(A) = uln, and by Lemma A.1,

COV(Aij, Ai/j/) = Z Uik Ujl Wit ket Uyt 1 COV(@MHN (CL‘), (91€/[/HN (CL‘))
kLK U

10



—2D"(0
= T()(éijéi’j’ + 0055 + 5ij’5i’j)a

Cov(Aij, OHN(x)) =Y tiatt;sCov(dap Hy (), O Hy (7)) = 0,

a,b

Covlity Hiv(w)) = 3w 2Z LT 4 a2y - D 0
a,b

(1|2 S ]2

Since A and V?H () have the same eigenvalues, by (3.1),

1 7(“*7”2}’)2
ECrty(FE,By) = E(|det A||Y =u e Y »(0)dudz. 3.5
wE.8y) = [ [ By =) Pty ) (35)

We need the conditional distribution of A given Y = u. Note that

Hy, _ 2D"(Je|*/N)dudplle]® | [D'(lz|*/N) = D'(0)]i;

COV(AZ']‘,Y) COV(Awa N) N2 N

Then conditioning on Y = u we have

E(A;|Y = u) = E(A;;) + Cov(Ay;, Y)oy* (u — E(Y))

20" (1212 y5, 5.1 |22 212 212 D' (Ll y 2
s ( (F J)\/ 1851 || +[D/( |]\|{| ) — D'(0)]6:;)(u — #!]\}l + B ED'J(VO)])\;‘ I )
Y 22y DLl a2 ’
D(|lz\|r| ) = Dly(O)N
rol=z? 2
w— wlz|? + uD (,T)IIIII
Mg 1= B(AY =) = ply + I 2||N D/(L“gzii\in?
D( N )_ DZY(O)N
2D" Ley® z||? z||?
y ( Ol 4 (Ul o) 0 ) 56)
0 (k) - D'(0)) v
Cov[(Aj, Awj)TIY = u] = Cov[(Aj, Aij)T] = Cov[(Aij, Aij) T, Yoy *Cov[Y, (Aij, Airjr)]
1
= Cov[(Aij, Awjr)"] - N
(Baduliel® | g, 2 (2202l . i) (2afalel g )
x ad;id ||z||? 0‘61'/16]‘/1”1”2 O‘(si/léj/ll‘wl‘ ’
(= + Bdij ) (—%—— + Bdirjr) (*4'551'/;'/)

where Cov[(A;j, Ayj/)T] denotes the 2 x 2 covariance matrix of A;; and Ay while
Cov|[(A;j, Airj»)",Y] denotes the 2 x 1 covariance matrix of (A4;;, Ayj)7 and Y. From here we
see conditioning on Y = u,

COV[(AU‘, Ai/j’)ly = u]

_2DH(O)(5ij5i’j’ + 6ii’5jj’ + 6ij’5i’j) 1 a6i16j1|\x||2 ad; /15 /1||$H
N NN TRy A

—61:]’\;'(0) L(ele ozl B2, i=j=i=j =1,

200 3 (elel | gg i— o147 =g ori = =1 4im
) =L i=j=i=j7#1,
| =e-g, LAi=j£i =] #1,

o i=i#j=jori=j#j=1i,

0, otherwise.
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Alternatively, one can find the above conditional covariances using spherical coordinates,
which could avoid the matrix function U(x). In order to draw connection with GOE, we first
have to check that all the quantities above are positive. Note that a and 3 depend on ||z||? and

N through ||z||?/N. Let us write p = py(z) = ”L\/% so that a = a(p?) and 3 = B(p?).

Lemma 3.1. We have lim,_,o Dl()f) - 5;2822 =—3D"(0) and
lim B(p*)? = —ED”(O) lim «a(p?)B(p?)p* = —éD”(O) lim [a(p?)p?)? = —§D”(0).
p—0+ 3 T =0+ 3 T =0+ 3

Proof. Using 'Hospital’s rule together with D(0) = 0,

D2 D/22 D/22_D2 2D/2D//2 3
lim (Z ) /(p )2 ~ 20 k () (p/) (r*) 23 prio)
p—=0+  p D'(0)p?  p—0+ P D'(0) 2
It follows that
[D'<p2>fD'<o>2]2 5
: 2\2 _ 7: P —_ _Zpr
p£%1+6(p )= p£%1+ D(p?) _ D'(p?)? 3D (0,
I D’(0)p?
’ 2 ’
[QDN(pQ)]D (p )gD ) 4
3 2 2\ .2 _ 13 P — _ D
Jim a(p")B(p%)p" = lim —pr—pr e — = —5 D" (0),
o7 D’(0)p?
: 2\ 212 _ 1 [2D"(p*)]? __§ 1
p1~1>r(1)1+[a(p )p ] - pli}I(r)l+ D(Pz) _ D’(Pz)z B 3D (0) D
o7 D (0)p?

In light of Lemma 3.1, we make the following observation. Following [SSV12, Theorem 8.2],
a function f : (0,00) — (0,00) is a Thorin—Bernstein function if and only if lim,_,o4 f(z) exists
and its derivative has a representation

oy @ L .
f(a:)—x+b+/(0m)x+t (dt), (3.7)

where a,b > 0 and o is a measure on (0, 00) satisfying f(O,oo) %Ha(dt) < oo. In particular, the
functions D(r) = log(1 + r/¢) and D(r) = (r + &)Y — &7 are Thorin-Bernstein functions. Recall
the definitions of @ and § as in (3.2). The proof of the following analytical result is deferred to
Appendix Section B.

Lemma 3.2. For any x € RV \ {0}, we have

2
~2D"(0) > (—O‘|]f]|| + 5) 8, (3.8)
Y allz|” afjz|?
4D"(0) > ( N +4 N (3.9)
provided anyone of the following conditions holds:
1. For all x # 0,
2 2 "

g < —gD (0). (3.10)

2. For ally >0,
2D'(0)D" (y)[D(y) — D'(y)y] + D' (y)[D'(y) — D'(0)]* = 0. (3.11)

12



3. Forally>0

I0) — D70) > 0. (3.12)

4. For ally >0,
D) DO i
D”(y) + D”(O) =Y. ( . )

5. For ally >0,
D) + D)D) | -

DU
6. D is a Thorin—-Bernstein function with a =0 in (3.7).

From now on, we always assume (3.8) and (3.9), thus Cov|[(A;j, Airj)|Y = u] > 0 for all
i,i',7,7. Recalling (3.6), let us write

(u — 1% 4 LD 2D () p? + D' (p?) — D' (0))

my =mi(p,u) = p+

D(p?) = 2 |
u— b5 4 BDUE0%) (D (p2) — D/(0
= (o) — ot D(,;)((i M) o)
o1 = 01(p) = \/—4D”(0) —J(\(;ep2 + B)oepﬂ o2 = oa(p) = \/—2D”(0) _N(apz T 5)5,
e =m0 = 17 o =ont0 = (001~ P,
a=alpt) = 2 __ 5 - 2L DO (3.19)
VD) - Zere VD) - 2

where p = N From time to time, we also use the following change of variable

2 ’ 2 2
_Lp wD (p”)p
(e e A SU ()] u—my

U o) - ZepE Vo o
so that

my = p+v(ap® + B), mo = p+vp. (3.17)
Let

P gT
G=G(u) = ' /Aoy [ N—1 / )
5 —4D”(0)( TGOEN—l — Z3IN_1)
where with z1, 22, 23 being independent standard Gaussian random variables,

’ /
21 = 0121 — 0222 + M1, 23= 0929 +

—2D"(0)
—1

55
—4D"(0)
and £ is a centered column Gaussian vector with covariance matrix ~_1 which is inde-

pendent from z1, 22,23 and the GOE matrix GOEy_;1. The above discussion yields our main
result of this section.
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Proposition 3.3. Assume Assumptions I, II and IV. Then we have in distribution

d

(UVZHNUT|Y =u) = G. (3.18)

In the following we write frequently

G = /TADTO) (1) T GOBy 1 — in ).

To connect with (3.5), we have

E(| det A|[Y = u) = / | det alpajy (alu)da = E(| det G|). (3.19)

4 Exponential tightness

The purpose of this section is to prove several exponential tightness results so that our future
analysis will be reduced to the compact setting. Let £ C R be a Borel set. Hereafter, for
simplicity, let us assume By is a shell By(Ry, Ry) = {x € RN : Ry < % <Ry}, 0< Ry <Ry <
oo. Recall that in this case we write Crty (F, (Ry, R2)) = Crty(E, By (R1, R2)). Using spherical
coordinates and writing p = L‘/m—%, by the Kac—Rice formula we have

(ufafny)2

I -5
ECrtn (E, (R, R)) = E[| det A||Y = 2% (0)dud
(B, (B, 1) = [ Bt Al =) o ) 0)duda

=Sy NW-D/2 /RQ/ E[| det G|] ! 6_(“2;’%2’) ! e_gfg?(%i PN " tdudp.
R = \/%UY (QW)N/QD’(O)N/2

(4.1)

Here Sy_1 = I?(”TN//;) is the area of N — 1 dimensional unit sphere, G depends on u implicitly.
Using the Stirling formula, we have

. 1 N-1 1 1
1\}£no<> N log(Sy—1N "2 1) =3 log(27) + 7 (4.2)

Recall the representation (3.18). Let A\; < -+ < Ay_1 be the eigenvalues of GOEy_1. The
eigenvalues of G.. can be represented as {y/—4D"(0)((&F2)Y2X\; — 25)}X7". By the repre-
sentation, we may find a random orthogonal matrix V which is independent of the unordered

eigenvalues \;,j =1,..., N — 1 and 24, such that
(N];l)l/2:\1_zé 0

= \/—4D"(0)VT ; : V. (4.3)

0 (%)1/25\1\,71 — 2}

By the rotational invariance of Gaussian measures, V¢ is a centered Gaussian vector with covari-

%N(O)IN_l that is independent of 25 and A;’s. We can rewrite V¢ 4 %”(O)Z,

ance matrix
where Z = (Z1,...,Zn_1) is an N — 1 dimensional standard Gaussian random vector. Using the

determinant formula for block matrices or the Schur complement formula,

N-1 N

det G = det(Gu) (] — £7GL1E) = [—4D" (0) N 1722 H((T_l
j=1

[ 4D// N/2N 1 N—-1 N

- >z [T«

k=1 j#k

2N — 25)
)1/2)‘ —z5).  (44)
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It follows from (4.1) that

Ry = N-1
ECrin(E, (Ri, Ry)) = Sy NN -1/2 / [ ([l apr 10 [T - )
1 j=1
 (u—my)? Nu2p2
N-1 — —_— _NupZp
[ 4D// N/2 N—l 12 , e 202 e 2D7(0) N1
- Z A — ) dud
> ’“1;[ T T e
< SN—IN(N_l)/2[Il (E,(R1,R2)) + I (E, (R, R2))], (4.5)
where
1(E, (R, By)) = [~4D"(0 |
7(1%2#)2 712\715(7))
e v e > N-1
dud
/_27T0'y (27T)N/2D/( )N/2p udp,
4D” k3 N !
BB, (Ry, Ra) = / | B2 T - 5]
J#i
%#)2  Nu2p?
4 ~ 2D7(0)
< < N=1dudp. (4.6)

\/EU 2mYN/2D/ (0 N/Qp
Y

In the following we will employ hard analysis to derive various estimates that would reduce
the problem to the compact setting.

Lemma 4.1. For any p > 0, u € R, we have

1 Cp(1+ p2) 1 < Cp(+ p?)
D'(0)=D'(p?) = p? \/D EIEI, PR
uD' (p)

D'(0)

|mi|§|M|+CD‘F_§+ ‘(1+p2), i=1,2. (4.7)

Proof. Since lim,_,o+ w = D"(0) and D’'(p?) is strictly decreasing to 0 as p? tends to
00, we have the first assertion. By (3.8), we have

1 . _V/=2D"(0)  _ Cp(1+p%)
D'(p2)2p2 — D' (0) — D/ 2\ — 2 :
\/D(pz) _ DP/(O)P (0) (r?) p
Using (3.8) and (3.9),
1 uD’(pQ)‘ Cpp u p pD'(p?) >
< Lk C ‘— K ‘ 1+ p2),
] |“|+‘ 2 2V Do) DO =D (?) < lul+Cp 2 27 Do (1+p7)
u o p uD’(pz)‘ Cpp® u o pD'(p?) 5
< u_k C ‘— _& ‘ 1 O
fmz |“|+‘p2 > T Do) D =D = MO 3 ey 1)

Recall 2§ = 0121—0220+m1, 25 = (0222+ p‘/%“ —mg)/y/—4D"(0). Note that the conditional
distribution of 2] given z§ = y is given by

o - b?
zlzg=y~N &y ) (4.8)
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where

 03(/ZAD"0)y + ma)

|
3

0-2 + aﬁp
—2D"(0)ap (u_ﬂ_f_MD(P)P) 2
_ D’(0) aBp”p
2 _ (pQ)2 > —2D"(0) - p?
 (—2D7(0) — 8) \/D Dl
(—QD"(O) — 8% — aBp?)\/—4D"(0)y
—2D"(0) — 32 ’
b2, ol —4D"(0) 2D"(0)a2p?
Nt g T TN T N(2D(0) - 57
g5 + N ( ( ) B )

Lemma 4.2. Suppose p # 0. Then
1
lim sup lim sup — log ECrtn ([—T, T, (0, 00)) = —oo0,
T—o0o N—oo N

1
lim sup lim sup N log ECrtn (R, (R, 00)) = —00,

R—o0 N—oo

1
lim sup lim sup N log ECrtn (R, (0,¢)) = —o0.

e—=0+ N-—ooo

Proof. (1) Note that b> < —4D”(0) and that

_ _ —2D"(0) — B2\ = - -
N-1 N-1[ N-1 N-1 N-1
Bfjz41¥ 1) < O [md =+ ( “AND) ) T et aemb T @)
We write mq, = |u[+Cpljz — 5+ “D,((O) ) |(1+4 p?). Using the conditional distribution (4.8), (2.9),

(2.6), Lemma 4.1 and the elementary fact m, < max{1,m},

E||24] H| SRS

“IND(0) exp{— Ly 2D Qi)

N—
2( 2D (0)—pB?)
d
/ = Hl =] /27(—2D"(0) — B?) Y
—4NDN( )eXp{—N( _45//(8))1/;;”2) }

SA(\/\/E_;Hm)E(A}‘VﬁIyI)Nl /2m(—2D"(0) — 57

< CNTIE[(b + |ma | + [ma| + v/ =4D"(0) |25 ) AT+ |Zs|N ]
< Cp(1+my),
where A} _; is the operator norm of GOEy_;. Similarly,

N-1 . _ _
B[22 T 152 = 1] SEOG_, +15)Y 2 < OV (L + |mal V7).
J#H1<G<N—-1

Since D(r) < D'(0)r, we have D(p?) — % < D'(0)p?. Together with Lemma 4.1, we obtain

after a change of variable u = p?s,

ECrty ([-T,T7]° (0, 00))

N N 1 — oo 1 NuZo? Ny
20 - 7 —
= O /R /[-mc(l Tt Genrpaes e dude
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D'(p*) \n
<cy SNf/ / 1+ (14 p*N s———i—”
WP el ) T/p%T/p?]C{ ( ) Dr(0) | }

_p o pD'(*)y2
\/N ex (_ Nelte— g+ D) ! e Nty Nt+ldsd
(p2)2p2 p D[()z)2 2) (27T)N/2D/(O)N/2 P p

/ 2) _ Z\PT) P

_(;“)SEN C/ ([ I [ 20 1)

N[(s—ﬂ—l-“g/(p)) + p?)p?
_ (0) N+1
exp( 2D70) )p dpds.

(1+p7)
2

We need to find a good lower bound for (s — & + “g,((g))) To save space, let

N s—— ”D/ 27 2
o) = (14 (14 ) (Il 4 1)V 4 95y exp (= 0 +25(<8;> e

y> 22
We will use the estimate f;o eiifdy < ‘7—267@ repeatedly in the following
D'(y? )| < 1, we have

Case 1: 5> 0. If s > |u, since |1 — D7 (0)
uD'(p )) ( 1 D'(p? )2 s?
_k >(s—|=z— AR
( 2‘L Doy ) =\ I3 M=

Then

f(s,p?)dpds
/Iul /\/T/s
N[s +u2]p?

</ | / T/ 1+ (s + DY + (s + )Y o] (pV =1 + pNH1)e™ 370 dpds
”w s

2D’ 0) \(vV-1)/2
0) ) (1+(s+ |u|)N)T3N+1e*NT2drds

\
o PJ+1u/" (/f
> M,D
Il 2D/(0)( +”2 + p?

N 0o
_ Cip L+ (541D -+ g,
= NVT G g v
N 0o N
O“ D ie %21\13?(50) ds < Qe_ 3‘;1:‘;/\[(2)'
N\/_ ul 5
2
) 2 luly/ 2570

Here we have used the fact that %(0)(% + &
r?/2

2770y SO that we can always choose T'

large to guarantee r > 1 and r* <e
o

If s < |u|, using the trivial bound (s — § +

/ " /;7 75, p%)dpds

[l poo
/ / 1+ (s D)™ + (s + DY 2N (0N 4 pN e 376 dpds
VT/lul

g’go) )2 >0, we have

[l 2D’ 3N/2
< CD/ / - )) 1} (1+ (s 4 |p)M)r*NTte N drds

2D7(0)

|pINT
e 4D/(0)

<
_N\/T
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Case 2: s < 0. After change of variable s — —s, we can proceed in the same way as the case

s >0 and find
0 oo 00 00
/. / £(5, )dpds = / / F(=s,p%)dpds
T/s T/s

([ [ L e

uD( ~|nINT/[32D"(0)] 4 ~|uINT/[4D’ <o>])

<
NVT
Putting things together, we see that

ECrty (=T, T]°, (0,00)) < Ciip

(e—\mNT/[Bw'(on i e—\mNT/[w/(on)'

=
=
~

From here the first assertion follows.
(2) The last two claims follow somewhat different strategy. By conditioning and Young’s
inequality,

E||24] H| )2 = 24|

<chT 1E[(b + [ma| + [ma| +/=4D"(0) |25 ) A+ [251Y )]
S Og(l + |m1|N + |m2|N).

Using Lemma 4.1, (3.8) and (3.9) together with the change of variable formulas (3.16) and (3.17),

ECrtn(R, (R, 00))

_(ufmzy)2 N u2p2
oo e 20y 672D/(0) _
< CgSN—1/ /(1 + [ma [N + [ma|Y) \/ﬂo (27T)N/2D’(O)N/2pN Ydudp
Y
Nu2p2
N e 2’0 N-1
R TTAd N
< ON Sy /R ¢35 N 1dp
CL]L\,’DSNfle— NutRS

- NR
for R large enough. Similarly,
€ Nu2p2 CN _Sy_.eN
ECrty (R, (0,2)) < C;JZDSN—l/ ¢ 250 )N =14 < %
0
This completes the proof. O
We remark that we have actually proved the following stronger results with heavier notations
from (4.6):

lim sup lim sup % log[I1([-T, T, (0,00)) + I([-T,T]%, (0, 00))] = —o0,

T—oo N—oo

1
lim sup lim sup N log[l1 (R, (R, 00)) + I2(R, (R, 00))] = —o0,

R—oo N—o
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1
lim sup lim sup N log[I1 (R, (0,¢)) + I2(R, (0,¢))] = —o0.

e—=0+ N-—ooo

The third claim also holds for g = 0 with the same argument. If y = 0, observing the complexity
function in Section 2, it is reasonable to require Ry < oc.

Lemma 4.3. Let t =0 and R < oo. Then
. . 1
lim sup lim sup — log ECrtn ([T, T, [0, R)) = —o0.
T—o0 N—oo N

Proof. The argument follows that of Lemma 4.2 and is actually much easier. Indeed, we find

ECrty (=T, T]% (0, R))

1 (u 7nzy) 1
<CcNs (1+ 27 N=1dud
DPN-— 1/ /TT my, ) 27T0ye Y (27T)N/2D’(O)N/2p udap
CHSn— 1\/_ / / N ony vy (L p?) w2
1—|— + (1 + U e 2D/<°>P dud
S @ E Do) A (L p )l T p p
N
- CR,DSN—M/_ e——wm;,
- T
The proof is complete. O

We need the following fact.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose |u|+ L~ 0. Thenfor anya > 0,c¢> 0,b,d € R satisfying aN +b < ¢cN+d,

»@,0,C,

a N(s®+u?)p?y .
/ / 1 + | | N+b) eXp ( 2D,(O> ) N+dd8dp < C;JZR,D,a,b,c,d'

Proof. If u # 0, changing the order of integration yields

o N(s* + .
/ / 1+ |s[alN+D exp( (2D/(#))P ) N+dged)

cN+d+l 5

2

/ / = + (1 + |S|aN+b),r,cN+de—N7‘ /2d’f'd8
s u

N %) 1+| |aN+b N
< CD,c,d/ —cszds <C D,c,d>
coo (5 4 2)

where in the last step we used the assumption aN +b < ¢N +d. If p =0, then R < co and we
have

e N+b N52P2 N+d N f N—by cN+d
/ / (1 +[s[*¥F )eXP(—m)PC * dePSCa,b,D/ (14 p= ¥ =%)p™ T dp,
0 —00 0

which completes the proof. O

To save space, for an event A that may depend on the eigenvalues of GOE and other Gaussian
random variables in question, let us write

N

D// ?
L(E, (R, Ra), A) = // (22 T2, - s
J#i

2
— — Nres
e e 2D(0)

/271'0 21T N/QD/ 0 N/Qp
Y

N=1dudp.
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Lemma 4.5. Suppose |u| + 7z > 0. Then

1
lim sup lim sup N log Iy (E, (R1, R2), {\v_1 > K}) = —

K—oco N—o©o

1
limsuplim sup < log I (B, (R, Ry), {]25 — E(:5)| > K}) =

K—oco N—oo

Proof. Using (2.5) and choosing K large so that 2t < et’/18 for ¢ > K,

K o
E[(\y_ )V 21 {\y_, > K} :/ KtE=1PO\y ZK)dH—/ (N =2tV 3PNy, > t)dt
0 K

< KK~ (N-1)K?/9 + /Oo e~ (N=1t?/18 4 < 9~ (N-1)K?/18 (4.10)
K

If 4 # 0, using (4.9) and Lemma 4.1, we obtain

BB, (Fr, Ba). Oy > KD < € [ N J IR G > KY

1 7(“*7”2}’)2 1  Nu2p2 N1
—e ¥ e 2070 p” ~dud
2oy (2m)N/2D/ (0)N/2 P P
- 2 u_p pD?) N _
<ON (N-DK /18/ / 1+|_2 _ 5 570) N 2(1+p2(N 2))}
1 _ (u— m2y)2 N1
— ¢ 20y 2D’(0) dud
2oy (QW)N/QD’(O)N/2 p P
N —(N-DE28 [ N—2 2(N-1 N(s* + 1)p*\ N1

Here in the last step we used the observation (14 p>N=2))(14p?) < 4(1+4p>N=1). The assertion
then follows from Lemma 4.4. Similarly, note that

N(—4D"' (0))K?

P(|2 — E(24)| > K) < 2¢ 2c2070)-%) < 2¢~ VK7,
It follows that for K large enough,
E(z — E(z5)|V 71|z — E(#4)| > K}) < 4e N2,

From here we deduce that

(B, (Ry, Ra). {1 — E(z})| > K}) < CY / h / E[(Ny_ )V "2 + [E(zh) V2

oo )2
12— BV 21{] — B()] > K}]ﬁ e e
<CN —NK/2/ / 1+|___+ (())lN 2(1 + p2(V-2))
1 - 2my)2 N-1
Tt g o
The rest of argument is the same as above. The case = 0 and Ry < oo follows the same steps
and is omitted. O

Lemma 4.6. Suppose |u| + R% > 0. Then for any 6 > 0,

, 1 _
lim sup ~ log I2(E, (R, Ra), {LOAY 1) ¢ B(04,0)}) = —oc.

N—o0
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Proof. We only argue for the harder case 1 # 0. Using (4.9), the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and
(2.3), we have

B[ T 1555720 - SLZOY) ¢ Blow. 5)]

AV DV + 2 UL ) ¢ Blose, )]
DT ZOTERLON T ¢ Blowe, 6)'?

u o pD'(p?) N2 —ay] L~ le(N—1)2
SCND[H‘—Q—TF D,((O))’ (1+ p2™ 2>)}e be(N=1)?,

Together with Lemma 4.4, we deduce that

Ly(E, (Ry, R2), {L(A\ ™) ¢B(Usca5)})

<CN ﬂ:N?/ /
R1 JE/p?

D' (p? )’ (1 _|_p2(N71))}

2 D'(0)
exp (- Ni(s — § + “prif)* + “2]P2) N-1dd
Xp 2D'(0) p p
_on [ _ _ N[v? + p?p?\ n_
S C,L]L\,]De N / / |:1 =+ |'U|N 2(1 =+ p2(N 1)):| exp ( — W)pﬁ[ 1d'Udp
0o JR
< CP]XDechQ.
From here the assertion follows. O
For an event A, let us write
I(E, (Ry, Ry),A) = [-4D" (0 )1/2)\ AN
Rq N
_(u;#)z _ Nu?p?
e oy e 2D’(0)

N=1dudp.

ooy (2m)N2DI(0)N/2 P
The argument in this part shares the same spirit as that for Is.
Lemma 4.7. Suppose |u| + R% > 0. Then we have

1
lim sup lim sup N log I (E, (R1, R2), {\v_1 > K}) = —

K—oco N—o©o

1
limsuplim sup < log 1 (B, (R, Ry), {]25 — E(:5)| > K}) =

K—oco N—oo

Proof. The argument is similar to that of Lemma 4.5. As there, we only provide details for the
case p # 0. Note that b2 < —4D"(0). By (4.10), (4.8), (2.9), Young’s inequality and conditioning,
we find

E[l21) H (D720 - x> K

NEK%’ ) (O3 )™+ Y10 > K]

C
< CVE[(b + [ma| + [ma| + v=4D"(0)|5])(\y—)" " + 151N 1 {AN_, > K}
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< CNem W=DE18(1 4 1my [N 4 |ma| V).
Using (3.8), (3.9) and the change of variable formulas (3.16) and (3.17),

Il(E7 (R17R2)7 {X']c\f—l > K})

7(u77nzy)2 Nu2p2
C(N—1)K? o e 2V PREUO) B
< Cge (N-1)K /18/ /(1+ |m1|N+ |m2|N) \/%UY (27T)N/2D/( )N/QpN 1dudp
 Nu2p?
N 1)K?/18 N e '@ N-1

0

N _—(N—-1)K?/18
< N e (N"DET/IS,

From here the first assertion follows. The argument for the second one is in the same fashion
after observing |25| < |24 — E(24)| + |E(2%)] and

WAH| D)2~ 241{]% ~ B()] > K]
< VBl + Il ol + TN+ 4115 — Bl > K]
< CNe NE2(1 4 fmg [N + [mag| ™). 0

Lemma 4.8. Let § > 0. Suppose |u| + R% > 0. Then we have

1
hm sup N log Il (E, (Rl, R2)7 {L(A{\Iil) ¢ B(UsC; 5)}) = — 0.

N—o0

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 4.6 and we only provide the difference for the case
1 # 0. Conditioning as in the proof of Lemma 4.7, using Young’s inequality, the Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality and (2.3), we find

Dm11| D120~ ALY ) ¢ Blow.0))
<O+ |ma PN + |mg 2N) 126N,

The rest of argument follows verbatim that of Lemma 4.7. (|

5 Proof of Theorem 1.2

For a probability measure v defined on R, recall the functions ¥(v, 2) and ¥, (z) as in (2.7). Let
us define

(u —my)? —2D"(0) ma 2
Y, p,u,y) =¥ (v, y) — 62202\ " y+ I
Q(D(pQ) D ) —2D"(0) —ﬂ2( —iD (0)>
> p?
~ 300 + log p, (5.1)

w*(p7u7 y) = 1/1(0507 pu U,y)
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Recalling the notations (3.15), ¥.(p, u,y) can be written explicitly as

_wo® | wD'(p*)p? 2
Pu(psu,y) = Waly) — -5+ ) W +logp — —2D19)
* ) ) - * ’ 212 52 ’ 2) _ ’ 2
2AD(p?) - ) 2P0 ~2D"(0) - 2R
2 12 2
1 (u — 5 + P )(D (p) = D'(0)) 12 ,2
X (y+ —4DN(O) |:,u+ D(pQ)— D’ (p2)2p2 :|) : (‘)' )
D’(0)
Lemma 5.1. For any u and y fized, we have lim, o1 ¢« (p,u,y) = —c0. For any p and u fized,
we have limy| o ¥« (p, u,y) = —00.

Proof. From Lemma 3.1, we know D(p?) — %&jpz ~ —3D"(0)p* as p — 0+. For any € > 0
and p € (0,¢), we may find ¢, such that

2 4 D (p*)p% 2
(u— 2+~ D ) 12 p?
1/)*(P,U7y)—‘1’*(y)§— D' (02)2 02 - +1ng
2(D(p?) — ép,(%)P )y 2D'(0)
u _ p o pD'(p%)
- Gt ) w2 L logp
= —3c.D"(0) 2D'(0)
The right-hand side clearly tends to —co as p — 0+.
Since % > 1, from the definition it is clear to see lim|y|_ o ¥«(p,u,y) = —oo for
fixed p and wu. O

Let [¢] = {é1,...,i¢} C [N —1]. For any 1-Lipschitz function f, we have

1 = 1
‘—N—lz;f()‘j)_iN—l—ﬁ > f()\j)‘

JEIN-1\[]
CETn L IV =1-0500+ X f) — (V=150
JEIN-T\[{] €[]
< L max |Az — )\J| (53)

" N-1 ij

5.1 Upper bound
Proposition 5.2. Suppose E is compact and 0 < Ry < Ry < co. Under Assumptions I, II and
1V, we have

1 1
log[=4D"(0)] — 5 log D'(0) — 5 log(2m) 0w (o),
pyuy)E

N | =

1
lim sup — log L(E, (Ri, R2)) <

N—00
where F = {(p,u,y) : y € R, p € (R1, Ra),u € E} and ¥.(p,u,y) is given as in (5.2).
Proof. Since

IQ(Ev (R17R2)) = IQ(Ev (R17R2)7 {L()‘{Vil) € BK(Uscv(S)v |Zé - E(Zé” < K})
+ I2(B, (Ri, Ro), {L(A\Y 1) & Bi(0se,8)} U {|25 — E(23)| > K}),

by Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6, we can always choose K large enough so that the second term is expo-
nentially negligible as N — oo, provided the first term yields a finite quantity in the limit. We
only need to consider the first term.
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Using (5.3), if L(AYS') € Bg(0s,0), we may choose N large enough so that

L((NNl)l/Q)\;V 11#1) € Bk (0sc,20). It follows that for any i € [N — 1],

N-1 N

”2A A{LANTY) € By (0sc,6)} < eNTD50Prenruenn Y2) (5 )
Jj=1, J#l

By Lemma 3.1 and (3.8), we have cp g, := infgr, <,<r, —2D"(0) — % > 0. It follows that

—IND(0) —2ND"(0)(y + \/ﬁf
V2 2D"(0) _p7) T\ —2D7(0) — 32 )
" 2
§ \/TD”()exp(— —2NDO) W+ =) )
N —2D"(0) — 5 '

Let

F($) = {(U,p,u,y) :V € Bg(04,0),y € [—

/—4D"(0) = =iD70) K} ’

p€ (Ri,Ra) uc E} (5.5)

Using p? < R and the fact that all summands of (v, p,u,y) in (5.1) are bounded from above
on F(§), we deduce from Lemma 4.1

I(E, (R1, R2), {L(A\]'™") € Bi(0c,8), |25 — E(23)] < K})

a2 [ [ Bl Vo112 -Gl < K]
R,

N(u—my)?

T Thia) D] 2
JNe ? I:D(p2)7D( (2)) } o Q’g,(ﬁ) prldudp
J2r(D(?) - 2 (2m)N/2 D/ (0)N/?

OD R2 ‘E‘N[ 4D//(O)] N+1
s exp (N — 3) sup 1/)(% P, U, y) ’
( )N+2 D/( )% [ (v,p,u,y) EF(26) }

where |E| is the Lebesgue measure of E. Since (v, p, u, y) is an upper semi-continuous function
on F'(20) and attains its maximum on the closure F'(26), we have

limsup  sup Y, pu,y) < sup u(p,u,y).
020+ (v,p,u,y)EF(20) (p,u,y)EF(0)

By Lemmas 4.5 and 5.1, the continuous function . (p, u,y) attains its maximum in F at some
point (p«, ts, y«) with p. > 0. Therefore we may choose K large enough in the beginning so that

sup V(P U, Y) = V(s Us, Y-
(pou,y)EF(0)

This justifies that sup(, ., ,yep ¥« (p,u,y) > —oo and the proof is complete. O

Proposition 5.3. Suppose E is compact and 0 < Ry < Ry < oo. Under Assumptions I, II and
1V, we have

1 1 1 1
limsup — log 1 (E, (R1, R2)) < 5 log[-4D"(0)] — 5 log D'(0) — 5 log(2m) +  sup  ¢.(p,u,y),
Nooo IV 2 2 2 (pruy)EF

where F = {(p,u,y) : y € R, p € (R1, Ra),u € E} and ¥.(p,u,y) is given as in (5.2).
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Proof. By the remark after Lemma 4.2, we know

1 1
lim sup N log I (E, (0, R2)) = limsup N log I (E, (&, R2))

N—o00 N—o00

by choosing ¢ > 0 small enough. Hence, we may assume R; > 0. Similar to the proof of
Proposition 5.2, since

L(E, (R1, Ry)) = L(E, (R, R2), {L(AY ™) € Br(0c,0), |23 — E(23)| < K})
+ 5 (E7 (R17 R2)7 {L()‘{v_l) ¢ BK(Uscv 5)} U {lzé - E(Zé” > K})u

thanks to Lemmas 4.7 and 4.8, by choosing K large enough, it suffices to consider the first term.
Since 0 < Ry < Ry < 00, using continuity of functions in question, conditioning with (4.8) and
Lemma 4.1 for oy,

Il(E7 (R17R2)7 {L()‘{v_l) € BK(05076)7 |Zé - E(Zé)l < K})

N—1 R2
< 4" (0)) sup (bt s+ o] +/=1D700l) [ [

R1§P§R2,UEE;W+\/%,,(O)|SK
_ (ufmy)2 N/,L2p2
Ne1)su o U)z/ e 2UY e 2D/(0) _
N =D suPyeny o) V)1 (|24 — B(24)] < K} — (27T)N/2D’(O)N/2pN Ydudp
C _1—4D"(0 N
< ZBufeD, fff[ ( ) exp [(N—=3) sup  ¥(v,pu,y)l,
(2m) 2" D'(0) % (v.p,u,y) EF(3)

where F(§) is given as in (5.5) and the supremum of |m;i| + |ma| may depend on R;. The
assertion follows from the upper semi-continuity of ¥ (v, p, u,y) on F(§) by sending N — oo and
0 — 0+. 0

5.2 Lower bound

Proposition 5.4. Suppose E is an open set and 0 < Ry < Ry < oo. Under Assumptions I, II
and IV, we have

1 11 1
liminf —log ECrty (E, (R1, R2)) = 5 + 5 log[—4D"(0)] — 51log D'(0) + sup  ¢u(p,u,y),
N—ooco N 2 2 2 (pouy)EF

where F = {(p,u,y) : y €R, p € (Ry, R2),u € E} and ¥.(p,u,y) is given as in (5.2).
Proof. Using (2.9) and (4.8), we know

’ / / 2 1—4D"(0 2D"(0)a?p* 1/2
E[l2} - h()l1% = y] = /= N( = N(—2D(”()((;; f62> ’

7T
where h(z%) only depends on z;. By conditioning, using (4.4) and (3.18),
(| det Gf) = B(| det .||} — €7G¢])

. N -
E[l det((T)l/QGOEN—l — 2 In-1)|E(|2] — €T GLE||GOEN 1, €, 23)]

7 No1 2 1—=4D"(0) 2D”(O)O¢2p4 1/2
2 [~4D70) \/;[ N N(-2D"(0) - 52)}
" _4ND”(O) (y + )2
N —4D"( 1/2 4D”(0)
\/27T —2D"(0 62 /]RN ! H /' y|eXp[ 2(—2D"(0) — B2) }dy
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PGOE (L1, -y TN—1 H dz;

where pgogr(z1, ..., £ny—1) is the joint density of the unordered eigenvalues of GOE.

Without loss of generality we assume E is non-empty. Choose (p«, ux, y«) as that in the proof
of Proposition 5.2; i.e., it is a maximum of ¥ (p,u,y) on [Ry, Ro] x E x R. If there are multiple
points for ¥, to attain its maximum, we just choose one to be (px, u.,y«). Recall that p, > 0.
Then (p. — &, px +6')N[R1, Ra) and (u. — ', u, +6') N E must be non-empty for any &' > 0. If p.
and u, are both interior points, we choose ¢’ > 0 small enough so that (p. —d', p« +8’) C (R1, Ra)
and (u, — ', u, + 0") C E. If either p, or u, is a boundary point, by abuse of notation we still
write (p. 5 ,px +0") and (ux — &', uy + ¢') with the understanding that one endpoint should be
replaced by p. or u, so that we always have (p. — ¢, p« +9’) C (R1, R2) and (ux — ', us+9") C E.
Using (3.8), the right-hand side of (5.6) attains strictly positive minimum for p € [p. — 9§, p. +0'].
By restricting to small intervals, we find

Ry 1 _(u*m2y)2 1 N2 p2 N1
20 T SD’(0) —
/R /E(|detG|)7e Y (27T)N/2D'(O)N/2e 2D7(0) p dudp
pst6’ u*+6’ Y«+01
[ D// /
=0 *75/ —01
O, 2D/ (0o | N<—4D"< )
N N(=2D"(0) - 8]\ /2r(—2D"(0) — A2
—4ND"(0 )(y+7ﬁ,,)2
/ H| Lz, —ylexp{— Do) ]
RN-1 G 2(=2D"(0) — B?)
1 (u*m2y)2 1 Np2p2 N1
20 ~SD’(0) —
PGOE(T1, -, TN -1 dez\/ﬂoy ¥ (27T)N/2D’(O)N/26 2D7(0) p dydudp
=:&(5,61),

where d; > 0 will be specified in the following. We consider two cases.

Case 1: y. ¢ [—V/2,+/2]. In this case, there exist 1 > 0 small enough so that y. ¢ [—v/2 —
3e1,V2 + 3e1]. We can choose 6; small enough so that y. + &, < —v2 — 2¢1 if y. < —V2
or Yy« — 61 > V2 + 2¢; if y. > /2. According to our choice, if € (y. — 01,5« + 1), then
r & [—V2 — 21,V/2 + 2¢1]. With these considerations in mind, by restricting the empirical
measure of GOE eigenvalues to B, /. (0sc,0) first, we find

— 2 N -1
E(F',01) = [-4D"(0))*F" ;P(L«—N )2 € By (00:0))

., —4ND"(0 ——z__)2

/P*+5 / w Tt y*+51 lnfUEB\/E+El(Uscv5) T(v,y) exp [ B ( )(y T 4D”(0)) }
ps—0' Uy —0 Yu—01 2(_2DH(O) - 62)
[T 2D 0o i N(—4D~< )
N N(—2D"(0) — 5?) \/2m(=2D"(0) — 3?)
—(N+1)/2 1y ()= N/2 N(u— ”” + M 2 2,2

VN (2r) D’(0) oxc ( ( CUORY )e——'—gﬁ & N1 dydudp.

T(52)2 52 p{~ D' (p2)2p2
\/D(P2) - 2 2D~ Ty )
Since ¥(v,y) is continuous in P[—v/2 —e1,v2 + £1] x (—V2 — 2e1, V2 + 2¢1)¢, we have

lim inf U(v,y) =V,
5—0+ UGB\/§+€1(G’SC,6) ( y) (y)
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for all y € [y« — 01, y« + 61]. By Wigner’s semicircle law with the distance (2.2) and the LDP of
the largest eigenvalue of GOE, we have

N -1

1}@3@@((7)1%{“1) € B s, (0, 0))
> liminf[P(L((E)l/Q)\N_l) € B(0se,0)) —P( max |(E)1/2A,| >V24er) =1.
= Nooo N 1 5 i=1,..,.N—-1" N ‘

Recall the function ¢ as in (5.1). Since the functions in question are all continuous and thus
attain strictly positive minimum in p € [p. — 8, px +0'],u € [ux — &', ux +0'],y € [yx — 01, Y« + 1],
using (4.2) and (4.1) we deduce that

1 1
1}\1]11 infﬁ log ECrtn (E, (R1, R2)) > liminf hm mf — 1og EWG,61)+=+= 1og(27r)
—00

§' =0+, 2
51 —0+4
1 1 1 1 ,
> 3 + 3 log[-4D"(0)] — 3 log D'(0)
lim inf inf . — v, inf (v,
M b W) s G) el 0 (y)
610+ wEux —6" ux+6'],y€E[ys —61,yx+51] €1
1 1 1
= § -+ 5 1oB[~4D"(0)] — £ Tog D'(0) + . (pe, e, 52, (5.7)

Case 2: y. € [—v/2,v/2]. In this case, we can choose d; > 0 small such that G(6;) :=
(Y — 61,9+ + 01) N (=v/2,v/2) # 0. Choosing K large we find
)2

—4ND”(O)(y + T’(O)
E TR

/ Ek(zv—l)@(L((%)1/2/\§V’1)7y)] exp {_
(01)

—4AND"(0)(y + \/TT”(O)Q
_oxp [— }
Zy_ 1/0(51)/ N /2K ()12 KN 2(=2D"(0) — 5%)
H (AL, —y [T el 2 H dzidy
1<i<j<N-1 =1
(XY 25, 1 ( N NN-1) / [ —4ND"(0)(xn + %”(0))2}
_ _ eXp -
Zy_ \N -1 2NEG(51) 2(—2D"(0) — B?)
i — oyl ¥ ENaate ¥R [ d,
/[KvK]Nl 1§11<_g['§N H
_ 7 mo 2
y ng 1 ( N N(Z\i—l)e {N - (xg 4D"(0)(x + 4D”(0)) )}
= " ro_
=74 ZN\N -1 P odcton 2(-2D"(0) - 5?)
/ / |z i_xj|e*%E§V:113dei
N €E€G(61) K,K|N— 1<1<3<N i=1
_ " 2
i (X >N“*“e % i <w2 oy L)
= _— X - —
7 \N—1 PN oden \2 2(-2D"(0) — 5?)

.....

Here Z);, = N!Zy is the normalizing constant for the p.d.f. of unordered eigenvalues of GOEy
matrix. By Stirling’s formula,

N(N-1)

1 YA N 1 1
lim —log{ N (—) ! }:—§—§1og2.




From Wigner’s semicircle law we deduce
| 1 . N
J— — .Y A<
1}\r]nlnf log E N#{l EN]: A € G(&l)}l{i:rﬁ%?fjqu <K}

. 1
= lim N log os.[G(41)] = 0.

N —o00

Since the functions in question are all continuous and thus attains strictly positive minimum in
PEpr =8, pe+0],u € [ux — &, us + 0],y € [Ysx — 1, ¥« + 1], using (4.2) and (4.1) we deduce
that

1 1 1 1
lim ian log ECrty (E, (R1, R2)) > liminf lim inf N log £(&',01) + 3 + 3 log(27)

N—oo §' =0+, N—o00
81 —0+
1 1 1 1 1
> - _ 7 - / - = P
=z 5+ 3 log[—ADN0)] = 5log D'(0) =5 — g log 2+ liminf - inf
81 =0+ u€lux—68" ,ux+8'],2€G(51)
_ " ma 2 2 D’ (p2) 02
2 TP O+ i) I e O M s +log p
— " — (B2 D' (p2)2p2 !
2 2(=2D"(0) - B?) Q(D(p2) _ %) 2D'(0)
1 1 ” 1 ,
= 5 + 5 log[~4D"(0)] — 5 10g D'(0) + ¥ (pu, ws, ). (5.8)

Here in the last step, we used the fact (2.8) that U, (y.) = 1y?2— 1 —1log2asy, € [-v2,v2]. O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. If E is compact and 0 < Ry < Ry < 00, the assertion follows from (4.2),
Propositions 5.2, 5.3 and 5.4.

Suppose E is not compact or Ry = oo. Thanks to Lemmas 5.1 and 4.2, we may choose R < 0o
and T' < oo large enough such that

1 1
lim — logECrty(E, (R1, Ry)) = lim — logECrty(EN (=T, T), (Ry, Ry) N[0, R])
N—oco N N—oco N

1 1 1
= 5 log[-4D"(0)] — 5 1log D'(0) + 5 + sup Ve(pyu, y)
2 2 yER,R1 <p<RAR2,u€ EN[-T,T],

1 1 1
= 5 log[=4D"(0)] — 5log D'(0) + = + sup  ¥u(p,u,y),
2 2 2 (puyeF

which completes the proof. [l

We finish this section by showing how to recover Theorem 1.1 from Theorem 1.2 when the
domain of field is confined in a shell.

Example 2. Let 0 < R; < Rs < oo and E = R. This removes restriction on the range of the
random field. Let J = 1/—2D"(0). Using (3.15) and (3.16), we rewrite

[ Bv )2_ v pPp?

Va7 el T2

J2
T2 — B2

Vu(p,u,y) = Va(y) (y+ + log p.

2 2D/(0)

From (2.8), we calculate

Oyt = —F 4 Py = V2T By) sgn(y)v/y? — 21{ly| > V2},

J2 _ 32
J2 + 2
Ot =~ g~ Bl > V),
T2 — B2y + ) V2J5 7
Oty = Nz s Oyothe = TR _p O s = g
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Using the relation 0,1, = 0 we find

B(V2Jy + 1)

(V2Jy + p)(J? — ﬁQ).

e PR V2Jy + 4+ Bv = 72 (5.9)
Together with (2.8), we can eliminate v and simplify
1, 1 1 Vopy @ pPp?
(pyu,y) =—=y*— = — = log2 — Ji(—|y|)1 2} - — - — — log p.
dulpyuy) = —35y° — 5 — 5log2 = Ji(=lyl)1{Jy| > v2} 7 22 apo) T8’
(5.10)

Case 1: p # 0. Solving 9y, = 0, 0,1, = 0 gives (after removing an extraneous solution)

y:_gu U:l}_ﬁ7 |M|§J7

From (3.8) we know J2 — 32 > 0 for p > 0. By the second derivative test, this critical point is
the unique global maximum. Moreover, plugging in the critical point reveals that
J? 7 BU v?
J?—p NN 2
does not depend on p. As a result, we choose p by optimizing —
Ry < /D’(0)/|u] only; the other case is similar. Choose

o {\/D’<o> it Ry > V2O

2D,(0) + log p. Let us consider

el Wl (5.11)
Rs, otherwise.

If |u| < /—2D"(0), we take y. = —u/+/—D"(0), and
plD'(p) = D'(0)] | ppi  uD'(p?)p?

* = -~ T 5.12
“ 2D7(0) | 2 D'(0) (5:12)
Then we find
w41 1 / . D'(0)
Do(peytt, o) = 4 —AD70) 5 log2 + 5 1log D'(0) Rlog ||, if Ry > T (5.13)
—45//(0) —327 2 10g2 + log Ry — QD,(O), otherwise.
— o _ © _ /—D"(0)
If |u| > 2D"(0), we take y, = T —
D'(p?) = D'(0)  pupi pD'(p2)pi
. = — MPxJ T AN 7 A. r14
‘ I M D'(0) (5-14)
Then we find

1/}*(p*7u*7y*)
. D' (0
_ ) —3log2—log\/—2D"(0) — 5 + 5 log D'(0), if Ry > |u|( g (5.15)
—1log2 —log \/—2D"(0 +1og|,u|+logR2 2D,(0), otherwise.

Since By = {z € RN : V/NR; < |z|| < V/NRy}, using Cramer’s theorem for the chi-square
distribution, we have

= { ( ) + = +1ogR2 + log |u| — logD’(O), if Ry < ]‘::‘(0),
0,

otherwise.
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where = is defined as in (1.4).
Case 2: = 0. We have to assume Rs < co. Then the above computations show that 1, is
optimized at y. = u, = 0 and p, = Ry which gives

1 1 1
lim — log ECrty (R, (R1, R2)) = = log[-2D"(0)] — = log D’ (0) + log Rs.
N—oo N 2 2

In addition, © = limy_,o 3 log |Bn| = log Ry + £ log(27) + 3.

Our results here match all the three cases in Theorem 1.1. Therefore, this example explains
the seemingly very different forms of the three phases, whose origin is hard to understand without
the general Theorem 1.2. Moreover, this suggests that the critical points around the value wu,
and variable p, given above dominate all other places.

A Covariance function and its derivatives

Let Dy(r) = D(r/N). For z,y € RN, let o(z,y) = z(Dn([|z]*) + Dn(llylI*) — Dn ([l — y*)).
Under Xy (0) = 0, isotropic increments imply that EXy(x) = 0; see [Yag87, p.439]. We have

Cov[Hn(z), Hy (y)] = Cov[Xn (), Xn(y)] = E[XN (2) XN (y)] = ¢(2,9).

Lemma A.1. Assume Assumptions I and II. Then for x € RY,

COV[HN(:E),(%HN({E)] =D (%) Ly

Cov[aiHN (33), 8jHN (33)] = D/(O)(Sij’

Cov[Hy (x),8;; Hx (x)] = 2D" (%) e [D’ (W) - D’(O)} 0ij

COV[akHN (:Z?), ainN (ZE)] = 0,
COV[alkHN (,T), ainN (.’L‘)] = —2DI/(0)[6j[5ik + 6il6kj + 6k15ij]/Na

where 6;; are the Kronecker delta function.

Proof. By [AT07, Theorem 1.4.2], Xy () is smooth. We can differentiate inside expectation as
in [AT07, (5.5.4)] and find
E[Xn ()0 Xn (y)]/N = 9y, E(Xn (2)Xn () /N = Dy (lylI*)yi + Dy (& — yl1*) (zi — vs).
E[0; X (2)0; XN (y)]/N = 94, [Diy ([l — yl*)(z; — y;)]
= 2D (lx = yI*) (@i — yi)(z; — y;) + Dy (llz = ylI*)s5,
E[Xn ()03 Xn (y)]/N = 8y, [Div (lyl1*)y; + D (Il = y1*)(z; — y;)]
= 2D (Iy1*)yiy; + D (I911*)di; — 2D% (|l — ylI*) (@i — yi) (x5 — ;)
— Diy (|l = ylI*)d;,
E[0x X ()03 Xn ()] /N = =4DN (|l — yl1*) (xr — yi) (@i — yi) (25 — y5)
—2D%(llx = ylI*) (25 — y;)dki — 2D (|lx — ylI*)(xi — yi)or; — 2DX (& — ylI*) (zx — yk)dij,
E[0uXx ()0 Xx W))/N = =8DY (Il = yl1*)(wr — o) (n — i) (i — yi)(wj — ;)
—4DN (12 = ylI*) (@i — yi) (x5 — y;)0m + (xx — yr) (x5 — y5)0u + (@ — yr) (@i — y:)dj
+ (ze =y (@5 — 3)0ki + (20— y) (@i — i)Oks + (20 — yo) (@ — Yr)ij]
- 2D§<7(Hx - yHQ)[(Sjlaz‘k + 005 + 5k15ij]-
Substituting x = v,

E[XN(2)0; Xn (2)]/N = Dy ([|=]*)zs,
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E[0; XN (2)0; XN
E[Xn ()05 X
[6}€XN(CL')(9UXN
[6lkXN(x)8UXN

z)]/N = D (0)di;,

2)l/N = 2D (||z||*)ziz; + Dy ([[2]*)di; — Diy(0)dy
z)]/N =0,

z)]/N = =2D3(0)[0;10ik + 0it0kj + Oriij)-

~ o~~~

Then we note that Dy (r) = D'(r/N)/N and DY, (r) = D"(r/N)/NZ. O

B Auxiliary Lemmas

For the integral E [; exp (—4(N+1)2?— 7%)LN+1 (dz), we have the following elementary

fact which is used in Section 2.

Lemma B.1. Let vy be probability measures on R and p # 0. Suppose

1 (N4 1)e? D
lim N log/ 2 (NP vn41(dx) > —oc.
R

N —o00

Then we have

1 22 VN(N+Dpz 1 22 (NdDua
hm N (10g/ (N+1) v/ —D""(0) I/N+1(d$) — log/ e 2(N+1) v —D'"(0) VNJrl(dI)) = O
R R

N —oc0

Proof. Let
71(N+1)x27 (N+Dpx
o :/e 2 V=PTO yy 1 (da),
R
1 2 VNINA+Luzx
—s(N+1l)z*— Yo"
bN:/e 2 V=PTO) vy (da),
R

7%Nx277N”:
cy= | e V=D"0 yn 1 (da).
R

We claim limy 00 log “N = 0. Indeed, by Jensen’s inequality,

N/(N+1)
N

an CN+1

log N < log logan.
an

But

2
_1 N+1)(z+ +(N+1)I»L (N+1)M2
aN:/e 2 ( ) D”(o)) —2D"7(0) VN+1(d=T) < e-207(0)
R

Then the claim follows. From the elementary inequality a Ab < (a + b)/2 < a V b, we have
lIImpy o0 %(log(aN +c¢n) —logan) = 0. It remains to prove that

1
lim N(log(a]\; +en) —logby) = 0.

N—o00

Note that

0 7l(N+1):E _ (N4 Dpzx o 71NI27 Npx
by < / e’ V=b"O py 4 (de) +/ e’ “P"Oynyi(dz) <an +en.
0

— 00

Let t be a large constant (independent of N) such that

1 L(N41)z?— Nt Dpe t?
lim — 1 w2 V=BT dz) > ——
Ngnoo N Og/R I/N+1( J:) 8
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and that

71(N+1)127 (N+1Dpz 5
/ e’ VD70 yn g (dr) < e~ (NHDE/4
|z|>t

It follows that

—1Ng?—_Npr NE2/4
— 1" —
e V=p"O yn(d) <e ,
|z >t

and since %log“—f\’ —0as N — oo,
cN

1 b _1Ng?_ Ny
lim —1og/ e’ V=P yy g (de)

N —o00 ¢
1 o0 —1Ng?—_Nue
= i log [ (1= 1{lal > e T T vy (o)
— 00
1 0 _1pnp?__ Nuo
- hinooNIOg/ ¢ PV Wy (da).
— 00
Note that
2 0 _1np2__ Npz _ 2 ut t _1pNg2__ Nue
sze_T/ e’ V-0 ynyq(de) +e P VERTO [ e ? V=b70) pyn 41 (dr)
—t 0

2 pt b _1png2__ Nue
2 e 2 /=D'7(0) e 2 /=D’7(0) VNJ,-I (dx)

—t

Since
1 t —ing? N
A}gn ~ (1og(aN +en) — log/ e’ V=D"(0) VN+1(d:17)) =0,
o0 —t
we have limy o0 %(log(aN +en) —logby) = 0. O

The following discussion is about Assumption IV.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. 1. Since y — D'(y) is a strictly decreasing convex function and D" (y) > 0

for any y > 0, |D"(y)| < W. By assumption,
4D" 2\2 4 D" 2 2D//
(ap?)? = (p2)Df) < % 2(/)) : (02) i <_§DN(O)_
D(p?) — 5 T 3D (p?) = D'(O)]7/p 3

It follows that

(00 + )8 < |/ 2070~ D7(0) - 2D0) = —20"(0),

(ap® + B)ag? < 5 D"(0) + \/ —;D”(O)\/ ~2D7(0) = ~4D"(0).

2. We verify (3.10). If (3.11) holds, then y — B(y)? is a decreasing function and (3.10) follows
from Lemma 3.1.
3. By item 1, it suffices to check (3.10). Consider the function

fy) = =D"(0)[D'(0)D(y) — D' (y)*y] — gD/(O)[D'(y) - D'(0).
Condition (3.10) is equivalent to f(y) > 0. Note that f(0) = 0 and that

f'(y) = [D'(0)= D' (y)][D'(0)D"(y) = D"(0) D' (y)] +2D" (y)(D" (0) D' (y)y — D' (0)[ D' (y) = D' (0)]).
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By convexity, ZW=L"0) < pr(y) < 0. 1f (3.12) holds, D"(0)D'(y)y — D'(0)[D'(y) — D'(0)] < 0

and , "
D'(y)  D"(y)
Dr(0)  D"(0)

Then (3.10) follows from here since D’(0) > D’(y) and we have f’(y) > 0.

4. By Cauchy’s mean value theorem, condition (3.12) is equivalent to (3.13).
5. Direct calculation yields

> 0.

4 D _ DR D)
D) D)

Then (3.14) implies (3.13).
6. By the representation (3.7) of Thorin—Bernstein functions, we have

" _ 1 o () — 2 o
Die) = /@,oo) Grop @ D) /m,oo) a4

By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have

2D"(z)? < D'(x)D" (x).

It follows that <L L > 1 and (3.14) holds. O

If A =0 in the representation (1.2), using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we can see

400 _ DD ,
o'W DOP -

compared with (3.14). It is easy to check that for any ¢ > 0,0 < v < 1, our major examples
D(r) =log(1+r/e) and D(r) = (r+¢)7 —e7 satisfy (3.13). With more work, one can check that
these functions satisfy (3.11).

On the other hand, according to [SSV12, p. 332],

v sinh? (/)

sinh(2y/x)
is a complete Bernstein function which is not Thorin—Bernstein. One can check (at least numer-
ically) that it violates (3.13) but still verifies (3.10). We suspect that (3.8) and (3.9) always hold

for any structure function D. The following shows that this is the case at least in a neighborhood
of 0.

Lemma B.2. Assume A =0 in (1.2). We have

D(x) =

Consequently, there exists & > 0 such that —2D"(0) > [a(y)y + B(y)]B(y) and —4D"(0) >
[a(y)y + BW)laly)y fory € (0,9).

Proof. We only prove the first inequality as the second is similar. Write

- [2D”(y) + D,(y);Dl(O)]Dl(y);Dl(O) B T
(ay +8)5 = D) _ DI(” ~ B
y? D’(0)y




Since [(ay + 8)8] = T/BB;QB/T and limy0. B = —3D"(0) # 0, it suffices to show that
lim, 04+ 7"B — B'T < 0. By calculation, we have lim,_,o+ 7' = 3D"(0)? and

T = D" (y) + 22 WY = D'(y) + D'(0), D'(y) = D'(0)

y? y
+RD"(y) + D'(y) ; D’(O)] D"(y)y — I;’Q(y) + D’(0)7
g — D'O)D'(y)y —2D'(0)D(y) — 2D'(y) D" (y)y* + yD'(y)*
D'(0)y?
After some tedious computation, we find lim,_,o+ 7" = 4D"”(0)D"”(0) and lim, o+ B’ =
~2D"(0) — 551" Then
" 2
lim 7'B ~ B'T = D"(0)? {% - ;D”’(O) .

By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,

Do = /0 - t4y(dt))2 < /0 " 2yt /0  Su(dt) = D/(0)D"(0).

From here the conclusion follows. O
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