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Abstract

Motivated by current interest in understanding statistical properties of random landscapes in high-

dimensional spaces, we consider a model of the landscape in RN obtained by superimposing M > N plane

waves of random wavevectors and amplitudes. For this landscape we show how to compute the "annealed

complexity" controlling the asymptotic growth rate of the mean number of stationary points as N → ∞ at

fixed ratio α = M/N > 1. The framework of this computation requires us to study spectral properties of

N×N matrices W = KT KT , where T is diagonal with M mean zero i.i.d. real normally distributed entries,

and all MN entries of K are also i.i.d. real normal random variables. We suggest to call the latter Gaus-

sian Marchenko-Pastur Ensemble, as such matrices appeared in the seminal 1967 paper by those authors.

We compute the associated mean spectral density and evaluate some moments and correlation functions

involving products of characteristic polynomials for such and related matrices.

∗ These two authors contributed equally
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I. INTRODUCTION

The problem of characterising the statistical properties of high-dimensional random functions,

frequently called ”random landscapes”, originated in the theory of disordered systems such as spin

glasses, see [1] for an accessible introduction, and gradually became popular beyond the original

setting, finding numerous applications in such diverse fields as cosmology [2, 3], machine learning

via deep neural networks [4, 5], and large-size inference problems in statistics [6–9]. One of the

simplest yet nontrivial landscape characteristics are the so-called landscape complexities given by

the rates of exponential growth of the number of stationary points (minima, maxima, saddles of a

particular index) with the number N of dimensions of the associated landscape. Extracting those

rates for various models of random spin-glass landscapes initially attracted attention in theoretical

physics literature [10–14], and became a focus of vigorous activity in recent years, see [15–24]

and references therein.

The fully controlled (and eventually rigorous) evaluation of complexities has been so far

demonstrated only for a few types of landscapes whose random parts possess high level of statis-

tical symmetry in the underlying N-dimensional space. One of the most paradigmatic examples is

the landscape

V (x) =
µ

2
|x|2 +V (x) , x ∈ RN (1)

where µ is the strength of a isotropic harmonic confinement and V (x) is a Gaussian-distributed

random function which is translationally and rotationally invariant and characterized by the co-

variance structure

〈V (x1)V (x2)〉= N Γ

(
(x1−x2)

2

2N

)
. (2)

In such a case the associated Hessian Wi j(x) = −∂xi,x jV (x) turns out to be given by a matrix

simply related [12, 25] to the classical Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble of random matrices. Similar

Hessians appear also in studies of rotationally-invariant random functions confined to the surface

of a high-dimensional sphere [15, 16]. In both situations the exploitation of the so-called Kac-Rice

formula allowsed to perform explicit computations of the so-called ”annealed” (i.e. related to the

mean number of stationary points) complexities. Moreover, one can further show that annealed

and quenched (i.e. characterizing typical realizations of the landscape) complexities coincide for

certain class of potentials V (x) [18, 22], though in general they may differ.

The simplest, yet informative characteristics of the landscape is just the total annealed com-

plexity of all possible stationary points. In particular, studying such complexity revealed that the
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invariant landscapes (1)-(2) undergo a "topology trivialisation transition" from the glassy phase

with exponentially many stationary points for small values of the ratio µ/
√

Γ′′(0) < 1, to the

phase where there is typically only a single minimum for µ/
√

Γ′′(0)> 1. Similar transitions are

also operative in random potentials confined to high-dimensional spheres [7, 25–27].

The goal of this article is to suggest another class of random high-dimensional landscapes

amenable to well-controlled treatment of the annealed complexity. Our construction starts with the

same representation (1) but proceeds with choosing the random part in the form of a superposition

of random plane waves:

V (x) =
M

∑
a=1

[
u(a)1 cos(ka ·x)+u(a)2 sin(ka ·x)

]
, (3)

where the u(a)1,2 are M i.i.d. normal (mean zero, variance one) random variables and the M vec-

tors ka = (k1,a, · · · ,kN,a) are all i.i.d., with N real independent, normally distributed (mean zero,

variance 1/N) random components ki,a, i = 1, . . . ,N. We henceforth denote α = M/N.

Note that the random functions defined via (3) are not Gaussian-distributed due to additional

randomness in the choice of wavevectors ka. Note also that for α < 1 at every realization the func-

tion V (x) is constant in the M−N subspace orthogonal to one spanned by M random wavevectors

ka. To avoid this situation and to have V (x) varying in the whole space we therefore restrict our

computation of the landscape complexity to the case α ≥ 1. It is also worth mentioning that sta-

tionary points in not unrelated random superpositions of plane waves in low spatial dimension

N = 2 is currently under intensive study as a universal model for high-energy eigenfunctions of

the Laplace operator on generic compact Riemannian manifolds, see [28] and references therein.

Finally, for low values of M,N the model (3) describes periodic systems such as crystals in pres-

ence of quenched impurities and was much studied, mostly for its thermodynamics and dynamics,

especially in the context of vortex lattices in superconductors, for reviews see e.g. [29, 30].

We believe that the suggested landscape in high dimensions represents a new interesting type

worth consideration. In particular

1. such landscapes still allow an explicit analytical computation of the total annealed complex-

ity beyond the class of universality of previously studied potentials satisfying (2). We will

see that the arising µ−dependence will be quite different. In particular, the landscape will

not show the sharp topology trivialization transition at any finite value of µ .
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2. In contrast to the translationally-invariant random fields, which are extremely difficult to

simulate even for moderately big N ∼ 10, a superposition of random plane waves is easily

constructed numerically.

As will be demonstrated below, the mean total number of stationary points in the landscape can

be expressed in terms of the random matrix average

〈Ntot(µ;α)〉= 〈|det(µ I−W )|〉
µN , µ > 0 , (4)

where the Hessian matrix W can be represented as W = KT KT and turns out to belong to the

"Gaussian Marchenko-Pastur Ensemble" (GMPE) that we define as

Wi j =
M

∑
a=1

Takiak ja , 1≤ i, j ≤ N , (5)

where the variables kia for 1 ≤ i ≤ N and 1 ≤ a ≤M (considered as the entries of matrix K) are

independent real normal random variables (mean zero, variance 1/N), whereas the M×M matrix

T is diagonal with N(0,1) normal random elements Ta, a = 1, . . . ,M. Here and in the following,

we denote 〈· · ·〉T the average with respect to the diagonal matrix T , 〈· · ·〉K the average with respect

to the matrix K and 〈· · ·〉 the average with respect to both K and T . The suggested name for this

random matrix ensemble [31] seems appropriate to us as this type of matrices appeared already

in the seminal Marchenko-Pastur paper [32], though does not seem to be under much study ever

since.

Note that had we replaced the diagonal matrix T with the identity matrix one would arrive

to the standard Wishart Ensemble whose eigenvalue density at N → ∞ is given by the famous

Marchenko-Pastur distribution. Taking any positive-definite T would provide a natural general-

ization of the Wishart ensemble. However the sign-indefinite nature of T in our case makes the

properties of the resulting matrices W very different from the Wishart case. We believe the re-

sulting ensemble GMPE is interesting in its own right and we further study its mean eigenvalue

density as N → ∞ as well as correlation properties of its characteristic polynomial for both fixed

and random diagonal matrix T . While the main focus of this article is on the landscape complex-

ity, hence on the real symmetric matrices with the Dyson index β = 1 (corresponding to K being

a matrix with real independent Gaussian elements), from the point of view of Random Matrix

Theory (RMT) it is natural to extend the definition of the Gaussian Marchenko-Pastur Ensemble

to the Dyson index β = 2 by considering K with normal complex independent elements [33]. The
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p-point correlation function of the associated characteristic polynomial for a fixed diagonal matrix

T is then defined as

Zβ ,p(λ;T ) =

〈
p

∏
j=1

det(λ j I−W )

〉
K

, (6)

where we take the vector λ = (λ1, · · · ,λp) of spectral parameters to have real elements. For

random T , the correlation function in (6) is defined with additionally taking the expectation with

respect to the distribution of Ta. We will provide some explicit results for the correlation functions

for fixed T at coinciding points λ1 = . . .= λp for any integer p and N, whereas for random T we

will restrict ourselves to p = 1,2. Treating in the latter case for non-coinciding points λ1 6= λ2

we demonstrate that the correlation structure emerging after averaging over random Ta is quite

different from the one known for both the standard invariant ensembles of random matrices and

for ensembles with i.i.d. entries. The correlations of characteristic polynomials in the latter two

types of RMT ensembles have been under intensive studies in the last two decades, see [34–45].

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In section II, we summarise the main results

obtained in this paper. In section III, we consider the total annealed complexity of the landscape (1)

with the random potential defined in (3). In the following sections, we characterise the Gaussian

Marchenko-Pastur Ensemble associated to this counting problem by computing its mean spectral

density in section IV and correlation function of its characteristic polynomial defined in (6) in

section V. Finally, in section VI, we discuss and interpret our results and give some perspective on

further investigation of this random landscape. Some details of the computations are relegated to

Appendices A, B and C.

II. MAIN RESULTS

A. Results on the counting problem

Our main result is that in the limit M,N→ ∞ with fixed ratio α = M/N > 1 the total annealed

complexity for the landscape (1) with the random potential (3) can be expressed as

Ξtot(µ;α) = lim
N→∞

1
N

ln〈Ntot(µ;α)〉=
∫

∞

µ

(
1
ν
−mr(ν)

)
dν . (7)
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FIG. 1. Comparison between the annealed total complexity Ξtot(µ;α) for α = 2 (black solid line) obtained

by inserting the solution of Eqs.(8-9) into Eq.(7) and numerical simulations of N−1 ln
〈
|det(µI−W )|

µN

〉
(blue

circle) and N−1
〈

Trln |det(µI−W )|
µN

〉
(orange triangles) for N = 200, plotted as a function of µ . It is expected

that these three quantities coincide in the N→∞ limit. The agreement is good for low values of N but there

is some discrepancy for larger values of µ . This discrepancy results both from finite size effects and from

the fact that the average is dominated by rare events, preventing an efficient numerical evaluation.

in terms of a function mr(µ) := mr which together with its counterpart mi(µ) := mi satisfies the

pair of equations:

µ

∫
∞

−∞

dt e−
t2
2

√
t2m2

i +(1− t mr)2 = α

∫
∞

−∞

dt
t e−

t2
2√

t2m2
i +(1− t mr)2

, (8)

∫
∞

−∞

dt e−
t2
2

√
t2m2

i +(1− t mr)2 = α (m2
i +m2

r )
∫

∞

−∞

dt
t2 e−

t2
2√

t2m2
i +(1− t mr)2

. (9)

Using this expression we show that in sharp contrast to previously studied models with isotropic

harmonic confinement, the total annealed complexity does not undergo a "topology trivialisation

transition" and stays positive for any finite value 0 < µ < ∞ of the strength of the confinement.

Still, it decreases very rapidly as µ → ∞:

Ξtot(µ;α)≈ α

µ3

√
2
π

e−
µ2
2 , µ → ∞ . (10)
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It is worth noting that methodologically the main difference with previously studied cases of

Eq.(2) is that the annealed complexity is obtained using the functional variational principle involv-

ing the mean spectral density n(t) of the eigenvalues of the random matrix T instead of a variation

principle over a single real random variable as in [12] and related studies.

B. Results on the general Marchenko-Pastur Ensemble

In this section we give the main outcomes of our studies of spectral characteristics of general

matrices of the form W = KT KT related to the Marchenko-Pastur ensemble, not only those di-

rectly involved in the computation of annealed complexity.

Mean asymptotic eigenvalue density for GMPE:

Consider the mean spectral density ρ(λ ) = limN→∞
1
N ∑

N
k=1 〈δ (λ −λk)〉 for the Gaussian MPE

matrices W defined in (5). It turns out to be convenient to define the associated resolvent/Stiltjes

transform, defined here for a real spectral parameter λ as

m(λ ) =
∫

∞

−∞

dλ
′ ρ(λ ′)

λ −λ ′
=−
∫

∞

−∞

dλ
′ ρ(λ ′)

λ −λ ′
+ iπρ(λ ) := mr(λ )+ imi(λ ) , (11)

where mr ≡mr(λ ) and mi≡mi(λ ) are respectively its real and imaginary parts. The mean spectral

density can be expressed in terms of the resolvent m(λ ) as ρ(λ ) = ℑ[m(λ )]
π

where for GMPE the

resolvent m(λ ) is obtained by solving the following transcendental equation:

λ =
1−α

m(λ )
+

iα
m2(λ )

Ψ

(
1

im(λ )

)
, (12)

with Ψ(u) =
√

π

2 e
u2
2 (1+ erf(u/

√
2)). The resulting mean spectral density can be shown to be

even: ρ(λ ) = ρ(−λ ) and supported on the whole real line, with asymptotic behaviour as λ →±∞

given by

ρ(λ )≈ α√
2π

e−
λ2
2 , λ →±∞ . (13)

For α > 1, the density ρ(λ ) takes its finite maximum value at the origin λ = 0, where ρα :=

ρ(λ = 0) is the solution of the transcendental equation obtained by inserting m(0) = iπρα in Eq.

(12). For α = 1 the density diverges close to the origin as ρ(λ )≈ 1/
√

(2π)3/2|λ |.

Let us finally mention that for α < 1 the density ρ(λ ) displays a delta peak at the origin

(1−α)δ (λ ) reflecting the presence of M−N zero eigenvalues. At the same time its continuous
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FIG. 2. Comparison between the average density ρ(λ ) for α = 1,5 obtained analytically in the limit N→∞

from Eq. (12) by using that ρ(λ )= ℑ[m(λ )]
π

(respectively blue solid and orange dashed lines) and numerically

for a matrix of finite size N = 500 (respectively blue circle and orange triangle).

part tends to a finite value at the origin: α/(
√

2π(1−α)). In Fig. 2, we plot a comparison between

our analytical prediction for the average density of eigenvalue ρ(λ ) in the N→∞ limit and results

from numerical simulation for N = 500, showing excellent agreement.

Moments and correlation functions of characteristic polynomials:

For a fixed matrix T the positive moments of the characteristic polynomial Zβ ,p(λ ;T )≡Zβ ,p(λ1;T )

defined in Eq.(6) with setting λ = λ1 = λ (1, · · · ,1) can be expressed for any integer p > 0 and

any size N in terms of a p× p determinant for β = 2

Zβ=2,p(λ ;T ) =
det
[
gN,k− j(λ ;T )

]p

j,k=1

det
[
qN,k− j

]p

j,k=1

(14)

and in terms of a 2p×2p Pfaffian for β = 1

Zβ=1,p(λ ;T ) =
Pf
[
( j− k)gN,2p+1−(k+ j)(λ ;T )

]2p

j,k=1

Pf
[
( j− k)qN,2p+1−(k+ j)

]2p

j,k=1

. (15)
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In these expressions, the functions gN,m(λ ;T ) and qN,m are defined as

gN,m(λ ;T ) = λ
N+m

N+m

∑
l=0

(−1)l

(N +m− l)!
el

(
T

Nλ

)
, qN,m = gN,m(1;O) =

1
(N +m)!

, (16)

where el(X1, · · · ,Xn) = ∑1≤i1<i2<···<il≤n ∏
l
j=1 Xi j is the lth elementary symmetric polynomial.

Note that taking T = I, one recovers the known results for the Wishart-Laguerre ensemble, see

e.g. [43].

For a random diagonal matrix T (not necessarily normally-distributed) we only managed to

consider the mean of the characteristic polynomials and its two-point correlation function, p =

2. We find that the mean characteristic polynomial only depends on the first moment 〈T 〉 =∫
dt t nM(t), where nM(t) := 1

M ∑
M
a=1 δ (t − Ta) is the associated density function. For non-zero

〈T 〉 6= 0,

Zβ ,1(λ ) =
〈
Zβ ,1(λ ;T )

〉
T =

(
〈T 〉
N

)N M!
(M−N)!1F1

(
−N;1+M−N;

λN
〈T 〉

)
, (17)

in terms of the hypergeometric function defined as pFq(a;b;x) = ∑
∞
n=0

∏
p
i=1(ai)n

∏
q
j=1(b j)n n!x

n. For 〈T 〉= 0

we instead find Zβ ,1(λ ) = λ N . In the large N limit, we study the rate of growth of the mean

characteristic polynomial and show that

Ξ1(x;α) = lim
N→∞

1
N

ln
∣∣∣∣Zβ ,1(λ )

λ N

∣∣∣∣=



L1(w+;x,α) , x < x−(α) ,

ℜ [L1(w±;x,α)] , x−(α)≤ x≤ x+(α)

L1(w−;x,α) , x > x+(α) ,

(18)

where we denoted x = λ/〈T 〉, x±(α) = (1±
√

α)2 and introduced

L1(w;x,α) = xw− lnxw+α ln(1−w)−1 , (19)

w±(x,α) =
1−α + x±

√
(α−1− x)2−4x
2x

. (20)

The two-point spectral correlation function of the characteristic polynomials has been com-

puted for any size N in the case of vanishing mean 〈T 〉= 0. It then turns out to depend on T only

through its variance/second moment
〈
T 2〉= ∫ dt t2 n(t) and reads

Zβ ,2(λ= (λ1,λ2)) = (21)(〈
T 2〉
N2

)N
β

2
Γ

(
N +

2
β
+1
)

M!
(M−N)!1F2

(
−N;

2
β
+1,1+M−N;−λ1λ2N2

〈T 2〉

)
.
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In particular in the large N limit we define

Ξ2(u;α) = lim
N→∞

1
N

ln
∣∣∣∣Zβ ,2(λ)

(λ1λ2)N

∣∣∣∣= L2(η∗;u,α) , (22)

and find that it only depends on the rescaled positive parameter u = |λ1λ2|/
〈
T 2〉≥ 0:

L2(η ;u,α) =α ln(α)− (α +η−1) ln(α +η−1) (23)

+η ln(u(1−η))+2η−2η ln(η)− ln(1−η)−2− lnu ,

η∗ =
1−α

3
−

3
√

2Θ

3 3
√

∆+
√

∆2 +4Θ3
+

3
√

∆+
√

∆2 +4Θ3

3 3
√

2
,

where ∆ =9u(2+α)−2(α−1)3 , Θ = 3u− (α−1)2 . (24)

Note a somewhat surprising feature of the two-point function in the Marchenko-Pastur en-

sembles with random matrix T : it depends only on the product λ1λ2, in sharp contrast with earlier

studied cases [34] where in the large-N limit it rather depended on the spectral difference |λ1−λ2|.
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III. SOLUTION OF THE ANNEALED COUNTING PROBLEM

In this section we show how to solve the annealed counting problem discussed in the introduc-

tion. The starting point of our consideration is the standard Kac-Rice formula for the total number
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of equilibria which in the case (1) reads

〈Ntot(µ;α)〉=
∫
RN

dNx

〈
N

∏
i=1

δ (µ xi +∂xiV (x))|det(µI−W (x))|

〉
, (25)

where Wi j(x) = −∂xi,x jV (x) and the expectation 〈· · ·〉 in the case of potential (3) has been taken

over both the components of the vector ka, and the coefficients u(a)1,2 for a = 1, · · · ,M. It turns out

to be expedient to pass from the original random variables u(a)1,2, a = 1, · · · ,M, to the new set of

random variables obtained by rotation as

Ta = u(a)1 cos(kT
a ·x)+u(a)2 sin(kT

a ·x) , (26)

Ga = u(a)1 sin(kT
a ·x)−u(a)2 cos(kT

a ·x) . (27)

Despite the rotation used to define Ta and Ga being explicitly x dependent, the resulting random

variables are statistically x independent, with zero mean and covariance

〈TaTb〉= 〈GaGb〉= δa,b , 〈TaGb〉= 0 , a,b = 1, · · · ,M . (28)

The random force fi = −∂xiV (x) and the Hessian Wi j = −∂xi,x jV (x) associated to the potential

V (x) are conveniently expressed in terms of these random variables as

fi ≡−∂xiV (x) =
M

∑
a=1

ka,iGa , (29)

Wi j ≡−∂xi,x jV (x) =
M

∑
a=1

ka,ika, jTa , (30)

and using the properties of Ga,Ta and K, it is easy to see that these random variables are also

independent of the position x. Now we may use in Eq. (25) the Fourier integral representation for

the Dirac delta function

δ (µ x j− f j) =
∫

∞

−∞

dq j

2π
eiq j(µ x j− f j) =

∫
∞

−∞

dq j

2π
eiq j(µ x j−∑

M
a=1 ka, j Ga), (31)

which allows to take explicitly the expectation with respect to the random variables Ga’s yielding

〈Ntot(µ;α)〉=
∫
RN

dNx
∫
RN

dNq
(2π)N eiµ ∑

N
j=1 q j x j

〈
e−∑

M
a=1

(kT
a ·q)2

2 |det(µ I−KT KT )|
〉

K,T
. (32)

Further integration over x yields

〈Ntot(µ;α)〉=
∫
RN

dNq
N

∏
j=1

δ (µ q j)

〈
e−∑

M
a=1

(kT
a ·q)2

2 |det(µ I−KT KT )|
〉

K,T
, (33)

=

〈
|det(µ I−KT KT )|

〉
K,T

µN ,

12



and after writing explicitly the expectation over the diagonal matrix T the total number of equilib-

ria finally reads

〈Ntot(µ;α)〉= 1
µN

∫
RM

M

∏
a=1

dTa√
2π

e−∑
M
a=1

T 2
a
2
〈
|det(µI−KT KT )|

〉
K , (34)

where 〈· · ·〉K is the remaining expectation over the Gaussian random matrix K.

We will now focus on the limit N,M→ ∞ with 1≤M/N = α < ∞. In this particular limit, we

define the annealed total complexity as

Ξtot(µ;α) = lim
N→∞

1
N

ln〈Ntot(µ;α)〉= lim
N→∞

1
N

ln
〈|det(µ I−W )|〉

µN , (35)

where we remind that W = KT KT . In order to make progress in this computation, we assume that

for a fixed diagonal matrix T holds the strong self-averaging property, i.e.

lim
N→∞

1
N

ln
〈
|det(µI−KT KT )|

〉
K = lim

N→∞

1
N

Tr
〈
ln |µI−KT KT |

〉
K =

∫
dλ ρ(λ ) ln |λ −µ| , (36)

where the mean limiting spectral density ρ(λ ) is defined via

ρ(λ ) = lim
N→∞

1
N

N

∑
i=1
〈δ (λ −λi)〉K , (37)

with the λi’s being the random eigenvalues of W = KT KT . Note that in the model with Gaussian

random potential satisfying Eq.(2) a similar strong self-averaging property has been proven rigor-

ously [15, 16] in considerable generality. With the assumption of its validity for the present model

we may express the average total number of equilibria/stationary points for finite but large N as

〈Ntot(µ;α)〉 ≈ 1
µN

∫
RM

M

∏
a=1

dTa√
2π

e
N

(
−α

M

M

∑
a=1

T 2
a
2

+
∫

∞

−∞

dλ ρ(λ ) ln |λ −µ|

)
. (38)

To facilitate extracting the large-N asymptics we find it expedient to introduce the normalised

limiting density of Ta as

n(t) = lim
M→∞

1
M

M

∑
a=1

δ (Ta− t) (39)

and replace the M-dimensional integral over the components Ta’s by a functional integral over this

13



density as

〈Ntot(µ;α)〉 ≈

∫
∞

−∞

dl
∫

Dn(t)e−N Stot [n; µ,α, l]

µ
N
∫

∞

−∞

dl
∫

Dn(t)e−α N Sden [n; l]
, (40)

Sden [n; l] =
1
2

∫
∞

−∞

dt n(t) t2 +
∫

∞

−∞

dt n(t) lnn(t)+ l
(∫

∞

−∞

dt n(t)−1
)

, (41)

Stot [n; µ,α, l] =α Sden [n; l]−
∫

∞

−∞

dλ ρ(λ ) ln |µ−λ | . (42)

where l is the Lagrange multiplier necessary to ensure the correct normalization of the density.

This form is now amenable to using the Laplace method justified by the large parameter N, yielding

for the annealed complexity

Ξtot(µ;α) = lim
N→∞

1
N

ln〈Ntot(µ;α)〉αSden [nden; lden]−Stot [ntot; µ,α, ltot]− ln µ , (43)

where we have denoted nden,ntot and ltot, lden the values of the limiting density and Lagrange

parameters that minimise Sden,Stot respectively. Note that the whole procedure is not unlike to

what has been done when evaluating the complexity for Gaussian translationally and rotationally

invariant model in [12], however instead of maximising with respect to a single real variable one

has to optimize with respect to the limiting density n(t) in the present case. We also note that

although the optimization is presented here in an informal style of theoretical physics, we believe

it can be recast rigorously using the Large Deviations framework.

Let us first consider the stationarity conditions for the action functional Sden. Requiring its

variation with respect to n(t) and the derivative with respect to the Lagrange parameter to be zero,

one obtains the equations

δSden

δn(t)

∣∣∣∣
n=nden,l=lden

=
t2

2
+ lden +1+ lnnden(t) = 0 , (44)

∂Sden

∂ l

∣∣∣∣
n=nden,l=lden

=
∫

dt nden(t)−1 = 0 . (45)

One can check easily that the distribution nden(t) is then given by the properly normalized Gaussian

density

nden(t) =
e−

t2
2

√
2π

, (46)

for which Sden [nden; lden] =−lden−1 =−1
2 ln(2π).
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Similarly, varying the action functional Stot with respect to n(t) yields the stationarity condition

δStot

δn(t)

∣∣∣∣
n=ntot

=α

[
t2

2
+ ltot +1+ lnntot(t)

]
−
∫

∞

−∞

dλ
δρ(λ )

δn(t)

∣∣∣∣
n=ntot

ln |µ−λ |= 0 , (47)

while the differentiation with respect to the Lagrange parameter l ensures again the normalisation

for ntot(t). To find ntot(t) and the associated action value one needs to compute explicitly the

functional derivative of ρ(λ ) with respect to n(t). We will now show that for the specific type of

matrix considered here, this problem is exactly solvable. The resolvent/Stiltjes transform function

m(z) associated with the density ρ(λ ) satisfies for a fixed limiting density n(t) a self-consistency

equation derived by Marchenko and Pastur in [32] which reads

m(z) =
∫

∞

−∞

dλ
ρ(λ )

z−λ
=

(
z−α

∫
∞

−∞

dt
t n(t)

1− t m(z)

)−1

. (48)

The resolvent can be introduced in the saddle-point equation (47) using the identity,∫
∞

−∞

dλ ρ(λ )(ln |µ−λ |− ln |µ|) =
∫

µ

∞

dν

[
ℜ

(∫
∞

−∞

dλ
ρ(λ )

ν−λ

)
− 1

ν

]
(49)

=
∫

∞

µ

dν

(
1
ν
−mr(ν)

)
,

where mr(ν) is the real part of the resolvent m(ν) at the real spectral parameter ν and we have

used that zmr(z) = z−
∫

∞

−∞
dλ ρ(λ )/(z−λ )→ 1 for any real or complex spectral parameter z in the

limit |z| →∞. Using the self-consistency equation (48), one can compute the functional derivative

of m(z) at any complex spectral parameter z with respect to n(t) explicitly:

δm
δn(t)

=

[
1−α m2

∫
∞

−∞

dt ′
t ′2 n(t ′)

(1− t ′m)2

]−1
α t m2

1− t m
. (50)

Comparing this expression with the derivative of the resolvent m(z) with respect to z,

∂zm =−

[
1−α m2

∫
∞

−∞

dt ′
t ′2 n(t ′)

(1− t ′m)2

]−1

m2 , (51)

one obtains a simple identity

δm
δn(t)

=− α t
1− t m

∂zm = α ∂z ln[1− t m] . (52)

This identity can then be used to obtain

δ

δn(t)

∫
∞

−∞

dλ ρ(λ )(ln |µ−λ |− ln µ) =
∫

µ

∞

dν
δ

δn(t)

[
ℜ

(∫
∞

−∞

dλ
ρ(λ )

ν−λ

)
− 1

ν

]
(53)

= α ℜ

(∫
µ

∞

dν ∂ν ln [1− t m(z)]
)

=
α

2
ln[(1− t mr(µ))

2 + t2mi(µ)
2] ,
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where we introduced mr(µ) and mi(µ) as the real and imaginary parts of the resolvent m(µ) at

the real spectral parameter µ , respectively. Now the stationarity condition (47) implies that the

optimal density ntot(t) satisfies the equation

t2

2
+ ltot +1+ lnntot =

1
2

ln[(1− t mr(µ))
2 + t2mi(µ)

2] (54)

which is immediately solved in terms of the real and imaginary parts of the resolvent at position µ

yielding

ntot(t) =
e−

t2
2

√
2πZ(µ)

√
(1− t mr(µ))2 + t2mi(µ)2 , (55)

with Z(µ) = eltot+1/
√

2π = eltot−lden being the µ−dependent normalisation factor given explicitly

by

Z(µ) =
∫

∞

−∞

dt
e−

t2
2

√
2π

√
(1− t mr(µ))2 + t2mi(µ)2 . (56)

Finally, at a real value of µ the self-consistency equation (48) for the full resolvent m(µ) can be

rewritten as a pair of equations for the real and imaginary parts mr ≡ mr(µ) and mi ≡ mi(µ):

mr

m2
i +m2

r
= µ−α

∫
∞

−∞

dt
t ntot(t)(1− t mr)

m2
i t2 +(1− t mr)2 , (57)

mi

m2
i +m2

r
= α

∫
∞

−∞

dt
t2 ntot(t)mi

m2
i t2 +(1− t mr)2 . (58)

Recall that the imaginary part of the resolvent is expressed in term of the limiting spectral density

as mi(µ) = πρ(µ). For the optimal density ntot(t) of T being unbounded, it is expected that the

limiting density ρ(λ ) of W = KT KT is also unbounded, see [32]. Hence mi(µ) > 0 for any 0 <

µ < ∞ and one can divide by mi on both sides of Eq. (58). Inserting then the expression of ntot(t)

one obtains the more explicit equations (8-9). This pair of equations allows to express mi(µ) and

mr(µ) at the optimal solution. One now needs to relate these values to the complexity expression

(43) for Ξtot(µ;α). In order to obtain a convenient representation for the total complexity we first

compute its derivative with respect to µ as

∂µΞtot =−
∫

∞

−∞

dλ
ρ(λ )

µ−λ
− 1

µ
−∂µntot

δStot

δn(t)

∣∣∣∣
n=ntot

= mr(µ)−
1
µ
, (59)

where we have used that ntot is the density that minimises Stot. Finally, using again that as µ→∞,

mr(µ) = −
∫

dλ ρ(λ )/(µ−λ )→ µ−1 such that mr(µ)−µ−1→ 0, one arrives at the final expression

for the annealed complexity:

Ξtot(µ;α) =
∫

∞

µ

dν

(
1
ν
−mr(ν)

)
. (60)
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In the limit µ → ∞, we expect that mr(µ) ∼ µ−1 while mi(µ) ∝ e−µ2/2 which is inherited from

the Gaussian decay of ntot(t) (see also a related discussion on the asymptotic of spectral density

below). In that limit, one can safely set mi(µ)→ 0 in Eqs. (56) and (57) which yields

Z(µ)≈
∫

∞

−∞

dt
e−

t2
2

√
2π
|1− t mr(µ)|=

√
2
π

mr e
− 1

2m2r + erf
(

1√
2mr

)
(61)

≈ 1+

√
2
π

m3
r e−1/m2

r , µ → ∞ ,

1
mr(µ)

≈ µ−α

∫
∞

−∞

dt
t e−

t2
2

√
2πZ(µ)

sign(1− t mr(µ))µ +α

√
2
π

e−1/(2m2
r ) , µ → ∞ . (62)

In particular, from the second equation, one obtains that

Ξtot(µ;α) =
∫

∞

µ

dν

(
1
ν
−mr(ν)

)
≈ α

√
2
π

∫
∞

µ

dν

ν2 e−ν2/2 ≈ α

µ3

√
2
π

e−
µ2
2 , µ → ∞ , (63)

showing that the total complexity is never zero for any finite strength of the isotropic confinement

µ , although it vanishes very rapidly at large µ . Such behaviour is in stark contrast with previously

considered models with isotropic confinement, where the complexity was found to vanish for

µ > µc, signalling of the total "landscape topology trivialization” beyond a finite value of the

confining parameter.

IV. SPECTRAL DENSITY OF THE GAUSSIAN MARCHENKO-PASTUR ENSEMBLE

In this section we study the simplest spectral characteristic of GMPE, its mean spectral density

in the limit N,M→ ∞ with α = M/N = O(1) defined as

ρ(λ ) =
1
N

N

∑
i=1
〈δ (λ −λi)〉 , (64)

where the λi’s are the random eigenvalues of W = KT KT . In this expression, the expectation

is taken over both the random N ×M matrix K with independent N(0,1/
√

N) entries and the

random M×M diagonal matrix T with real i.i.d N(0,1) random elements. The resolvent m(z) =∫
dλ ρ(λ )/(z− λ ), defined as the Stieltjes transform of the spectal density ρ(λ ), is solution of

(48) with the Gaussian limiting distribution n(t) = exp(−t2/2)/
√

2π . Computing explicitly the

integral over t, one obtains the following transcendental equation for m(z),

z =
1−α

m(z)
+

iα
m2(z)

Ψ

(
1

im(z)

)
, (65)
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where Ψ(u) =
√

π

2 e
u2
2 (1+ erf(u/

√
2)). Taking the paramter z = λ on the real axis, we introduce

as in the previous section the real and imaginary part of the resolvent m(λ ) = mr(λ )+ imi(λ ).

The spectral density is then extracted from the resolvent m(λ ) by using the identity

ρ(λ ) =
d

dλ
lim

y→0+

∫
λ

λ0

du
π

mi(u+ iy) =
mi(λ )

π
. (66)

While equation (65) allows an efficient numerical evaluation of the density at a given real position

z = λ , the properties of the mean density ρ(λ ) are most easily analysed using the set of equations

for the real and imaginary part of the resolvent:

mr

m2
i +m2

r
= λ −α

∫
∞

−∞

dt
t n(t)(1− t mr)

m2
i t2 +(1− t mr)2 , (67)

mi

m2
i +m2

r
= α

∫
∞

−∞

dt
t2 n(t)mi

m2
i t2 +(1− t mr)2 . (68)

In particular, for an even limiting density n(−t) = n(t), one can show from (67-68) that the mean

density ρ(−λ ) = ρ(λ ) is even as well. Indeed the pair of equations (67-68) is invariant under

the symmetry (λ ,mr,mi)→ (−λ ,−mr,mi) together with the change of variable t → −t in the

integrals. As ρ(λ ) = mi(λ )/π the mean density is also even.

For an unbounded limiting density n(t) of T , such as the Gaussian density in GMPE, the as-

sociated mean spectral density ρ(λ ) for matrices W = KT KT is also unbounded [32]. In that

limit, one expects that mi(λ ) = πρ(λ ) ∝ n(λ )� mr(λ ) as λ → ∞. Using this approximation and

introducing in the integrals of Eqs. (67) and (68) the change of variable t = 1/mr +miu/m3
r , one

obtains to leading order in mi

1
mr(λ )

≈ λ +
α

m2
r

n
(

1
mr

)∫
∞

−∞

udu
u2 +m2

r
= λ (69)

mi(λ )≈ α n
(

1
mr

)∫
∞

−∞

mr du
m2

r +u2 ≈ πα n(λ ) . (70)

In particular, for a Gaussian density n(t), it yields the asymptotic behaviour

ρ(λ ) =
mi(λ )

π
≈ α√

2π
e−

λ2
2 for |λ | � 1. (71)

For α > 1, the density ρ(λ = 0) = ρα is finite and in the present case it is obtained by setting

z = 0 and m(z) = iπρα in Eq. (65), yielding

ρ(λ = 0) = ρα , α > 1 ,

(
1− 1

α

)√
2πρα = e

1
2π2ρ2

α erfc
(

1√
2πρα

)
. (72)
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As α → 1+, one obtains that the value ρα ≈ [
√

2π(1−α)]−1 diverges.

For α < 1 instead, the mean density displays both a continuous and a discontinuous part. The

fraction of zero eigenvalues is given by 1−M/N = 1−α and is independent of the limiting density

n(t) (as long as T does not have a macroscopic number of zero eigenvalues). On the other hand,

the continuous part of the density reaches a finite value ρα for λ → 0. The value of this constant

can be obtained by inserting m(λ ) = (1−α)/λ +πρα in Eq. (65) and expanding for λ → 0. This

yields

ρα = lim
λ→0

[ρ(λ )− (1−α)δ (λ )] =
α

(1−α)
√

2π
, α < 1 . (73)

Finally, in the special case α = 1, the density is continuous but diverges on approaching the

origin as

ρ(λ )≈ 1
(2π)3/4

√
|λ |

, λ → 0 , α = 1 . (74)

Let us finally consider the moments 〈λ n〉=
∫

∞

−∞
dλ λ n ρ(λ ). As ρ(λ ) is even, it trivially yields

all odd moments vanishing:
〈
λ 2n+1〉 = 0. For any α , the even moments can be computed using

that for z→ ∞,

m(z) =
∫

∞

−∞

dλ
ρ(λ )

z−λ
≈ 1

z

∞

∑
k=0

∫
∞

−∞

dλ

(
λ

z

)k

ρ(λ ) =
∞

∑
k=0

〈
λ k〉

zk+1 =
∞

∑
n=0

〈
λ 2n〉

z2n+1 . (75)

Using Eq. (48), one obtains that

z− 1
m(z)

= α

∫
∞

−∞

dt
t n(t)

1− t m(z)
≈ α

∫
∞

−∞

dt t n(t)
∞

∑
k=0

(t m(z))k ≈ α

∞

∑
n=1

〈
T 2n〉m(z)2n−1 , (76)

where
〈
T k〉 = ∫

∞

−∞
dt tk n(t) and we have considered a symmetric distribution n(−t) = n(t). In

particular for the Gaussian distribution
〈
T 2n〉 = 2nΓ(n+ 1/2)/

√
π and the lowest moments can

be obtained explicitly as 〈
λ

2〉= ∫ ∞

−∞

dλ λ
2

ρ(λ ) = α , (77)〈
λ

4〉= ∫ ∞

−∞

dλ λ
4

ρ(λ ) = α(3+2α) . (78)

V. MOMENTS AND CORRELATION FUNCTIONS OF CHARACTERISTIC POLYNOMIALS

OF MPE AND GMPE

In this section we descibe a computation of the p-point correlation function of the characteristic

polynomial defined in Eq.(6) for Marchenko-Pastur Ensembles. Such objects are known to provide
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insights into spectral correlations, and as such are interesting on their own and attract a lot of

attention. Note also that the mean total number of equilibria is expressed in Eq.(4) in terms of the

object not dissimilar to Zβ ,p(λ;T ) defined in Eq.(6). However, the presence of the absolute value

forced us to resort only to asymptotic analysis for N → ∞ relying on the strong self-averaging

hypothesis. In contrast, we will show that the moments which do not contain absolute values can

be computed exactly for any finite N without any approximation.

Let us now obtain an explicit expression for Zβ ,p(λ;T ). We first consider the case of a

fixed diagonal matrix T with elements that are not necessarily positive. Introduce p pairs of

N-dimensional vectors {ψ̃ j,ψ j} with anticommuting/Grassmann components such that ψiψ j =

−ψ jψi,
∫

dψ = 0 and
∫

ψdψ = 1. Then each of the p determinant factors in the righ-hand

side of Eq.(6) can be written as the standard Berezin integral det(A) =
∫

DψDψ̃ exp
(
ψ̃T Aψ

)
=∫

DψDψ̃ exp
(
−Tr(Aψ̃Tψ)

)
yielding:

Zβ ,p(λ;T ) =

〈
p

∏
j=1

det(λ jIN−W )

〉
K

=
∫

DψDψ̃ e−∑
p
j=1 λ j Trψ jψ̃

T
j

M

∏
a=1

〈
e

Ta
2 TrQ(s)kak

T
a

〉
ka

(79)

=
∫

DψDψ̃ e−∑
p
j=1 λ j Trψ jψ̃

T
j

M

∏
a=1

det
(
IN−

Ta

N
Q(s)

)−β/2

,

where Q(s) = Q+QT is the symmetric part of Q = ∑
p
j=1ψ jψ̃

T
j , and in the second line we have

used that 〈· · ·〉ka
is the expectation with respect to the Gaussian density p(ka) ∝ e−Nβk†

aka/2 for

ath column of K, which we evaluated in the third line, Eq.(79). Introducing the 2p×2p matrix

Q̂ =

 ψ̃T
i ψ j ψ̃T

i ψ̃ j

−ψT
i ψ j −ψT

i ψ̃ j

 , (80)

satisfying Tr(Q(s))k =−Tr Q̂k, one can show that

det
(
IN−

Ta

N
Q(s)

)−β/2

= det
(
I(2/β )p−

Ta

N
Q̂
)β/2

. (81)

As the integrand in Eq. (79) only depends on Q̂ one can use the so-called "bosonization” trick

proposed in [46] and replace the integral over anticommuting variables by the invariant integration

over unitary matrices U belonging to the group C(4/β )E(p):

Zβ ,p(λ;T ) =

∫
C(4/β )E(p)(U

†dU)detU−
βN
2 e

β

2 TrΛU
∏

M
a=1 Θa(U)∫

C(4/β )E(p)(U†dU)detU−
βN
2 e

β

2 TrU
, (82)
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where Θa,β (U) = det(I(2/β )p− Ta
N U)β/2 and

Λ = I2/β ⊗


λ1 0 . . . 0

0 λ2 . . . 0
...

... . . . ...

0 0 . . . λp

 . (83)

Note that for β = 1, the integration over the group C4E(p) = CSE(p) defines the Circular Sym-

plectic Ensemble, i.e. the ensemble of unitary matrices U with skew symmetric sub-blocks

U =

U11 U12

U21 UT
11

 (84)

that satisfies

P−1UP =UT , P =

Op −Ip

Ip Op

 . (85)

On the other hand, for β = 2, the group C2E(p) = CUE(p) gives the standard Circular Unitary

Ensemble (CUE).

A. Fixed diagonal matrix T

For a fixed diagonal matrix T we focus our attention on the special case where all λ j’s are

identical, i.e. λ = λ1 = λ (1, · · · ,1). In that case, both integrands in the numerator and the de-

nominator of Eq.(82) are unitary invariant and hence their ratio can be expressed solely in terms

of the integrals over eigenvalues of the unitary matrix U . This yields the following expression:

Zβ ,p(λ ;T )≡Zβ ,p(λ1p;T ) =

∫
[0,2π]p

p

∏
j=1

dθ j

p

∏
j=1

e−iNθ h(λ ;θ j)∏
k< j

∣∣∣eiθ j − eiθk

∣∣∣ 4
β

∫
[0,2π]p

p

∏
j=1

dθ j

p

∏
j=1

e−iNθ+eiθ j
∏
k< j

∣∣∣eiθ j − eiθk

∣∣∣ 4
β

, (86)

where we introduced a function

h(λ ;θ) = exp
(

λeiθ
) M

∏
a=1

(
1− Ta

N
eiθ
)

. (87)

For β = 2, using that det1≤i, j≤p(x
j−1
i ) = ∏

p
i< j(xi− x j) together with the Cauchy-Binet-Andréief

formula [47], Eq.(86) can be re-written as the ratio of determinants

Zβ=2,p(λ ;T ) =
〈
det(λ I−KT KT )p〉

K =
det
[
gN,k− j(λ ;T )

]p

j,k=1

det
[
qN,k− j

]p

j,k=1

, (88)
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where

gN,m(λ ;T ) =
∫ dθ

2π
e−iNθ h(λ ;θ)eimθ =

∮
|z|=1

dz
2iπ zN+m+1 eλ z

M

∏
a=1

(
1− Ta

N
z
)

, (89)

qN,m = gN,m(1;O) =
∫ dθ

2π
e−iNθ eeiθ

eimθ =
∮
|z|=1

dz
2iπ zN+m+1 ez . (90)

For each integral here there is a unique pole of order N +m+ 1 at z = 0, and using the residue

theorem yields

gN,m(λ ;T ) = λ
N+m

N+m

∑
l=0

(−1)l

(N +m− l)!
el

(
T

Nλ

)
, qN,m =

1
(N +m)!

, (91)

where el(X) is the l-th elementary symmetric polynomial defined as

el(X1, · · · ,Xn) = ∑
1≤i1<i2<···<il≤n

l

∏
j=1

Xi j . (92)

Similarly, for β = 1 using the identity

∏
j<k
|eiθ j − eiθk |4 =

p

∏
j=1

e−2i(p−1)θ j det
1≤k≤2p,1≤ j≤p

[
ei(k−1)θ j ;(k−1)ei(k−2)θ j

]
, (93)

and applying further the De Bruijn’s identity, the p-th moment of the characteristic polynomial

can be expressed as a ratio of Pfaffians:

Zβ=1,p(λ ;T ) =
〈
det(λ I−KT KT )p〉

K =
Pf
[
( j− k)gN,2p+1−(k+ j)(λ ;T )

]2p

j,k=1

Pf
[
( j− k)qN,2p+1−(k+ j)

]2p

j,k=1

. (94)

In Fig. 3, we have compared our exact analytical results for Zβ ,p(λ ;T ) as a function of λ

given in Eq. (94) and (88) respectively for β = 1,2 taking fixed diagonal matrix T with numerical

simulations, obtaining an excellent agreement.

Let us finally mention that in the case λ = 0 one can use the following identities from the book

[48] ∫
[0,2π]p

p

∏
j=1

(
dθ j e−iNθ j

2π
eeiθ j

)
∏
j<k
|eiθk− eiθ j |

4
β = (95)

Mp

(
−N

2
,
N
2
,

2
β

)
1F

(
β

2

)
1

(
−N

2
,−N

2
+1+

2
β
(p−1);−1

)
,

∫
[0,2π]p

p

∏
j=1

(
dθ j e−iNθ j

2π

M

∏
a=1

(
1− Ta

N
eiθ j

))
∏
j<k
|eiθk− eiθ j |

4
β = (96)

Mp

(
−N

2
,
N
2
,

2
β

)
2F

(
2
β

)
1

(
−p,

βN
4

;(1− p)+
β

2

(
N
2
−1
)

;−T
N

)
,
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FIG. 3. Left: Comparison between the analytical expression for Z2,2(λ ,T ) in Eq.(88) (dark

line) for N = 5, α = M/N = 2 and fixed T (1) = (0.4339,1.0562,−0.3710,0.3090,−0.8655,

−1.0482,−1.6036,−0.7595,1.1370,−1.0643)T and numerical simulations (markers), plotted as a function

of λ . Right: Comparison between the analytical expression for Z1,2(λ ,T ) in Eq.(94) (dark line) for N = 4,

α =M/N = 2 and fixed T (2) = (0.4339,1.0562,−0.3710,0.3090,−0.8655,−1.0482,−1.6036,−0.7595)T

and numerical simulations (markers), plotted as a function of λ . For each figure the number of samples is

105.

with

Mp(a,b,c) =
p−1

∏
j=0

Γ(c j+a+b+1)Γ(c( j+1)+1)
Γ(c j+a+1)Γ(c j+b+1)Γ(1+ c)

(97)

and where the hypergeometric function of matrix argument is defined as

pF(α)
q (a;b;X) = ∑

k=0
∑
κ`k

∏
p
j=1(a j)

(α)
κ

∏
q
j=1(b j)

(α)
κ

C(α)
κ (X)k

k!
, (98)

with κ standing for a partition of k, (a)(α)
κ being the generalised Pochhammer symbol associated

to the partition κ = (κ1, · · · ,κm),

(a)(α)
κ =

m

∏
i=1

κi

∏
j=1

(
a− i−1

α
+ j−1

)
, (99)

and the function C(α)
κ (X) is the so-called C-normalisation of Jack polynomial [48]. This allows to

express the function Zβ ,p(0;T ) via a ratio of the hypergeometric functions as

Zβ ,p(0;T ) = 〈det(−W )p〉K =
2F

(
2
β

)
1

(
−p, βN

4 ;(1− p)+ β

2

(N
2 −1

)
;−T

N

)
1F

(
β

2

)
1

(
−N

2 ,−
N
2 +1+ 2

β
(p−1);−1

) . (100)

23



4 2 0 2 4 6 8 10
x

1

0

1

2

3

4
N 1ln| 1, 1(x)/xN|

1(x, 2)

FIG. 4. Comparison between the analytical expression of Ξ1(x,α) for α = 2 (black solid line) obtained from

Eq. (106) and the expression of 1
N ln |Z1,1(x)/xN | (blue circles) for 〈T 〉= 1, N = 20 and α = 2, plotted as a

function of x. The number of samples is 107.

B. Random diagonal matrix T

Let us now consider the case of random diagonal matrix T and average the p-point charac-

teristic polynomial Zβ ,p(λ;T ) over realisations of T , denoting these expectations as Zβ ,p(λ) =〈
Zβ ,p(λ;T )

〉
T . In contrast to the case of fixed T , we now consider λ j’s that are not necessarily

identical but focus only on the low values p = 1 and p = 2 for β = 1,2. Interestingly, we find that

the ensuing formulae are universal in the sense that Zβ ,p(λ) depends on the whole distribution of

T only via the lowest moments
〈
T k〉= ∫ ∞

−∞
dt tk n(t), k = 1,2 of the i.i.d. elements of T , assuming

those moments are finite.

1. The case p = 1

In such a case we can directly use the results in Eq. (88) and (94) for fixed T and take the

average value with respect to the i.i.d. diagonal elements Ta of T . This yields

Zβ ,1(λ ) =
〈
Zβ ,1(λ ;T )

〉
T = N!

∮
|z|=1

dz
2π i zN+1 eλ z

(
1− 〈T 〉

N
z
)M

. (101)
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In the particular case of a symmetric distribution n(t) = n(−t) we have 〈T 〉 = 0 and (101) sim-

plifies drastically: Zβ ,1(λ ) = 〈det(λ I−W )〉 = λ N . If 〈T 〉 6= 0 instead and assuming | 〈T 〉 | < N,

Zβ ,1(λ ) is expressed for finite N as

Zβ ,1(λ ) =

(
〈T 〉
N

)N M!
(M−N)!1F1

(
−N;1+M−N;

λN
〈T 〉

)
. (102)

where we remind the definition of the standard hypergeometric funtion

pFq(a;b;x) = ∑
k=0

∏
p
j=1(a j)k

∏
q
j=1(b j)k

xk

k!
, (103)

with (a)n = ∏
n−1
i=0 (a+ i) the Pochhammer symbol.

Note that the ratio Zβ ,1(λ )/λ N only depends on the rescaled variable x = λ/〈T 〉. In the limit

N→ ∞ and for 〈T 〉 6= 0, changing variable from z to w = (〈T 〉/N)z in Eq.(101), one obtains

Zβ ,1(λ )

λ N =
N!

NNe−N

∮ dw
2π iw

eNL1(w;x,α) , x =
λ

〈T 〉
, (104)

L1(w;x,α) = xw− lnxw+α ln(1−w)−1 (105)

which can then be conveniently analysed using Laplace’s method. The saddle points of L1(w;x,α)

in the w domain are given by w±(x,α) = (1−α +x±
√
(α−1− x)2−4x)/(2x) and are complex

conjugate for (α − 1− x)2 < 4x, i.e. x ∈ [x−(α),x+(α)] where x±(α) = (1±
√

α)2 or both real

in the converse case. Interestingly, the boundaries of the interval where w± are complex conju-

gate correspond to the boundaries of the support of the classic Marchenko-Pastur distribution, i.e.

x±(α) = (1±
√

α)2. In the large N limit, a careful analysis of Eq.(104) (see Appendix A for

details) allows to obtain

Ξ1(x;α) = lim
N→∞

1
N

ln
∣∣∣∣Zβ ,1(λ )

λ N

∣∣∣∣=



L1(w+;x,α) , x < x−(α) ,

ℜ [L1(w±;x,α)] , x−(α)≤ x≤ x+(α)

L1(w−;x,α) , x > x+(α) .

(106)

The function Ξ1(x;α) changes sign over the real interval and behaves in the limit x→±∞ as

Ξ1(x;α)≈−α

x
, x =

λ

〈T 〉
→ ±∞ , (107)
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FIG. 5. Comparison between the analytical expression of 〈Z1,2〉T in Eq.(108) (solid line) and numerical

simulations (markers), plotted as a function of the product of spectral parameters x = λ1λ2. The left figure

corresponds to α = 1 while the right one corresponds to α = 2. For each figure we have fixed
〈
T 2
〉
=

0.5,〈T 〉= 0,N = 6 and the number of samples is 106.

which matches smoothly the expression ln |Zβ ,1(λ )/λ N | = 0 for 〈T 〉 = 0. This result is in stark

contrast with the behaviour of Ξtot(µ;α), which is positive for any value of µ > 0 and vanishes

as µ → ∞ as in Eq.(63), i.e. much faster than the algebraic decay, emphasising the crucial role

played by the absolute value in the definition (35). In Fig.4, we show a comparison between the

analytical expression of Ξ1(x,α) for α = 2 and the finite N = 20 expression of N−1 ln |Z1,1(x)/xN |

with 〈T 〉= 1, showing an excellent agreement.

2. Calculation for p = 2 and β = 1,2

In order to obtain an exact finite N expression of the 2-point correlation function Zβ ,2(λ) =〈
Zβ ,2(λ;T )

〉
T for λ = (λ1,λ2), we start from Eq.(82) and introduce an explicit representation

of matrices U ∈ C(4/β )E(2), separately for β = 1 and β = 2. In the special case of vanishing

moment 〈T 〉 = 0 one is able to perform the integration over matrices U (see the Appendix B for

details), and obtain the following expression:

Zβ ,2(λ= (λ1,λ2)) = (108)(〈
T 2〉
N2

)N
β

2
Γ

(
N +

2
β
+1
)

M!
(M−N)!1F2

(
−N;

2
β
+1,1+M−N;−λ1λ2N2

〈T 2〉

)
.
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FIG. 6. Comparison between the analytical expression of Ξ2(x,α) for α = 2 (black solid line) obtained

from Eq. (116) and the expression of N−1 ln |Z1,2(
√

u,
√

u)/uN | (blue circles) and N−1 ln |Z1,2(1,u)/uN |

(orange triangles) for 〈T 〉 = 0,
〈
T 2
〉
= 0, N = 20 and α = 2, plotted as a function of x. The number of

samples is 107. It is expected that all three curves coincide in the limit N → ∞. The agreement is rather

good for low values of u but there is some discrepancy for larger values of u, most probably due to finite N

effects.

Note that Zβ ,2(λ) only depends on λ= (λ1,λ2) through the product λ1λ2, and the ratio Zβ ,2(λ=

(λ1,λ2))/(λ1λ2)
N only depends on the rescaled variable y = λ1λ2/

〈
T 2〉. This is highly unusual

as similar objects for Gaussian or Wishart matrices become in the large-N limit a function of the

difference |λ1−λ2|, see [34] and [49]. In Fig. 5, we show a comparison between our analytical

result in Eq. (108) and numerical simulations, showing excellent agreement.

Let us consider the large N limit of Eq. (108). To this purpose, we re-write the ratio of Eq.(108)

by (λ1λ2)
N as the finite sum

Zβ ,2(λ)

(λ1λ2)N =
N

∑
k=0

β

2(N2y)N

(N− k+1)kΓ(M+1)Γ(N + 2
β
+1)(

2
β
+1
)

k
Γ(M−N +1)(M−N +1)k

(
N2y

)k

k!
, (109)

where y = λ1λ2/
〈
T 2〉. Replacing M = αN with α ≥ 1, and transforming the sum over k into a

Riemann integral over η = k/N, one can then evaluate the large N behaviour of this expression
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using the Laplace method, such that

Ξ2(u;α) = lim
N→∞

1
N

ln
∣∣∣∣Zβ ,2(λ)

(λ1λ2)N

∣∣∣∣= max
η∈[0,1]

L2(η ;u,α) , u = |y|= |λ1λ2|
〈T 2〉 , (110)

where (see Appendix C for details)

L2(η ;u,α) =α ln(α)− (α +η−1) ln(α +η−1) (111)

+η ln(u(1−η))+2η−2η ln(η)− ln(1−η)−2− lnu .

The saddle-point equation yields a third order algebraic equation for the value η that maximises

the action L2(η ;u,α)

∂ηL2
∣∣
η=η∗

=− ln(α +η∗−1)+ ln(1−η∗)+ ln(u(1−η∗))−2lnη∗ = 0 (112)

⇒ η∗ =
1−α

3
+ r∗ with − ∆

27
+

Θ

3
r∗+ r3

∗ = 0 , (113)

where ∆ = 9u(2+α)−2(α−1)3 , Θ = 3u− (α−1)2 , (114)

and where the correct solution is obtained using Cardano’s formula as (see Appendix C)

η∗ =
1−α

3
−

3
√

2Θ

3 3
√

∆+
√

∆2 +4Θ3
+

3
√

∆+
√

∆2 +4Θ3

3 3
√

2
. (115)

Thus, for any value of u and α , one can show that

Ξ2(u;α) = lim
N→∞

1
N

ln
∣∣∣∣Zβ ,2(λ)

(λ1λ2)N

∣∣∣∣= L2(η∗;u,α) , u =
|λ1λ2|
〈T 2〉 . (116)

Similarly as for the total complexity Ξtot(µ;α), the function Ξ2(u;α) is positive for any finite u

and vanishes only as u→ ∞ although in a much slower fashion compared to Eq.(63), i.e.

Ξ2(u;α)≈ α

u
, u→ ∞ . (117)

On the other hand, one can obtain that the function Zβ ,2(λ) achieves a value exponentially large

in N for λ1λ2 = 0, with

lim
N→∞

1
N

lnZβ ,2(λ) = α lnα +(α−1) ln(α−1)−2 . (118)

In Fig. 6, we show a comparison between the expression of Ξ2(u;α) in Eq. (116) and numerical

simulations of N−1 ln |Z1,2(
√

u,
√

u)/uN | and N−1 ln |Z1,2(1,u)/uN |. In the large N limit, it is

expected that limN→∞ N−1 ln |Z1,2(λ1,λ2)/(λ1λ2)
N | only depends on the rescaled parameter u =

|λ1λ2| and these quantities should thus coincide. The agreement is reasonably good for low values

of u but there is some discrepancy (probably resulting from finite N corrections) for larger values

of u.
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VI. CONCLUSION

In this article, we have introduced a model of complex landscape resulting from a superposition

of a large number M of random plane waves (larger than the dimension N of the Euclidean space).

We have computed exactly the total annealed complexity of this random landscape confined by an

isotropic harmonic potential of strength µ in the limit N,M→ ∞ with α = M/N > 1. In contrast

to previously studied cases, see e.g. [12], this system does not display a "topological trivialisation

transition", i.e. the total annealed complexity is strictly positive for any finite µ .

The random part of the Jacobian associated to such a random landscape defines a random matrix

W = KT KT belonging to a new random matrix ensemble that we denote "Gaussian Marchencko

Pastur Ensemble" (GMPE). We have studied the properties of this ensemble by computing both

the average density of eigenvalues in the large N limit and some specific correlation functions of

the characteristic polynomial. Rather surprisingly, we have shown that in the large N limit, the

two-point correlation function depends on the product of the two spectral parameters instead of

their distance, as is the case for standard random matrix ensembles [34, 49].

The unforeseen behaviour of the total annealed complexity naturally invites further study of the

Gibbs measure associated to this random landscape at fixed inverse temperature β = 1/T . Indeed,

for translationally and rotationally invariant Gaussian models [14], it was shown that the trivial

phase naturally corresponds to the replica symmetric phase in the Parisi framework. The absence

of such phase in the complexity might indicate that the replica symmetry breaking is operative for

any µ at T = 0 and possibly also for positive values of the inverse temperature in this system. This

will be the subject of a future publication.

Finally, it would be worth performing some numerical studies on the number of stationary

points, their type, as well as on other landscape statistics for the type of landscapes studied in the

present paper. We hope that for moderately big values of N such simulations should be more feasi-

ble than for landscapes based on more standard rotationally and translationally invariant Gaussian

models.
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Appendix A: Laplace approximation for Zβ ,1

Let us start from Eq.(104) that we reproduce here

Zβ ,1(λ )

λ N =
N!

NNe−N

∮ dw
2π iw

eNL1(w;x,α) , (A1)

L1(w;x,α) = xw− lnxw+α ln(1−w)−1 , (A2)

where x = λ/〈T 〉. The saddle points of L1(w;x,α) are given by

w± =
1−α + x±

√
(α−1− x)2−4x
2x

. (A3)

The contribution of each of them depends on the sign of ∆1 = (α−1− x)2−4x.

For ∆1 > 0, corresponding either to x < x−(α) or x > x+(α) with x±(α) = (1±
√

α)2, the

saddle points w± both lie on the real line. In order to obtain the stability of the fixed points, let us

compute

∂
2
wL1(w;x,α)

∣∣
w=w±

=
1

w2
±
− α

(1−w±)2 , (A4)

which is real and positive only for w± real and inside the interval between its two roots ((1−
√

α)−1,(1 +
√

α)−1). These two roots translate in terms of x as the two edges x±(α) of the

usual Marchencko Pastur distribution and one can check that for x > x+(α), one has w− ∈ ((1−
√

α)−1,(1+
√

α)−1) (and w+ outside of this interval) and conversely for x < x−(α), one has

w+ ∈ ((1−
√

α)−1,(1+
√

α)−1) (and w− outside).

Conversely, for ∆1 < 0, i.e. x ∈ (x−(α),x+(α)), w± are complex conjugate complex numbers

and both contribute in encircling the origin. In this region, the real part of the term in Eq.(A4)

is positive and the same for both w±, such that both saddle-points have equal contribution. The

imaginary part of the term in Eq.(A4) changes sign for x = (α−1)2/(α +1).

Summarizing, one obtains for N� 1

Zβ ,1(λ )

λ N =



I(w+) , x < x−(α)

−I(w+)− I(w−) , x−(α)< x < (α−1)2

α+1

I(w+)+ I(w−) , (α−1)2

α+1 < x < x+(α)

I(w−) , x > x+(α)

(A5)

where I(w±) =
eNL1(w±;x,α)√

2πNw2
±∂ 2

wL1(w±;x,α)
(A6)
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Finally, for x = x±(α), the saddle points are unique and of order 2:

1) For x = x+(α) one has that w+ = (1+
√

α)−1, such that

∂
2
wL1(w;x,α)

∣∣
w=w+

= 0 , ∂
3
wL1(w;x,α)

∣∣
w=w+

=−2
(1+
√

α)4
√

α
. (A7)

Therefore, the steepest descent directions at the point w+ are {2π/3,4π/3,0}. One can locally

deform the contour, introducing the scalar t ∈ (−∞,+∞), approaching and leaving w+ with w(t) =

ei4π/3t +w+ and w(t) = ei2π/3t +w+ respectively, yielding

Zβ ,1(λ )

λ N =
eNL1(w+;x,α)

2iπw+

(
ei 2π

3

∫ +∞

0
dte−N 2(1+

√
α)4

3!
√

α
t3
+ ei 4π

3

∫ 0

+∞

dte−N 2(1+
√

α)4

3!
√

α
t3
)

(A8)

=
Γ(1/3)

2π 31/6
(
N (1+

√
α)√

α

)1/3 eNL1(w+;x,α)

2) For x = x−(α), w− = (1−
√

α)−1, such that

∂
2
wL1(w;x,α)

∣∣
w=w−

=0 , ∂
3
wL1(w;x,α)

∣∣
w=w−

= 2
(1−
√

α)4
√

α
. (A9)

The steepest descent direction at w− are {π/3,π,5π/3}. The contour is deformed by parametriz-

ing the path, approaching and leaving w− with w(t) = ei1/3πt +w− and w(t) = ei5/3πt +w− re-

spectively, yielding

Zβ ,1(λ )

λ N =
eNL1(w−;x,α)

2iπw−

(
ei π

3

∫ +∞

0
dte−N 2(1−

√
α)4

3!
√

α
t3
+ ei 5π

3

∫ 0

+∞

dte−N 2(1−
√

α)4

3!
√

α
t3
)

(A10)

=
Γ(1/3)(−1)N

2π 31/6
(
N (
√

α−1)√
α

)1/3 eNL1(w−;x,α)

In each case, one obtains that the term

Ξ1(x = x±(α);α) = lim
N→+∞

1
N

ln
∣∣∣∣Zβ ,1(λ )

λ N

∣∣∣∣= L1(w±;x±(α),α) , (A11)

where x = λ/〈T 〉.

Appendix B: Finite N expression of Zβ ,2

Let us first consider β = 2. In this case Λ = diag(λ1,λ2) and we introduce 4 variables ψi j ,with

i ≤ j and i, j = 1,2, and φ such that 0 ≤ ψi j ≤ 2π and 0 ≤ φ ≤ π/2. Therefore a possible

parametrization of U is the following [50]:

U =

 ei(ψ11+ψ12) cosφ eiψ12 sinφ

−ei(ψ11+ψ22) sinφ eiψ22 cosφ

 (B1)
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The Eucledean line element (ds)2 = ∑i, j |dUi j|2 reads in this parametrisation

(ds)2 =(dψ11)
2 +(dψ12)

2 +(dψ22)
2 +2(dφ)2 (B2)

+2(cosφ)2(dψ11)(dψ12)+2(sinφ)2(dψ11)(dψ22) .

The associated Jacobian is given by
√

2detM where:

M =


1 (cosφ)2 (sinφ)2

(cosφ)2 1 0

(sinφ)2 0 1

 (B3)

The normalised Haar measure is obtained calculating
∫ √

detMdψ11dψ12dψ22dφ and is given by

dU = 1
4π3 cosφ sinφdψ11dψ12dψ22dφ . With the further assumption 〈T 〉 = 0, from what stated

above follows

detU = ei(ψ11+ψ12+ψ22) , (B4)

TrΛU = cosφ(ei(ψ11+ψ12)λ1 + ei(ψ22)λ2) , (B5)〈
det(I2−

Ta

N
U)

〉
= 1+

〈
T 2〉
N2 ei(ψ11+ψ12+ψ22) . (B6)

The denominator of Eq.(82) reads

1
4π3

∫ 2π

0
dψ11

∫ 2π

0
dψ12

∫ 2π

0
dψ22dφ cosφ sinφecosφ(ei(ψ11+ψ12)+eiψ22)e−iN(ψ11+ψ12+ψ22) (B7)

=
2

(N!)2

∫ π

2

0
dφ(cosφ)2N+1 sinφ =

1
(N!)2

1
N +1

,

while the numerator reads

1
4π3

∫ 2π

0
dψ11

∫ 2π

0
dψ12

∫ 2π

0
dψ22dφ cosφ sinφ (B8)

× ecosφ(ei(ψ11+ψ12)λ1+ei(ψ22)λ2)e−iN(ψ11+ψ12+ψ22)
(

1+

〈
T 2〉
N2 ei(ψ11+ψ12+ψ22)

)M

=
N

∑
k=0

2
k!(N− k!)!

(λ1λ2)
k

(N− k)!
αN!

(αN− k)!

(〈T 2〉
N2

)k 1
2−2k+2N

.

Therefore, for β = 2, Eq.(108) is given by the ratio of Eq.(B8) and Eq.(B7).

For β = 1, we impose
〈
T 2〉= 1 to simplify the computations. The general case is retrieved by mul-

tiplying Z2,β=1(λ ) by
〈
T 2〉N and rescaling λ1,2→ λ1,2/

√
〈T 2〉. We rename Λ= diag(λ1,λ2,λ1,λ2)
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while now the matrix U is parametrized with a 2×2 block matrix. Lastly, we introduce 6 variables:

h1,h2 ∈ (0,1) and φ11,φ21,φ22,φ14 ∈ (0,2π). Therefore (see [50]),

U =

 U11 U12

−U12ei(φ12+φ21−2φ14) U t
11

 (B9)

with

U11 =

 eiφ11h1 eiφ22h2

√
1−h2

1

eiφ21h2

√
1−h2

1 −e−i(φ11−φ21−φ22)h1

 (B10)

and

U12 = eiφ14

√
1−h2

1

√
1−h2

2

0 −1

1 0

 (B11)

Similarly to Eq.(B2), in order to retrieve the normalized Haar measure, the Eucledean line element

is (ds)2 = ∑i, j |dUi j|2 = 2∑i, j |dU11;i, j|2 +∑i, j |dU12;i, j|2 +∑i, j |dU21;i, j|2. In details we have that:

(ds)2 =2((dh1)
2 +h2

1(dφ11)
2 +2(1−h2

1)(dh2)
2−4dh(dh1)(dh2) (B12)

+
2(dh1)

2

(1−h2
1)
(dh1)

2 +h2
2(1−h2

1)(dφ22)
2 +h2

2(1−h2
1)(dφ21)

2 +(dh1)
2

+h2
1(dφ22 +dφ21−dφ11)

2 +
2(h2(1−h2

1)(dh2)+h1(1−h2
2)(dh1))

2

(1−h2
2)(1−h2

1)

+(1−h2
2)(1−h2

1)(dφ14)
2 +(1−h2

2)(1−h2
1)(dφ22 +dφ21−dφ14)

2)

To simplify the calculation, we can re-arrange the differential of the 6 variables such that the

Jacobian is given by the product of the square roots of the matrices A1 and A2. The latter are:

A1 = 4

1+ h2
1(1−h2

2)+h2
2h2

(1−h2
1)

0

0 (1−h2
1)+

h2
2(1−h2

1)

(1−h2
2)

 (B13)

and

A2 =


4h2 −2h2 −2h2 0

−2h2 2 2−2h2
2 +2d2h2 −2(1−h2

2)(1−h2
1)

−2h2 2−2h2
2 +2h2

2h2 2 −2(1−h2
2)(1−h2

1)

0 −2(1−h2
2)(1−h2

1) −2(1−h2
2)(1−h2

1) 4(1−h2
2−h2

1 +h2
2h2)

 . (B14)
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We obtain the Haar measure by calculating∫ √
det(A1)det(A2)dh1dh2dφ11dφ21dφ22dφ14 , (B15)

det(A1) =
16

1−h2
2
, (B16)

det(A2) = 64h2
2(1−h2

2)h
2
1(1−h2

1)
2 . (B17)

Integrating out the 6 linear and angular variables, one obtains

dU =
1

2π4 h1h2(1−h2
1)(dh1dh2dφ11dφ21dφ22dφ14) . (B18)

The denominator appearing in Eq.(82) is

1
2π3

∫ 1

0
dh1

∫ 2π

0
dφ11

∫ 2π

0
dφ21

∫ 2π

0
dφ22ehe−iφ11(e2iφ11−ei(φ21+φ22))e−iN(φ21+φ22) = (B19)

4
(N!)2

∫ 1

0
dh1h2n+1

1 (1−h2
1) =

2
(N!)2

1
(2+3N +N2)

, (B20)

whereas the numerator in Eq.(82) reads

1
2π3

∫ 1

0
dh1

∫ 2π

0
dφ11

∫ 2π

0
dφ21

∫ 2π

0
dφ22h1(1−h2

1) (B21)

× e−iN(φ22+φ21)e
h1

(
λ1eiφ11−λ2ei(φ22+φ21−φ11)

)(
1− ei(φ22+φ21)

N2

)M
.

The angular variables φ22 and φ21 in the integral above can be integrated out with the auxiliary

variable φ = φ22 +φ21. The integral appearing in Eq(B21) is simplified to

N

∑
k=0

2(αN!)N2(αN−k)

πN2αN k!(N− k)!(αN− k)!

∫ 1

0
dh1h1(1−h2

1)(h1λ2)
N−k

∫ 2π

0
dφ11eh1λ1eiφ11−i(N−k)φ11 . (B22)

Working out the remaining integration, the expression above becomes

N

∑
k=0

2(αN!)(λ1λ2)
N

(k!(λ1λ2N2)k)((N− k)!)2(αN− k)(2+3(N− k)+(N− k)2)!
(B23)

and Eq(108) is retrieved with the introduction of the hypergeometric function.

Appendix C: Laplace approximation for Zβ ,2

We consider the case of centred random variables, i.e. 〈T 〉i = 0. In order to obtain the asymp-

totics of Zβ ,2, it is convenient to start from Eq.(108) and to introduce x = λ1λ2/
〈
T 2〉. Expanding
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the terms within the hypergeometric function, we notice

Zβ ,2(λ)

(λ1λ2)N =
N

∑
k=0

β

2

(N− k+1)kΓ(αN +1)Γ(N + 2
β
+1)(

2
β
+1
)

k
Γ((α−1)N +1)((α−1)N +1)k

(
N2x

)k−N

k!
(C1)

=
N

∑
k=0

aN(x;k) ,

where (b)k =
Γ(b+k)

Γ(b) is the Pochhammer symbol.

Let us first consider the case where x > 0. In that case, we can safely replace in the large N

limit the summation above with an integral, by rescaling k = Nη with η ∈ [0,1]. Therefore, for N

sufficiently large, one observes

aN(x;Nη)≈
β

√
2α

π
Γ

(
2
β
+1
)

η
− 2

β
−1

4
√

N
√

1−η
√

(α +η−1)
eNL2(η ;x,α) , (C2)

L2(η ;x,α) =α ln(α)− (α +η−1) ln(α +η−1) (C3)

+η ln(x(1−η))+2η−2η ln(η)− ln(1−η)−2− lnu .

The maximum of L2 is located in η∗ ∈ [0,1]. The latter is the solution of the equation

∂ηL2
∣∣
η=η∗

= 0 , ⇒ ln(x−η∗x)− ln(α +η∗−1)−2ln(η∗) = 0 . (C4)

Hence, we need to retrieve the roots of p(η) = η2(α − 1+η)− x(1−η). Firstly, one observes

limη→±∞ p(η) = ±∞ and p(0) = −x. For η > 0, p(η) is strictly increasing since η2 + 2η(α +

η−1)+ x > 0. For x→ 0+, the zero of p tends to 0. For x→ +∞ it tends to 1. With the help of

Cardano’s formula, the root is

η∗ =
1−α

3
−

3
√

2Θ

3 3
√

∆+
√

∆2 +4Θ3
+

3
√

∆+
√

∆2 +4Θ3

3 3
√

2
,

∆ = 9x(2+α)−2(α−1)3 , Θ = 3x− (α−1)2 . (C5)

One can check that this solution η∗ ∈ (0,1) and in this interval corresponds to a maximum as

d2L

dη2 (η)

∣∣∣∣
η=η∗

=− 2
η∗

+
α

(η∗−1)(η∗+α−1)
< 0 . (C6)

Finally, one obtains that in the regime N� 1,

Zβ ,2(λ)

(λ1λ2)N ≈
β

√
2
π

Γ

(
2
β
+1
)

η∗
− 2

β
−1√

αN

4
√

1−η∗
√

(α +η∗−1)
eNL (η∗)

∫ +∞

−∞

dηe
N
2

d2L
dη2 (η∗)(η−η∗)2

. (C7)
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Let us now consider the more involved case where x < 0. In that case, one needs to consider

separately the terms for even and odd values of k by re-writing the expression as

Zβ ,2(λ)

(λ1λ2)N =
N/2

∑
k=0

(N−2k+1)2k+1

(1+ 2
β
)2k((α−1)N +1)2k

(N2|x|)2k−N

(2k)!
(C8)

−
N/2−1

∑
k=0

(N−2k)2k+1

(1+ 2
β
)2k+1((α−1)N +1)2k+1

(N2|x|)2k+1−N

(2k+1)!
.

We may now in each term replace the sum over k with an integral, over respectively ηe = 2k/N

and ηo = (2k+ 1)/N with ηo,ηe ∈ [0,1]. The saddle point is the same as for x > 0 but one now

needs to substract the contribution from even and odd values of k. This is equivalent to doing a

Taylor expansion in the parameter η∗ of the expression in Eq. (C7). The result at exponential

order in N is the same but the finite N corrections are thus different.
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