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On-Site Potential Creates Complexity in Systems with Disordered Coupling
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We calculate the average number of critical points A/ of the energy landscape of a many-body
system with disordered two-body interactions and a weak on-site potential. We find that introducing
a weak nonlinear on-site potential dramatically increases N to exponential in system size and give

a complete picture of the organization of critical points.

Our results extend solvable spin-glass

models to physically more realistic models and are of relevance to glassy systems, nonlinear oscillator

networks and many-body interacting systems.

Introduction The interplay between coupling, disor-
der and non-linearity is of interest in diverse areas of
science. In physics, notable examples occur in spin and
structural glasses [IH6], many-body localisation [7), [§],
nonlinear wave propagation in disordered media [9H14],
“dirty” superconductors [15] [I6], coupled oscillator net-
works [I7H20], atomic spin gases [2I) [22] and in other
systems [23H28]. Non-linearity, coupling and disorder are
also commonly found in sociological models [29H31], epi-
demiology [32H36], ecological systems [37H39], computer-
science [40H43] and many other systems [44].

The energy of such disordered systems commonly ex-
hibits a “rugged” landscape with a number of critical
points that scales exponentially with system size. The
abundance of critical points of certain energy and index
is quantified in this work by the “complexity” i.e. the ex-
ponential scaling coefficient with system size [45] (some-
times referred to as the configurational entropy). This is
defined as

1 -
X (B) = lim —log N (E), (1)

where Ny (E) is the disorder averaged density of crit-
ical points of index k at energy FE. The geometry of
a system’s energy landscape, described by X (E), was
shown to directly influence static and dynamic proper-
ties of complex systems such as the mechanical prop-
erties of amorphous solids [46, 47], the structure, func-
tion and thermal properties of bio-molecules [48], pinning
properties of polymers to surfaces [49, 50], the heat ca-
pacity of bio-molecules [51], the relaxation time scales of
glassy systems [52H56], the mobility in glass-forming lig-
uids [57], the transition rates between meta-stable states
in complex systems [48] [54] [58]. In addition, the structure
of rugged landscapes has a profound influence on opti-
mization algorithms such as deep neural network training
[40, 59, [60] and combinatorial optimization [43].

Early works used replica methods to derive approxi-
mate expressions for ¥ in spin-glass models [1} 2, 55 611
[64] and for disordered nonlinear optical systems [9, [11].
Recently, rigorous random matrix methods were applied
to count critical points in many models, including spin

glasses [68] 65H74], ecological systems [38], neural net-
works [42] [75], [76] and others [50, [77].

Several works studied the complexity in confined disor-
dered models, where a global confining potential term is
added to a disordered energy landscape [65], [66] [72], [78-
[80]. However, in many physical problems one is inter-
ested in coupled many body systems with an on-site (non-
linear) potential. Notable systems where the local nonlin-
earity plays a central role alongside disordered coupling
include amorphous solids [46, 47, [57], supefluidity, super-
conductivity and Bose-Eienstein condensates (all mod-
eled by the Gross-Pitaevskii equation) [I5, 23] 24], 8T],
wave propagation in nonlinear media [10, [I1], networks
of coupled non-harmonic oscillators (optical, electrical,
mechanical) [T, 19 2] and models of conductors [83].
All these diverse systems share a common model energy
structure: the coupling between DOF's is bi-linear while
the local (“on-site”) potential energy is non-linear.

In this work, we set out to study the complexity in
this family of important models by analysing a proto-
typical model with weak on-site non-linearity (of general
form) and disordered bi-linear coupling. A central ques-
tion motivating this study is the following: The bilinear
form potential has at most N critical points, thus zero
complexity. On the other hand, the limit of strong on-site
potential can give rise to the Ising model with positive
complexity [43]. It is therefore natural to ask: at which
ratio between the two terms does the energy landscape
become complex and what is the nature of this transi-
tion? We answer this question in the regime of weak
on-site potential by deriving a perturbative expression of
the annealed complexity.

We find that in our model even a weak on-site term
brings about positive complexity, with an exponential
number of fixed points i.e. a "rugged” energy landscape.
We also find that the landscape of the system exhibits
a qualitatively different critical point distribution in en-
ergy and index in comparison to the unperturbed model.
Interestingly, the effect of adding an on-site potential re-
sembles that of adding higher order interaction terms (as
in the mixed p-spin model). We also find that an exter-
nal magnetic field leads to a first order phase transition
into a trivial phase with zero complexity (to leading or-
der) and find the critical field. These results imply that
disordered systems comprised of coupled nonlinear units
are expected to be found in a glassy phase exhibiting ag-



ing and memory in its dynamics, non-trivial response to
external forces as well as anomalous thermal properties.
Technically, the calculations are facilitated by deriving a
result on the disorder average of the modulus of the de-
terminant of a sum of a GOE random matrix and a small
deterministic diagonal matrix [72].

The model analysed in this work is defined by the en-
ergy landscape function H (o) [62]:

N N
H (o) = Z Jijoio; —i—HZu(oi) =¢(0)+ kU (o) (2)

4,j=1

where 0 = (01, - ,0n) is the vector whose compo-
nents o; are continuous real valued “spin” DOFs con-
strained to the N-sphere ie. >, o? = N, Jij is a
random coupling matrix modelling disordered coupling,
u(o;) is a deterministic “on-site” nonlinear potential
(with bounded derivatives), and & is the deterministic
potential strength. Note that in this model the number
of critical points is invariant to global shifts in u(z) as
well as to addition of quadratic terms (which are constant
on the N-sphere). In this work, we fix the definition of
u(z) by assuming that the Gaussian weighted average of
u and u” is zero. The stochastic part of H is denoted
by ¢ (o) and the deterministic one by kU (o). We choose
the coupling matrix J to be distributed according to the
Gaussian orthogonal ensemble [84] - a disordered mean-
field coupling. This choice along with the spherical con-
straints allows for the identification of the coupling term
in H with the 2-spin spherical model [67].

To evaluate the average total number of critical points
Niot of the model we use the Kac-Rice formula on the
sphere (as given in [67]):

Nige = / doy A JAt (VIS VE)  (3)
VvV NSN-1

where VH and V2H are the covariant derivative and
Hessian matrix of H on the sphere, respectively. In what
follows we evaluate the annealed total complexity Yio¢
defined similarly to (1)) in the perturbative regime of weak
on site potential, i.e. k < 1.

Main Results In this section we cite the results for
the total annealed complexity Y., and the annealed
complexity of fixed extensive index k& = Na (number of
negative eigenvalues of the Hessian) and extensive energy
E =¢N, X,(€) as a functional of the potential u(z). The
complexity Yot is found to be:

Yiot[u] = K% max (0,0 [u]) + O(x?), (4)

with

1 6712/2
Oul == [dr u(x)? =/ (2)?). 5
=g [ P @) )
We see that the complexity is second order in x and has
two distinct solution branches. To leading order, the
complexity is zero in the first branch, and is © [u] in the
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FIG. 1. In color: the complexity of critical points of a
given index and energy Y, (¢€) as a function of the normalized
index @ = k/N and energy ¢ = E/N for © = 1, A = 3
(corresponding to u(z) = 22”) and k = 0.2. Dashed line:
Relation between € and a in the unperturbed 2-spin model.
Inset: The complexity Y, for a given index £ = aN. The
values are normalized to the maximal value. In blue, X, is
the plotted vs. a in the case where ©lu] is positive. In red,

we depict the case where ©[u] is negative.

other branch. The total complexity of the system is the
maximum of these two. The potential u(z) dictates the
sign of Ofu] and consequently which branch dominates.
We show that © [u] > 0 for any potential with «/(0) =0
i.e. without an external field component (see SI). Thus,
addition of a weak generic anharmonic potential brings
about an exponential number of critical points for any
non-zero magnitude (a phase transition at zero). Also,
we see that the relation of the complexity with the non-
linearity strength does not depend on the details of the
potential but only on the number O [u]. We defer the
discussion on the case © [u] < 0 to the part on response
to an external field.

Next, to gain further insight about the geometry of
the landscape of our model we calculate the complexity
of critical points with a given index k = alN and a given
energy E = eN. This is found to be (see SI):

K2 (1 - "ii‘”) O[u]

— ,12 (1 <n(a) — e\/§) + n(a)A)Z + 0 (H?’)

2 \ k2

Ea(ﬁ)[“] =

(6)

where A is a functional of u(z) which is defined in the
SI. n(a) is the solution of:

dx/4 — 2% = a. (7)

1 n(a)

2/,

Note that this expression is valid when n(a) — ev/2 =



O(k?) where outside this range the complexity is highly
negative i.e. the average number of critical points in ex-
ponentially negligible (see SI). The dependence of X, (€),
to leading order in k, on the index a and the energy ¢ is
plotted in Fig. where it is seen that critical points with
positive complexity are narrowly concentrated around a
line in the ae plane defined by

€= M(l—i—lﬁzA). (8)
V2

This tight connection between energy and index is also
found in other models [4T], [45] 68] as well as in the un-
perturbed model. However, in the unperturbed case
only critical points obeying € = n(a)/v/2 exist and the
probability to find other critical points vanishes like
O(exp(—N?)) [67]. Thus the on-site potential serves to
broaden the distribution of critical points to include an
exponential number of critical points outside the above
relation. We also see that the on-site potential shifts
by O(k?) the concentration line of critical points. This
broadening and shift is similar to what occurs in the tran-
sition from pure p-spin models to mixed p-spin models.
This is expected to have a profound effect on the relax-
ation dynamics as described in [53]. In addition, we see
that critical points of index k& = N/2 and zero energy
have the highest complexity. The marginal distribution
of the complexity vs the index is depicted in the inset
of Fig. We see that saddle points of extensive in-
dex become exponentially abundant while the number of
critical points with limy_, k/N = 0 does not change
on the exponential scale. Moreover, we show in the SI
that the number of maxima and minima does not change
as well [VAl This increase in saddles makes the land-
scape between minima rugged with additional barriers
[58]. This is expected to have implications on the life-
time of metastable states as well as relaxation pathways
[54]. We also note that the distribution of critical points
in the regime of weak non-linearity is universal in that
it does not depend on the details of u(x) but only on
“macroscopic” functionals of u(z) (6 and A).

As an illustrating example, let us consider the spe-
cific example of a network of coupled optical oscillators
(lasers [19) or DOPOs [18]). In these systems the cou-
pling between oscillators is typically bi-linear while the
on-site potential’s form and strength depend on an ex-
ternal driving (pumping): For zero or weak driving the
on-site potential is harmonic (and thus trivial) while in-
creasing the drive adds an an-harmonic term to the po-
tential which can lead to a pitchfork bifurcation resulting
in bi-stability. The experimental realization of large sys-
tems of this sort and their use to simulate spin models
as well as heuristic machines for optimization has led to
an interest in their dynamics in various regimes [85H7].
Our results indicate that the energy landscape of these
systems becomes rugged and complex even slightly above
the system’s oscillation threshold where the non-linearity
is weak. This means that the dynamics of these systems
are expected to be nontrivial in this regime as well and to
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FIG. 2. The complexity Yot second order correction as a

function of the magnetic field strength, scaled by the critical
strength, for the case of an on-site potential with uj =0

become more so as the non-linearity is further increased.

Response to External Field As shown in appendix D
of the SI, a strong enough external field h = «/(0) leads
to negative ©[u] (see (9))). In this case the complexity is
zero to leading order and our results are similar to those
in [78, [80] where “trivial topology” of the landscape was
found under a sufficiently strong external magnetic field.
In the trivial topology phase, the energy landscape has
only two critical points (a minimum and a maximum)
[80]. Our results for the complexity of a given index 3,
as depicted in the inset of Fig. in this case, are con-
sistent with this picture: the complexity is non-negative
only for indices k = o(N) (or k = N — o(N)), which rep-
resent critical points that are a minimum (maximum) in
most directions. From the perspective of the spin value
distribution, we show (see eq. (59) in SI) that the distri-
bution is skewed in the direction of the applied magnetic
field, s.t. for u(z) = ha this leads to an O(k) shift in the
disorder averaged magnetization ¢ ~ xkh. This shift di-
rectly shows the alignment of the spins along the external
field at the maxima or minima of the model.

Having explored both system states, we now turn
to discussing the transition between them. As shown
in , driving the system between the states can be
achieved by changing the magnetic field strength «'(0).
Assume that for a specific potential ug(x) the added
complexity © [ug] is positive, e.g. any potential with
up(0) = 0. Next, we add an external field of strength
h s.t. u(x) = ug(x) + haz. A simple calculation shows:

Olu] =0 [ug) — — — =u/. 9)
where u(z) denotes averaging the weighted average of
u(zx) w.r.t the standard Gaussian distribution. It is seen
that for large enough field strength, i.e. h > h.y or h <
he—, ©[u] drops below zero. At h. there is a transition
to the zero complexity branch. h. is found by equating
the above expression to zero:

hex = H7/W + 40 [ug] — 0 (10)



It is also seen that the form of this transition is indepen-
dent of the form of ug(x).

Although our main motivation is to analyze perturba-
tions of the 2-spin spherical model, the same analysis can
be readily applied for a general p-spin spherical model.

The average total complexity Zg: %) reads in that case

1
Sie ) = log (p— 1) +#0P [u] + O(+*) (1)

where ©(P) [u] appears in Eq. (9) of the SI. Note that
the unperturbed complexity is consistent with [67]. As
in the 2-spin spherical model, the correction to the total
complexity for the p-spin model is O(x?). However, there
is only a single solution branch and the total complex-
ity is always positive (in the regime of weak k). More-
over, the on-site potential can either increase or decrease
the total complexity depending on its form, in contrast
to the 2-spin spherical model, where it can only be in-
creased. Specifically, we also recover the results of [80] in
the regime of small external magnetic field. In Eq. (9) of
the SI we also provide an expression for the complexity
nF>2) [u] of the p-spin model with extensive fixed index
k = Na for any integer p.

Derivation Outline The full derivation of our results
is quite lengthy and technical. We therefore provide
only the outline of the calculation of the complexity de-
fined in for the p = 2 case. The full derivation
for this and other cases is given in the SI. We start
the calculation of by evaluating the disorder average
|det (V2H)|6 (VH) at a fixed position o on the sphere.
The average is taken over the joint distribution of the
covariant Hessian and gradient of ¢(c). First, we use the
independence of V¢ and V¢? to factor out the expecta-
tion as follows

[det (V2H)[ 6 (VH) = 5 (VH) |det (VZH)].  (12)

To evaluate the expectation values in Eq. we start
by writing the distribution of the random matrix V2¢
and V¢ (see SI appendix A). Equipped with this pdf,
the integral § (VH) is easily carried out to give:

FVH@) = (2}@)% exp (—QZHVU(a)n?) - (3)

The evaluation of |detV2H ()| is more involved and con-
stitutes the main technical contribution of this work. The
challenge is due to V2H being a sum of non-commuting
matrices: the random matrix V2¢ and the diagonal de-
terministic matrix kKV2U (see sup. mat. for explicit ex-
pressions). We address this difficulty by resorting to a
perturbative evaluation of the eigenvalue distribution of
V2H in the small x regime. This distribution is used in
turn to calculate the determinant modulus as described
below.

To evaluate |detV2H (o)| we use recent results (Propo-
sition 5.3 in [72], Theorem 4.1 in [8]]), to formally express

the expectation value in terms of the eigenvalue distribu-
tions of V2¢ and kV2U,

1 -

Nlim N log |detV2H (0)| =
o 2 (9

Sup/d/\ VVQH(O') ()\) log ‘)\ — S‘ — ﬁ’

where vg2p () is the eigenvalue distribution of V2H (o).
This distribution, in the limit of large N, converges to
the free convolution, denoted H, of the eigenvalue distri-
butions of V2¢ and V32U [72, 84],

vy (A) = (pse Brewzu) (V) (15)
where v,v217()\) is the eigenvalue distribution of kV2U
and psc(A) is the Wigner semicircle distribution with vari-
ance V, = p(p —1):

1
= — )2
prc V) = 5= p,/4vp A2, (16)

Intuitively, the free convolution is the random matrix
analogue to the convolution operation used to calculate
the probability density of a sum of independent random
variables. It is non-linear and generally the result cannot
be expressed in a closed form. However, in the regime
of small k we are able to find a perturbative expression
for vg2p (M) by solving perturbatively the Pastur inte-
gral equation [89]. This results, up to O(x?), is a shifted
and widened semi-circular distribution given by:

U2y ()\) = (17)
1 0 A—K\/V;,msz +O(H3)
V1+ k2Vgey > V1+ k2Vgey ’

with myzy and Vg2 the mean and variance of the eigen-

value distribution of —==V?2U, respectively. Now we can
vV Vp

proceed to derive a closed form expression for |det (V2H)|
by substitution of the above expression for vg2p (A) in
Eq. [[4] and optimization w.r.t s:

1 _— 1
1 —_ 2 = —(— —
ngr(l)oNlog|detV H (o) 2( 1+ log2)
18)
Lo o 2 ol =5 Im2(o)] > 2 (
—K“MG2y + K Vgzy 2 ,
47 VY {§+in§ m2(0)| < 2

where we ignored terms which are O(k)? and 7, =

mVL;f/K. Note that the result contains two branches. The
U

forrvn of the supremum equation and its solution branches
is similar to the one found in [R0] as was discussed in
detail following the results statement in the previous sec-
tion.

Now we turn to the evaluation of the integration over
the N-sphere in :

N

1\7? 2 .

Niot = () / do exp <“||VU||2> |det V2 H|.
27Tp S§N—1 2p

(19)




The approach we adopt for the evaluation of this integral
is to pass from spatial integration over the surface of
the sphere to functional integration over the empirical
distribution of o; (the ”Coulomb gas” technique [90]).
This results in a functional optimization problem whose
formulation and perturbative solution are described in

detail in the SI sec. [IV D).

Discussion We found that introducing an “on-site”
non-linearity to a disordered mean-field coupled system
can significantly increase the complexity of the energy
landscape of the system. We characterised the changes
to the geometry of the energy landscape through the dis-
tribution of critical points w.r.t energy and index and
found them to exhibit a universal behaviour independent
of the specifics of the added non-linearity. These results
are immediately applicable to the characterisation of the
energy landscape of physical systems with “on-site” weak
non-linearity and disordered long range coupling such as
“soft-spin” glass models [11 2, [55] 61], coupled oscillator
networks [I7HI9] and atomic spin gases [21].

Future research directions include extending the re-

sults of this work beyond the perturbative regime, re-
laxation of the spherical constraint to study more di-
verse physical models, studying the quenched complexity,
possibly by carrying out a second moment analysis [69].
Also, it is of interest to consider short range coupling
schemes possibly by considering banded random matrix
models [72] ©T].
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Supplemental Information: On-Site Potential Creates Complexity in
Systems with Disordered Coupling

Part 1
Setup

Define an “energy landscape” on the N-sphere composed of a “pure” p-spin Gaussian field ¢(c) and an “on-site”
deterministic potential U(o):

N

H(0) = ¢(0) +rU(0) = ¢(0) +r ) _ul0o) (S1)

i=1

where 0 € VNSY~! k is the “on-site” potential strength parameter, and u(x) is the potential function, assumed
throughout this work to be smooth and of bounded derivatives. The Gaussian field on the sphere is defined by the
following correlation function corresponding to the “pure” p-spin spherical model:

s@e =N (5 (s2)

To evaluate the average total number of critical points on the sphere, we use the spherical analogue of the Kac-Rice
formula (as given in [67])

Niot = / don_1|det (V2H)| 0 (VH) (S3)
VNSN-1

where VH and V2H are respectively the covariant derivative and Hessian matrix of H on the sphere, and X denotes
averaging a quantity X over the random field distribution. Defining the index as the number of negative eigenvalues
of the Hessian, the average number of critical points of index k is similarly given by

Ny = / don_1|det (V2H)|6(VH)d (I (V2H) — k), (S4)
VNSN-1

where I(-) is the index function; see [45]. In a similar manner, we define the average number of critical points of index
k and energy F

Ni(E) = / don_1|det (V2H)|6(VH)6 (I (V2H)— k)6 (H—FE), (S5)
VNSN-1

In this work, we are interested in the annealed (that is, averaged over the Gaussian field ¢) complexity of the number

of critical points. The total complexity and the complexity of critical points of extensive index k = |aN| (with

a € (0,1)) are defined respectively as:

1

Yiot = Litot [U($)] = ]\}gnoo N logMot (86)
Yo = 3g [u(x)] :A}im %logm (S7)

2u(B) = S [u()] = Jim_ - log Non(B) (s8)

where the limit in the second and third equations is taken such that a is fixed.

Part 11
Main Results

Our main results are given by the statements in Sections and The derivation of these results are in the
following parts.
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I. COMPLEXITY OF THE MEAN TOTAL NUMBER OF CRITICAL POINTS

The total annealed complexity of a p-spin model perturbed by a weak “on-site” potential, 25{;@, as a functional of
the potential u(-), is given by:

S8 u] = 5 max (0,0 [u] ) + O(+?) (9)
207 ] = Llog (p— 1) + 20 [u] + O(+%) (810)
where
1 e /2 (1
(p) - L N2 N2
O [u] 2p/dx N (plu () —u'(x) ) (S11)

Note that for p = 2, Eq. specializes to

67m2/2
002 [u] = ¢ / Ao (@) — ' (x)?). (S12)

II. COMPLEXITY OF THE MEAN NUMBER OF CRITICAL POINTS OF A GIVEN INDEX

The annealed complexity of critical points of (extensive) index k = |aN| of a p-spin model perturbed by a weak

“on-site” potential, 23” ), as a functional of the potential u, is given by

1 -2 -1
S0l = Sog (o 1) - 220+ (1 @2 ) 00+ 0 () (s13
where n(a) € (—2,2) is defined by (see figure

1 rna)

V4 —22dx =a. (S14)
27T _92



IIT. COMPLEXITY OF THE MEAN NUMBER OF CRITICAL POINTS OF A GIVEN INDEX AND
ENERGY

The annealed complexity of critical points of (extensive) index k = |aN| and (extensive) energy E = eN of a
p-spin model perturbed by a weak “on-site” potential, EEE’ )(6)7 as a functional of the potential u, in the regime where

n(a) — p(;il) = O(k?) is given by
500 =0 -2 (L (40) - o[22 ) @) + 00 (515)
Ple) =2 5 | 2 (7l epfl n(a K
where %) is the complexity for a given index, n(a) € (—2,2) and A are defined below
1 n(a)
— V4 —22dx =a. (S16)
271— _92
~ 1 1\ —= 1 1\ —
A= —-= u”2+<—+>u’2 S17
(213(131) pz) P p (817)

where here the f(x) notation denotes averaging w.r.t the standard Gaussian measure. The calculation of this com-
plexity outside the regime n(a) — /7€ = O(k?) is beyond the scope of this work.

Part I11
Results Derivation

IV. EVALUATION OF THE MEAN TOTAL NUMBER OF CRITICAL POINTS

A. Preliminaries

We start the calculation of by evaluating the disorder average |det (V2H (0))|d (VH (o)) at a fixed position o
on the sphere. The average is taken over the joint distribution of the covariant Hessian and gradient of the field ¢.
See Appendix for detailed description of the joint distribution of the fields ¢, V¢, V2¢ adopted from [67]. We note
here, for the sake of clarity, the main properties of this distribution which are instrumental for our calculation:

1. At each point o, the field ¢ and its derivatives are mean zero jointly normally distributed random variables.

2. At any point o, ¢(0) and V2¢(o) are independent of V(o).

3. The components of V¢(o) are independent. The variance of each component is Var ((V¢),.) = p.

4. The random matrix V2¢ has the same distribution as \/p(p — 1)M + &ply_1 where M ~ w%GOEN_l,

£ ~N(0,+), Iy_1 is the identity matrix of size (N —1) x (N —1). We denote by GOE,, the Gaussian orthogonal

ensemble of dimension n [84] with an off-diagonal variance of L i.e. if A ~ GOE,, then E [Afj] = %

5. The conditional distribution of the random matrix V2¢, given a value E for the random field, ¢ is \/p(p — 1) M —
Eply_, where M ~ \/@GOEN,L
First, we use the independence of V¢ and V¢? to factorize the expectation in as follows:
|det (V2H)|6 (VH) =6 (VH) x |det (V2H)|. (S18)

The average § (VH(0)) is easily carried out and gives:

- N-1 N—-1 1 /€2
6 (VH(0)) = [[ 6((Vé(0)),, + (VU (0)),,) = [] \/5=exp ( —5= (VU (o))},
m=1 m=1 27Tp < 2]7 ) (819)

L\ (V12 2 )
~(5) e (-SIvU@IR),




where in the first equality we used the gradient component independence and in the second the normal distribution
of each component.
We evaluate |det (V2H) | by using the distribution in 4| as follows [67]:

[det (VZH)| =[det (V2o + fs:VQU)|

[N 2
o p? 2})2) ‘det\/p(p —1)M + kV2U + sly_1|ds

where M ~ \/%GOE ~n—1 and it is understood that the averaging is carried out over the matrix M. In the second

(S20)

equality we have used the distribution of V2¢ defined in item [4] above. Next, we employ the same method as in
Proposition 5.3 of [(2] and use Theorem 4.1 in [8§] to get

1 R — 52
im 2 — ) _ 2
Jim_ % log ([detV2H (0)]) = sup ( / dX (pse B vve) (V) log A + 2p2) , (S21)

where H is the free-convolution [84], ps. is the Wigner semicircle of variance p(p — 1) and vy2y is the large N limit
of the empirical spectral distribution of KV2U, i.e.

—_ 2 — —
pse (A) = %p w/ - 2oy (2 1) \)\|) (S22)
| Nol
; 2
Vevzy (A) = J\}E}noo V1 1 ) ()\ — KAm (V U)) (S23)
where © g denotes the Heaviside step function and A, (VQU ) with m =1,..., N —1 are the eigenvalues of the matrix

VU

B. Free convolution evaluation

The free convolution operation is non-linear and the result cannot generally be expressed in a closed form. However,
in the regime of small x, we are able to solve the Pastur integral equation [89] and find a perturbative expression for
vy2g (A). Let G(z) be the Stieltjes transform [84] of ps. B v,w2. Since one of the distributions in the convolution is
the semicircle, one obtains a relatively simple implicit equation for G (the Pastur equation) [89]:

- VK)V2U(>\)dA P
G(z)—/z_p(p_l)G(z)_)\, ec,. (s24)

In Appendix the perturbative solution of this equation is detailed up to order O (mz). Next, the inverse transform is
utilized to calculate ps. Bv,v2¢ from G. Up to O(k?), this results in a shifted and widened semi-circular distribution
given by

o = (pse Bravzy) (\) = 3,
Vv2H (p VVU)() 27Tp(p—1) (1+/§2VV2U) +O(/‘E>

(S25)

where we have denoted the expectation and variance of the spectrum of \/(71V2U (o) by myz2y and Ve, respec-
p(p

tively, i.e.,

msz(U) = _ 1 /)\l/sz(a /\
(S26)
VVQU(U) = m/()\ msz( )) VVQU( )()\)d)\



C. Evaluation of the supremum

Equipped with an explicit, simple expression for the spectral distribution of V2H (o), we can evaluate the integral

in explicitly:
2
lim log [detV2H (o) = sup [‘I) ( Hmmvw Rl > + (H Py ey + S>
N—oo N s Vo 1+ k2Vg2y) Ap(p —1) (1 + K*Ve2y) (S27)
+ % (-1+log(p(p—1) (1+&*Vyup))) — 28;} +0 (k%)
where
:/_226217);\/4—7)\210g|)\—77|—772+; ($28)

O (|l - CMV |ng?4>

and Og denotes the Heaviside step function.
The change of variables

N ky/p(p — 1)myzy + s (529)

\/p — 1 1+H2VV2U)

and some algebra gives:

1 1 1
1 > _ 11 B
i =7 log|detV2H (0)] = —5 + 5 log(p(p — 1)) (S30)
p—2 p—1 K2
sup | @(n) — == n’ — R —myun + o (= (= Dn*)Vazu — (p— )m3ey) [ +O(°) .
n

Optimization with respect to n has to be carried out separately for the case p = 2 and p > 2 due to the vanishing
of the O(1) and 7? term at p = 2.

1. Optimization for the case of p > 2

For this case, the optimal 7 is given by:

. 2(p—1
Np>2) (0) = K/mVQU;_Q) + 0 (;@2) . (S31)

Substitution of 77, ., into (1S30) gives the following:

(p—1)

1 -
. = 2 — 9(m _ 9)
A}gxcl)o ~ log |detV2H (o) 2(p —2)

1 1
—(=1+logp(p—1)) + x> <2VV2U + My ) + O(K®). (S32)

2

2. Optimization for the case of p = 2
For the case of p = 2, the —n? term is absent, leading to a different solution form. Define:
: Lo o 3
(o) =sign (—my2y) [ 2+ 17 vy + O(k>) (S33)

(o) == L 4 o) (534)



As (S30)) is defined in a piece-wise manner (see definition of ®(n) above) we take the derivative of (S30) w.r.t n and
look for extrema in each domain separately:

d 1 ———
2 lim = 2 —
a A}l_rgo N log |detV2H (o) {

2
—Emyap — %5 Ve + O(K?) In| <2

. - y (S35)
—3sign(n) vVn? — 4 — Emyzy — 05 Vo + O(K?)  |n| > 2

We see from the above that a maximum can be found in both domains. Thus, depending on the value of 7y, we have
either one or two maxima values s.t. the set of maxima 7.y is given by:

2
Mo = 4 0 T2) el < (536)
m 12| > 2

where |n1] > 2 and 7 is an extremum if it is in the domain |n| < 2. The values of the function at each of the maxima
are given by:

. 1 —— 1 1 1
]\;gréo N log |detVZH (a)\‘n:m =3 (—1+1log2) — ZHszsz + &2 Vyeu (|n2| - 2> (S37)
lim -1 |detV2H ( )\‘ —1( 1+ log2) L 2m2., + 2R Lty (S38)
NE)IClx; N og |ae g - = B og 4/‘6 M2y K™ Vvy2y B 4’[’]2

Observing the above expressions and noting that |n2]| < 2 (since 72 is a solution in the domain |n| < 2) we see that

(S39)

1 -
3 _ 2
lim — log[detV H(U)|’n:m Jim_ ‘n:m.

1 _
< lim Nlog\detVQH(aﬂ

Combining all of the above we find that the optimal »* and the supremum of the log-determinant are found to be:

. m(o) , Ine| <2
_o (0) = , S40
77(;772) ( ) {771 (0_) 7 ‘772| > 9 ( )

1 -
lim_ - log [detV2H (o) ‘77:77* _
S41)
1 1 =1 o) > 2 (
— (=1 +1log2) — —~k*mZ.y + K2 Veey 2 .
2 T s+ (o) <2

D. Integration over the N-sphere

Having completed the evaluation of the disorder average |det (V2H(0))|d(VH(o)), we proceed to evaluate the
integration over the surface of the sphere in , ie.,

1

N/2 )
Neor = <) / don 1 exp <”||VU ()12 + log [detVZH (a)|> . (S42)
2mp VNSN-1 2p

The approach we adopt for the evaluation of this integral is to pass from spatial integration over the surface of the
sphere to functional integration over the empirical distribution of the coordinates ¢;, which we denote by u, that is
u(zr) = N1 Zf\]:l 8 (x — 0;). First, the integration over the sphere is converted as follows to an integration over RY,
such that for any smooth function on the sphere,

N
= g 02— NO'.
/mw floyianr = [ ()3 (; 1 N)d (543)

This allows us to pass from integration over RV to functional integration over p. Noting that for any function f on
the sphere, invariant under permutations of the coordinates, we have f(o) = f[u] and therefore applying the Coulomb



gas technique [90] leads to the following rule for passing between integration on the sphere to integration over the
space of probability measures on the real line:

/ don-1f (o) ~
VNSN-1

SN 1 /D exp( N/dxulogu) <N/u(w)x2dx—N>f[ﬂ]

with Sy_1(vVN) = F(]\27/2) (mN)N/2 being the surface area of the N-sphere of radius v/ N and

= /D[u] exp <—N/dxulog,u> § (N/u(x) 2?dr — N) : (545)

Applying this functional integration procedure to the expression for Ay results in the following:

N :(;V/D[uw(/dw(x)x?—l) x

exp N 7 1 Tl = 5~ oI ll? ~ [ doogn)

(S44)

(S46)

N/2
where C = (ﬁ) Sn_1(V/N). To derive explicit expressions for log |[V2H [y]| and || VU [u]||?, we first calculate

the covariant derivatives VU and V2U by exploiting the “single spin” structure of U = > u(0,,): the covariant
derivative and Hessian on the sphere of U are given by:

(VO),, = (o) = 5 > o (o) (547)
1
and
(VQU)mn ~ Symn <u” (Om) — % Z o (0;)) (548)
1

where the approximation in the last equality constitutes neglecting terms of rank O (1) as described in Appendix [B|.
Using these expressions, we get:

VU = [ uteeds - ([ wU’(x)u(x)d:v>2 (349)

moeu i) = s ([ w@nie - [at@uis) (50)

p(p

Vouur i = -1 ( [ [ U”(fv)u(x)dw>2> (s51)

where the explicit form of log|V2H [u]| is found by replacing my2y (0) = my2y [p] and Vyzy (0) — Vezy [p]. Since
the integral in the numerator of Ny is of the form [ D[u]exp NS[u], it is evaluated by the saddle point technique in
the large N limit. We start by writing down the functional derivative of the exponent w.r.t u:

08 1 dlog|detVZH [p]|
— = —1 -1+ lim —
o =a+ Ba? —logp + i 51 ()

— v () -2 ([t ) @) = o

(S52)



where « and § are Lagrange multipliers associated with the constraints on the normalization and second moment of p.
We solve the above equation for p and the Lagrange multipliers «, 8 by expanding each in a perturbative expansion
as follows:

i (2) = o (2) + g () + &2 () + O ()
B =P+ KB+ KB+ O (K?) (S53)

(Jé:ao—l-lial—FHQOég—‘rO(Iig).

As the expression for log |detV2H [u]| is different for the cases p > 2 and p = 2 (which includes two cases of its own)
we solve the saddle point equations for these cases separately.

1. The case of p=2

Since for the case of p = 2 the log-determinant is defined in a piecewise form, we evaluate the integral over the
measure u separately for each case as well as for the boundary between the cases i.e.

Nowi = [ Dluexo NSl = [ Dlplexp Ns<lpl + [ Diyexp N[ (854)
M Mo Ms

where M is the space of measures with a unit second moment, M., M> denote the sets {p € M :nafu] < 2},
{1 € M :malu] > 2}, respectively, and S<[p], S>[u] denote the exponent in the cases 7o < 2 and 7y > 2, respectively.
Next, we evaluate each of the integrals by the saddle point method. Thus, Y is given by:

Etot = ma'X{ sup S< [M] , Sup SZ [/‘L]} (855)

pEM HEM >

In addition, we evaluate the integral on the boundary between the two branches to make sure that the global maximum
is indeed found.

a. The case of |n2| > 2 For this case, the absolute value of the determinant of the Hessian and its functional
derivative are given by:

KQ

A % log [detV2H [u]| = % (=1 +1log2) + kmvzy [u] — T (m%ay (1] + 2Ve2y [4]) + O (5%) (S56)
. 1 (510g|detv2H [M]' _ Kk " ’ K2 1772 " "
Jim DBV I 2 ) - o) = 5 (0 4 20 @) [a ) ) + 00 (85)

Substitution of this expression, along with the perturbative expansions given above in the saddle point condition in
eq. (S52) gives the following equations:

O(k%) : g + Boa® — log(pio(x)) = 0 (S58)

O(kY) a1 + Bra? — Z;Eg L @) _;“'(I) =0 (S59)
0()saa + oo — L2004 SO e tl) D2 [y yay =0, (360

Note that we have used the identity for the law pg(x) = exp(—22/2)/v/2m:

[ o)y = [ ot ) ds (s61)
and that the Lagrange multiplier expansion terms «;, §; are determined by the constraints:
/,ul (LL') dr = 510

(S62)
/xQM (z) dx = dj.



Solving these equations gives the following expressions for u:

po(w) =—=e /2 (563)
) =P (S5 [ alas? () = ) dy (o) — ) (564)
pali) =pio(e) (aza? + o — HALE D 00D (uray ) ) - 255 (s

where ay and B3 have a cumbersome expression, obtained self-consistently by imposing that (S62)) hold. Using this
expression, we can evaluate the average log-determinant:

1 ——
— 5 _
th log |[detV2H [u]| = (S66)

3 (1rlog2) + 2 [ (o) () — o' 0) = [ [ st - ( [ dxuo<x>u"<x>)2

Next, we can substitute the expressions we found for the log-determinant and p in the expression for the annealed
complexity to get

+O(K®)

By = lim —log./\/tot (S67)
2
e K
Nh_r)rloﬁlogCN— lim NlogZ—i— lim Nlog|detV2H ]| —/dxulog,u—ZHVU [u]]? .

Let us first use that in the large N limit
1
lim Nlog Cy = hm N log Sy—1 — = log(Qﬂ'p) 3 (1 —1log(p)) - (S68)

N—oc0

We may then evaluate the quantity involving Z by the Laplace method, as

1
lim — log £ = max [— /dm w(x)log p(z) + « (/ dx p(x) — 1) + (/ dr 2* p(x) — 1)] . (S69)
N—oco N JTReNe)
One can easily check that the maximum is reached for pu(x) = po(x) and thus
. 1
A}gnoo N log Z = —/dx o () log po () - (S70)

The entropic term can simply be developped up to second order in k, yielding
1 x2
— [ dep(@)np(z) =— [ depo(x) Inpo(x) — k [ deps(z) [1— = 1n(27r) iy

_ ,{2/519; {ug(x) (1 - 11n(27r) - x) + g;(()(;] +O(k%)

2
2
~ [ e ofe) 0 o) - 7/d ’“((;) O

/dazuo ) In puo (2 /dacm (z) — 2/ (2)) + O(x?) ,

where we have used the explicit expression of yg(z) as well as (S62). Finally, as the term —x?2||VU [u]]|?/4 is already
of order 2, it can directly be evaluated for g for the purpose of our perturbative computation and reads

—fnvv[ 1H2——— [/dﬂfuo (/dxuo - >)

+ O(x?) (S71)
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Gathering all terms and some straightforward algebra lead to the following complexity:

—2 . 1 -
D = Jim 3y log N =

%2 <_i ( / 2o () (v (2) — 2 () dw) + ( / dzpuo () u”(w)) (572)

/dx 2~ 1) pole /dxxuo () (x ))+O(n3).

2

By using the identity f'(z), = zf(z),, (as po is the Gaussian) we get:

2

—i < / 22 p10(x) (u(2) — 2 () dm>2 + < / deryio (m)u”(x)) 0 (73)
% / dz (2 — 1) po(z)u' (z)* — / dx zpo(x)u’ (2)u” (z) =0 (S74)

thus we are left with
S =0+ O(x?). (S75)

Next, to check the nature of the extremum, we calculate the second functional derivative of S[u] evaluated at p*:

2

075w + O(n)> + 5 (W' @ (y) + 2 (@) (v) + O(x?) (876)

Sp(w)op(y) -

1
=—0@=y) (Ho(l‘)

We consider the RHS as an operator in L?(pg). By assumption, both u” and zu’ are bounded in L?(p), and using
that x? is small, we deduce that this operator is negative definite. In particular, the extremum we found is a (local)
maximum.

Finally, we derive conditions for self-consistency of this solution by requiring that |nz[p*]| > 2. Substitution of p*
in no[u*] gives:

myay[pt]  myep ] .
sVeru[w]  Veru[uol T 0l)

_ 3 (J2?mo(x) (u () — CUU'( ) dz)” + [ po() (" (z) — 2 ())* da
S o(@)w (%) do — ([ po(z)u”(z) dm)2

na(p*] =
(S77)

The requirement 79 [*] > 2 gives after some algebra and use of (S73|) (we select my2y; > 0 without loss of generality):
ne(p*] > 2 <~ /uo(x) (v (z)? —u/(2)?) dz <0 (S78)

Thus this solution is self-consistent when the other (1, < 2) branch has negative complexity i.e. ©®)[u] < 0, see
(S11)). This is consistent with the picture of the 12 > 2 branch corresponding to zero added complexity at leading
order.

b. The case of |n2] < 2 For this case, the absolute value of the determinant of the Hessian and its functional
derivative are given by:

R s st sl 1, my2y (1) 2 3
Jim - log[detV2H [u]] =5 (~1 +log2) + 1# <2VV2U[M]+,M+msz[u] +0(r%). (S79)



11

Then,
) iélogm e myzy (] v’ (z) — xu'(x
MmN Sp () a 2Vv2U[M0]( ) ot
@ (mowwls] _ moollVeiw 1) (o) e
2 <VV2U [110] (Va2 [1o])? >( @ )

(S80)
_ emveuln]? (0'(2)? - 20" (@) [ poy)u” (y) dy)

4 (Vozyr o))

5 (@2 - 2@ ([ sl wyan) ) + 06 + ont)

Substitution of this expression, along with the perturbative expansions for p in (S52)) gives the following equations:
O(K°%) : g + Box? — log(po(z)) =0

. g 22 pa () mVZU[Nl] W) — 2l () =
O(H ) -1 +ﬁ1 MO(J:) + 2Wosy [MO] ( ( ) ( )) 0

(S81)

MQ(x) mvz2y [/"2] " " ’ Lo 2 1002
O(K?) : g + Box® — —|—< — [ woly)u” (y) dy | (u" () — zu'(x)) + = (v (2)” —u'(2)?) =0
(%) e (G () dy ) (" () — o0l () + 5 (4" (@)* — o/ (0)%)
where we have used that all first order correction terms vanish in the second order equation, as can easily be deduced
from the first order equation. The Lagrange multiplier expansion terms «y, §; are determined by (S62) as in the
calculation of the previous case. Solving these equations gives the following:

L

)

=
s
s
|
=
3
3

=
)
—
&
I

po() |:042$2 + o + % (u"(a:)2 — u’(x)Z) + (u"(z) — 20/ () <m — /Mo(y)uﬂ(y) dy)] .

Next, we can substitute the expression for y in the expression for the number of critical points, use that p; = 0 and
use the expansions derived above to find

. T a2

Niot =Cn exp N (N log |det V2 H [u]| — %HVU [o]|1? + O(K?) + ON(l))
(382)

1 1 2

=Cnyexp N (2 (—=1+1log2) + KQQVVZU [10] — %HVU [ko][1? + O(k?) + 0N(1)>-

Gathering all terms and some straightforward algebra lead to the following complexity:
—2 . 1 — 1
£ = Jim los N = [ dapiola) (1" (@)? — u/(@)?) + O(%) = 26 [ua)] + O(s") + ox (1) (589

To verify the type of extremum we found in this case, we proceed to evaluate the contribution of the integral on the
boundary 72 = 2 in what follows.
c. The case of 2| =2 Since logdet |V?H | and 0, log det ’VQH’ are continuous w.r.t to 7z at 72 = 2 (see (541))),
we can pick either one of the branches for the following calculation. We pick the expressions for the case 1y > 2:
1 — 1 1
im - log |detV2H [1]] =3 (—=1+1log2) + kmyey 4] + 1“2 (mvzy (1] = 2Vy2y [1]) ($84)
+’)/ (msz — HQVV2U) + O (Kg —|— ON(l)) .
where we have introduced an additional Lagrange multiplier v to enforce the constraint ne[u] = 2. Taking the

functional derivative of S[u] under this constraint and consecutive substitution of perturbative expansions give the
following equations for the zero and first order in :

O(K°) : ag + Box? + 70% (" (z) — zu'(x)) — log(uo(z)) =0

O(x') : a1+ pia? — Zég; + (% + V1> ("' (z) — zu'(2)) +70V2 (—u" () + v (x)u”) = 0.

(S85)




12

where here the f(z) notation denotes averaging w.r.t the standard Gaussian measure po. Solving these equations,
under the three constraints on p (total mass equal to one, unit second moment and n2[p] = 2) gives the following
solutions:

1 .
po(x) = e/

_ luU(x) o® [u(x)] 1 22— 2 (" — () — 2 (z
pafa) = 202 (14 2L (30 0) [ pal? (00 = ) dy (o) ' (o))

3

(S86)

0 [u(x)]
\/Emv2u[lll,n2>2]
case 12 > 2. Substitution of these solutions in S[u] results in the following complexity:

s = K2 <e<2> (] (1 - é) - 2 (e<2> [u])z) +O(K%) (S87)

where we have denoted by ¢ > 0 the following expression:

where we found that v = & + O(k?). and denoted by g1 5,2 the first order correction to u* in the

2

(y2(u”(y)—-yu%y)hw)

c=1+ 5 .
5 (P )~y W),,) + ()~ ),

(S88)

Now we are in a position to compare the complexity resulting from the boundary 7, = 2 with the complexity of the
extrema found for the case 75 < 2. As ¢ > 0 we can see that in the case where ©® > 0 we have that Ypa<2 > Xp=2.
Thus, we conclude that the extermum found for the case 72 < 2 is a maximum.

2. The case of p > 2
For this case, the log determinant is given by:

1 ——
. 5 _
]\}lm — log |detV2H [u]| = (S89)

(p—1)
dp(p —2)

It is clear from the previous cases that myz2; = O (k) and thus, to leading order in &, the complexity is given by:

31060 (= 1)+ 6 (3Veop [+ o )+ o0

1 1 !
2®>2) = Zlog (p— 1) + K2 = Veezu (o] — — VU [uo]|? ) + O G
2 2 2p (590)

= %log (p— 1)+ £20W [u(zx)] + O (k%) .
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V. EVALUATION OF THE MEAN NUMBER OF CRITICAL POINTS OF A GIVEN INDEX

Here we aim to evaluate the number of critical points of a given index k (number of negative eigenvalues of
the Hessian). We recall (S4]). Taking identical steps as for the case of Ny, we arrive at the average value

|det (V2H)| 6 (I (V2H) — k). This is evaluated as follows:

[det (VZH)[ (1 (VEZH) — k) = [det (V26 + £V20)] 6 (I (V20 + £V2U) — k)

s 3 (1 (3w s o) ) o

V/2mp? /N

with M ~ v/ p(p — 1)%GOEN,1. We first evaluate the GOE averaging as in [72] and follow by the integration over
R to get:

|detV2H (0)|6 (I (V2H) — k)
*(a 2
=exp N (/ dxvyeg (z)log |z — s* (a)| — i 2;2) + oN(1)>,

where we have explicitly assumed that & is extensive i.e. the ratio a = k/N is fixed when the large N limit is taken.
Also, s* (a) is determined by the index constraint:

0
/ veoeyg (x4 8" (a)) dz = a. (S92)

— 00

and vy2py is the widened and shifted semicircular distribution found in . Note that the above expression is very
similar in form to the one considered in the case of the total complexity with the difference that here s is set by the
index whereas in the previous case the complexity is the supremum over s. Thus, we can utilize the same expressions
derived in the previous section to give:

1 1
lim — log [detV2H (0)[0 (I (V2H) — k) = () + = logp (p— 1)
N—oo N 2

p—2 p—1 Vau (p—1)n? p—1
_ P 172-1-/1 5 mszn+/<;2< 5 (1— ’ szU 5 +O( )

(S93)

where 7 is as in the calculation for the total complexity, see . Thus, the choice of index k = aN fixes the
parameter 7).

As in the case of the total complexity, we proceed to carry out the integration over the N-sphere by passing to
functional integration over the measure y. The functional derivative of + log |detV2H [4]] is given by:

.1 dlog|detV2H [u]] \/p—l ” ,
1 — = —
A 5 () K P n (' (z) — zu'(x))

+ p(;il) (_; (79;772 - 1) o' ()% + u (x) (17;1772 - 1) /uo(y)u"(y) dy) +O(r%).

Substitution of this expression, along with the perturbative expansions given above in eq. (S52)) gives the following
equations:

(S94)

O(K%) : ag + Box® — log(po()) =0

p1(x) p—1 (S95)

O(): ar + Bra? = BT84 [Pt (' (@) — i (@) = 0

Solving these equations, along with the constraints as above, gives the following solutions:

1 e
:U’O('r) = \/ﬂe &

) = o) 2 (5 0= 2) [ oty (') =l ) + o) = ' 0))

(S96)
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Here we focus only on the solutions up to O(k) since ps does not affect the complexity to leading order as found for
the total complexity. Substitution of these results in the expression for the log-determinant leads to the following
expression for the number of critical points:

1 /\TG 5 K> 9
NIOgCTV (NlogdetV Hpl| -~ f/d — - —||VU (Lol |I” + O(k ))
_ 1 a _u 2
= (n) + 210gp(p 1) " (S97)
-1 1 2 1
+ /432 (ppnmv'zU[Ml] + 5 (1 — 77(pp)) VVQU M() — */d —_— = —HVU [,UO]”2> + O( )

p
first order term p; for the case 72 > 2 and p = 2) and make this substitution to get:

where as before Cy = (21 )N/28n _1(V/N). Next, we observe that Mg = \/pT?,lnul,n» (where fi1,,~2 denotes the

1 -2
5P [u] = lim_ N N, = @ (n) + 5 log (p— 1) - %n%
2(p—1) 4 @) 1 -1\ @
2 5 _
K ( D3 77 my U[:ul 7]>2] + p(p_ 1) 1 p VVZU [,uo] (898)

Ho

(2) 2
p—14 (f“l,n>2) 1 2 3
P [ da — 5 IVU Bl ) + 0.

Simple algebraic manipulations give the following expression:

B, — RN v oy P=2 5 o 2P 1\ 3
P [u] NIE;HOONI nN, = log(p 1) " + K (1 " O] + @(n) + O (k%) (599)
where we have used:
(2) 2
1 (111 p>2) 1

@yl el = 5 [ A SV o) = 119U ol = 0 (s100)

and
1
0[] = Vé’z?U o] = 5 IVU o]l (s101)

where m(vng and Vé’;)U denote the mean and variance of vyg2y; re-scaled by the variance of the random field Hessian,

respectively, for the case of a p-spin model (see (S51))).

A. Number of Minima and Maxima for p = 2

For the case of p = 2 the expression for the complexity for a given index specializes to:
2
Y@ u] = = k2 (1 — Z) O[] + ®(n) + O (k*) (5102)

Note that for n = £2 (a = 0, 1) we have E((f) = 0. To evaluate the complexity for maxima and minima we should also
consider the complexity for |n| > 2 i.e.

2
2 = sup k> (1 - ”) 0@ [u] + &(n) (S103)
n>2 4

Since we know that ®(n) is non-positive and decreasing monotonically we can deduce that:

2@ —x® _y® g (S104)

max min
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VI. EVALUATION OF THE MEAN NUMBER OF CRITICAL POINTS OF A GIVEN INDEX AND
ENERGY

Here we aim to evaluate the number of critical points of a given index k& (number of negative eigenvalues of
the Hessian). We recall (S5). Taking identical steps as for the case of N, we arrive at the average value

|det (V2H)|6 (I (V2H) — k)0 (H — E). This is evaluated as follows:

[det (V2H)[ 8 (I (VZH) — k)0 (H — E) = |det (V2¢ + rV2U)| 6 (I (V26 + kV2U) — k)0 (6 + KU — E)
(S105)

@5 <N; +rU — E> ’detM +kV2U + sIN—1’ ) (I (M + kV2U + SIN—1> - k)

\/2mp2 /N

with M ~ v/p(p—1) %GOEN_l and where s = —p ¢. Note that and where we have used the conditional distribution
of V2¢ given ¢ as cited in[5] We first evaluate the GOE averaging as in [72] to get:

[detV2H (o]0 (I (V2H) — k)0 (H — E) (S106)

eii%> <—N; + kU — E> § (/OOO vory (x—s)de = k) exp N </ dr vz (z)log |z + s + ON(1)>,
(S107)

where vyg2py is the widened and shifted semicircular distribution found in . Note that aside from the delta
function constraining the energy, this is the exact same expression as in the case of a fixed index. However, now the
integration variable s is constrained twice i.e. unless a specific relation exists between E and k the integral vanishes.
This is consistent with the O(exp (—N?)) concentration between the index and the energy in pure p-spin models [67].
Thus, we have:

|detV2H (0)|6 (I (V2H) — k)0 (H — E)
= (—Ns*m) + kU — E) exp N (/dmyvzH (x)log|z + s* (a)| — s* (a)” _|_0N(1)>,
p

2p?

where, as in the previous section, we have explicitly assumed that k is extensive i.e. the ratio a = k/N is fixed when
the large N limit is taken. Also, s* (a) is determined by the index constraint:

0
/ vyeyg (x — 8" (a)) dz = a. (S108)

— 00

which is given explicitely by (see derivation in (S29))):

ky/P(p — D)myey + 5*(a)
a) = — = 5" (14 Kr2Vg2y) — K — D)mye S109
n(a) \/p (1 + 2Voz) \/p vou) \/p v2U ( )

where the function 7(a) is defined by:

0
/ prc (& =1 (a)) d = a. (S110)

— 00

We proceed to the integration over the measure p on the sphere:

(E) :%V/D (1] 6 (/ dap (z) 2% — 1) § (—NS*;‘) + /iN/dxu(m)u(x) - E>

x exp N (]‘b log |detV2H (0)|d (I (V2H) —aN) — —||VU[ 1112 - /dxulog,u)

Note that, again, aside from the delta function constraining a in terms of E (for a given position on the N-sphere)
the result is identical to that obtained for the case of a fixed index. Thus, the optimization w.r.t p (carried out to
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find the saddle point contribution) would be as in the previous section with an additional Lagrange multiplier, =,
enforcing the second delta function in the equation above:

\/p (14 r2Vg2y) + ky/p(p — 1)my2y

p
n(a)/plp — 1) (1 + K2 V2U) + ky/p(p — Dmy2y
Y RU —€e=0 (S112)

@¢Ep1+n VFVwU VﬁmWU+ner (S113)
n¢;;1<i(m@-» @_1))+n() 2 + gy + flU)—O (S114)

That is, the functional for optimization is:

+rU —€e=0 (S111)

%o o] =6 (/d:vu( Ja? 1) oy (i (n(a) VB 61)6) n va(a) Veou 1] + my=u[p] + pflU[uD 55

+§kgmavnu@w((vnn_aNy—|VU[m2—/ﬁwu%u+a</¢w@g_Q

Where € = E/N Taking the functional derivative w.r.t p of the functional above, substitution of explicit expressions
for the the disorder average of the determinant in (S93|) and appropriate perturbative expansions (S53) we get the
following equations for p:

O(k°) : ag + fox® —log(uo(z)) = 0

Y. m2_ﬂ1($)_ p—1 o (" () — o (2 u’(x) — zu/(z) P i) — (S116)
O(r'): ar + ra = 18— [Pt () <>>+m< oo, p1<>)—o.

Where we have implicitly assumed that [ po(z)u(z)dz = [ po(z)u”(xz)dz = 0 and that we are interested only in index
and energy values very close to the deterministic relation between energy and index in the unperturbed case - up to

O(k?):

n(a) — , Pi €= K2A (S117)

with A = O(1). We note here that requiring an O(k) shift would give rise to an O(1) change in o and thus would
result in O(1) negative complexity. This calculation is outside the scope of this work. Moreover, for A = O(1) there
are exactly zero critical points.

Solving these equations, along with the constraints as above, gives the following solutions:

(S118)

_ p—1 " ’ u’(z) — zu'(z) p
pa () =po(x) [— o5 1 @) e @) ( oD V- 1”(96))]

Note that the first term in gy is identical to the p; at the saddle point for the case of fixed index (see (596)). We
denote this decomposition by

pi1 k() = p k(@) + () (S119)

() = —pun(o)y [P Ly () — o () ($120)

(z) = () (“"(‘”) o), [P 1u(x>> (s121)
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The expression above is consistent with the normalisation and second moment constraints. To find y; we impose the
energy constraint (using Ulpg] = 0 and m[ug] = 0):

5+ Dy o] 4 mma ] + /U] =0 (5122)

( ) 1 3 ~ p p ~
At =1 + myzplpa k] + imezu ] + oo TUlk] +m - TUIA =0 (5123)

A + o) p(p1_1)W +myvzy (k] + /52U k]
o (S124)

et UlAl + myzuli)]

where we use the over-bar notation over functions of coordinates i.e. f(x) to denote weighed averaging w.r.t the

standard Gaussian measure po: f(x) = [f(X x)dz. Let us now evaluate the functionals m and U:
szU[/uLk] — — 1 ) _ Iu'(l‘))Q — %u/& —2zu'u + x2u'2 = %u/& —2zu'u’ + u'? + 2xu’u’
¢‘TT P P
:—Q(/@+wﬂ (S125)

n N—s
Ulprx) = —n —au'(x)) = “uvw’ — u? —uu” = —u'? S126
o 5 @ -2 ! (5126)

1
o p(p—1)
we can fix u” = 0 (by adding a quadratic term to the potential). Gathering the terms we get the expression for ~;:

o ) o) (e =) () )
Ul + meauli

Now we can substitute v; substitute it in the expression for the number of critical points (see (S97) to get:

where in the last equality we have used x?u/? = (zu’?)’ = w'? 4+ 2zu/u”, where we have used V[uo] = U2 since

(S127)

1 -1 1 (2 [l
SP(E) = lim Nln./\/a( y=30) 4 g ( ’ nm(ng[’hu} - - (’y%/idﬂ:—l— 2y / Mdm)) + O(K®) (S128)
0

N—oc0 2 Mo

where S is the complexity for index k = aN given in ((S99). We can show that:

p—1 () .- /lilil &

—nm dx S129
D nmgay ] = 0 ( )

2 _

~2 " / 112 12 12

Py (@@ | [P LT :

Ll ——Ulj] + myep[f] = + u(x = + u2 — 2 S130
1o p— 10+ myeul < (-1 p 1@ pp—-1) " p-1 po1 5180

which leads to:

P (E) = pf“V{/ﬁd +O(K%) (S131)
Further substitution of the expression for v; gives:
ﬂ%)—ﬂmff,if(@f AJL—+(@A2+0(% (S132)
a \€) = &g 92 Kg n € p— 1 n K

with e = E/N and where A is given by:

. 1 1\ — 1 1\ —
A=(————=|u"?+ <+> u'? S133
<%@—D pQ P2 p (S133)

Note that this analysis only considered critical points with an index that diverges with N, thus the maximal (or
minimal) energies where this complexity is nonzero cannot be identified as the global maxima (minima) values. This
is especially true for p > 2 where it is a known result the global maxima (minima) have a hessian spectrum which is
gapped from zero [67].
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Appendix A: Distribution of Random Fields

In [67] Lemma 1, the covariances of the field ¢, and its covariant derivatives V¢, and V2¢ at a given point were
derived for the of p-spin spherical models and are given by:

E[¢?) =N
E[(V9),, 9] = E |(V9),, (V30),,] =0
E((V6),, (V)] = Pomn "

E[6(V%0),,,] = b

-1 2
E [(V2¢> mn (V2¢> lp:| = p(pT) (6ml§np + 5mp§nl) + %67%715!17

Note that here m = 1,..., N—1 and the coordinates of the gradient and the Hessian are with respect to an orthonormal
system in the tangent space to the sphere at p.

Appendix B: N-Sphere covariant Hessian for Single Particle Potential

The covariant gradient on the sphere can be written concisely as a Euclidean gradient followed by a projection to
the sphere tangent surface:

Veyv = (IN =6 ®0) - Vpn (B1)

where we have denoted for clarity Vg~ as the covariant gradient on the sphere and Vg~ the Euclidean gradient in
RY. Also, Iy denotes the unit operator in RY and & is the radial unit vector. The covariant Hessian is a result of
two repeated applications of the covariant Hessian:

VivU=(IN—-6®6) Ve~ (IN —6®6) - VeaU) (B2)
expanding this expression we get
ViU =(In—6®6) (VanU — Vgn (6 @6 - VgaU)). (B3)
We now turn to evaluate the last term on the right hand side in (B3] for the case of single particle U:
0 Ty, OU
(Vpy (6 @6 Vpal))y; = 2— > i -

U O D on T2 0Ty,

m

0ijTm + Tj0im Ti%jTm TjTm B
Z( IR ) s ot = (B4)

m

ou . oUu 5 0*U
Zn Tn (51] Z Jm O—] a ” Z om a.%'m) Z ]m 8$ma$l

where we have used the following identity:

0 LT, (SijIm + xjéim LT Tm
. _ -9 : . B5
Oz (Zn l’%) 2n T (3, 22)° s

Now, we can write this expression in vector notation as follows:

Ven (6®6 - VanU) = —— (6 - Vpa U) In 4+ 6 @ Vs U —2(6 - VanU) 6 @ 6) + (6 @ 6) - VaxU  (B6)

1
VN
where we have used the fact that the derivative is calculated on vV NS¥~!ie > 22 = N. For the purpose of the
asymptotic calculation carried out in this work all terms of rank O (1) can be neglected. Observation of the above
expressions yields that:

VinU = VanU — (6 -VenU) Iy + M, (B7)

L
VN

where M; denotes a matrix of rank O (1).



19
Appendix C: Evaluating The Density of the Empirical Spectral Distribution of V2H = V2¢ + xV?U

Denoting by G (z) the Stieltjes transform of ps. B v.v2y, G is known to obey the following implicit formula [89]
Proposition 2:

B Vevey (o) doe %szU (i)dm
G(Z)_/z—zzg’(z)—x_/z—tzG(z)—x’ 2€Cy (C1)

where t2 = p (p — 1) and we have used the identity v vz = %szU (%) To retrieve vy2g = psc Br,v2y one employs
the inverse transform:

¥ (@) = L lim ImG (2 +ie). (C2)

T e—0t

a. Fvaluating the Free Convolution with a Small Perturbation

Here, we employ perturbation theory in  to solve the implicit equation (C1)). First we make the change of variables
s = x/k followed by the change of variables s = my2y + s with my2p denoting the expectation value of vgzy,

z—1?2G(z) —x

z—t?G (z) — ks

/ svveu () do / vyey () ds / vyey (myzy + 8') ds’ (C3)

- - 2z —12G (2) — k (myey + §')

Now we can expand the integral in a power series in k as follows:

/ U2y (Sl + msz) ds’ 1 / vy (S/ + msz) ds’'

2 —t2G (2) — k (my2y + §') - t2G(z) — kmy2y 1— ;gm 4

/8/2l/v2U (s' + my2p) ds’ + O (k°)

1 K2

= +
z—12G — Kmy2y (Z —12G — K}msz)3

where we have used the simple fact that [ s'vg2p (8" + myzy) ds’ = 0. Reordering (C1)) results in:

/{2

(z — kmyey) G —2G* — 1 = T 20)° /S/ZZ/V2U (s' + myzp)ds’ + O (k%) . (C5)
P

We solve this perturbative equation, up to order 2, by introducing the following ansatz:

z — kmyey + \/(z - ﬁmsz)2 — 4772

G () = - (Co)
where we expand the support 7" in a power series:
T? = + kT + KT + O (k7). (C7)
Substitution in the equation above results in:
T, =0
(C8)

T2 = /S/2l/v2U (S/ + szU) ds/ = VV2U'

It is seen that up to second order in x the free convolution is a slightly wider semicircle distribution with a width of
t2 + KZQVv2UI

1
vyey (2) = 116[72T+/1mv2U,2T+nmv2U] 27 (2 + K2V2y)

\/_ (x — mmvw)Q + 4 (12 + k2Vg2y). (C9)
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Appendix D: Positivity of O [f(z)] for potentials with f/(0) =0

Returning to our main model (i.e. p = 2), let us consider the physical interpretation of the system’s state in each of
the branches. We start by identifying the families of potentials which give rise to each of the branches. We consider
a general case of a confining potential given by a power series, convergent for all x € R:

u(x) = Z anz"” (D1)
n=1

O [u] for this power series is given by:

© ;anx ] = le falré/lnan +T;Bnai
+ Z Z Dy m@man (D2)
m>3n>3

where A,,, By, Dy, n > 0, and their expressions are given below. Note that, as expected, the term ay does not affect
the complexity since it corresponds to a constant function on the sphere. We draw the following conclusions from this
expression: (i) if a; = 0, then O [u] is positive (see proof in SI) and thus the total complexity is positive as well (see
4)). (ii) If the potential is linear (only ay is nonzero) then © [u] is negative and the total complexity is zero to leading
order.

Here we show that ©()[u(z)] is positive when u/(0) = 0 or equivalently a; = 0 in the Taylor expansion of u(z):

u(z) = Z anz" (D3)
n=1
Explicit integration gives

O

i anxn‘| = _az% — a1 Z Anan + Z Bnai + Z Z Dn,maman (D4)
n=1

n>3 n>3 m>3n>3

where we have denoted:

1 n
421 + ( 2 ) (b5)
1 3
B, — on=3 (5, — 9)2n2T _ 2 D
N (n=27n (n 2) (B5)
1 1
Dy VT (m — 2)m(n — 2)7’12%(7”""” D eppml (2(m +n— 3)) (D7)

with ¢, = ((=1)" + 1).
Next, we show that ©[u] > 0 for a; = 0. As the term ), ., Bya; is obviously positive it is left to show that
Y m>3 2on>3 Dnm@man > 0. Using the inequality I' (3(m+n—3)) >T (3(m—3/2))T (5(n—3/2)) we can write:

S Dttt = 33 m(m — 2n(n — 2250009, T (;(m tn— 3)) i >

m>3n>3 m>3n>3
2

> ann(n —2)22"=#/21 (;(n - 3/2)) (D8)

n>3

+ Z apn(n — 2)(—1)"2%(”73/2)11 (;(n - 3/2))

n>3

and we have the desired result.
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