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Complexity of Gaussian random fields with isotropic increments:
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Abstract

We study the landscape complexity of the Hamiltonian X (z)+ 4 |z*, where X is a smooth Gaussian
process with isotropic increments on RY. This model describes a single particle on a random potential in
statistical physics. We derive asymptotic formulas for the mean number of critical points of index k& with
critical values in an open set as the dimension N goes to infinity. In a companion paper, we provide the
same analysis without the index constraint.
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1 Introduction

This is the second part of two papers on the landscape complexity of locally isotropic Gaussian random
fields (a.k.a. Gaussian random fields with isotropic increments). In this second article, we investigate the
complexity of critical values with a given index.

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

Hy(2) = Xy (@) + Slle|?, (L1)
where p € R, ||z|| is the Euclidean norm of z, and Xy is a Gaussian random field that satisfies
1
E[(Xn (@) = X)) = ND(lle =yl?), z.y eR".

Here the function D : Ry — Ry is called the correlator (or structure) function and Ry = [0,00). The
correlator D has a representation

D(r) = / (1- eirtz)l/(dt) + Ar, r e Ry, (1.2)
(0,00)

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

2
——v(dt) < oo.
/<0,oo) 1+¢2

The case where v(0,00) = oo is called a long range correlated (LRC) Gaussian field and is the focus of this
paper. We refer the reader to [Yag87, Section 25.3] for more details on locally isotropic Gaussian fields.

In [AZ20], we considered the mean number of critical points of LRC fields. Here, we will study critical
points with given indices. To state our main results, let £ C R be a Borel set. We define

Crin (B, By) = #{x € By : VHx(z) = 0, %HN(x) € E,i(VHx(z)) = k},
Crin(E, Bx) = #{z € By : VHy/(z) = 0, %HN(J;) € E},

where i(V2Hy(x)) is the index (or number of negative eigenvalues) of the Hessian V2 Hy (x).
Throughout the paper we will consider the following extra assumptions on Xx.
Assumption I (Smoothness). The function D is four times differentiable at 0 and it satisfies

0 < |D™(0)| < oo.

Assumption IT (Pinning). We have
XN (0) =0.

These two assumptions are natural and necessary for our study on complexity; see [AZ20] for a dis-
cussion. We state our main results in two separate batches. The first set counts the average of the total
number of local minima and saddles of Hx. The second set counts the average number of local minima
and saddles of Hy with a given fixed critical value. Although the results of the first set can be essentially
recovered from the second, formulas and proofs for the first set are much clearer thus we state them sep-
arately. We hope this organization provides a gentle introduction to the reader to appreciate the second
set of results, where most of the novelty (and difficulty of the paper) resides.

The following condition is only needed when the critical value is not restricted, which simply provides
the correct scaling for domains of the random fields.

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

1
1\}im ~ logP(2n € |p|Bn/+/D'(0)) = —E <0, u#0, (1.3)
—o0
o1 _ _
1\}5{1)0 N log|Bn| =0, u=0. (1.4)

Our first main result counts the total number of critical points of a fixed index k.



Theorem 1.1. Assume Assumptions I, II, and III. Let k € Z+ = {0,1,2,...}. Then we have

2 1] 1_ =
4le/(0) _log\/ ;”(0) - §_H+Ik7 l’L#O?

log /—2D"(0) — 3 — Llog(2m) — 3 log[D'(0)] +©, =0,

where the positive constant Iy is given in (2.18).

. 1
1\;13100 N log ECrty,x (R, By) =

Remark 1.1. We will see in the proof that the sequence of constants (Ix)r>0 is strictly decreasing and
I; > 1 when p > 1/—2D"(0). When k =0 and p # 0, we have

2

7 1 ||
Jo=—F 1+ - 4)og— 10
" T 2% o)
and it follows that limy— oo % log ECrtn,0(R, Bny) = —E, which coincides with the complexity of total

number of critical points for p > /—2D"(0) obtained in [AZ20, Theorem 1.1]. When p < /—2D"(0), Iy
does not depend on k, which also includes the case u = 0.

The cases £k > 1 and k£ = 0 do not have a unified expression for Ix. The reason for this unusual
phenomenon will be more clear when we recover this theorem from the general Theorems 1.3 and 1.4.

Remark 1.2. By symmetry, one can get the complexity of critical points with index N —k for fixed k € Z.

Next, we consider the total number of critical points of diverging index k = kx. Let v € (0,1) and
k = kn a sequence of integers such that

Let sy be the vth quantile of the semicircle law, i.e.
1 [
—/ V2 —x2dx = 1. (1.5)
T2

Theorem 1.2. Assume Assumptions I, II, and III. Let kn,~y and s, be as above. Then we have

. 1
IJ%N log ECrt v,k (R, BN)

w2 | 2] 1
4D'7(0) log\/ 2D”(O) 2

log\/—2D"(0) — = — = log

Remark 1.3. In particular, the complexity of total number of critical points obtained in [AZ20, Theorem
1.1] when |u| < 4/—2D"(0) can be recovered by considering the supremum over all v € (0, 1).

In the following, we refine previous results by imposing restrictions on the location of the critical values
of Hy. More precisely, we concern the number of minima/saddles with critical values in an open set E C R
and confined to a shell By(R1, R2) = {z € RN . R < % < R»}. The shell is a natural choice, as the
isotropy assumption implies rotational invariance. To emphasize the dependence on R; and Rz, we also
write

Crtn(E, (R1, R2)) = Crtn(E, BN (R, R2)),
CI‘tN,k(LC7 (R17 RQ)) = Cl"tNyk(E7 BN(R17 Rz)) (1())

We assume Assumptions I, II, and the following technical assumption for the general theorems:
Assumption TV. For any = € R™ \ {0}, we have

allz|?

—2D"(0) > (
_4D"(0) > (cxlljszll2 +ﬂ> a||x||2 (1.8)

where o and 8 are defined in (A.1).

This assumption is rather mild, and is satisfied by e.g. the so called Thorin-Bernstein functions; see
[AZ20, Section 3| and [SSV12| for more details. The next result provides the asymptotic behavior of the
number of local minima.

+5> B, (1.7)




Theorem 1.3. Let 0 < R1 < R2 < oo and E be an open set of R. Assume Assumptions I, II, IV, and
lul + 75 > 0. Then

im - —Lrogl—an” 0V — L10g D'(0) + X
A}gnoo N log ECrtn,0(F, (R1, R2)) =5 log[—4D" (0)] 5 log D'(0) + 3

+ sup  [Yu(p,u,y) —Z (p,u,y)],

(pyu,y)EF
where F' = {(p,u,y) : p € (R1,R2),u € E,y < =2} and the functions 1. and T~ are defined in (2.10)
and (4.4) respectively.

The condition |u| + RLQ > 0 merely says Ry < oo if p = 0, which is necessary to get non-trivial
asymptotics as we saw in Assumption III. In Example 1 at the end of Section 4, we show how to recover
the k = 0 case of Theorem 1.1 from Theorem 1.3. The next result establishes the complexity of saddles
with fixed index.

Theorem 1.4. Let 0 < R1 < R2 < o and E be an open set of R. Assume Assumptions I, II, IV, and
] + %2 > 0. Then for any fized k € N,

Jim_ < log ECrt (. (a, Ry)) = %log[—élD"(O)] _ %log D'(0) + %
+max{ sup [lpuy)—kA@) s (o) =T (puy) = (k= DAW)},

(psu,y)EF (p,u,y)EF

where F = {(p,u,y) : p € (R1,Ra),u € E,y < —V/2} and the functions ¢., I, and J1 are given by
(2.10), (5.7) and (2.6), respectively.

In Example 2 at the end of Section 5, we provide details on how to recover the k > 1 cases of Theorem
1.1 from Theorem 1.4, which amounts to solving the involved optimization problem in Theorem 1.4.
Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 also show the evident difference between the cases k = 0 and k > 1, which explains
the inconsistent formulas for I in Theorem 1.1. Our last result concerns the complexity of saddles with
diverging index.
Theorem 1.5. Let 0 < R1 < Ry < oo and E be an open set of R. Assume Assumptions I, II, IV,
lul + 75 >0, and limy 00 % =y € (0,1). Then

L
NgnooN

= %1og[—4D”(O)] — %log D'(0) +

IOg ]ECI"tN,kN (E7 (R17 RQ))

+ sup ¢*(p7u787)7
R1<p<R2,u€E

N =

where the function . is given in (2.10).

Let us briefly explain the novelty of this paper and sketch our plan of attack. In part one [AZ20],
we found the conditional distribution of the Hessian as a deformation of a matrix from the Gaussian
Orthogonal Ensemble (GOE) and introduced bounds to control its dependency on the field location,
the source of the main difficulty and difference between LRC and invariant models. Here, we develop
techniques to handle the extra condition on indices, which turns out to be quite subtle. In previous papers
that dealt with complexity of saddles and local minima [ABAC13, ABA13|, fixing the index translated
directly to a large deviation estimate on fixed eigenvalues of GOE. Here, the format of the conditional
Hessian (and in particular its dependence on the field location) forces us to follow a different route. First,
we take advantage of a result of Lazutkin that relates the signature of a matrix to its principal minor.
Then the most technical part of this paper is to deal with quadratic forms of Gaussian random variables,
where the coefficients are given by the Stieltjes transform of GOE matrices with singularities on the real
line. For a fixed index, these singularities lie outside the support of semicircle distribution; this allows us
to derive various large deviation estimates. For the diverging index, since the singularity is in the support
of semicircle distribution, we rely on an identity to transfer the expectation of the singular sum to the
expectation of a single eigenvalue combined with a convexity argument.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we fix the notation and provide the proofs
of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. We deduce a variety of large deviation estimates for Gaussian quadratic forms
with singular coefficients in Section 3. This is the major technical input for analyzing the complexity of
local minima in Section 4 and the complexity of saddles with fixed index in Section 5. Finally, we derive
the complexity of saddles with diverging index in Section 6. In the Appendix, we list some facts proved



in [AZ20] and needed in this paper for the reader’s convenience and to make this version as self-contained
as possible.

Acknowledgments. Both authors would like to thank Yan Fyodorov for suggesting the study of
fields with isotropic increments and providing several references, Julian Gold for providing the reference
[Laz88]. A.A. thanks the hospitality of the International Institute of Physics where part of this work was
developed. Q.Z. thanks Jiaoyang Huang for showing him the identity (6.3).

2 Notation and proofs for Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

We basically follow the notations used in [AZ20]. Throughout, we regard a vector to be a column vector.
We write e.g. C,,,p for a constant depending on p and D which may vary from line to line. For N € N,
let us denote [N] = {1,2,..., N}. Given a,b € R, we write a V b = max{a, b} and a A b = min{a, b}. Also,
a+ =aVv0and a_ =aA0. For a vector (y1,....,yn)" € RY, we write L(y1') = + SN 6y, for its empirical
measure. Recall that an N x N matrix M in the Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble (GOE) is a symmetric

matrix with centered Gaussian entries that satisfy

14 65

N = 2y —
E(My) =0, B(M) = 2

» 1,J € [N]. (2.1)

We will simply write GOEx or GOE(N) for the matrix M. Denoting by A1 < --- < Ay the eigenvalues
of M, we write Ly = L(\Y) = % ij:l dx, for its empirical spectral measure. From time to time, we
may also use A\, to denote the kth smallest eigenvalue of GOEny1 or GOEx_1. This should be clear
from context. For a closed set F' C R, we denote by P(F') the set of probability measures with support
contained in F. We equip the space P(R) with the weak topology, which is compatible with the metric

dtu)i=sup{| [ fau= [ fav] 1fle < 10f1 <1}, v e PER), (22)

where ||f|lco and ||f]|z denote the L® norm and Lipschitz constant of f, respectively. Let B(v,d) denote
the open ball in the space P(R) with center v and radius 6 w.r.t. to the metric d given in (2.2). Similarly,
we write Bk (v,0) = Bk (v,8) N P([—K, K]) for some constant K > 0. We denote by oy the semicircle
law scaled to have support [—\/§7 \/5]

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

P(LOAY) ¢ B(0we,8)) < e V. (2.3)

In the same spirit, by [MMS14, Theorem 5|, there exist ¢1,c2 > 0 such that for any ¢ > c14/ w,
1 N 2,2
]P’( sup ‘—Zh()\i) - /h(x)asc(dx)‘ > t) < e N (2.4)
inip<t! N =

On the other hand, by the LDP of extreme eigenvalues of GOE matrices [BADG01, ABAC13|, for any
fixed k = 1,2, 3, ..., the kth smallest eigenvalue Ay satisfies an LDP with speed N and a good rate function

V2 e <
Je(@) = ki (z) = 4R VE S 2de e <oV, (2.5)
00, otherwise,
where the function Ji (z) can be explicitly computed as
1log2— tava? -2 —log(—z+ V2?2 —2), =< —V2,
Ji(z) = (2.6)
0, xr > —\/5.

In particular, writing Ay = max;c(nj |Ai| for the operator norm of GOEy, by [BADGO1, Lemma 6.3],
there exists Ny > 0 and Ko > 0 such that for K > Ko and N > Np,

P\ > K) < e VK9, (2.7)



This can also be seen directly from the LDP of A1, even though it was originally proved as a technical
input for the LDP of A\;. For a probability measure v on R, let us define

U(v,z) = / log |z — t|v(dt), U, (z) = ¥(osc, x). (2.8)
R
By calculation,

1 1 ||
U (x) = 2> — = — Zlog2 — Vy? = 2dy1{|z| > V2}
V2

- %log 27 |LE| < \/57

1 1
2 2 2.9
127 — 1 —log2 — Lz|va2 — 2 + log(|z| + Va2 — 2), |z| > V2. (2:9)

Il
—— N

2

Note that W.(z) — £~ < —1 — 1log2. We define the major part of complexity functions . (p, u,y) for
u,y € Rand p >0,

¢*(P7U:ZJ) = ¢(0507P: u, y)7

2 re o2y 2
(u— - + LB ) 22 —2D" (0
¢(V7P7U7 y) = \I/(V,ZJ) - 2D 5 D’(pé);pQ - Q‘L'LD,p(O) +10gp— 2D"(0 [D’((gz)—D’(o)P
(D(p*) — =) —2D"(0) — Do) DL
D’ (0)
2 D’ (p%)p2 ' ,
1 (u— - + 55/5=)(D'(p°) — D'(0)) 142
x (y+ — [+ E 2O 1) (2.10)
—4D"(0) D(p?) — —Fro—
By [AZ20, Lemma 5.7|, with other variables fixed we have
lim 1/’*(07 7?/) —00, lim 1/’*(P7U y) —0oQ. (211)
p—0+ ly|—o0
Let z be a standard Gaussian r.v. and ® the c.d.f. of z. For a € R;b > 0, we have
E[(a + bz)1{a + bz > 0}] —a@(g)—&- b 67% (2.12)
b us ’ .
which is strictly increasing as a increases, and
a2
E[—(a+bz)1{a + bz < 0}] = —a@(—g) + e 22 (2.13)

b V2T

which is strictly decreasing as a increases. These two functions are 1-Lipschitz convex in a. Also,

\/7b<IE| +bz |—%e —|—a(2¢>(%)— 1) < \/gb+|a|. (2.14)

Unless specified otherwise, we always assume Assumptions I and II throughout. Moreover, Assumption
IV is assumed after this section.

In the rest of this section, we prove the results for the total number of critical points with given indices.
The starting point is the Kac—Rice formula (see e.g. [AT07, Theorem 11.2.1]),

ECrtn i (E, Bn) = / E[| det V2HN(£C)|1{%HN(:C) € E,i(V?Hn(z)) = k}|[VHy(x) = 0]

X Py Hy () (0)dz, (2.15)

where py g (2)(t) is the p.d.f. of VHy(z) at t. By Lemma A.1, we have in distribution

V2Hy (z) £ \/=4D"(0)GOEN — ( %(O)Z—M)IN

where Z is a standard Gaussian variable independent of GOExy. When E = R, there is no restriction
on the critical value. And thanks to the independence of VHy and V2HN7 the above representation
of V2Hy(z) as a GOE matrix shifted by an independent scalar matrix is good enough for asymptotic
analysis. Indeed, together with large deviation principles, it is sufficient to result in the high dimensional
limits. This strategy is by far standard after it was developed in [ABAC13|.



Proof of Theorem 1.1. The Kac—Rice formula in the current setting simplifies to

ECrtn (R, By) = /B E[| det V?Hy (2)|1{i(V>Hn (2)) = k}|pv sy (2 (0)da.
N
A direct application of Lemma 3.3 in [ABAC13]| gives us
\/m/‘kk«#l
IECI‘tN,k(]R7 BN) = N——J:lEGOE(N+1)6 VvV —DP() s (2.1())

where

V2[—4D" (0)]N/ 2 (&L ) (N +1)
Cn = JANN/2 Nm?2 ‘i‘N P(zn € |u[Bn/+/D'(0)), p#0,
N7 val-ap” )V (Y (V1) By | 0
\/;NN/Q(QW)N/QD/(O)N/Q ’ H =Y,

(2.17)

whose asymptotics is given by the Stirling’s formula and Assumption III. Let

o(z) = L B
=-3 o0

Since ¢ is bounded above, by (2.5) and Varadhan’s Lemma,

.o 1
sup ¢(z) — Jr+1(z) < liminf — log IEGOE(NH)e(NH)d)(’\k“)
zER N—ooco N

1
< limsup — log IEGOE(NH)e(NH)d)(’\k“) <sup¢(z) — Jpt1(x).
N —o0 N z€R

Let I = sup,cp[¢(x) — Jr+1(z)]. Then

N 0
T =9 ¢(0) = Ji(w0), p > /—2D"(0),k =0, (2.18)
(k) — Jor1(Tx), > JT”(OL kE>1,

where
i —D7(0) p— (k+1)\/i7 — D (Ok(k+2)
To = — — , Tk = .
°T T2 /D"(0) 0 g k(k +2)\/—D"(0)
A combination of these observations with Lemma A.4 is enough to obtain the result. O

Remark 2.1. Clearly x¢ < —+/2. One can check that zr < —v/2 if and only if
2

[k(k +2)$ﬁ(0)

—k:(k:+2)]2 >0,

which indeed holds for k > 1. Since ¢(x) — Jit1(z) < ¢(x) — Jx(x) for any x < —/2, we see that Iy, is
strictly decreasing in k and I > 1 when p > /—2D"(0). Observe also that zo and zj in (2.18) have
different expressions. The reason for different formats of local minima and saddles will become clear in
Sections 4 and 5.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The main ingredient of the proof is the LDP for the empirical spectral measure of
GOE matrices (2.3). By Lemma A .4, it suffices to obtain the asymptotics of

EGOE(N+1)6(N+1)¢(A’€+1)-

As a consequence of (2.3), we have for each £ > 0,
P([Ais1 — 54| > €) < e VHD? (2.19)

for some ¢ = ¢(v,¢). Therefore,

EGOE(N+1)€(N+1)¢(>%+1)



(NF1)6Ohs1) WD o (N41)?
< Ecorw+pe U Akt € [sy — e, 5y +He]} +e72D70

(N+1)u?
< NHDsUp, _ecocaye @) o Sarey —e (N

On the other hand,

Egorvine N TR > Baopnv e MR N € [y — &8, + e}

> e(N‘Fl)infs’yfsSmSS—y#»s ¢>(z)]p(|)\k+1 _ 8’Y| < 5)'

It follows that

i im inf (N+1)é(Api1)
< — k41
57*5ﬁlgisv+s d)(l’) - l}\IfILIilof N log EGOE(N+1)6
1
< limsup N log EGOE(N+1)€(N+1)¢()‘IC+1) < sup b(z).
Voo sy—e<z<sy+te

By the continuity of ¢, sending ¢ — 0+ we see that

(N+1)p(Aet1) &

. 1
lim —logEcorw+1e 5v)s

N — oo

which ends the proof of the theorem. O

3 Large deviations for singular Gaussian quadratic forms

3.1 Reduction to large deviation estimates
From now on, we consider the domain By to be a shell By (R1, R2) = {z € RN : R, < Hf—% < R2}, where

rllzll?y N g
0 < Ri < Rz <o00. By Lemma A.1, Y := HAI’V(””) e )]%b:,(loa)c"alHN(m) is independent of VHny(z).

Thanks to (A.5) and (A.7), by conditioning and recalling the notation (1.6), we can rewrite the Kac—Rice
representation (2.15) as

ECrtn(E, (R1, Rz2))

_ /B /EEH det V2 H ()| 1{i(V? Hy (2))} = K|Y = ulpwsy o) (0P(Y € du)de

p:M Ro 1 _ (“*7’7‘2)/)2
N SN,lN(N’”/z/ /E[|detG|1{i(G) - e %
R, JE 2moy
1 T .
(2m)N/2 D/ (0)N/2 e 21O pT dudp. (3.1)

27rN/2

Here Sy—1 = TN is the area of N — 1 dimensional unit sphere, G depends on u implicitly. Note that

lim - log(Sy 1 N>70) = L 1og(2
im_ - log(S 1V T = Llog(2m) +

N—o0

%. (3.2)

Enumerate the eigenvalues of G and G.x as (A\j(G))1<j<n and (Aj(Gsx))1<j<n—1 in ascending manner.
By the interlacement property, for all j € {1,..., N — 1},

A (G) < Xj(Gax) < Xj11(G). (3.3)
For k > 1, we have
{i(G) = k} C {i(Gsx) = k — 1} U {i(Gsv) = k}.

The following result of Lazutkin [Laz88| relates the signature of a matrix and that of a principal minor.
Recall that the signature of a symmetric matrix is the number of positive eigenvalues minus that of negative
eigenvalues.



Lemma 3.1 (|Laz88, Equation 2|). Let S be a symmetric block matriz, and write its inverse S~ in block
form with the same block structure:

(A B (A B
S = <BT C) ) S - <(B/)T Cl .
Then, sgn(S) = sgn(A) + sgn(C’), with sgn(M) denoting the signature of the matriz M.
Recall 2] = 0121 — 0222 +ma, 25 = (0222 + ”‘ﬁz?’ —ma2)/+/—4D"(0) as in (A.5). To save space, let
us write the Schur complement of G, as
¢=((=1,25) = 21 — € GLE, (3.4)

where

C(r,s) =1 — [—4D"(0)]’1/2<£, (, / %GOEN,1 - sIN,1)71£>. (3.5)

Remark 3.1. The variable ¢ will be pivotal in the following analysis. Recalling the block matrix representa-
tion (A.5) of G and applying Lemma 3.1 in our setting, G~* can be expressed in block form, with (G™1)1;
given by % so that the index of G is equal to the index of G.. exactly when ¢ = 2| — (£, (Gix)71€) > 0.
In other words, for k > 1,

{i(G) =k} ={i(Gss) =k, > 0} U {i(Gss) =k —1,{ < 0}, (3.6)
and for k =0,
{i(G) =0} = {i(G+«x) = 0,¢ > 0}. (3.7)

Substituting (3.6) into the Kac-Rice formula (3.1), we have

Ro
ECrty . (E, (R1, R2)) = SN,1N<N*”/2/ / E[| det G|(1{i(G+x) = k,{ > 0}
Rq E

o 1 lgmen 1 LT
1{i(Gus) = k — 1, 0})]|—— i — ¢ 2D'(0) ““dudp. 3.8
+ 1{i(G+) ¢ <0})] 27mye Y (QW)N/QDr(O)N/ze P udp (3.8)

Since Crtnx(E,Bny) < Crtn(E, Bn), by Lemmas B.1 and B.2 we may assume E to be compact and
Ry < 00. Let us define

k = " e 7 =
1 (E’(R“R”)‘/Rl /EEnd CGIL{i(Gun) = k,C > 0)]

(u—my)? 2 2
T 202 — e
e Y e 2D’(0)

N-—-1
dud
Varoy  @mNEDIo)NP

k = " e 7 =k -
I (E7(R17R2))_/Rl /EIE[|dtG|1{ (Gu) =k —1,¢ < 0}]

_ (u—my)?  Nu2p?
e 2aY e 2D’(0)

famoy  (2m)N/2D/(0)N/2 p

If k = 0, we understand {i(G..) = k —1,¢{ < 0} = § and IT° = 0. Using the Schur complement formula,
we have

N1 dudp. (3.9)

det G = det(Gy) (21 — ETGLE). (3.10)

Let us write
Q=Q(zh) =£'GLE
so that ¢ = 2] — Q(25). Recall that A1 < A2 <

< -+. < An—1 denote the ordered eigenvalues of GOEn_1.
Using the representation (A.6),

/ // = /2 _DN N Zz
Q) = 4D )] 3 Py ey
=1 i=1 N

N 12 1/2). _ 5’
T/)‘_ZS /)\z 23



where ¢ = V¢ and Z;’s are independent standard Gaussian random variables. Since ¢’ is independent of

S\i’s, the last < follows by applying a random permutation (depending on S\i’s) to &’. For convenience,

we regard 4/ %”(O)Zi = ¢,. By convention, A\g = —co. A direct calculation yields that the conditional
distribution of 2} given z5 = y is given by

b2
21|25 :yNN(E,N), (3.11)
where

_ 03(/ZAD7 )y + mo)

ol + —O‘f\fz
2 D’ 2y 2
—2D" (0)ap?(u — #5~ + %) afp’u

(=2D"(0) — B2)4/ D(p?) — 22 —2b"(0) ~ 2

- (—2DN(0) _ ,32 _ Oé,sz) —4D”(O)y

—2D"(0) — 32 ’
b? o2 o5 _ —4D"(0) . 2D" (0)a?p*
e Y 7 N N(—2D"(0) — 82)’

Using (3.10), (3.11), (2.12) and by conditioning, we have

E[| det G|1{i(Gys) = k, ¢ > 0] = E(| det Gus ||z} — €TGLt€[1{i(Gur) = k,C > 0})

= [-4D" () T Bl det(X o) 2GO0BN 1 — I 1)1 < ()5 < M)
E(|2} — Q(z5)[1{2} — Q(=4) > 0}AY 1, 24,€)]

1oy N1 N -1 N
= [-4D"(0)] 2 /E[|det((T)l/2GOEN71 —yIn-1)[1H{ e < (m)lmy < A1}
R

dy, (3.12)

i N(y/=4D" (0)y+m3)?
Nan b ,ﬁ —4ND (O)exp{_ 2( QDN(O)?iBQ)Q }
(an®(YN) + e )]
b 27N V21 (=2D"(0) — 3?)
where
av =an(p,u,y) =3 —Q(y). (3.13)

For any « € R and b > 0, using ’'Hospital’s rule,

. 1 VNz b _na? (z-)?
— 2 = — -
Nm 3 los (m( p )t Ner A ) 202 (3.14)
where we recall the notation z— = 2 A 0. We want to replace Q(y) with a deterministic quantity in the

large N limit.
Let R = RU {—00,+00} be the extended real numbers.

Lemma 3.2. Let h : R — R be a measurable function that is bounded and continuous on an open set

D [—\/5, \/5] Then for any fivred £ = 1,2,... and any deterministic sequence On — 1, we have almost

surely
N—

ngnooN Z (On i) / h(x)ose(d),

and
N—1

. 1 2
lim N_1 h(OnX)Z; = /h(m)asc(dm).

N— o0 —
i=£

Proof. Let [—v/2,v2] C (—=K,K’) be a neighborhood such that h(zx) is bounded and continuous for
z € [-K,K']. Let
h(z), if —K<z<K
h(z) = ¢ H(K'), ifzx>K/,
h(—K), otherwise.

10



Since B(m) is a bounded continuous function on R, by the semicircle law, we have almost surely
| N=n 1 Nz A
lim = > h(A) = lim Z; h(\i) = /h(x)asc(dx) = /h(:c)asc(d:c).

N—oo —1 4 y N—oco N —
i=

On the other hand, using the LDP of the extreme eigenvalues of GOE (2.5), for any € > 0, by continuity
we have for all N large enough,

(’N Z[h h(ON)\i)]’ > 5)
<P < =05 K) +P(An_1 > O3 K') < e Nx o Nk

where Jk is an absolute constant depending on K. By the Borel-Cantelli lemma, we have almost surely
. 1 o
Jim N_1 Z [A(Ai) = h(On Ai)] = 0,

and the first assertion follows. For the second one, using the Bernstein inequality for the subexponential
variables Z2 — 1 and by conditioning,

N—-1
1 ’
4 — < <
P(’N 1 :EZ h 91\7)\ Z 1)‘ > g, K OnAe < ONAN K)

< 2Eqor(v-1) [1{—K <OnAe < OnAn-1 < K'}
. 1)%e2 (N —
xeXp(—cmln{ZN lth)\)g max,<;<n— 1|h0N)\ |})]

—1)e? (N = 1)
[E—— })

<2exp(—cm {

It follows that for N large enough

N—-1
L 2 —1 —1 7t
. N < B )
P(‘N— 1 ; h(On i) (Zi 1)‘ > 5) SPA <=0y K)+P(An-1 >0y K)

+]P’(’— h(Ox ) (22 — 1)‘ > e, —K < OnAe < OnAn_1 < K’)

< 3e N

— )

for some constant ¢ = c(e, ¢, K, K’, ||fz||oo) The proof is completed by using the Borel-Cantelli lemma
again. O

Let us fix y < —v/2. Then hy(z) = ﬁ is a bounded continuous function on [%(y — v/2),2] whose

interior contains [—v/2, v/2]. Recall that the Stieltjes transform of the semicircle law is defined as

V2o
m(:) = [ Gulde) = 2~ /3, z< V3.
,\/§ xr — z

Here we have chosen the branch of square root /w > 0 for any w > 0 so that m(z) ~ —% as z — —00.

By Lemma 3.2 with 0y = (%)1/2, we have limy 00 Q(y) = v/ —D"(0)m(y) almost surely. Recalling a
as in (3.11), let us define

1 —2D" (0)ap? (u — 48 + LLe" )
a=a(p,uy) =a—/-D'O)m(y) = —— .
—2D (0)—,82( D(p?) — Dg/(()))p
+aBp’n — (—2D"(0) = B = aBp’) /=AD" (O)y) — V=D"(0)m(y). (3.15)

11



Observe that the coefficient of w in a is negative7 thus a < 0 for large u > 0 and a > 0 for small u < 0.
However, we cannot replace Q(y) with \/—D’”(0)m(y) directly due to the lack of good concentration. In
fact, E[Q(y)] is not even finite. In some sense, all the argument below is meant to resolve this issue.
The correct quantity to replace Q(y) turns out to involve the semicircle and chi-square distributions in a
twisted way. Intuitively, a is approximately the mean of 2z} conditioning on z3, and the sign of a determines
whether we should use the left or the right tail of the conditional distribution. We also remark that the
factor (%)1/ 2 barely affects our analysis below.

We consider a Lipschitz approximation of f(z) = %ﬂ Fix § € (0,—v2 — y] and define a Lipschitz
function

L ifz>y+4,

z—y’
fyo(x) = 54, ify<z<y+d,
0, otherwise.
We have for z > y,
1 1
——1{x > 0} < < 3.16
e 2y 46} < fua(@) € . (3.16)

and [ fys(z)osc(dz) = m(y).
Let h : R — R, be a nonnegative bounded Lipschitz function which is strictly decreasing on [—+v/2, v/2].

By Lemma 3.2, for every t > —m, we have almost surely
N— N-1y
1\}5an—12 TN- 125 g(l+2h(2)1)
i=0 i=

= t/ h(x)osc(dz) — % /log[l + 2h(z)t]osc(dz).

Let us define

(3.17)

At h) = t [ h(x)osc(dz) — § [log[l + 2h(x)t]owe(dx), if t > —gr—,
’ +o0, otherwise.

Ifo>t¢> there exists ¢ € (0, 1) such that

1
2[hlloo ?

/log[l + 2h(z)t)osc (dz) > / T —2kh2(h2 3 Osc(dx) / HhHoo — )osc(dx) > —o0,

we see A(t; h) < oo for all ¢ > . Let

1
2[hlleo

A (s;h) = Sttelkg[ts — A(t; h)]

be the Fenchel-Legendre transform of A. Fix £ € N. For ¢t € R, we define
An(t; h, 0) :t/h( Yosc(dz) + log Ee™ LN RN )Z2

Lemma 3.3. Let h: R — Ry be a nonnegative bounded Lipschitz function which is strictly decreasing on
[—\/§7 \/5] Then

1. For any real number t # A(t;h) = imy oo ﬁAN(Nt; h,£) as extended real number.

1
2l 7

2. A(t; h) is differentiable for ¢ > —m

3. For any A'(—m—i—; h) < s < [ h(z)osc(dz) there is a unique 75 > —ﬁ such that N (7s; ) =s
and N*(s;h) = sts — A(7s; h). Here A’(—m-ﬂh) is the right limit of A'(t;h) at t = —m.
Moreover, for any t # s, 7s(t — s) + A*(s;h) < A*(¢t;h), i.e., any such s is an exposed point. For
Soo = f h(z)osc(dz), A" (Soc;h) = limt—s oo Soct — A(E; h).

Proof. For item 1, using the moment generating function of chi-square distribution with conditioning, we
find for ¢ > —m7

N-1

logEexp ( 1 Z log[1 + 2h(A Z)t])

=L

1 Nt
AN (NE b ) = o /h(:c)asc(d:c)+

12



Note that log[l + h(x)t] is a bounded Lipschitz function in z. By (2.4), there exists a constant ¢ =
c(h,t,£€) > 0 such that for N large,

(‘N Z log[L + 2h(Xi)t] — /log[l +2h(x)t]05c(dx)‘ > N’l/“) <e N

Let
N-1

Qn = {|ﬁ Z log[l + Qh()\i)t] — /log[l + Qh(l’)t]USC(dxﬂ < N71/4}
i=£

be the event with overwhelming probability. Since

-1

lim sup log Elog, exp ( - = log[1 + 2h(A 1)t])
N —o0 N i—t
. N — D[[pfloct— 3/2
<1 1 [( —cN i| = —00,
SN N TP T 2||Aloct— ¢ >

it follows that

lim
N —o0

N-1
1 1
— log E exp ( -3 ; log[1 + 2h()\i)t])

1 _N_1gg -
1o (e SL1[ log[142h() t]ose (dz)+O(N 1/4)]]1»(91\,))

= _% /log[l + 2h(z)t]osc(dx)

and we have limn_ o0 ﬁAN(Nt; h,€) = A(t; h) for t >
find yo € R such that 1+ 2h(yo)t < 0. It follows that

1 1 -
— 3= For t < — AT by continuity we may

N-1

1
E E 1+ 2n()gz ~

because the joint density of eigenvalues does not vanish in a neighborhood of (3o, yo, ..., o) € RV 7%,
For items 2 and 3, by the dominate convergence theorem,

' h(z)
AN(th)= [ h sc(dx) — | ——F—0s(d
(1) = [ h@)eclds) = [ g onlda)
is strictly increasing and continuous in ¢ such that A'(t;h) < 0 for ¢ < 0, A'(0;h) = 0 and
limg s oo A fh x)osc(dz). Tt follows that for any A’(—W%—;h) < s < [h(z)osc(dz) there

is a unique Ts > — W such that A’(7s; h) = s. Therefore,

A*(s;h) = s1s — A(7s; ).
If s = [ h(x)osc(dz), the function ¢ — st — A(t; h) is strictly increasing and we have
A (s;h) = tgnolo st — A(t; h).
The assertion on exposed points is just [DZ98, Lemma 2.3.9(b)]. d

Let us define

Rt h) — i 1 t )
A(t; h) = limsup N log E exp [t/h(:c)asc (d=) Z h(A Zl],

N— o0

A*(s;h) = ilelkl?{st —A(t;h)}.

By Lemma 3.3, A(t; h) = A(t; h) for t # —WA Since for 1 < t2,

t1 / h(z)osc(dz) + lim sup % log E[e ™" boiry hui)z?]

N —oco
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>t /h(:c)asc(d:c) —|—hmsupN10gE[e t2 21" B 2] i,
N—oco

sending t2 — t1+, we deduce that for any t, A(t;h) > A(t+;h) = A(t+;h). It follows together with
continuity that for any s € R,

Nlsh)= sup  {st = Al )} =A"(sh), (3.15)
>~ 3hlTes
and thus
oo, s> [ h(z)os ( )
lim 00 st — A(t; h), s= [h(z)o
A (s;h) = STStjA(TS;h)y( ) A( f“1 . h) < s < [ h(e)ow(da), (3.19)
—amis — A s SN (—ampm+ih)-

We will mainly consider the case h = f, s for y < —v/2 and § € (0, —/2 — y]. In particular,

19 1 _V2+y

—orr T = 5 AMy+6;fys) <oo,
2 ysllee 2 ! S, —valle 2

Note also that A*(s; fy,s) does not depend on § > 0 if s > 0. For simplicity, we will write A*(s;y) =
A (83 fy —vay)

3.2 Left tail of Q(y)
We first consider the right tail of ay, or the left tail of Q(y). Sometimes the right tail of Q(y) will also be

obtained as a by-product.
Proposition 3.4. For any fited { €N, y < —v2,0< 6 < =2 —y, and A(=3+; fy.5) < s < s’ <m(y),

z€[s,s’]

N—
hm Nlog]P( z:: \i)ZE < m(y) — ): — inf A"(z; fy,e)-

In particular, for 0 < s < s’ < m(y),

hm LN log]P’( Z Z <m(y) — 5) = —A"(s3 fy.0)-

=L

Proof This is a consequence of the Gértner—Ellis theorem applying to the random variables m(y) —
~ Z ' fu.5(Ni)(Z7). Indeed, with Lemma 3.3 and (3.18) we deduce from [DZ98, Theorem 4.5.3] the
upper bound for compact sets

limsup%logP(m(y) - = Z fu.s(N)ZE € s, s]) < — inf A%(z; fy6)-

N—o00 zE[s,s’]

This also implies that this sequence of random variables is exponentially tight as shown in the proof of
[DZ98, Theorem 2.3.6]. By Lemma 3.3, every = € (s,s’) is an exposed point of A* with an exposing
hyperplane 7, for which A(7z; fy,s) = imy— oo %AN(NT,C; fy,5) and A(V2Tz; fy,s) < 0o for some v, > 1, it
follows from [DZ98, Theorem 4.5.20] that

hmlnf—logP( ——Zf% 077 € s, 5])2— inf A"(x; fy,6)-

z€(s,s’)

Since A'(0; fy,6) = 0 and A'(L; fy,s) is strictly increasing, we see that A*(0; fy.5) = 0. But A*(:; fy.s) is
nonnegative and convex, we have

inf A"(x;fys) = inf A"(z;fys)

z€E(s,s’) z€([s,s’]

and the first assertion follows. If s > 0, then infy e[ 1) A™ (25 fy,5) = A" (s; fy,6)- |
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z2

. Let us
Ai—y

Fix k,¢ € N. We will need to deal with the joint probability involving A; and % Zi.v:;l
write

N-1
t
An(t1, t2;6) = log Eexp {tl,\j — =Y frs()Z +t2m(y)}, t1,t2 €R,
=4

]\(tl,tz;(S) = lim sup i/"\1\7(]\/351,]\/vtz;5),
Nooo IV

]\*(51752;5) = sup [Sltz + Sata — ]\(tl,tz;d)].
(t1,t2)ER2

Lemma 3.5. For si,s2 € R, ~
A*(Sl,SQ;(S) = le(Sl) + A*(Sz;fy’(;).
Ify < —V2,N (=%+; fy.6) < s <m(y), then (y',s) is an exposed point of AF.

Proof. Using the tail probability estimate of A1 (2.7),
P(\; < —K) <P\ < —K) < e s(N-DK?

for K large enough. If t; < 0, we may take in particular K > 10|t1] so that

e MNEEHIR(N; € [< (i + 1)K, —iK])

NgE

EetN1{)\; < —K} <
1

.
Il

efthK(i+1)7é(N—1)i2K2 <2

&

@
Il
-

It follows that

lim sup % log Ee''N* < lim sup % logle "“NEP(); > —K) + B 1{)\; < —K}] < |t1|K.

N — oo N — oo

Similar estimates hold for ¢; > 0 as well. This verifies Varadhan’s lemma [DZ98, Theorem 4.3.1] and thus

o1 Ntih; _ .
1\}5%0 N log Ee = ilé%[tlm jJi(x)].

For t1 € Rt > —%, by conditioning and (2.4) as before,

N-1
1
An(t1,t2; ) = tam(y) + log E exp {tl)\j ~oN Z log[1 + 2t2fy,5()\i)]}
i=0
_ 1 ~1/4
=tom(y) + log |Elq, expqt1A; — 5 log[l + 2t2 fy,6(2)]osc(dz) + O(N™/7)
| Nl
+ Elgg, exp {tl)\j ~ 3N ; log[1 + 2t2fy’5()\i)]}]

where Ox = {13 52V 3 logll + 2f500)t] — [ logll + 2fy.s(0)taloe(da)]| < N1} and B©Q%) <
6*6(t2»5)yvk)N3/2. From here we deduce that for ¢t; € R, t2 > —g,

f\(thtz; d) = tam(y) — % /log[l + 2ta fy.5(x)]osc(dx) + sup[tiz — jJi (2)],

zER

and A(tl7 t2;9) = +oo for t2 < —g. By the duality lemma [DZ98, Lemma 4.5.8],
A*(s1,52;6) = jTi(s1) + A" (23 fy.6)-

Here is a subtlety that is worth more explanation following the same idea as for (3.19) in one variable.
For general 0 < § < —v/2 — v, one has A(ty, —%;5) > A(ta, —g—|—; 0) and the two sides may not be equal.
Hence A*(s1, s2;0) does not depend on A(ty, —2:6) and is instead determined by A(tz; fy,s) for ta > —3.

Since A(te; fy,s) is right continuous at t2 = —g, A*(s2; fy,s) yields the correct formula for A* (s1,82;0).
By Lemma 3.3 and [DZ98, Lemma 2.3.9], if y' < —v/2, A'(=3+; f,5) < s < m(y), then (y/,s) is an
exposed points for A*. O
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Proposition 3.6. Let y < —v2 and 0 < § < —/2 —y. Fiz k,{ € N. Then for any closed set B and
xr < _\/57

N-1
1 1 *
limsup = IOgP()\k <z, miy) -+ > fys(N)ZE € B) < —kJi(x) — inf A7(s; fy.6)-

N— oo i—t

Moreover, if 0 < s < m(y),
N-—
lim inf = 1o P(h <, m( Z 0ZE > 5) = —kJi(x) = A" (s: fy)
e g kST, a 2 1 3 Jy,8)-

Proof. 1. For t > —%, let Qn = {|% Zfi}l log[1 + 2fy,6(Ni)t] — flog[l + 2fy,s(z)t]osc(dx)| < N71/4}. By

(2.4), there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(y, 9, £,t) > 0 such that for N large, we have P(Q%) < e=¥?  Since
Z;’s are independent of A;’s, by an argument similar to that of Lemma 3.3 with conditioning, we have for
all w and any —g <t<O0,

P(Ak<x m( NE: Z<w)

< e N WIE (10 < ) H (1+2t£,,500)) )
=4

< oMo (o (el sl N DBy < 4 ) 4 B B(OR,)

< e NIHw=m)+3 [loa[142f, 5 () tlosc(dn) =N APy o )y o wiEr —NHw—mu)]—eN?/?

By Lemma 3.3, A(t; fy,5) > 0 for all ¢, if w <0, then

Nwify) = sup {ut—m)es g [ loglt + 21, 5(@)onldn) ).

)
—$<t<o0

Using the LDP of i, sending N — oo and then optimizing in ¢, for w < 0 we find

N—
lim sup 1 logIP’()\;c <z,m(y) — 1 Z fus(N)ZE < w) < —kJi(z) — sup {wt— At fy,5)}
Nooo N N =t —4<t<0

= —kJi(x) — A" (w; fy,5).

Since A" (w; fy,5) > 0 is convex and A™(0; fy,5) = 0, A" (w; fy,6) = infs<w A*(S; fy,5). We have proved the
lemma for B = (—oo,w] and w < 0. The case B = [w,o0) and w > 0 can be proved in a similar way with
t > 0. The argument for general closed B is standard.

2. By Lemma 3.5, every (2/,s) is an exposed point of A* for 2’ < z, A(—3+; f,5) < s < s’ < m(y).
Using the abstract Géartner—Ellis theorem [DZ98, Theorem 4.5.20| again,

[

hmlnf—log]I’)()\k <z, m( ny(s Z >s)

> inf [kJi(z") + A" (s"; fy,a)]

z/<z,s<s’<m(y)

and the second claim follows from the monotonicity and continuity of J; and A*. O

3.3 Right tail of Q(y)

The right tail of Q(y) is more involved compared to the left tail as A is not steep and s is not an exposed
point for s < A’'(—2+; f,.5). We also need some sort of uniform estimates on the (upper bound of) tail
probability. Recall that we write A*(s;y) = A"(s; f, _5_,)-

16



Proposition 3.7. Fiz k,{ € N, y < —/2 and 6 > 0 such that y + 6 < —v/2. For any y1 < —v/2 and
s < 0, we have

. 1 *
lim sup N log sup ]P()\[ <y, — Z furs(ON)Z7 —m(y) > —s) < —0Ji(y1) — A*(s;y).

N—o0 y'<y

Moreover, if y < y2 < —V/2 and £J1(y1) < kJi(y2), we have for s < m(y),

N-1 2
o1 Z; "
1}\I]Iiglofﬁ log]P()\e <Y1, Ak > Y2, — N Z x - m(y) > —8) > —LJi(y1) — A" (s=;y).
Proof. 1. To get the uniform estimate, let
%,yv if z 2 _\/57
Fron@ =3 7 (3 + 25 )@+ VD) + —h=, iy +5<e< V2,
fyr6(2), z <y +9,

and g( )= FyronT ) fy—v3- y( z),z € R. Morally speaking, f,/ s, is a bridge to go from the function
(y' +6,%) and (—V/2, ﬁ) with straight line. Clearly,

V2
fy/’(;,y(m) > fyrs(x ) for all z € R and g is supported in [y, —v/2] such that 0 < g(z) < %. For any € > 0,

P <y 5 wa )22 = m(y) - s)
1 N—-1
<P(Ne <y Doy vas, () + 90022 = m(y) - )
i=k

—1
< P()\g <y Z Fyvay(A)Z2 > m(y) — s —5) +]P><)\e Sy 9z > s).

By Proposition 3.6 and continuity,

N-1

— < 2> —5— )<— — A" (s;y).
hsrri%liph]r;ljlloleogP()\e y17Nny7\/_ JADZE > m(y) —s —e) < —LTi(y1) — A (s;9)

For € > 0, we take v = (e, ) > 0 such that

55 65 *0
5(7 ~log =~ —1) > 10A"(s;y) + 10.

Since limy 0o 2 = v, by LDP of empirical measures of GOE as in (2.19), we may find ¢ = ¢(y) > 0

N
such that P(Ajyn) < S”;ﬁ) < e M where s is the quantile with ow.([—v/2,s,]) = . It follows that

uniformly for v’ <y,

2 -2
]P()\g<y17N Z )22 >5) <P()\g<y17N ZZ 10\ < —V2) > b, AHN]<T)
1 — 2 S —\/5
+P(Ae <y~ §_: ZPN € —VE} 2 de A 2 )
[vN]
Sy — \/5 2
<P(Aom < 252) + P < Z Z? > be).
By Cramer’s Theorem and the LDP for Ay,
[vNV]
1 2 1 /e oe
il <y, — 2> 6e) < — — (= —log = —1).
hz{rnjllop N log]P()\e v N Z Z; > 65) < —4Ji(y1) 2( log S 1)
i=k v
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From here the upper bound follows.
2. For the lower bound, we take advantage of an idea in [BGRI7]. If m(y) > s > so :=

A'(@—i—;f —v3—y)s by Lemma 3.5, (y1,s) and (yz,s) are exposed points of A*. Using [DZ98, The-
orem 4.5.20],

o1
lﬁl&fﬁlogP(Ag <y, — Z Ty vzl N)Z7 —m(y) > —s) > —LJi(y1) — inf  A*(s5y),

sp<s’'<s

N— o0

. 1 1 2 . w1
hmsupN log]P’()\;c <2, N Z:k foviy(Mi)Zi —m(y) > —s) < —kJi(y2) — Sl,nSfSA (s y).
Since ¢J1(y1) < kJi(y2) and observing that
N—-1 2

1 Z
< _ 1
P()\giy17)\k>y2 NZ:)\Z—:U

—m(y) = -s)

> P(M < yl,% Z fy vy ZE —m(y) > —S)
=k

N-1
- P()\k < yz,% Z fy—vayN)ZE —m(y) > —5)7
i=k

the assertion follows. Now assume s < sg. For € > 0, by independence,

N-1
ZZ

1[J>(Ae<yl7,\k>y27]\,ZA —m(y)z—s)
N-1 2 2
1 7 72
>P(— t - > —s0 — — > A < —V2 e <
SV P vy m(y) > —so — ¢, Ny —g) > Stoote 1 << V2 +e, z_y1)
1~z
ZP( )\_i —m(y) > —so — ¢, y2<)\k§—\/§+57)\£§y1)
i=k+1 g Y
Zi
P([————— > —-s+so+¢
(N(_\/i+g_ )— 0 )
[]P’()\e<y1, Z fy—vayl( )Ziz—m(y)z—so—s)—P(Ak>—\/§—|—6)
1=k+1
Z2
—]P()\ < yo, A)Z2 —my) > —s —5)]P<—k>—s+s —1—5).
L= 1;1‘)‘.' vy () ) 2 ~e0 N(—V2+e—y) ~ 0

Since sp + ¢ is an exposed point, using the LDP for A\, and the Géartner—Ellis theorem again,

N-1 2
o1 1 VA
lip nf 108

—m(y) > —s0 — ¢, y2<)\k§—\/§+€,)\e§y1)

> —LJi(y1) — A" (s0 + €5 9).

Using the tail probability asymptotic estimates for standard Gaussian,

zZ; 1
hmlnf lo ]P’(—k>—s+s —|—5)>—— —s+s0+¢e)(—V2+¢e—1).
inf sy los (g ey 2 0t e) 2 5t e y)
It follows from continuity that
N-1 2
1 Z;
— < — 2 — >
légélifhmmleogP()\g Y1, Ak >y2,N ; py— m(y) > s)
1 * 2+ 24

2 5(_3+50)(\/§+y)—4J1(y1)—A (s0;9) = =41 (y1) — (\/_2 ) A(\/_z . Z/)



= —LLi(y1) = A (s;9).
Here we used the fact that A*(s;y) = (‘/EQi)S —A( f“’,y) for s < so. d

Let us compute A*(s; fy,5) for y < —v/2 and 6 € (0, —v/2 — y]. In this case, we have || f, s]lcc = 3 and
for t > —g5, A'(=5+; fy.s) <5 <m(y),

A(E fuo) = m)t = 23 (0 = 20)° — 597 — SuV/? 2+ 2 (y — 20/ Ty — 207 — 2
+ log (2t — y—l-\/y—T — log( y-&-\/y——7
N(t; fy0) = m(y) —m(y —20) = =20+ /(y = 26)2 =2 = V/y? — 2,
. ] +2s\/y2——2 _32—|—23\/y2——2
Si—4(s+y+\/y2——2)7 A(m(y) —s)

. 1 s 1 S\ _ 1 ! DL
A" (s; fy.0) = _§82 - 2m(y) D) log (1 - m(y)) - (4m(y)2 a 5)52 +nz:; 2nm(y)"’

From Proposition 3.7, it should be transparent that the case § = —v/2 — y will play a special role in the
following. In particular, A'(@—&—; )= V2 —y— 2 2.

Remark 3.2. All these calculations are made for fixed y < —v/2 and 0 < § < —/2 — y. Later on, we may
need the boundary behavior as § | 0 or as y T —v/2 which forces § | 0. We observe that the functions are
unchanged whenever the variables remain fixed and well-defined as ¢ | 0. By continuity and (3.19),

n

lim_ At fys) = =26+ 1/ (V2 +2t)2 — 2, lim A (t; fy.5) =0,
y—o—V2— y——V2—,t—0+
52
lim 74=——"7— lim 75 = 0,
y——v2— ° 4(\/5 — S)7 y——v2—,5—0+ °
1.2 _ _s 1 s
1 1 ( —)7 >0
lim A* (S, fy,(;) _ 88 2\/— og NG s~ U,
y—=—v2— 0, otherwise.

The bottom line is that those functions extend continuously to the boundary.

In the following, the above large deviation estimates are typically applied for finitely many points so
that the convergence in N is uniform. To give a rough idea on how to use these estimates, if a < 0, then
the right tail of ax (and the left tail of Q(y)) will potentially contribute in (3.12). It turns out that this
tail probability only affects the complexity function for local minima. For saddles, we will see that it
suffices to simply drop z; — Q(25) > 0 in (3.12). If a > 0, then the left tail of any (and the right tail of
Q(y)) will potentially contribute when 21 — Q(z5) < 0.

4 Local minima

For local minima, we only need to consider I° defined in (3.9). For p,u and y < —v/2 fixed, let us define

L la+ VTD0)2)_ 2, = >0,

I-(p,uysw) = N (25 fy.8) + 53

which is independent of § € (0, —v/2 — y].
Lemma 4.1. Let

C + Bm(y) — /(C — Bm(y))2 + 4B

T =2(p,u,y) =

2B )
_D//(O)a2p4 1 2/ (0
B =B(p) = _ _ B . ,
(P) (—2D” (0) _ ﬂQ)b2 ] O C(p, u, y) m(y) b2 ( )
Then
I_ :0)=0 ) >0
inf If(Pﬂlhy,:C) — (P7U7y, A) s ’Lfa > '7
#el0m@)] Z_(p,u,y;&) >0, otherwise.

Moreover, if a < 0, the minimum is attained at 0 < & < m(y) with a+ /—D"(0)& < 0.
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Proof. For any fixed p,u and y, Z_(p, u, y; -) is a continuous function of z € [0, m(y)| and attains minimum.
Since A*(z; fy,s) is strictly increasing for x > 0, if a + /—D"(0)x > 0, then

I (p,u,y;x) > A" (=a[=D"(0)] /% V 0; fy.0).

In particular, if a > 0,

inf  Z_(p,u,y;x) = A"(0; fy.5) = 0.
et (p,u,y; ) (05 fy.6)

Suppose a < 0. A calculation yields

azI*(p7u7y;x)
_ Y Y e 1 V-D"(0)(a + /-D"(0)z)
=gt 1-Vy 2)+2(_y_ y2_2_x)+ > (4.2)

_ =D"(0)a*p'x n 1
a0 P T Ay V)

Since in (4.2),

V=D"(0)a (4.3)

b2

1
+Z(ZJ— y?—2)+

1 1 1
—rz+-(y—-Vy*-2)+ >0
it : 2(-y—Vy* -2 -x)
for z > 0 and tends to 400 as x — m(y), we see that the minimum of Z_(p,u,y;-) can only be attained
for a4+ /—D"(0)x < 0. From (4.3), it is clear that there is a unique solution to 9.Z_(p,u,y;x) = 0 and
this solution is in (0, m(y)). It follows that Z_(p,u,y;-) has a unique minimizer &, which is in (0, m(y)).
We claim that £ is given by (4.1). Indeed, since Cm(y) > 1, we see

C + Bm(y) — /(C — Bm(y))2 + 4B

0.
2B -

If Bm(y) < C we have

C +Bm(y) — (C — Bm(y))®> +4B < Gt Bm(y) —|C = Bm(y)| _

2B 2B m(v)-
If Bm(y) > C, since the other possible solution to 0.Z_(p,u,y;z) = 0 is
C+Bm(y) ++/(C—Bmy)>+4B _ C+ Bm(y) +|Bm(y) - C| _ m(y)
2B 2B -
the expression given in (4.1) has to be the minimizer in (0, m(y)). |

Thanks to this lemma, we know & > 0 when a < 0. Let us define

Z_(p,u,y;0)=0, ifa>0,

. . (4.4)
Z_(p,u,y; ), otherwise.

I(pﬂuy):{

Ifa=0,Cm(y) =1 and thus & = 0. Clearly, Z~ is a continuous function of (p,u,y). Note that Z~ extends
continuously to y = —v/2. Since A*(x; f,.5) is independent of § for z > 0, we will write A*(z) = A™(x; fy.5)
in what follows when there is no ambiguity.

4.1 Upper bound

We need a covering argument for the quantity I° defined in (3.9) in the following. To this end, let K >0
be a large constant to be determined later. For p’ € [R1, Ro],v’ € E,y € [-K,—+/2],6 > 0 and &; > 0,
let

(u=my)?  Nu2p2  N(/—4D"(0)y+my)?
., pHs pults py's T 203 2D7(0) 2(=2D"7(0)-p?%)
IN(Pvu,y;5;51):/ / /
o' =5 Ju'—s Jy'—s oy+/—2D"(0) — B2

N -1

_ N—1y1/2 ,N-1 N -1 _
B[N IHEHERD DD L(S=) AT € B (o, 1), (F) A >y}
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(aNCD( \/NbaN) + \/;_Nef%zi)] PN " tdydudp.
™

Here and in what follows we always replace the integration limits with the boundary of (Ri1, R2) x E x
(—K, —+/2) if they exceed the latter set; e.g. we always replace ¥’ 4+ § with —v/2 if ¥ + 6 > —v/2. From
Lemma A.2 and (3.15), we know

sup{|a(p, u,y)| : (p,u,y) € [R1, Ra] X E x [~ K, —V/2]} < oo (4.5)

Lemma 4.2. For any K >0 and 0 < § < 1, we have

/ ! !
thUDthllp— log In(p',u',y';0501) < sup Pu(p, u, y)
§1—0+ N—oo N p’—5<p<pl+5,u,f(5<u<u,+(5,
y 76<y<y’+6

- inf A ((z = 3V0)+; fur—2s.5) + [(@m + v/=D"(0)x)_].

o<z<m((y’+8)A—V2) 2b2

Here by = SUpP ¢, _s,pr+6)n[Rry,rs) P(P) and

am = sup a(p, u,y).
(pyu,y) E(p'=8,p" +8) X (u! =8,u/ +8) X (y' =8,y’ +8)N[R1,Re] X Ex[-K,— V2]
Moreover,
lim inf inf A ((x = 3V8) 4 for— am +—=D"(0)x)_1>=Z (o', u,y).
minf M a gt )45 fyr—266) + sz [(am (0)z)-] (o', y")

Proof. Let y € (y' — 0,y" +6) and €1 > 0 be a small number that will be sent to zero later. Since m(y) is
convex and increasing, we have

m((y' 4 0) A —v2) — m(y’ — 26) < m(—V2) — m(—V/2 — 36) < 3V4.
By Proposition 3.4, for any €2 > 0 there exists N(e2,%’,d) > 0 such that

N-1

L 108P(5 3 Sy 2ss ()22 € [0,m((y +6) A —V2) — jeu])

=

< —A[(Ger = [m((y' +6) A =V2) = m(y = 20)])4] + €2 < —A7[(jer — 3V0)4] + ez

for all N > N(e2,y',6) and all j = 0,1, ..., [2&

€1

\/Nx)+ b e,fgszy beq}(\/ﬁx)_F b _ Na?
b \2r N b 2r N

are increasing. For (NT)l/z)\ > y and N large enough,

]. Note that the functions

x— xd(

1
(E) /25—y > smyrm 2 fv-2ss(N), we

deduce
2
1/2 vV Nay b My
E[L{(C )"0 > ) (ave(CP) + e )]
(mie) )
vV Nayn b _Nay
< 2
- j=0 E[(a “ b )+ 271'Ne * )
N-—-1 2
N 1/2 1 Zl
1 A1 >y, — —
{( N ) Yy N p (N§1)1/2)\i —y [m(y) (‘751 + 51) (y) ]51]}]
VNan b _mvay? 1 = z2
+E|(an®(————) + e 202 )14 — : >m
[ar () V2rN "y 2o (ETyi2y, —y w}]

—_

= [me(ly —‘0<351<m(y) {P(N Z fyr—265(N)Z7 € [0,m((y +6) A —V2) —jal])
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e PRIt | DT e + e LNV DOl o)y

+[s

b 7Na2
0(U2) + e 3]
2rIN
< [om ( ) 4 b e*%Z”]Jr[m(_ﬂ)] ax [N (3

V2rN €1 0<z<m((y’+8)A—V2)

Nam+\/mz+alz Ny 2 (S
[\/Z:_N{ ( 2bgn( )(z+e1)) - _D”(O)(x+61)]<1>(m(m+ bi) (0)( +s)))]}.

Note that

" 2
by _ NG@mt+y/ *25;2 (0)(z+e1))
m 1{a7n + \V4 _D” x + 51 < 0}
\/27r |am + +/—D"(0)(z + &1)]

Similar estimate holds for @(‘ﬁam) Combining altogether, we deduce that

. . 1

lim sup lim sup — log sup

e2—04+ N-—oo pl —s<p<p’+8,u’ —s<u<u’ +38,
y/ —s<y<y’+6

[ o> ) (e (B2 + 2 ”)}

< — inf A*((:E — 3\/g)+; fylfz(s,(s)

—e1 <z<m((y/+8)A—V2) 2b2

[(am + v/ =D"(0)(z + £1))-]*.

Observe that the right-hand side is continuous in p,u,y and e1,d, and it tends to —Z (p’,u’,y’) as
€1 — 04,5 — 0+ by Lemma 4.1. We also note that the only possible singular function in the integrand of
2

In is ”—/m, which continuously extends to p € [0, R2) and attains its maximum on compact
D(p2)- 2 ](Dp (g))p

intervals. Since ¥(v,y) is upper semi-continuous for (v,y) € Br (0sc, ) X [—K, K], we conclude that

1
lim sup lim sup lim sup — log In(p’, v, y; 3; 61)
51~>L(\)+, e0—04+ N—oo N

g1 —

< lim sup sup (v, p,u,y)
61 =04+ p/—s<p<p’/+6,u’ —s<u<u’+35,
y/ —8<y<y’+8,veEBK (0sc,61)

— lim inf inf A ((z —3V8)4) + 2b2 [(am + v/ —D"(0)(x + €1))

120+ o) <a<m((y'+6)A—V2)

< sup Vs (p, u,y)
pl —s<p<p! +8,u’ —s<u<u’+3,
y/ —s<y<y’+6

— inf A ((z —3V8)y; for_ am + /—D"(0)z)_1?.
ocoem( 5 Al va) (( )+ fyr—268) + 2b2 [( (0)x)-]
The second assertion follows from continuity and Lemma 4.1 by sending § — 0+. O

Recall I°(E, (R1, R2)) as in (3.9).

Proposition 4.3. Assume E is compact and Ra < co. Then

lim sup % log I°(E, (R1, R2)) < % log[—4D" (0)] — % log(27) — % log D' (0)

N—o0

+ sup  [Y(pu,y) =T (p,u,y)l,

(pyu,y)EF

where F = {(p,u,y) : p € (R1, R2),u € E,y < —/2}.
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Proof. Thanks to Lemma B.1, we may assume R; > 0. By (2.11) and the definition of a as in (3.15), for
any fixed p > Ry and u € E, we have limy_, o a = 0o and

lim 4 (p,u,y) =17 (pyu,y) = lm ohu(p,u,y) = —co.

y—r
For any fixed u,y, since Z~ (p,u,y) > 0, by (2.11), we have

lim ¢(p,u,y) =1 (pu,y) = —oo.

p—0

We may choose K large enough so that SuppG[Rl,Rﬂ,uEE,ygfﬂ[w* (pyu,y) — I (p,u,y)] is attained at a
point (p°,u°,y°) € [R1, R2] x E x [-K,—/2] with p° > 0. Let ¢ > 0. By (2.3), we deduce that for any
Yy 2 _\/§+ €,
2
P\ >y) <e N
for some ¢ = c(g) > 0. Since

E[| det G[1{i(Gor) = 0, > 0}] < E[|det GJ1{(Y—1

)1/2/\1 > z3}],
using Lemmas B.3, B.4, B.5, and B.6, by choosing K > 0 large enough we have for ; > 0,

limsup I°(E, (R1, R2))

N—oo
=< % log[—4D"(0)] + maX{liII\}ljipI%(él; [-K,—V2-¢)), li]{]njiij%((sl; [~V2—¢g,—V2+¢])}
where
1%(6::G / // [ldet((F)"2GOEx 1~y 1)
UL 207 € Brelonen ), (e h) 2 > g (a2 4 ;;Ne*%f})]
67% e 12\[5/2(%? —4AND"(0) exp{— N(my;;%) } N—l
V2roy (2m)N2D/(0)N/2 e (=2D70) = ) dydudp.

Here we remark that K may depend on p through ms2; we can choose K < oo since we have assumed
Ri > 0. Note that Iy (01; [~ K, —v2 —¢)) < Ix(01;[—K,—+/2]). Consider a cover of the compact set
[R1, R2] x E x [~K, —+/2] with cubes of side length 2§ and center (p’,’,y’) so that (p°,u°,y°) is one of
the centers. We deduce from Lemma 4.2 that

lim sup lim sup lim sup — logIN(éh[ K,—V?2]) < -2 10g(271') - = logD (0)

6—0+ 6;—0+ N-—oo N

+ lim sup max { sup Ui (p, Uy y)
5—0+ (o’ ulsy") o/ —6<p<p’+8,u/ —5<u<u/+6,
centers of cubes yl —s<y<y’ +6

— inf ((:C — 3\/_)+7 fy/,g(; E) 2b2 a + —D” }

pl—s<p<p! +8,u’ —s<u<u’ 48,
y/ —5<y<y’+8,0<z<m((y/ +5)A—V?2)

1 1 , _
= —5 log(2m) — 5 log D'(0) + 4 (p°, u”,y") = I (0%, u’,4°).

Here we understand that the supremum and infimum were always taken within (R1, R2) x E x [ K, —/2).
Let us consider I (615 [—v2 — &, —v/2 + ¢]). From (3.13), we know for fixed p, u and all y > —v/2 — ¢,

-1
an(p, 71/)1{( )I/QA >y} <an(p,u,— \/_—5)1{( )1/2>\ >y}
<an(pu,—v3—e{(XL ~ — L2y s ovE -
Using (2.12) together with continuity of functions in question, we find

hmsuleogIN(éh[ V2 —¢e,— \/_+5])<——10g(27r)——10gD()

N—o0
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Ro
wimsup oz [ [ ep{V-3) s B vE= o)+ b o) - 0] |
Nooo IN R, JE vEB (0s¢,01),
—V2—e<y<—v2+¢
\/Naz\r(p7u7—\/§—s))+ b {Nampv+;~/§*5>2)
b V2rN

W2 > —V2 - 5}]dudp.

IE[(aN(p7 u, —V2 — &) ®(

R

1 > 1
1/2);—(=V2—¢) Xi—(—V2-2¢)

{(%)1/2)\1 >—v2 - e}, for £1,e2 > 0 we deduce from Proposition 3.4 that

As in the proof of Lemma 4.2, for N large enough since =T on
-~

N -1
]E[l{(T)l/zAl > _\/5—5}
VN /92— b _ Nay(pu,—VZ—¢)?
(aN(p,U,—\/i—%Z)CI’( aN(p’ub’ v2 6)) + 27TNe AT )]

< [m(—\/i— 25)“

€1 0<je1 <m(—v/2-2¢)

[ b N(aty/=D"(0)(je1+¢1))?
e 2b2

max {]P(% Nz_f Jovaae )72 € [0,m(~V3 — 26) — jeu])

+[a+V=D"(0)(jer + 51)]<I>(\/N(a + v -D"(0)(er + 51)))”

e

V2rN b
32
n [a(I)(\/Na)+ b ng]
b 2r N
a2 — «
< [a@(‘/ﬁa) PRI ] i [MW A {e—Nu\ (2)e2)
b V2rN €1 0<z<m(—v2—2¢)

L e I AR LTINS

Here we wrote a = a(p, u, —v/2 — 2¢). With the same covering argument as for Iy (1; [~ K, —v/2]), we find

1
limsup limsup limsup — log I%(01; [-V2 — &, —V2 4 ¢])
0+ B0t Nooo N

€1 — EQ—>

< 1 log(2m) — 1 log D'(0) + limsup  sup  [¢«(p,u, —V2 — 2¢) — T~ (p,u, —V/2 — 2¢)]
2 2 e—0+ R1<p<Ra,
uek

1 1 _
< =5 log(2m) — 5 log D'(0) + (0, u’y%) =7 (p% u’,y°).

We have completed the proof. O

4.2 Lower bound
Recalling I°(E, (R1, R2)) as in (3.9), we have the following lower bound.
Proposition 4.4. Suppose E is open and Ry < co. Then

lim inf - log I°(E, (Ry, R2)) > = log[—4D"(0)] — + log(27) — < log D' (0)
N—ooo N 2 2

N =

+ sup [(p,u,y) — I (p,u,y)],

(psusy)€F
where F' = {(p7u7y) tpE [R17R2]7u € Evy < _\/5}

Proof. Without loss of generality assume E # (). Choose (p°,u°,4°) as in the proof of Proposition 4.3 and
6 > 0 small enough so that

(pO - 57p0 +6) X (UO - 57u0 +6) X (yO - 67?/0) c (R17R2) x E x (_K7_\/§)‘
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% is in the interior of E. If u° is on the boundary, we can

Here for simplicity in writing, we assumed u
simply replace the interval (u® — &, u® +6) with (u®, u® +6) or (u® —§,u°) in an obvious way. By restriction

we have
IO(Ev (R17R2))
_(u=my)?  Nu2p% NG/ -4D"(0)y+ma)?
\/N[ 4D" (0 ]N/2 P04 pul4s 0872 202 2D7(0) 2(—2D7(0)— A7)
(27-r)(N+2)/2D’ N/2 w0 oy+\/—2D"(0) — 32
— N—-1y1/2\N—-1 _ N -1
]E[e(N DY(L((~x )1 2A1 )'y)l{L()\iV 1) c B(USC751)7(T)1/2)\1 > y}
\/NaN b ,Na?\l N_1
an® e 22 dydud
(an®(— =) + —— )]p™ " dydudp
VNAD )2 o
(27T)(N+2)/2D’( )N/2 N( ’ 1).
Let # = &(p°, u°, y°) as defined in (4.1). Note that for any y € [y° —6,y° — —] we have y° — & > (_NN1)1/2y
and fo_ %%(:c) > ﬁl{x (y° — %) > 4}. Choose N large enough so that m(y® — 26) — & <
\ﬁz) + ;;Ne ]\2?2 is positive and strictly increasing,

(%)1/ (m(y — ) — &). Since z — zd(

_ N—1y1/2,N~-1 N-—-1 _ N-—-1
E[e(N DY )’y)l{L((T)UZ)\i\] D) GB(Usc751)7(T)1/2>\1 >y}

o) i)

an®
(N ( V2rN
— — Na b 7NaN2 N-—-1

> B[ D@ 2AY 1>,y)< vV~Nay : ) { 1/2
JE[e an () + e (S P

N-1 1= 72 N-1

—1li1/2\N—1 1/2 B

(=M™ € Blow 8. 5 35—y, < ) y) -}

N
VR + /D08 b ,N<a+¢;bn~<om2)
e

> ((a /D" (0)2)d( - —
A1y € Bow, o),

E [e(N—l)\I'(L((¥)1/2>\¥’1),y)1{L(

N—
)\1>y0—§ 2_: _

NZE < m(y° —26)—1:}]

b 7N(a+«/—D”(0)'i)2)

é
' 4

[V

H>

2b2

—D"(0)z) )

VN(a+

>((a++/=D"(0)z)P + &
2 ((@+V=D"0)( b VN

(N—-1)inf L8 ey 8 peB(oeesy) LWV 1

_>y0— 4 y<y¥—§ ,veB(osc,51) |: (N Z fyo %)% Z2 < m(y —26)—23)
5§ 1 N-1
0 2 0 .
_P()q <y —Z7N - fyofgyg()\i)Zi Sm(y _25)—50)

Here v_ denotes the lower edge of the support of v. Note that ¥(v,y) is a continuous function for
v € B(0se,01) with v > 3% — 2 and y < y° — %. Using (3.14), Propositions 3.4 and 3.6, since all functions
in question are continuous on compact sets, we have

li f li f—I 0,0
im inf lim in N 2(8,61)

51 —0+ N—oo
inf ey, y) —
076<p<po+5u —s<u<ul4s,
y0—s<y<y0 7%

> A+ m(y” — 5) — m(y” — 20)]
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B [(a + /=D (0)2)_”
sup .

2
p076<p<p0+(5 w0 — 5<u<u0+5, 2b

Y —6<y<y07§

Sending § — 0+, we find by continuity and Remark 3.2 if necessary,
|
l}\l{“&lglof N log IO(E7 (R1, R2))
1 " 1 1 / -
> 3 log[—4D" (0)] — 5 log(27) — 3 log D' (0) + . (p°, u®, 4% — 7 (%, u°, 3°).
The proof is complete. O

Proof of Theorem 1.3. The case for E to be compact and Rz < oo have been handled by Propositions 4.3
and 4.4. Suppose E is not compact or Rz = co. Using (2.11) and Lemma B.1, we may choose R < oo and
T < oo large enough such that

lim — log ECrtn.o(E, (Ri, Rz)) = lim —~— log ECrtn.o(E N (=T,T), (Ri, R2) N [0, R])
Nooo N Nooo N

1 1 1 ! 1
= 5 log[-4D"(0)] — 5 log D'(0) + 5 + sup Vi (p,u, y)
2 2 2 y<—v2,R1<p<RAR2,uc EN[-T,T],
1 1 1 ! 1
= 5 log[-4D"(0)] — 5log D'(0) + 5 4+ sup  ¥«(p, u,y). O
2 2 2 (puyeF

Remark 4.1. Let us justify that Z~ (p°, u°,4°) cannot always vanish. From (3.15) we compute

0,0 200 —app = 3D s

2D//( ) ﬂ?
_ ”" 2
Oua = 20 D/ (02)2 2
(=2D(0) = 52)y/ D(p?) — P

We may choose p and (large) u appropriately so that a < 0 for all y € [-2v/2, —v/2]. From Lemma 4.1,
we see that Z7 (p, u,y) is differentiable with possible exception for a = 0. In particular, for a < 0, using
8501—* (p7 U, Y3 :E) = 07

8y1-7(p7u7y) = 8?41-*( pU,Y; T ) +8 I (P7U7ya@)8y5@
(a 1 .
= 9,7 (@39) + £ (2 + V=D"(0)2)-9,a < 0.

Recall (A.3) and let J = /—2D"(0). In [AZ20, Example 2|, we computed

2 2\,
oy = ~EHII A () ST =21 > V2), (1.6)
For y < —v/2 and u large enough so that p + fv < 0,
Oy« (pyu,y) =T (pyu, y)] > 0.

Hence, to maximize ¥« (p,u,y) —Z~ (p, u,y) when the critical value u is restricted to large values, we must
take y° = —+/2 which ensures Z~ (p°, u°,3°) > 0.

Example 1. Here we use Theorem 1.3 to recover Theorem 1.1 for the case kK = 0. Let 0 < R < R2 < 00
and E = R. This removes restriction on the range of the random field. Recall (A.3) and (A.4). We rewrite

aBp (L2 + p) — (J2 — aﬂp2 = B2y — (J* = B*) 5 m(y)
=7 (17)

a—=

\/_

In [AZ20, Example 2|, we calculated

—J?v — B(V2Jy + 1)
— 52 ’

av'l/)* =

26



and solving 0,%. = 0, we found

o= B2yt V2Jy + i+ o =

(V2Jy + w)(J? — B%)
J? '

(4.8)

Recalling (2.9), we can eliminate v and rewrite

2

1, 1 1 V2uy P p@p
) = 22— 2~ Zlog2— Ji(— _NeEwy . 4
velpyury) = —5y° — 5 = Slog2 = Ni(=l){ly| > V2} - = - 25(0) + o8P (4.9)

If the first order condition (4.8) holds, we would find a = %(—y + /42 —2) >0 for any y < —V/2.

Recall that (p°,u°, y°) is a maximizer of [1h« (p, u, y) —Z~ (p,u,y)]. We claim Z~ (0%, u°,3°) = 0. Indeed,
suppose T~ (p°,u®,4°) > 0 and thus a(p°,u’, y°) < 0. Then (p°,u°,y°) cannot verify condition (4.8). Note
that we can always find a point (p°,u,4°) satisfying (4.8) which differs from (p°,u°,4°) in the second
coordinate. Since Z~ (p°,u§,3°) = 0, by strict concavity of u +— 1. (p°, u, y°), we have

(1’ y%) < (%, 08, y%) < (%, y°) — 7 (%, 0, y°),

which contradicts our assumption. Thus we find the same complexity function as that for all critical points

and the function Z~ does not play a role in this case. In particular, if 4 > J we have 3° = —%(% + %) <

—+/2. If 4 < J, since 9 is concave in y and is increasing when ¥ is small enough, we must take y° = —/2.
Observe that this includes the case p < 0. Plugging these values into (4.9), we can obtain the conclusion
of Theorem 1.1 for k = 0 in the same way as that in [AZ20, Example 2| when By is a shell. We summarize
the results as follows.

Case 1: p # 0. We only give results for Ry < ~ ‘DM,‘(O). Then p° = p. where p. is

[l [l

{\/D’—(O) if Ry > YO

Ra, otherwise,

2 D'(p2)p2
o_ [ (S — 5 P 0h) - DO+ B = A, < /22D
D' (p2)—D’(0 2 D' (p2)p?
(p )u ()+% s D(’Zo))p , o> /—2D”(O),
and
w*(poyuovyo)

1 V2u 4/ D’(0) \/D’(0)
-2 — —log2—|— AT + 4D,,(0) + log i w < +/=2D"(0), Rz > v,

_ —%logQ—log\/—QD” - %—&-llogD'( ), p>+/=2D"(0), Rz > i‘(o )
3 1 u?R3 \/D (0

—5 —5log2+ /—Dmo) + 4D”(0) +log Rz — 5y, w < /=2D"(0), R < '
W/D/ 0)

—1log2 —log \/~2D7(0) + log | + log Rz — £57%, > /=2D"(0), Ry < YO

Case 2: = 0. We have p° = Ry < o0,

o _VIAD(R) - D'(0)]
—D"(0)

)

Palp ) = —3 — 5 log2 + log Ra.
Theorem 1.3 suggests that the local minima around the value u® and variable p° given above dominate all
other places. Moreover, we observe that ¥. (0%, u°, y°) = ¥u(ps, Us, yx) when p > /—2D"(0), where u.
and y. were given in [AZ20, Example 2]. Actually y. = y° and u. = u° for p > /—2D"(0). Finally, we
remark that as in [ABAC13, Theorem 2.12|, by investigating when the complexity function equals zero,
we may obtain a lower bound of the global minimum of the Hamiltonian in the large N limit.
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5 Saddles with fixed index £ > 1

Recall I*(E, (R1, R2)) and IT*(E, (R1, R2)) as in (3.9). One would expect similar behavior of I° and I*.
A moment of reflection, however, reveals that the method to prove upper bound for I° does not work for
I*, simply because (22)Y2\; —y < 0 for i < k on {(&2)? A < y < (82)"?As1}. Fortunately, it
turns out that we do not need that precise upper bound, which would always be dominated by IT* in the
large N limit. On the other hand, the upper bound for IT* and the lower bound for index k > 1 will be
established following ideas similar to that for local minima.

5.1 Upper bound involving J;
For the upper bound of I*, using (3.10), we have

E[|det G|1{i(G.x) = k, ¢ > 0}] < E(] det G| |21 — €T G E[1{i(Gar) = K})

. N-—1 , , N -1 ’
= [-4D"(0)) " B[l — QEA)] | det((To ) 2 GOBN 1 — 241 1)|
N -1 N -1
1{(7)1/2% <z < ( N )2 N1}
" N 1 1/2 1/2 N —1i1/2
< [-4D"(0)] (E[|z1|1‘[| (=t L W R G W
v/ —=D"(0) = 2 1/2 1/2 N —1,1/2
+ YO S w2 TS - () 2 < 2 < (A2 ).
i=1 Ve
To handle the two terms, let
I{(E, (R1, Rp)) = [-4D" (0 E[l24] H| D)2 - )
(ufmzy)2  Nu2,2

N—-1y ! N =112 27y e 2D7(0) N_1

(=) 20 < 2 < (F) 2 A} S N (%)WD,(O)N/Q,) dudp,
N N-
4D” El
158, (1, Ry)) = 2O Z/ [ B[22 I -4
R J#i
_ (u—my)? Nu2p?
N -1 1/2 / N -1 1/2 i|6 20y 67 2D’(0) N—1
— —_— . N

It follows that I® < If + I}. We first consider the upper bound for I¥. With (3.11) and (2.14), we find

for y < —v/2,
AT 2 b _
E =yl <\ —— .
[|Zl||z3 y] = T \/N + |a|

Since by (2.3), for any y > —v2 + ¢, POge1 > ) < e*CNz, using Lemmas B.5 and B.6, for large K > 0
and small J,e > 0, we have

hmsup N log IT(E, (R1, R)) < max { hmsup N log IT (E, (R1, Ra), [- K, —V/2);6),

N — oo N — oo

lim sup < log I} (B, (R, Ra), [-V3, ~VZ + €];0)},

N—o0

where

5B, (Ry, Ra), G: 8) = [—4D"(0 ]z/Rl // +|a|)

I 2yt ea <y L((%)“MﬁeBK<osc,6>}]

i=1
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_(u-my)? N2 2

N(y/—4D" (0)y+my)?

e 2aY2 67 2D/(¢)) exp{— 20— 2D“(0) B2) }pNildydudp
Va2roy (2m)NED(0)NZ | 2x(—2D"(0) — B2) '

For any (p',u,y") € (R1, R2] x E x (=K, —+/2] and 6 > 0, using the LDP of A\ (2.5) and continuity of
functions in question we have

lim sup % log IT((u' — 6,4’ +6),(p' — 6,0 +0),(y — 8,y +8);61) < % log[—4D" (0)]

N— oo

1 1
— = log D'(0) — = log(27) — kJi((y + 8) A —V2) + sup (v, p,u,y).
2 2 vEB (05c,01),p" —8<p<p'+36,
u —s<u<u/ +8,y’ —s<y<y’+§

Here as usual we understand all intervals are replaced with shorter intervals if they go out of (R1, Rz] x
E x [-K, —\/5] As for the case of local minima in Proposition 4.3, we may assume R; > 0. Since
limy oo ¥« (p,u,y) = —00 by (2.11), we may choose K large enough so that

sup Ve(pyu,y) —kIi(y) = max Yu(psu,y) — kJi(y).
Ry <p<Rou€B,y<—+2 R1<p<Rou€B,—-K<y<—v2
Here K may depend on R; > 0. Let (p¥,uf,y¥) be a maximizer. Since lim, o+ ¥x(p,u,y) = —oo we

have pf > 0. Consider a cubic cover of [R1, Ra] X E x [ K, —v/2] with side length 28 such that (pf, u¥, y¥)
is one of the centers. It follows that

lim sup hmsup — log I¥ (E,(R1, R2),[-K, —\/5); 01)
§HO+ N— oo N
1—0+

< lim sup max limsup log IT ((u' — 6,4’ 4 6),(p' —6,p' +6),(y — 8,y +6);61)

530+, cubes with Nooo IV
JIHOJF centers(p/,u’,y’)

1 ! 1 3 .
< 2 log[—4D"(0)] - 5 log D'(0) — 5 log(2m) + - (6F, k) — k(4.
For If(E, (R1, R2),[—V2,—V2 +¢];8), when y € [—v/2, —V2 + €],

N -1
T)I/ZAN ') € Bx (0w, 01)}

HI )2 |1{( )1/2/\ <y, L((
< e(N 1) SuPL e By (0sc,61) ‘I’(Vyy).
Note that
N Ro —V/2+4e
1B, (o, o), [, B+ o) < ap' o2 [ [ f
R, JEJ-V2

N-1

N-1 1/2 1 1/2yN—1
TT 1528~ wiE[ (2 2 + ) () N5 € Br(one. )]
i=1
7(ufmx)2 2 2 N(+/—4D"" (0 mo)?2
e 20%, e 12\715/(%) eXp{— (2( QDN((O)):U;2)2) } Nﬁld dud
u .
Va2roy  (2m)NZD'(0)N/2 | /ox(—2D"(0) — B?) r yauap

Using the same covering argument as above, sending § — 0+, 61 — 0+ and £ — 0+ sequentially, we have

lim sup lim sup lim sup — log If(E, (R1, R2), [-V?2,—V2 +€]; 61)
e—0+ 651100+ N—o00 N

1 " 1 ) 1
< 5 log[-4D"(0)] — 5 log D'(0) — S log(2m) +  sup _u(p,u, —V2)
2 2 2 R1<p<R2,ucE
1 " 1 / 1 . X X
5 log[=4D"(0)] = 5 log D'(0) — 5 log(2m) + v (o1, ut, y¥) — ki (u1). (5:2)

In fact, in this special case the covering argument is not necessary; we can directly bound the integrand
from above since Jl(—\/i) =0.
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Let us consider I} as in (5.1). Similar to the above, we can assume R; > 0 and choose K large and
0, small such that

lim sup % log I (E, (R1, R2)) < max { lim sup % log I5(E, (R1, Rs), (- K, —V/2);6),

N — oo N — oo

lim sup - log 15 (B, (R, Ra), [-V3, ~V3 + €];9)},

N—o00
where
4D” | =
IE(E, (Ry, R), Gy) = 22 OL 2 Z/ [/
pa— ela
-1 N -1 _
B[ TT 10728 — o2 < LS00 € B, 0]
J#i
7(u—my)2 Nu2,2 N(y/—4D" (0)y+mo)?2
e 20%; eszu,(/(’)) eXp{_ (2( 2D//((0))y52)2) } Nﬁld dud
udp.
Va2roy (@m)NED/(0)N/2 | /2x(—2D7(0) — B2) g yeuap
Note that L((&z+ L/2Z\N"1) € Bg(0sc,d) implies that L((N Ly1/2)\IV- 11#]) € Bk (0sc,20) for any j =

1,...,N —1. For any (p',u',y’) € (R1,Rz2] X E x (—K,—+/2] and § > 0, the LDP of A}, and continuity of
functions in question we have

hmsup N log 12 (' = 6,u" +6),(p = 6,p +6),(y =6,y +0);61) < % log[—4D" (0)]

N— oo

1 1
— = log D'(0) — = log(27) — kJi((y + ) A —V2) + sup (v, p,u,y).
2 2 vEB (05c,281),p' —6<p<p’+3,
f—s<u<u/+68,y' —s<y<y’ -8

Here as usual we understand all intervals are replaced with shorter intervals if they go out of (R1, R2] X
E x [-K,—+/2]. We may choose K large enough so that

sup 1/}* (P7 u, y) —kJi (y) = max 7/’* (p7 U, y) —kJi (y)7
R1<p<Ry,ucEy<—v2 Ry <p<Rp,u€BE,~K<y<—v2

and (p'f7 uf, y]f) is a maximizer. Using the same covering argument as for I¥, we find

lim sup lim sup L log IS(E, (R1,Ra), (—K,—/2);61)
§H0+, N— oo N
1—0+

1
Slmsup  max =~ limsup log I3 ((p" = 8,0"+0). (' = 8w’ +0). (4 = 8,y +): 1)
(?;L(:a; ceni:xse(spw;/ y’) N—o0

1
<3 L log[—4D"(0)] - 5 log D'(0) — - log(27) + (P, ul, yb) — kJi(yr).

Also, we have

lim sup lim sup lim sup L log I§(E, (R1,R2), [—V2,—V2 +¢];61)
o0+ ook Noyoo N
1*}

1 1 1
< Slog[~4D" (0)] — 5log D' (0) — 5 log(2m) + v o}, ut, uf) — kA (41
From here we conclude

Proposition 5.1. Assume E is compact and Ry < co. Then

lim sup — logI (E,(R1,R2)) < log[ 4D"(0)] — llog(27r) 1 log D'(0)
N—oco N 2 2

+ sup  [u(p,u,y) — kJi(y)],

(pyu,y)EF

where F = {(p,u,y) : p € (R1, Ra],u € B,y < —v/2}.
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Let us turn to II*. Note that

E[| det G|1{i(Gx) = k — 1,¢ < 0}] = E(| det G ||2] — €T G E1{i(Gor) = k — 1,¢ < 0})

= [-4D"(0)] "7 [ det((¥>l/2com,l — vz — Q)]

1z - Q(a5) < 0L s < 2 < (A 2]
= [-4D"(0)] 7 &[] det((¥)1/2GoEN,1 —ZIv1)ll# — Q)L — Q(h) < 0}
(1{( )1/2)\k 1< 2 < (N—)l/m < 2546}

-1 N -1
o <248 < ()]

for some small §' > 0 to be chosen later. Define

ITF(E, (R1, R2);8') = [-4D" (0 E[| det(( )1/2GOEN 1 — z5In_1)]
Ry
_ (u—my)? N2 2
20 ~2D7(0)
/ 1/2 Y € N-1
|21 — Q(z )|1{( ) Ak < 23 +¢ }] Voroy (27T)N/2D/(O)N/2p dudp,
IT5(E,(R1, R2);8') = [-4D" (0 E[| det(( )1/2GOEN 1 — z5In_1)]
Rl
/ / / 1 1/2 N-1 1/2
|21 — Q(25)|1{z1 — Q(23) < 0}1{( )P X1 < 2,25 + 8 < () A
,% _ Nup?p?
e 29¥ e 2D7(0) N gudp.

/27TO'Y (QW)N/ZDI(O)N/ZP

It follows that IT*(E, (R1, R2)) < IIf(E, (R1, R2);8") + I15(E, (R1, R2);d"). For IIf we can follow verba-
tim the argument for I*. The only difference is that we have an extra &’ here, which can be sent to zero
in the last step. Thus, we find

lim sup lim sup 1 log I (E, (R1, R2); 8') < 1 log[—4D" (0)] — 1 log(2m) — 1 log D'(0)
6/—0+ N—ooo N 2 2 2
+ sup [Yu(pu,y) —kA(z)].  (53)
(pyu,y)er
It remains to understand I7%.
Using (3.11), (2.12) and by conditioning, we have
N-1
| det((V ) 2G0BN 1 — Al 1)1 - Q)
/ / N -1 / ’ / N -1
1{z1 — Q(z3) <0, (T)I/Q)\kfl <z3z3+0 < (—)1/2)%}]
N -1 N-1

= Bfldet(( 1y 7260mx 1 — iy () A < 20 < (g

E(J — QAL — Q(5) < 0} AY 7, zg,g’n
N 1 1 N —
= [ B[l det((F5) 2 GOEN 1~y ) IU(TT) s <y +8 < ()20

2( 2D"(0)—B2)

— " m 2
VNax b Na2, ] _4ND”(0)exp{—N(‘/ 4D" (0)y+m2) }d

—an®(———) + e 22
(Fan®(=)+ o V2m(—2D"(0) — B?)
where ay, b? are given in (3.13). By I"Hospital’s rule, for z € R and b > 0 we have
. 1 VNz b _VNa? (z4)?
— — — 2 —_
Ny log [ e Y A } T (54)
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where 2, = V0. Let € > 0. Using Lemmas B.3, B.4, B.5, and B.6, by choosing K > 0 large and 61,6’ > 0
small such that

limsup I15(E, (R1, R2); §') = max{limsup 115 (E, (R1, Rz), (—K, —V/2);61,0'),

N— o0 N— oo

1110{15up11§(]177 (R1, R2), [—\/_7 —\/5—1—5);5176')}

N—o0

where
IIQ( ,(R1, R2),G;61,0")
a2
[-4D"(0 / // —an®(— \/NaN)-F—b efAleév)e(Nfl)\I’(L((¥)1/2Af’71)’w

b V2rN
_ N -1 / N-1
1{L((T)1/2/\1 ") € Bi(0sc, 01), (T)I/Q)\k—l <yy+d < (—)WM}}
_NG/ZaDOytmy)? _ (ummy)? Nu?p?
e 2(—2D77(0)-82) ¢ 20 e 2070 N—1
dydudp. 5.5
/2n(—2D"(0) — B%) /2moy (Qﬂ)N/zD/(O)N/QP ydudp (5.5)

Note that

II5(E,(Ry,R2),[-V?2, —V2 4 ¢€);61,8") < [-4D"(0)]

\/_Jrs
(N D (LA /2aN 71 y) N—-1/2,N21
/ / / 1{L(( N ) )‘1 ) € BK(USC761)}]

N
2

_ —4D! (0)y+m2)? (17” my)? _ Nu2p2
e 2( 2D"7(0)~p2) e 205 e 2D7(0) N-1

p dydudp.
V21(=2D"(0) — B2) V2moy (2m)N/2D'(0)N/2

Using an argument similar to that of (5.2), we find

lim sup lim sup lim sup IIg(E, (R1, R2), [—\/5, V2 + €);01,6")
e—=0+ 0120+ N—oo
§' =0+

< Liog[-4D"(0)) — S 1og D/(0) — 2 log(2m) +  sup  u(pyu,—V2)
2 2 2 R1<p<Ro,ucE

IN

1 1 1
5 log[=4D" (0)] = 5 log D'(0) — 5 log(27) + v (o, ut, uY) — k1 (u1). (5:6)

It remains to control 175 (E, (R1, Rz), (—K, —/2);1,d") for Ry > 0, which turns out to be a major obstacle
for the case of fixed index.
5.2 Upper bound involving J,_;

Recall A*(z;y) = A"(z; f, _5_,) as in (3.19) and A'(@—Hy) = —v2+ m(y). For y < —/2, let us
define

T (pou,y;x) = N (2:9) + =5 (2 + V/=D"(0))4 2,

2b2
Zi(p,u,y;0) =0, ifa<o,
" (p,u,y) = T . (5.7)
Zi(p,u, y; T), otherwise,
where
b2 (vV2+y) a b2 (vV2+y) a 124y .
G = 2D77(0) \/*D”(0)7 if 2D77(0) \/*D”(O) S A ( 3 +7y)7
z, otherwise,

and # is given as in (4.1). When a < 0, it is clear that Z% (p,u,y) = infy<o Z+(p,u,y;2) = 0 and the
unique minimizer is = 0. We may extend ZT (p, u, y) to y = —v/2 by continuity.
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Lemma 5.2. For a > 0, we have

" (p,u,y) = inf Ty (p,u, ;) > 0
d the minimizer is unique, which is in [———2—,0].
an € MINIMIZETr 18 unique, which s in [ \/T/(O) ]

Proof. Since x — A*(z;y) is strictly decreasing for x < 0,

;I%%I+(p,u,y,fl7) = _ alnf §x§01+(p7uyy;x)7
/7D//(0)

and for any fixed p,u and y, Z4 (p, u, y; -) has a unique minimizer. From (3.19), we see that z — A*(z;y)
- . _ a 124y .
is differentiable. If WearzIo) <z < AN(FHEA+y),

2+ —D"(0)(a+ +/—D"(0)x

0wy = YEEY | YO+ D7)
2
b” (V2+y) 2 If 2’ < A(Y3H 4gy),

. o . ;o _ a B
Solving 0:Z+ (p,u, y;x) = 0 for x gives z’ := D7 (0) Ao > T

ainf < <OI+(P7U72J§37) :I+(p,u,y;:c/).

Otherwise, 0:Z4(p,u,y;z) < 0 for —\/ﬁ <z< A’(@_Q_;y), Now suppose z’ > A’(@_Hy).

In this case Z+(p,u,y;-) can only attain the minimum for = > A’(@—b—; y) for which 9;Z4(p,u,y;x) is
given as in (4.2). We claim the minimizer is given by z = & as in (4.1). Indeed, since Cm(y) < 1, we have

C + Bm(y) < \/(C — Bm(y))2 + 4B, C + Bm(y)+/(C — Bm(y))2 + 4B > 0.

This means that £ < 0 while the other possible solution to 0,Z4(p,u,y;z) = 0 is positive. From the
expression of 9,Z+ (p, u, y; x), we deduce that — = < # < z'. Finally, we clearly have Z (p,u, y;x) >

\/—D"(0)
0 for z < 0 and thus Z%(p,u,y) > 0. d
a =~ /A ’ _ H _ a
From the proof, we see that [—ﬁ—&—m(y)]\/—\/ﬁ <z <o ifz’ > —v/2+m(y), while a2 <

F < —V2+m(y) if 2’ < —v/2 4 m(y) for the two cases of the minimizer. Recall IT§ from (5.5).
Lemma 5.3. For any (p/,v,y’) € [R1, R2] x E x [-K,—+/2], and 0 < § < 1, we have

lim sup lim sup 1 log II5 (W — 6,4 +6),(p' — 8,0 +6), (/' — 8,9 +6);61,0")
51 —04+ N-—oo© N

< %log[—llD”(O)] - %log D'(0) - %105;(271’)

= (k=1)J1(9) + sup P (p,u, y)

pl—8<p<p’+3s,
w —s<u<u’+8,y —s<y<y’+6

- inf A ([-a 260+ %)L??) + ﬁ(ao— V=D0)2)% }.

Here § = (y +6) AN(=V2 = 6"/2), b = SUDc (1 5,01 4 5)n Ry, o) P(P) and

Ao = inf _ a(Pv“:y)-
(p,u,y) €(p'—=8,p"+8) X (u/ =8,u’ +8) X (y' =8,y’ +6)N[R1, Ro]| X EX [~ K,~V/2]
Moreover,
* 0] . 1
lim inf inf § A ([— x—26(1+ L)] ;y) + 55 (a0 — \/—D”(O)x)i} =T, y).
2oy =20 g2 2bn
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Proof. We follow the proof of Lemma 4.2 with the same notation. Let y < v’ + . If y + %/ > —/2, by
the LDP of L(AYS") (2.3), there exists ¢ = ¢(d) such that for N large,
N -1 1/2 ’ ’ —cN?
P((—=)"" M >y +6) <POw > —V2+6/2)<e

uniformly for y > —v/2 — %/. Using Lemmas B.4 and B.6, the contribution from this is exponentially
negligible. We only need to consider y < —v/2 — %/. For simplicity, let us write d2 = %/. Observe that for
( R )1/2)\k 1<y<(N 1)1/2)\ _6/

D N 2 Y
v/ D Z Z- - \/ D' ( me
i=k

anN 2 a— = a/N7
NN 1/2), — y
which implies that
VN b ey’ VNa) b Na?
—an (-2 4 e T < Al d(— ) 4 2w (5-8)
b 27N b 2r N
Naz2

since the function x — —z®(— \/bﬁx) + \/2l:r_N67 262 is strictly decreasing.

Using the concentration inequality for chi-square distribution [MLO0O| and conditioning, for any ¢t > 0,

P(%fy,éz )27 > Z Ty ( +2\/_< Z S5 (A )1/2 +2 max fys,(A )t) <e
i=k

E<i<N-1

Since || fy,5,/lz = 052 and || f7 s,|lL = 265 %, with the concentration inequality for empirical measures of
GOE eigenvalues (2.4), we know there exists ¢ = ¢(d2) > 0 independent of y such that

Nt N-1
1 B 1 .
P(| % D2 fus ) = 0uclfysa)| > N4 or [ £ 37 frusas (W) = owcl(f5.0)| > N7H%)
i=k p—
S 670N3/2
uniformly in y, where os.(f) = [ f(z)osc(dz). Note that os(fy,5,) < m(—v2) = V2 and Usc(fy 5,) < %
2

For N large, we have

( Z fy.82 (A 22 2\/2T 5 ) <(1- echS/z)efNT N e’CNS/Z.
2

It follows that

1 e L 3T
lim sup lim sup — lo ]P’( ): —00.
T4>+o£) N—>+£ N & Z fy 62 - 62

We choose T' large enough so that P(— Zi:k Fu.62(N)ZE > E) is exponentially negligible uniformly
inyely =6y +0)A(=v2-d)

Let € > 0 be a small number that will be sent to zero later. Since 3’ — 6 < y < ¢, we deduce from
Proposition 3.7 that for N large enough and j = 0,1, ..., [—=2t__ ],

\/—D'"(0)e

1

—_ _ > -

N log zlglI;P(Ak 1< y7 E Jy,50 (A Z m(y) + je)

< ilOgSUPP(Nﬁl <y E f 5, (N Z7 >m(y)+j€+25(1—|—#))
TN sy ’ s 7 -2

< —(k—1)() —A*([—je—25(1—|— #)]7;;7) te.

Vi3

Here am = SUD(,, , ) (p/—6,0/+8) x (' — 6,0/ +6) x (' — 6,5/ +8) N[ Ry, Ro] x Bx [~ K,— /3] (05 Us y). From (4.5) we know
a, > —oo. Using the above facts, for a large T and ¢y’ — 6§ < y < 7 we deduce that

N —1,1/ / N — 11/2 2 3T
E[l{(T) A1 <y, y+0 < (T) _1 Z fu.50(Xi)Z; 52
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’ Nal. 2

L )
b 2t N

[1/71371;/(0)5] N 1

< 1{an 1 ) 5 < (X Lyay

S1en>00 3 B[ 2 <y + 8 < () )

1 me V2 € my) +5m(u) + G-+ Del - (- L0 + 2o

/72
VNay b -

—|—E[(—a/N<I‘(— b )+ 27TN6
N-1 1 = _ 37
—1.1/2 )
(1{(7) Ak—1 <y,m =0 T ; Fu02 (M) 200 < -
+ 1{ Lyzy, < v Z Foa(N)Z2 < m(y)})]
<[22 ] om0+ e R DOU R,
- ( )6 O§J5§\/ﬁ
b NG—y/-D"0)G+De)? .
+ e 267 }]1”()\1@71 <Y N_71 Z fuss(N)ZE > m(y )"‘JE)}
3T/-D"(0) | b 2 am+
(el m)p(m,l < Z Fuss(M)Z2 > m(y) + T/(O))

+[—a¢><—\/ﬁa)+ b 67%22_]P()\k71<y)

b 2r N
< (3T\/ —D"(0)
s\,

b N(ap—1/=D"(0)(z+e))?
=

— Am 2
+|a|+bm+ ’VW-‘) ma>a< . {[ > Ne 2b7,
- ( )E *ESIST,(O) ™

VN(ao — /=D"(0)(z +¢)) )]

= (a0 =V =D"(0)(z +£))®(- b

exp[—N((k—l)Jl( )+ A ([—:c—%(l—l—\/%)]JZJ) —E)]}.

Since
N(ap — r/—D"
o YN . O@+9)) < 1a, — /D7) (& + &) < 0}
b  NGo—y/=D" (@) (a+e)?
4 7, 1{ao — /—D"(0)(z +¢) > 0},

- V271 N[ao — /=D"(0)(x + ¢€)] ¢

using (5.8), sending N — oo and then ¢ — 0+, §1 — 0+ we find
lim sup lim sup 1 log ITS (W' — 6,4’ +6),(p' — 86,0 +0), (v — 6,y +6);61,0")
510+, N—oo IN

e—>0+4+

< %log[—élD” (0)] — %log D'(0) - %105;(271’)

—(k=1)N(y) + sup Vu(p,u,y)
pl—8<p<p’+3s,
w —Ss<u<u’ 48,y —s<y<y’+6
— min {A ([—x—25(1+¢)] ;g) +L(ao— —D”(O):c)i}.
0<p< —mt+ g2 —271- 2b2,
T /=D ()

The second assertion follows from continuity.
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Proposition 5.4. Assume E is compact, k > 1 and Ra < co. Then

lim sup lim sup lim sup % log IT5(E, (R, Ra), (K, —/2);61,0") < —% log(2)

§’—=0+ 6104+ N—oo

1 11 1 /
+ = log[—4D"(0)] — = log D'(0) + sup [«(p,u,y) — " (p,u,y) — (k — 1)J1(y)],
2 2 (pyu,y)EF

where F' = {(p7u7y) tpE (R17R2]7U € Evy < _\/5}

Proof. We follow the argument of Proposition 4.3 and assume R; > 0. By (2.11), for any fixed p > R
and u € F,

lim sup . (p,u,y) — I (p,u,y) — (k — 1)J1(y) < limsup ¢ (p,u,y) — (k — 1)J1(y) = —o0.

y——00 Yy——o0
We may choose K large enough so that

sup (e (pyu,y) — I (pyuyy) — (k= 1)J1(y)]
pE(R1,R2),u€E,y<—v2

is attained at a point (p5,u5,y5) € (R1, Re] x E x [-K, —V/2].

Consider a cover of the compact set [R1, Ra] x E x [~ K, —/2] with cubes of side length 2§ and center
(0, ,y') so that (p5, ub, y5) is one of the centers. We deduce from Lemma 5.3 that

limsuplimsuplimsupilogllg(fl(R17R2)7(—K7—\/§);5176')
gﬁ(ﬁ; 61—04+ N-—oo N

< %log[—élD” (0)] — %log D'(0) - %10g(27r)

+limsup  max  { - (k- 1)) + sup Vu(p,u,y)
504, (p!u!y") pl—5<p<p+38,
§/—04 centers of cubes u/ —s<u<u’ +8,y —s<y<y’ +5

_ o y g Lo Do) ]}
of [([~=-2a+ \/gz—_g)]:y) + 35z, (2 D (0)z)y

1 1 1
= 5 log[~4D" (0)] — 5 log D' (0) — 5 log(2m) + v (o, u, y$) — T* (05, uk, y8) — (b — 1)1 (45).

Here we understand that the supremum and infimum were taken within [Rl7 Rz] x E x [—K7 —\/5) We

have completed the proof. |
Let
Ti(E, (R1, Rz)) = max{Jy (E, (R1, R2)), Ji'(E, (R1, R2))}, (5.9)
where

Jkl(E7 (Rlsz)) = ( Sll[)) F[%(Pv“yy) - le(y)] = w*(plfvulfvylf) - le(ylf)v
pyu,y)E

Ji(E,(Ry, Rs)) = . SuygEF[w* (psu,y) — I (p,u,y) — (k — 1)1 (y)]

= O (ph,ub, y8) — T (05, ub, yb) — (k — 1)1 (v5).

From (3.2), (5.3), (5.6), Propositions 5.1 and 5.4, we conclude

. 1
lim sup —

log IECI‘t]VJg(LC7 (.R17 RQ)) <
N—o0 N

log[—4D" (0)] — %log D'(0) + % + Ju(B,(Ri, R2)).  (5.10)

N

Remark 5.1. Tt is crucial to note that 7 < J? always holds if a(pf, u},yF) < 0. This explains why we do
not need Z~ like the case of local minima in the expression of J;* (which we cannot get from our analysis
anyway). However, it could be Ji(y¥) = 0 so that J; = J?2. Let us justify the necessity of J2. In other
words, we have to show that Ji! (pF, uf, v¥) < T2 (p¥, u¥, y}) is possible.
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To this end, it suffices to cook up an example where J; (yi‘) > 0 while a(p’f7 uf, yi‘) < 0. Let us fix the
structure function D and leave u, E, R1, R2 free to specify later. Recall the notation from Example 1 and
(4.7). Using Lemma A.2 and continuity, for p > 0 small enough,

2(J° — app® = %) — (J* = §°) <0.
Recall from Remark 4.1 that dya < 0. By continuity we may find § > 0 and po > 0 such that
1
V2

for y € [-v2 —6,—+/2] and p € [Spo, 2po]. It remains to designate ‘]Z,” + 1 < 0 to ensure a < 0. On the
other hand, from (4.6) we have for y < —v/2,

—(J? —aBp® = B)V2Jy — (J* — B*)—=Jm(y) < 0

By [tha(pr ) — ki (9)] = — 27 L),%__\B/EJ(%LM) +(k+1)Vy? - 2.

2 2
Let C(p,y) = o525 + (k+1)\/y? —2]. Given any y € [-v2—§,—V/2) and p € [§po, $po], we
have C(p,y) > 0 and since J? > 32, the following (in)equalities

+8 J?
52 _ B’UQ = O(p7y)7 7’0

+pu<0

have solutions when p > C(p,y)J>.
The discussion above allows us to complete our job. Indeed, take any

> max Clp,y)J*
PElL 0,2 polyel—v2-6,—v2- 3]
and let

. Clp,y)(J> = B%) —p D/(p*)2p? | pp®  pD'(p*)p”
T_ = min D(p?) - ——~L o AE

)= e A s 500) N (O R 1 ()
Clp.y)(J> = B%) —n (02202 | pp®  uD'(p*)p?
T = max D(p2) - =~ /*¢r =~ = \F/F

+(0) ye[—v2—6,—v2-3] B(p) (P*) D'(0) 2 D'(0)

Since 9,C(p,y) < 0, we have T_(p) < T4 (p) for any p > 0. By continuity, we may choose € > 0 small
enough such that po — e > %po, po+e< %po and

max T < min T .
po—e<p<po+te (p) po—e<p<po+te +(p)

Let R = po —&,R2 = po + ¢ and E' = (maxp,—c<p<ppte T (p), minp,—c<p<pot+e T+(p)). Now suppose
(pF, uf,y¥) is a maximizer of 1. (p,u,y) — kJi(y) in F as in Proposition 5.4. Since
UllceE: ﬂ [T*(p)7T+(p)]7 PO—EﬁplfﬁPO‘FE:

po—e<p<pot+e

we conclude that yf € [-v2 — 6, —v/2 — %] and thus J1 (y¥) > 0,a(pf,u, yF) < 0.
Using similar ideas, one can argue that 7, is also needed. In fact, later on we will see that when there
is no restriction on the critical value, J3 is larger than 72

5.3 Lower bound
Recall I* and IT* as in (3.9).
Proposition 5.5. Suppose E is open and Rs < co. If Jit > JZ, then

lim inf — log I* (E, (R, R2)) > < log[—4D" (0)] — = log(27) — < log D' (0)
N—ooo N 2 2

+ sup [17[}* (p7 U, y) —kJi (y)]7
(pyu,y)EF

N =

where F = {(p,u,y) : p € [R1, Ra],u € E,y < —v/2}.
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Proof. Choose 6 > 0 small enough so that
(p1 = 8,1 +68) X (uf —&,ui +6) x (4 — &,y7) C (R1, R2) x E x (—K,~V/2).

Here as usual we understand if p1 (resp. ul) is on the boundary, we can simply replace the interval
(9 — 8, pt + ) [resp. (ul — 6, uk +6)] with (o, pt +8) or (p§ — 6, p) [resp. (uf, ut +8) or (uf — & ub)] in
an obvious way. Using (3 12), by restriction we have

Ik(E7 (R17 RQ))

(u=my)?  Nu2p2  N(y/—4D(0)y+my)?
\/N[ 4D" (0 ]N/Z pi+s pulb+s y176/2 203, 2D7(0) ~ 2(—2D"7(0)—B2)
~(2m)WNEn/2D(0)N/2 / /u / —2D"(0) — B2

_ N_1y1/23N-1 N -1 _ N
E[e(N DY(L(=F=)"""N ),y)l{L((T)lﬂ)\f’ 1) € B(0sc, 01), Ak < (m)1/2y<)\k+l}

Na2
(aNq)(\/NbaN)—&- Ql:rNe*E?M)]prldydudp
\/N[ D//( )]N/Z

k
(27T)(N+2)/2D/(O)N/2 Iy (5: 51)-

Note that for any y € [yf — 6, yF — %] we have fy’% (z) > z—iyl{x —y > %}. Let K > 0 be a large constant

such that K > 100kJi (yf —8)+ A" (m(yf — &) = m(yk —20); £ _5 )], Since & > o@(Le) 4 e %
is positive and strictly increasing, for y¥ — 8§ < y < y¥ — é <—v2-28

_ N-1y1/2,N—1 N-1 - N
E[ew DW(L(SFH) Ay ),y>1{L((T)1/2)\§V ') € B(ose,01), Ak < (m)1/2y</\k+1}

VNan _ Nk
(eI )

> E[e““)m“¥>”2*5’1)’y>1{L((—N§ LyV2)N 1) € By (0ue, 1),
N-1 2
N—11/2 K N—1.1/2 d 1 Z;
(—)"2Ae+26 < yf < (——)" N1+, = — m(y)}
N 4N = (Edyi/zy —y
\/NaN b _Nay?
an® —+ e 2b2 )}
<N ( b ) 2r N
VNa b _ Na?
> (ad + e 202 )ex N -1 inf (v,
- ( ( b ) \/27rN ) p{( vEB(0s0,01)NP([— K, K\ (v —25,yF — $)) ( y)}
N — N B
E[l{L( Lyr/z w1y eBK(oSC,dl),(T)l/z)\ +25 <yt <At g
N—-1
1 72 < N—-—1p & 5
N —y < (=) m( )
i=k+1 )\1 (yl )
a2
> (ad( \/Na b 67%)exp{(N—1) inf \I/(u,y)}
b 27N vEB(0sc,01)NP([— K, K\ (v —25,yF — %))
N-1
N -1
[IP’(( PPN <yt =28 0 s s (M) 22 < m(yl —25))
i=k+1
~ P (e < —éiNif s 2 (M) Z2 < mlyk —2))
LSUL Ty = yh— 8,8 \Ai) 2y Y1

~ BL(() AT ) ¢ Bose,81)) ~ B(Xv- > K.

Note that W(v,y) is continuous for y7 —§ < y < y¥ — § and v € B(0s, 01) NP([-K, K]\ (yf —26,y1 — 2)).
Using Proposition 3.6, we have

. . 1 N—l 1/2 k 2
liminf G log P (=)' * A < ol - Z%fyf—%z 0ZE < mlyt —25))
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. 1
limsup logP(Mts S vf = 3.+ D o s(A)Z2 < miyf —26))

N—oo

) X ) .
—(k+ 1)1 (yr - A m(yy — 3~ m(y; — 25);fy{c,g%).

We can always choose ¢ small enough so that

5
kJy (v —28) < (k+ 1) Ji(yF — ]

Since Ji > JZ, a(p¥,uf,y¥) > 0. Using (3.14), (2.7) and the LDP of the empirical measures of GOE
eigenvalues, since all functions in question are continuous, we deduce that

lim inf lim inf %1}3(57 61)

51 —0+ N—oo

> inf w*(p7u7y)—ku71(yf—25)—A*(m(yf— 5) —m(y _25)9fy{t%,%)'

ok —s<p<ph+6,ul —s<u<ub+s,
k k )
T —0<y<yf -3

Sending § — 0+, we find by continuity and Remark 3.2 if necessary
|
l}&lglof N log IT (E, (R1, R2))
1 " 1 1 / ' §
> 5 log[—4D"(0)] — 5 log(2m) — 5 log D'(0) + $u (o1, ut, ut) — k1 (41):
The proof is complete. a
Proposition 5.6. Suppose E is open and R < oo. Then
o1 k
— >
I}VHLIBof N logII"(E,(R1, R2)) >

+ sup [ha(pu,y) — It (p,u,y) — (k— 1)Ji(y)),

(pyu,y)EF

log[—4D" (0)] — %log(%r) - %log D'(0)

N =

where F' = {(p7u7y) tpE (R17R2]7U € Evy < _\/5}
Proof. Choose § > 0 small enough so that
(3 = 0,p5 +0) x (u = 8,u5 +6) x (y3 — 8,5) C (R1, Ra) x B x (K, ~V2).

Here as usual we understand if u5 or p} is on the boundary, we can simply replace the corresponding
interval by half of itself in an obvious way. Note that by conditioning

E[|det GI1{i(Gu) = k — 1,¢ < 0}] = B(|det Gun ||z} — €T Grre|1{i(Grs) = k — 1, < 0})
: /Ru«:[| det((%)lmGOENA —yIn )1 < (%)1/231 <}

\/ " mo)?
—4ND”(0)exp{—N( —4D''(0)y+ma2) }

= [-4D"(0)] "7

32
(_aN@(_@H b e*liTév)] 2< 2D7O=F) - g, (5.11)
b 2N \/2m(=2D"(0) — B2)
It follows from restriction that
I1(E, (R, R2))
(u— my>2 _ Nu2p2  N(/—4D" (0)y+my)?
\/—[ 4D" (0 N/2 phts pubis y276/2 203, 2D7(0)  2(—2D"7(0)—B2)
(27r)<N+2>/2D’ N/z/ /u s oy \/—2D"(0) — B2

_ N—_1y1/2 \N—1 N 1 _ N
Efel DY (RN )'”1{L<<—N )Y € Blowe, 61), Mo < ()Y < M)

39



Na2
(—aN¢><—@>+ J;_Ne*ﬁnp”ldydudp

VN[-4D" (0)]""*

=: (2m) (N2 /2 D1 (0)N/2

IT%(5,61).
Recalling  as in (5.7), let

k k k 0, if a(p5,ub,y5) <0,
sk = sk(p2,ug,y2) = < _ .
T, otherwise.

Let K > 0 be a large constant such that

K2 > 10[(k — 1155 — 28) + A (s + m(uh — 56) — m(y} - SRV

2 2
Since z —x@(—@) + ;;N(f ];:22 is positive and strictly decreasing, for y5 — 6 <y < y5 — 2,
B[ DRI (ST € Blow,81) s < ()Y < M)
(~ane- 2+ o5
> B[N TDTEHERTT D {1 Tl)l/%\{\’*l) € Brc(0sc,01),
(%)1/2)%,1 +26 <yh < (%)”2& + %7 % szl Nle% >m(y) — Sk}
i=1
( (ot D)0 VN (a+ \/bT/(O)Sk)) N \/;_NeW)}
N (_ (24 /DT s b VN(a + b—D”(O)sk)) . \/;_NewT\/w)
N T B o 5P K KN W 26,05 - 4 )
E[l{L((¥)1/2A¥*) € Bx(0sc, 61), (%)1/%71 <ys — 20, > y5 — g
%N_ e )

—(a+/=D"(0)s)P(—

VN(a + v/ _D"(O)Sk)) n b ,W)
e
b 2rN

\v4
—~

N T B sP K KN W 26,05 - ) Y []p<(N - 1)1/2)%71 <yt — 25
N ’
N-1 2
. 601 Z; ) k—1
\ oY S mh - 2) - _)
k> Y2 4N part i —(y2——5) m(y2 2) Sk + N§

N = 1y1/2\N-1) ¢ B(0ue,51)) — POy 1 > K)].

We can choose in the beginning é small enough so that

.6
(k—1)J1(y5 —26) < kJi(vh — 7

It follows from Proposition 3.7 that

liminfilogP()\k,l < y§ — 26, \p > yé — %7
N— 2
Z; PR} k—1
> _ 9 _
Z w35 - MW T g) ekt g )



> (k= )55 — 26) = A" (Ion + m(o — 30) — muk = 2)]-50% - 36).

Sending § — 04, using (5.4), (5.7), the LDP of L(AY ™), continuity of functions in question and Remark
3.2 if necessary,

1
lim inf — log IT*(E,(R1, Rs)) >

+ (05, ub, ys) — T (p5,us, y5) — (k — 1)J1(y5).

log[—4D" (0)] — %log(Qﬂ') - %log D'(0)

N =

The proof is complete. O

Proof of Theorem 1.4. With (5.10), Propositions 5.5 and 5.6, using the same argument as for Theorem
1.3, we have established Theorem 1.4. O

Example 2. Here we use Theorem 1.4 to recover Theorem 1.1 for k > 1 when By is a shell. Let us recall
the setting in Example 1. we first consider 1. (p,u, y) — kJi(y) for y < —v/2. In [AZ20, Example 2|, we
computed

AR lyl
ayyl/’* - _J2 — ,82 - \/y2—_21{|y| > \/5}7
V2J3 J?
Ot = =gz Qv =~z

Thus for any fixed p, this is a strictly concave function of (y,u) and there is at most one global maximum.
Suppose the global maximum is attained at (y¥,uf). Solving d,v.(p, u,y) — kJ{(y) = 0 with (4.8) yields

V20 — v V20— V2(k+1)\/u® + k(k +2)J2
Y- DV =220,y = TE(k + 2) :

We see that yf < —+/2 if and only if u > J. If 4 < J, since the global maximum of 9. is attained at
y > —+/2 as shown in [AZ20, Example 2|, the maximum of (u,y) — ¥« (p,u,y) — kJ1(y) must be attained
at y = —/2, for otherwise this maximum must be a local maximum which would lead to a contradiction.
All these calculations plugging in (4.9) recover Theorem 1.1 provided sup, , ,)er[¥«(p:u,y) — kJi(y)]
always dominates the other term in Theorem 1.4 for the current non-restriction situation. This is indeed
true due to the following result.

Proposition 5.7. For any fized p > 0, we have

sup b (p, u,y) — kJi(y) > sup¥.(p,u,y) — " (p,u,y) — (k — 1)J1(y)

u€ER u€R
for any y < —V/2.

Proof. Let us write in this proof

LP(y) = sup 1/1*(07 U, y) —kJi (y)7
u€R

Ro(y) = sup ¥ (p,u,y) = I (puy) = (k = 1)J1 (y)-

ueR
From (4.9), we find
2 2

V2uy P p@p 11
_ VR B logp— = — = log 2.
W == ~37 "3p) T8 3 38

1
Lo(y) = —5v° — (k+ 1)

To figure out R, (y), we start with investigating Z% (p,u, y). Given p and y, note that the maximizer u(p, y)
for R,(y) must satisty a(p,u(p,y),y) > 0, for otherwise Z* (p, u(p,y),y) = 0 and the first order condition
(4.8) implies a(p,u(p,y),y) > 0 as shown in Example 1. By definition, Z* (p,u,y) = Z+(p, u,y; #). Since
022+ (p,u, y; T)|o=z = 0, using the chain rule with (4.7) to differentiate in v, we have

—J%y — a—|—"—’g J2ap?
0 p0,0) T ) — (b~ D) = LA BLT )
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As in Lemma 5.2, to find out which minimizer we should use, we work with the branch

NGy = VDT (24

(

for z < A’(@—Hy) = —v2 + m(y) and consider z’ := —w - @ < —V2 + m(y) as an ansatz.
Plugging in (3.13) and (3.15) we obtain

+;9)

V2ap?

' = ﬂ%ﬁz[—ﬂ@f —26% — a®p') + (a®p" = 2a8p")y — (v + pB)] + m(y).

J
Setting (5.12) equal to zero and using the ansatz a + J—’g = _h/?/tny)t)z’ we find
1 V2 4+ y) Jap?
v= = (% —V2JBy — u,B). (5.13)

Plugging in the last display for «’, after simplification we obtain &’ = —2v/2 + m(y), which indeed verifies
the ansatz 2’ < —v/2 4 m(y). Since the minimizer is unique, we must have & = x'.
Using (5.13) to eliminate u in ¥« (p,u,y) — I (p,u,y), we find

1, o®p'(vV2+y)? N e 11
Loy = —nyt = LLWVETY) i) - YR K logp— = — = log2,
V(s u, ) 5Y TREE) 1(y) 7 277~ 30/(0) +logp— 5 — 5 log
1 2ot (V2+y)? 1 1 1 1
Tt — 2P \WVETY) L 2o o — 2 g2
(puy) = 7y TOEE) Yy +5logm(y) — 5 — 7 log
From (2.6), we see that Ji(y) = —1 log2 — $y1/y? — 2 + logm(y) and then
3 5 1 Vapy 1 W utp?
- 2y (k4= _ VIR g M log p.
Ro(y) 1Y (k4 35)N() 7 51982~ 575 ~3p) T 108
It follows that
1, 1 1
Lo(y) = Bp(y) = 79" = 5h(y) — 5-
Finally, observing that y — L, (y)—R,(y) is strictly decreasing for y < —v/2 with L,(—v/2)—R,(—/2) = 0,
we have completed the proof. O

Like what we did in Example 2, we can also solve 8, R,(y) = 0 to find the optimizer 3%, which would
further yield u5 and p%5. From here we see that the sup in Proposition 5.7 can be taken over a compact
set instead of R. Moreover, the above discussion suggests that the critical points with index k around the
value u¥ and variable p]f given above dominate all other places.

Remark 5.2. Observe that in the setting of Remark 4.1, since y° = —v/2,
Ui’ u’,y") = T7 (0%, 1, y°) < (0”0, ") < Wl ut, yt) — KL (YY)

This shows that the complexity function of index k may be larger than that of the local minima even
though we have Remark 1.1 for the total number of critical points with index k. This seems to be a new
phenomenon, compared to the spherical p-spin glass model where the latter always dominates [ABAC13|.

6 Saddles with diverging index

Let v € (0,1) and k = kn € (1, N) be a sequence with limy_, 0 kTN = . Define

(u—my)? Nu2p2
- _NuZp
2crY e 2D’(0)

kn = " e 7 = ¢ N=1lqy
I (E,(R1,R2))—/Rl /EEHd GIL{i(Gr) = k)] dudp.  (6.1)

oroy  (2m)N/2D/(0)N/2 p

Proposition 6.1. Let Ry < oo and E be an open set. We have

lim % log I*~ (E,(R1,R2))

N — oo

1 1 1
— Lloglan(0)] - L1og D'(0) ~ L1ogem) £ sup  wnlpusy).
2 2 2 Ry<p<Ra,ucE
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Proof. As before, we may assume R; > 0. Note that denoting the probability space as 2

I*N(E,(R1, R2)) < IT™ (B, (Ry, R2)) + I,™ (B, (R, Rz))
S L(E, (Ri, R), Q) + I2(E, (R1, R2), Q)
where I'N and I3~ are defined as in (5.1), and I; and I» are defined as in Section B. As in (2.19) and
(1.5), for any € > 0, we may find 6 = d(e,7) and ¢ = ¢(e,y) > 0 such that
(e — 51| > €} € {LONT) ¢ Bl0w, 0)}
It follows from Lemmas B.5 and B.6 that for large K and small § > 0
. 1 ky
lim sup N log I (

E,(R1,R2)) < hmsup—logIkN( E,(R1,R2),¢; K, 0)
N—o0 N—o0 N
where

14, O 60 = (an' ) F [ [ R[22 )
N— 1| N

1/2>\ —yl1{x < (=——

12, o LN Lyizyv-n g 5 ]
i=1 N — 1) Yy < k+1, (( N ) =1 ) S K(Usc7 )}
_(u—my)? N 22 N/ ID7 Ty rma)?

o H il ewl (m%” )
V2roy  (2m)N/2D/(0)N/2

N—-1
dydudp.
N e O S B

Sending N — oo, § — 0+, € — 0+ sequentially, and using the upper semi-continuity and continuity as
proving upper bounds for fixed indices, we find

lim sup lim sup lim sup —

log[
e—0+ 5§—0+ N— o0 N

(E7 (R17R2)7E;K7 (5)
<3 log[—4D" (0)] — 5 log D'(0) — %log(27r) +

wp e ,5).
R1<p<Rgy,uckE

For I,V | we deduce from Lemmas B.3 and B.4 that for large K and small § > 0

N—o0

1 1 —

lim sup — log I™ (E, (R1, R2)) < lim sup N log I¥N (E, (R1, Rs), ¢; K, 6)
N—o0

where

" S~y +€
(B, (Ry, Ra)ie, K, 0) = 22201 > 4D / //7
EJsy—c
N-1 _

B[ T I, — ylLh < (NN )% < Ao, L((

N -1 _
N_1 T)lm)\fv:f) € BK(Usmfs)}]
J#i
 (u—my)? Np2p2 N(y/=4D" (0)y+
e 2(7%, 67% exp{ (2( QD//((O):UBZ;Q) } Nfld dud
udp.
V2roy  CmNED(ONZ fax(aDr0) 5 |
Note that L((£=2 L)1/2)\N"1) ¢ By (0sc, ) implies L((E4 L)1/2)\N- 11#]) € Bk (0sc,20) forany j =1,..., N—
1. Sending N — oo, 6 — 0+, ¢ — 0+ sequentially, and using the upper semi-continuity and continuity
again, we find

1 _
lim sup lim sup lim sup = log I¥¥ (E, (R, R2), e; K, 6)
e—0+

5§—0+ N— o0 N

< = log[—4D"(0)] — 1 log D' (0) — 1 log(27) + sup
2 2 2 R1<p<Ro,ucE

"/)*(p7 u, S’Y)‘
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Let (p+,uy) be a maximizer of ¥.(p,u, s,) in [Ri, R2] x E which exists clearly. For lower bound, using
(2.14) with conditional distribution (3.11),

2 b

Ell2) — TG E||z5 = y] > i

It follows that

E[| det G1{i(G..) = k}] = E[E(| det Guu|[2} — €T G2 A€[1{i(Gn) = k}) |4, AN 1]
2 b

> i E(] det G4« |1{i(G++) = k})

Let § > 0 be a small constant. Since G.x = 4/ W(GOEA{A —(%)1/2;:5]1\771), using [ABAC13,
moN/2 nd 2 = —2D"(0)— B>

—4D"" (0)(N—1) a — —4(N-1)D’7(0)’

Lemma 3.3] with m = —

I*N(E, (R1, R2))

(ufmy)2

Pyt puyts 203 6712\71’5,2(73 No1
det Gou|1{i(Gus) = k “ldud
= [ R GG = ) e s
(u=—my)?
ﬁr(%w%[—wwoﬁ [ N
B ™ py—8 Juy—5 1/ _QDN V2moy
NN, + ——m2 )2 7Nulp
E [ { k+1)2 3 (Aeta V- 4D“(0>) }] e 2070 N-14.d
GOR(N) | €XP —2D77(0)—5? emy D)2 Y

—2D77(0)
= IkN((p'Y =08, py +6), (uy — 6, uy + 5)7)‘kN+1)7

kN+1

where A, is the (k + 1)th smallest eigenvalue of GOEy. Since — 7, we still have P(|AY,, — 84| >

g) < e~*N”. We can thus restrict Ay1 to (sy —e,8y +¢). Sending N — 00, 6 = 0+, ¢ — 0+ sequentially,
and using the Stirling formula and continuity, we deduce from (2.9) that

P |
lim inf i inf - 1og I ((py = 6, pry +6), (uy = 6wy +6), A1)

e—0+
1 1 1 / 1
> < log[~4D" (0)] - 5 log D' (0) — 5 108(27) + . (b3, 1y, 57).
The proof is complete. O

Proof of Theorem 1.5. As before, it suffices to consider 0 < R; < Rz < oco. Since limy_ 00 kN—Afl =, we
have

. 1 . 1 _
lim NIOgIkN(E,(Rl,Rz)):A}gnooﬁlogszv Y(E, (R1,Rs)),

N —oco

where by Proposition 6.1 the limits exist. Noting that

{i(G) = k} C {i(Gur) = k} U{i(Gus) = k — 1},

the upper bound immediately follows from Proposition 6.1. For the lower bound, using (3.8), (3.9), (3.12)
and (5.11), we have

ECrtn (B, (R1, R2)) = Sn 1 NV D/2 (4D (0)] "=

N 12, vV Nan b N;é\r
]E[(l{)\k < ()P E < A an () + e )
vV Nay b _N
{1 < (— )22 < A b(— )
+ {1 < (=) <Ae(—an®(=———) + —c > )
det(MX=1y2qoR ) L 1 3By N1 qud
et " *GOBs = A)| e T e e dudp
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Here an = an(p,u,23) as in (3.13). Let us define fy(z) = m@(@) + 7==¢ 2’ . Using the same

. _ moN1/2 2 _  —2Dp"(0)-p2
argument as that of [ABAC13, Lemma 3.3] with m = NE IO and t° = —IN—1 7o) We can

rewrite

N 1/2 1 \/NaN b *EZM
E[(l{kk < (m) 23 < A1} (an®( b )+ Nl )
VNay, _b ,m))

1/2 7 _ _
722 < M —an () ¢ 2

+1{)\k—1<(N_1

N-1
|det((=—)"/*GOEx—1 — ZIn-)]

_ DN VADTO) re y B y
- 2D (0) = 59 E[(fN(aN(pm,/\kH)) + fn(=an(p, u, AR )))
NN+ ——22 )2

e {N()‘]kv+1)2_ V/ —4D"'(0) }]
Xp 2 72D”(0)7ﬂ2

—2D’7(0)

where A{,; is the (k + 1)th smallest eigenvalue of GOEy, and

7 2 T 2y 2
—2D" (0)ap” (u — 44~ + LEFE) afp’p

. 7(p2)2 p2 —2D"(0) — B2
(~2D7(0) - 2)y/D(p?) — Zgpe ©)-#

(=2D"(0) = 2 — aBp*) V=AD" (O\Yy,  /=D"(0) i z;
_ _ A2 N _ \N
2D//(()) B N i=1iht1 i )‘k+1

an(p,u, )\]kVJrl) =

Let (p,u,) be a maximizer of 1. (p,u, s,) in [R1, Re] x E. Since fn(x) is a convex function in z, for any
6 > 0, by Jensen’s inequality and restriction,

SN71F(%)[—4D"(O)]N/2 Py+S  pu 45
m(—2D"(0) — 3?) /p /u

[/ (Elan (o, u, A )]) + v (Efan (o, A))

—E([fv Gan (o, u, M) HIA 1 = 55 > €} + fv(=an(p, u AOILIAY = 5,] > 2}])]

ECrtN,kN (E7 (,Rl7 Rz)) >

=6 Juy—6

s (y+ ——22—)°
. y \/—4D"(0)
exp{N inf (——W)}
YE[sy—e,sy+¢] 2 %
(u—my)? 2.2
1 T 202 1 *12\7,:';% N-—1 .
i T TS ©) dudp. 6.2
27raye (27r)N/2D’(0)N/26 P uap (62)

Since P(Ar < 8y —€ 0r App1 > 8y +¢) < (fd\rz7 using (3.12), (2.14), the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, and
the argument of [ABAC13, Lemma 3.3| again,

(

N—1

YN~z \/—4D"(0)
w(=2D"(0) - 7°)

N ' ’
= E[(l{)\k < (N — 1)1/2z3 < Akt1, )23 — sy > eFan®(

—
NE

E[fn(an(p,u, )‘IIsY+1))1{|)‘]kV+1 — 84| > €}]

VNay b _Nak
)+ e )
b 2nN

/! mo 2
N(zz + 7/—74D”(0))
72D”(0)*[32 }]
—2D'7(0)
/ mo 2
N(z3 + \/T”(O))
—2D"/(0)— 52 }
—p70)

N-—-1 N(2.)2
|det((T)1/2GOEN,1 _ZéIN—1)|eXp{ _ (23)

—+

5)°

/ N
= B(jdet((Vo ) 200Bx 1 — vl exp { - MEL

N -1
N

14 N 1/2 1 ’

A < (7)) 7728 < Ak, € > 0,23 — 54 >}
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—AND" (0 N -
< © £[(2(a11% =) [T 1020 -y
VT (=2D"(0) — B2) Jjy—s,|>< i1
—2D” — N _Ny?
ZZZH| 52 =yl 10w < () 2y < Mwen e E dy
i=1 FE
B oo . € 7N12
<CH(jal+b)] / E[(1+ 0™ + 1P PPk > 55+ 5)1 e 72 dy
Sy te

Sv—e€ * 2N 2N\11/2 /2 — g2
+ [ E+ O™+ PO < sy = )% ay]

—oo
< Cp(fa| +b)e™
From here we deduce that the term involving

B ([ @ (o A D)) A1 = 551 > €} + fiv(=an (0, u A LAY = 5] > 1)

in (6.2) is bounded above by e~V * and thus is exponentially negligible as other terms are bounded below

by ™) as we will show below. To compute the expectation E[an (p, u, \Y )], we observe that
0 :/ 8>\ PGOE )\1,..., d)\
A1<Ae < <An g H
1 NN sz
:/ ——0n, H [N —)\j|67722:1 AL Hd)\i
A< A< <Ay ZN 1<i<j<N =1
- N)\k)pGOE A, A d,\
It follows that
1. 1
Ny _ ..
E(\Y) = ~E Z WA (6.3)
i=1,i#k ?

From here we compute

- " — H N
Blan(p,u A1) = 22O = W ADIOROL ~ M)

+ /=D (OB — A

It is by far well known that E(Ay,; — AR ) = o(1). In fact, using rigidity of eigenvalues for Wigner matrices
[EYY12], for any given €9 > 0, we have E(Af,; — Ay ) = O(N~"0) for all N large enough. By convexity
and continuity, we have

N (BN (s AR )]) + Sy (—Efan (p,us AV)]) = 2fn (o(1))

where o(1) — 0 uniformly in p € [py — 4, py + ] and u € [uy — §,uy + d] as N — oo. Using (2.9), (3.2),
the Stirling formula and continuity again, we find

Elan (p,u, Ak11)] —

lim inf lim inf % log ECrtn iy (E, (R1, R2))

6—0+ N-—=o0
e— 0+

1 1 1 / 1
> 3 log[—4D"(0)] — 3 log D'(0) + ) + Pu(pys Uy, 54).
The proof is complete. O

Example 3. In the setting of Example 1, it is easy to check that the complexity function in Theorem 1.5
recovers Theorem 1.2. Indeed, from (4.9) we have for u # 0,

_ 1.2 _1 __ _Hksy o y/D’(0) D’(0)
el 8 = 58y — 1 210g2 o) —T57(0) + log T if Ro > T
A 12 _1_1 s ’R3 .
—58y — 5 — 31log2 — \/ij'(o) _ 745“(0) _ 2"D/(§) + log R2, otherwise,
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(D' (¢*) = D'O/=ID"O)s, +4) , prh 1D (p2)03

Uy = —

—2D"(0) 2 Do)
R
Py = K
Ra, otherwise.
For pn = 0, we have
1 1 1
Vu (s Uy, S7) = —533/ — 5~ 5log2+log R,

= [D'(p*) = D'(0)](y/=4D"(0)s-)
K —2D"(0) '

py = Ra.

These expressions match those in Theorem 1.2 when By is a shell between radii vV NR; and vV N Rs.

A Covariances and Hessian distribution

For the reader’s convenience, in this part we list some results proved in [AZ20] that are needed in the text.

Lemma A.1 ([AZ20, Lemma A.1]). Assume Assumptions I and II. Then for x € RY,

Cov[0;Hn (z),0;Hn (z)] = D’ (0)6];7
Cov[Hn (2), 8 Hy (z)] = 2D" <%) x]\fﬂ + [D’ (%) - D’(O)} 5is

COV[akHN (:E), a”HN(]J)] = O,
Cov[0iHn (x), 05 Hn (z)] = —2D" (0)[8;16:8 + 0udk; + 0ridi;]/N

Cov[Hy (z), 8 Hx (z)] = D' (M) i,

where 6;; are the Kronecker delta function.

12
p'(2I5) SN | 230 Hy (2)

Let Y = HJ}I\,(Z) — NDT(0) and define
ool /) — 2Dl /)
Hﬂcll2 D/([z]2/N)? z]%
YDUSE) - 2
z||°/N 0
el /) = 2 WP DA (A1)

I |2 D' (|[=[|2/N)2 || |
\/D a D’(0)

|E]]

Writing p = ok

we introduce the following notations

2 10,2y ,42
(u — = + 25 ) (2D (0%)p° + D' (p%) — D'(0))

m1 =mi(p,u) = p+

D7 (5212 52 )
D(p?) — (Dp/(z))p
2 1o 2y 2 , ,
s — () — g “ + EEE) (D' (6°) = D'(0))
2 = ma2\p, = 7 (02)2 2 )
D(p?) - Dg)/&))p
—4D" 0) — 2 2 _2D// 0) — 2
r= i) = [ Ot t B ) - [0 (0?4 B
2 12y 2
pe”  puD'(p7)p” 1 D'(p?)%p?
— — B = = = (D(p2) = 2P )P"
my my(p) 2 D,(O) ; OY OY(p) \/N( (p ) D/(o) )’
2D// 2 D/ 2 _D/ 0
a=a(’) = (’;,)(pz)zpz L p=st =20 (12)
D(p?*) = =571y D(p?) — =proy
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Sometimes, we also use the following change of variable

2 T2y 2
_ pp uD (p™)p
U=+ "o - u—my

v= = , (A.3)
D’ (p2)2p2
D(p?) — g/(%)p VNoy
m1 = p+v(ap® + B), ma = pu+vp. (A.4)

In many situations, we need to take care of the singularity as p — 04. Thus the following result is helpful.

Lemma A.2 ([AZ20, Lemma 3.1]). We have lim, o+ D,()”Q) - g:ggfg; =—2D"(0) and

. 22 _ 2. . 2 2y 2 4., . 2y 212 8.y
Jim B(p%)" = —3D7(0),  lim a(p")B(p")p” = —3D7(0), lim [a(p)p’]" = —5 D7(0).

We have the following conditional distribution which is our basis for complexity analysis.

Proposition A.3 (|AZ20, Proposition 3.3|). Under Assumptions I, II and IV, we can find deterministic
orthogonal matrices U such that

2 T N d 4 3 _.
(UV°HNU'|Y =u) = <§ \/T”(O)(\/gGOENq B zéIN1)> =:G, (A.5)

where with z1, 22, 23 being independent standard Gaussian random variables,

1 Vo
2y = o121 — 0229 + M, Z§:7(0222+ sz3—m2),
—4D"(0) VN
and € is a centered column Gaussian vector with covariance matriz 72%,(0) In_1 which is independent

from z1, z2, z3 and the GOE matrizr GOEn_1.
We write frequently

Gov = —4D”(0)( %GOEN,1 - ngN,l).

As a property of GOE matrices, we may find a random orthogonal matrix V' which is independent of the
unordered eigenvalues A;,j = 1,..., N — 1 and 25, such that

(AR =z 0
Goaw = /—4D"(0)V " : ; V. (A.6)

0 (%)1/25\1\,71_2/3
To connect with the Kac-Rice formula (2.15), we have
E(|det V?Hy|1{i(V’Hy) = k}|Y = u)
=E(Udet V’HNU " 1{i(UV°HyUT) = k}|Y = u) = E(| det G|1{i(G) = k}) (A7)

where G depends on w implicitly.
We need the following technical lemma for proving Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

Lemma A.4 ([AZ20, Lemma B.1]). Let vn be probability measures on R and p # 0. Suppose

1 2 (N4+Dpuz
1 —3 (V4" - ==
M log / e PO unp(da) > —oc.
R

Then we have

1 2 N(N+Dpz 1 2 _(N+Dpz
1 —3(N+1)a? - —reetes —3(N+D)e? -
I\}LI:II N(log/e VPO i (de) —log/e —D"(0) I/N+1(d13)) =0.
R R R
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B Exponential tightness

The following results allow us to reduce our analysis to the compact setting. They were proven via
hard analysis in [AZ20] for the sake of all critical points. In this paper, they are applicable because
Cl"t]\r,k(LC7 (.R17 Rz)) < CI‘tN(E'7 (R17 Rz))

Lemma B.1 ([AZ20, Lemma 4.2]). Suppose p1 # 0. Then
lim sup lim sup — logECrtN([ T,T]% (0,00)) = —o0,
T—oo N—oo N

1
lim sup lim sup N log ECrtn (R, (R, 00)) = —o0,

R—o0 N—oo

lim sup lim sup % log ECrtn (R, (0,¢)) = —oc.

e—0+ N—oo

Lemma B.2 (|[AZ20, Lemma 4.3|). Let =0 and R < co. Then

lim sup lim sup % log ECrtn ([T, 7], [0, R)) = —o0.

T—oo0 N—oo

For an event A that may depend on the eigenvalues of GOE and other Gaussian random variables in
question, let us define

Il(E7 (R17R2)7A) = [_4D”

E[l24] H (A hyran - s

,(“;7%)2 _ Nu2p?
e ¢ 7O N=1qud
/271' ( )N/2D/(O)N/2p Py
4D” TR
L(E,(Ri,R2),A) = 4D (O)]* // 22H| 1/2,\ zg|1A]
J#i
¢ b e 70 (0) Nﬁldudp

2roy (@0 PD(0)2"
Lemma B.3 (|[AZ20, Lemma 4.5|). Suppose |u| + RLQ > 0. Then

lim sup lim sup % log I(E, (R1, Ra), {\y_1 > K}) = —c0,

K—oco N—oo

lim sup lim sup — log L(E, (R1, R2),{|z5 — E(23)| > K}) = —o0.

K—oco N—oo N

Lemma B.4 ([AZ20, Lemma 4.6]). Suppose |u| + RLQ > 0. Then for any 6 > 0,

1 _
lim sup NlogIZ(E7 (R17R2)7{L()‘fr 1) ¢ B(OSC75)}) = —Q.

N—oo

Lemma B.5 ([AZ20, Lemma 4.7]). Suppose |u| + 5= > 0. Then we have

lim sup lim sup % log I, (E, (R1, R2),{\N_1 > K}) = —o0,

K—oco N—oo

lim sup lim sup % log I1(E, (R1, Ra), {|z5 — E(25)| > K}) = —c0.

K—oco N—oo

Lemma B.6 ([AZ20, Lemma 4.8]). Let § > 0. Suppose |u| + %2 > 0. Then we have

lim sup - log 11 (B, (Ra, Ra), {LOW ™) & Blowe,0)}) = o,

N — o0
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