
Generalized Lotka-Volterra equations with random, non-reciprocal interactions:
the typical number of equilibria

Valentina Ros
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We compute the typical number of equilibria of the Generalized Lotka-Volterra equations describ-
ing species-rich ecosystems with random, non-reciprocal interactions using the replicated Kac-Rice
method. We characterize the multiple-equilibria phase by determining the average abundance and
similarity between equilibria as a function of their diversity (i.e. of the number of coexisting species)
and of the variability of the interactions. We show that linearly unstable equilibria are dominant,
and that the typical number of equilibria differs with respect to the average number.

Systems of many degrees of freedom with hetero-
geneous and non-reciprocal (asymmetric) interactions
emerge naturally when modelling neural networks [1–8],
natural ecosystems [9–12], economic networks or agents
playing games [13–16]. The dynamics of these systems
are characterized by a large number of attractors such as
equilibria, limit cycles and chaotic attractors. Systems
admitting an energy landscape, as it is the case for sym-
metric interactions, only display equilibria, which are the
stationary points of the landscape. A rugged landscape is
central in the theory of glassy systems, since local minima
are associated to metastable states; as a consequence, in-
depth investigations and refined tools for counting and
classifying local minima of highly non-convex landscapes
have been developed extensively in the context of glassy
physics [17–20]. Most of these studies focused on sys-
tems admitting an energy landscape, though. Recently,
the interest in non-conservative systems (devoid of an
energy landscape) has grown substantially and pioneer-
ing works have shown that such systems can also display
many equilibria [21–25]. Developing a general theory in
order to count them and to investigate their stability is
a challenging goal, with potentially relevant implications
for understanding the dynamics.

Here we address this problem for a prototypical non-
conservative dynamical system, the random Generalized
Lotka-Volterra model (rGLV), which describes the dy-
namics of population sizes of multiple species with pair-
wise interactions between them. The rGLV equations are
used extensively in theoretical ecology to describe well-
mixed ecosystems [26–31], and they are related to models
used in evolutionary game theory and in economic the-
ory [32–35]. They are known to admit a multiple equi-
libria phase when the variability of the random interac-
tions is strong enough [27, 36–38], an interesting feature
for theoretical ecology [39, 40]. Our main result is a full
characterization of multiple equilibria in terms of average
abundance, diversity and stability as summarized in the

FIG. 1: Quenched complexity Σ(ϕ, σ) of uninvadable
equilibria for uncorrelated interactions (γ = 0). Black
lines correspond to vanishing complexity; the green
dotted line to the diversity ϕMay(σ) above which

equilibria are linearly unstable (red area); the orange
dotted line to the transition between the unique

(σ < σc) and the multiple (σ > σc) equilibria phases.

phase-portrait of Fig. 1. There is a general expectation
that the vast majority (if not all) of the equilibria are
linearly unstable when the interactions are asymmetric
[24, 41]; our analysis confirms this surmise, which directly
implies a complex dynamical behavior, as the system can
never settle in a fixed point, even at long times. In or-
der to properly count the typical number of equilibria,
we combine random matrix theory with standard tools
in the theory of glasses. We thus go beyond the previous
analysis performed for systems with asymmetric interac-
tions [21–24, 42], which focused on the average number of
equilibria. The latter is in fact much larger than the for-
mer and not representative of the typical behavior of the
rGLV model, as we shall show below (and as it happens
in many other disordered and glassy systems).

The rGLV equations determine the dynamics of a pool
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of S ≫ 1 species. They read

dNi(t)

dt
= Ni(t)Fi(N⃗), (1)

where Ni(t) ≥ 0 is the abundance of species i at time t.

The vector F⃗ represents the growth rates or forces:

Fi(N⃗) = κi −Ni −
µ

S

S∑
j=1

Nj −
σ√
S

S∑
j=1

aijNj . (2)

Here κi are the carrying capacities, µ, σ are the average
interaction strength and the variability, and aij are com-
ponents of a random matrix encoding the fluctuations in
the interactions between the different species [77]. To de-
scribe interactions where aij and aji are correlated but
not exactly the same, we take them as two variables with
a joint Gaussian distribution defined by covariances:

⟨aijakl⟩ = δikδjl + γ δilδjk, |γ| ≤ 1 (3)

corresponding to ⟨a2ij⟩ = ⟨a2ji⟩ = 1 and ⟨aijaji⟩ = γ. In
the extreme case γ = ±1 one obtains perfect correlations
aij = ±aji, while for γ = 0 the interactions are uncor-
related. We focus on κi = κ, but the calculation can be
easily generalized to heterogeneous κi.

FIG. 2: Complexity of equilibria as a function of their
diversity, for γ = 0. Main panel: Complexity in the
multiple equilibria phase (at σ = 4). A difference

between quenched (magenta) and annealed (blue) is
apparent. All the equilibria are unstable (ϕ > ϕMay).
Inset: Annealed complexity in the unique equilibrium
phase (at σ = 1), negative except at the diversity

predicted by the cavity formalism consistent with the
existence of a unique equilibrium.

Equilibria are configurations N⃗∗ satisfying

dN∗
i

dt
= N∗

i Fi(N⃗
∗) = 0 ∀ i, N∗

i ≥ 0. (4)

Numerical simulations and analytical results [27, 30, 36,
41, 43, 44] reveal two distinct regimes for large S: a

unique equilibrium regime in which any arbitrary ini-
tialization of the population vector converges to a fixed

equilibrium N⃗∗ which is globally stable, and a multi-
ple equilibria regime. The transition between the two
regimes takes place at σc =

√
2(1 + γ)−1 [43]. Charac-

terizing the multiple equilibria phase when −1 < γ < 1
is still an open challenge as mappings to physical sys-
tems work only for γ = 1 [27, 33, 36, 38, 45, 46] and
γ = −1 [47]. In the former case the problem is conser-
vative and the force is obtained as the derivative of an
energy, Fi(N⃗) = −∂iL(N⃗) with L(N⃗) =

∑S
i=1 Ni[

Ni

2 −
κi+

µ
2

∑S
j=1 Nj +

σ
2
√
S

∑S
j=1 aijNj ]. Stable equilibria are

identified with metastable states (local minima of the en-
ergy). Spin-glass techniques [36, 38] can be used to show
that there exist exponentially many (in S) metastable
states, the relevant ones being marginally stable, which
makes the system critical [48] and hence very fragile to
non-conservative perturbations [41, 49–51]. This formal-
ism requires the existence of an energy landscape. When
−1 < γ < 1, Dynamical Mean Field Theory [44] has
provided information on the dynamics but not directly
on the equilibria. Here we tackle this challenge by the
Kac-Rice formalism [52–55]. To study the typical num-
ber of equilibria for γ ̸= 1 we make use of the so called
quenched Kac-Rice formalism introduced in [56].
There are many equilibria solving (4), that differ by

which species are present. We classify their typical num-

ber as a function of their diversity : each equilibrium N⃗∗

has a certain number of absent species (N∗
i = 0), and a

number s(N⃗∗) of present species (N∗
i > 0). The diversity

is defined as ϕ(N⃗∗) = s(N⃗∗)/S ∈ [0, 1]. This quantity is
a central property in ecology, which also sets the stability
of the equilibria [57], as we recall below. Our counting of
equilibria at varying ϕ is also motivated by the fact that
it is not known a priori which equilibria will affect the sys-
tems dynamics (and how), at variance with equilibrium
frameworks where the relevant equilibria are marginally
stable minima, usually the more numerous ones (see how-
ever [58]). Therefore, determining the range of diversities
where equilibria are present is crucial. We focus on un-

invadable equilibria, such that Fi(N⃗
∗) < 0 for any i such

that N∗
i = 0 (notice that similar constraints appear natu-

rally in constraint satisfaction problems, too [59]). These
equilibria are relevant as they are stable with respect to
small positive fluctuations in the abundance of the absent
species. The total number NS(ϕ) of uninvadable equilib-
ria with diversity ϕ scales exponentially with S [60]. As
known from glassy physics, NS(ϕ) is a random variable
which in general does not concentrate around its average
(it is not self-averaging). In this case the typical number
is obtained by focusing on the large-S limit of its log-
arithm, which does concentrate around a deterministic
value Σ(ϕ):

lim
S→∞

log [NS(ϕ)]

S
= lim

S→∞

⟨log [NS(ϕ)]⟩
S

≡ Σ(ϕ). (5)

Σ(ϕ) governs the exponential scaling of the typical value
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of NS(ϕ): borrowing the terminology from glassy physics,
we refer to it as the quenched complexity. The computa-
tion of the average of the logarithm is done via the replica
trick:

⟨logNS(ϕ)⟩ = lim
n→0

log ⟨Nn
S(ϕ)⟩
n

. (6)

When evaluated at n = 1 the right hand of side of
eq. (6) gives the annealed complexity associated with
the average number of equilibria [24, 61–63]: Σ(A)(ϕ) ≡
limS→∞

1
S log ⟨NS(ϕ)⟩. When NS(ϕ) is not self averaging,

Σ(A) > Σ: the average of NS(ϕ) is dominated by expo-
nentially rare ecosystems displaying an unusually large
number of equilibria. It is therefore much larger than
the typical value, which captures the properties of the
ecosystems occurring with probability that is not sup-
pressed exponentially in S.
The main steps of the replicated Kac-Rice computa-

tion are explained in the SI. The value of ⟨Nn
S(ϕ)⟩ can

be determined by introducing n copies of the ecosystem
and by finding the probability that any n given vectors

N⃗a, a = 1, · · · , n satisfy Eq. (4) simultaneously, together
with the uninvadability condition. This is a function of
order parameters measuring properties of the equilibria,
like the amount of correlation between them. The num-
ber of equilibria is dominated (according to a large devi-
ation principle) by specific values of these order param-
eters. The order parameters are the first two empirical

moments of the vectors N⃗a and F⃗ a, i.e. the 2n quantities:

ma ≡ lim
S→∞

∑S
i=1 N

a
i

S
, pa ≡ lim

S→∞

∑S
i=1 F

a
i

S
(7)

as well as the n(n+1) +n(n−1) correlations (or overlaps):

qab ≡ lim
S→∞

N⃗a · N⃗b

S
, ξab ≡ lim

S→∞

F⃗a · F⃗b

S
,

zab ≡ lim
S→∞

N⃗a · F⃗b

S

(8)

where zaa = 0 follows from (4). These order parameters
encode the correlations in the location of the different
fixed points in configuration space, which emerge because
all the fixed points arise from the same interactions be-
tween the species. We consider a symmetric ansatz for
the order parameters, i.e. ma = m, qab = δabq1 + (1 −
δab)q0, pa = p, ξab = δabξ1 + (1 − δab)ξ0zab = (1 − δab)z,
which is the simplest approximation that takes such cor-
relations into account. Under this assumption, the mo-
ments can be written as an integral over all possible val-
ues of the order parameters:

⟨Nn
S(ϕ)⟩ =

∫
dx eS n Ā(x;ϕ)+o(nS), (9)

with x = (m, p, q1, q0, ξ1, ξ0, z), see the SI for details of
the calculation of Ā and for its explicit expression. The
large deviation principle then implies that asymptotically

Σ(ϕ) = Ā(x⋆;ϕ), (10)

where x⋆ is the solution of the saddle-point equations
δĀ(x;ϕ)

δx

∣∣∣
x⋆

= 0. This results in self-consistent equations

for the typical properties of equilibria at fixed ϕ, such as
their typical average abundance m∗ or the typical simi-
larity between two equilibria q∗0 .
The Kac-Rice computation allows us to determine the

linear stability of the equilibria at each given ϕ with re-
spect to perturbations N∗

i → N∗
i + δN∗

i of the popula-
tions of coexisting species. This depends on the spectral
properties of the matrix:

Hij(N⃗
∗) =

(
∂Fi(N⃗

∗)

dNj

)
i,j:N∗

i ,N
∗
j >0

. (11)

For stable equilibria all the eigenvalues of (11) have neg-
ative real part. The asymmetry of the matrix aij implies
that (11) are themselves asymmetric random matrices
[64]. The typical eigenvalue density (neglecting possible

isolated eigenvalues) of Hij depends on N⃗∗ only through
its diversity ϕ. For

ϕ < ϕMay =
1

σ2(1 + γ)2
. (12)

the density has support on the negative real sector; there-
fore a typical equilibrium with ϕ < ϕMay (if it exists)
is stable. At ϕ = ϕMay, the support of the eigenvalue
density touches zero and the corresponding equilibrium
is marginally stable; for larger ϕ the equilibrium is un-
stable. The criterion (12) for linear stability is related
to that identified by May in [57], and we henceforth re-
fer to it as the May stability bound. More details on the
Kac-Rice computation, with a thorough discussion of the
structure of the equations and their resolution, are given
in [65].
We now present our main results, focusing on the case

of uncorrelated interactions γ = 0 and setting κ = 1. We
find that although the saddle point values x∗ depend ex-
plicitly on µ, the complexity at fixed diversity does not,
allowing us to discuss the behavior of Σ(ϕ) as a function
of σ only. As shown in Fig. 1, when σ > σc there is a
range of diversities ϕ ∈ [ϕa(σ), ϕb(σ)] for which Σ(ϕ) > 0
(a negative annealed Σ(ϕ) signifies that no equilibria ex-
ist typically [55]). The rGLV equations thus admit an ex-
ponentially large number of uninvadable equilibria with
a continuous distribution of diversities. All the equilibria
are unstable, as their diversity exceeds the May stability
bound, Eq. (12). In Fig. 2 we show a cut at fixed σ of
the plot of Fig. 1. In addition to the quenched complex-
ity we show the annealed one for comparison. We find
that the complexity and the diversity ϕmax associated to
the typical, i.e. most numerous equilibria at the given σ
are overestimated by the annealed calculation. Annealed
and quenched complexity only coincide for small ϕ. The
point ϕcav where they begin to deviate from one another
turns out to coincide with the value of diversity predicted
by the cavity method discussed in Refs. [27, 30, 41]. The
cavity method assumes the existence of a unique stable
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equilibrium and allows one to characterizes its abundance
m and overlap q1, by imposing consistency relations be-
tween the properties of the system with S + 1 and S
species. The above result shows that despite being only
approximate for σ > σc, this method still captures the
properties of a given family of equilibria, even though
they are exponentially rare with respect to the typical
ones at ϕmax.
We have studied how the properties of equilibria

change as ϕ is increased. Fig. 3 shows that imposing
a larger diversity leads to less populated (lower average
abundance m∗) equilibria. Similarly, it leads to less cor-
related (lower overlap q∗0) equilibria. Fig. 4 shows the

FIG. 3: Typical averaged population size as a function
of diversity ϕ for σ = 4 and µ = 30, in the annealed
(blue) and quenched (magenta) calculation. More

diverse equilibria have a smaller averaged population
size m, which for ϕ > ϕcav is underestimated by the
annealed approximation. The inset is a zoomed plot.

σ-dependence of the special values of ϕ discussed above
(it corresponds to Fig.1 seen from the top). The grey
area is the support of the quenched complexity, which
increases with σ. When σ → σ+

c all the special values of
ϕ merge together and reach ϕMay. Correspondingly the
complexity vanishes.

Just above σc, where the complexity goes to zero, the
quenched and annealed calculations have great discrep-
ancies, see the inset of Fig. 4, probably due to the
larger correlation between equilibria. In fact, the aver-
age number of equilibria (annealed calculation) is dom-
inated by equilibria having a diversity ϕann

max for which
typically there are no equilibria, i.e. the quenched com-
plexity vanishes. This feature had already been identified
in Ref. [35] for a slightly different model arising in the
context of portfolio optimization (and describing, in its
ecological interpretation, species competing for a single
common resource).

For larger σ the cavity approximation underestimates
more strongly the diversity (and thus the instability) with
respect to that of typical equilibria at ϕmax. For σ < σc,
the complexity (annealed and quenched) is non-negative

only at ϕ = ϕcav, which now correctly describes the di-
versity of the system as there is a unique equilibrium [66].
The analysis of the multiple equilibria also allows us to
characterize thoroughly the transition to an additional
phase, the unbounded phase, where some abundances di-
verge as a function of time, see the SI.

FIG. 4: Diversity vs. variability diagram. The range of
possible diversities is indicated by the grey region.

Curves of maximal complexity are shown in magenta
(quenched) and blue (annealed). The black squares give

ϕcav. The orange dashed line corresponds to ϕMay

above which all equilibria are linearly unstable. Inset.
Zoom in the vicinity of σc =

√
2.

Finally, let us focus on the properties of the transi-
tion to the unique equilibrium phase at σc. Following
the terminology introduced in [23], this is a trivialization
transition and corresponds to the point at which the total
quenched complexity Σtot = Σ(ϕMax) first vanishes. The
way in which Σtot vanishes for σ → σc has been the focus
of several works. It has been studied in models with a
quadratic single-species confinement potential within an
annealed calculation [67, 68]. Importantly, it has also
been conjectured to be connected to the emergence of
chaos and of a finite Lyapunov exponent [62]. For the
rGLV model at γ = 0 we find that the complexity grows
quadratically with σ when entering the multiple equilib-
ria phase, Σtot ∼ (σ − σc)

2 as in [67, 68]. As found in
models of recurrent neural networks, the emergence of a
non-zero complexity is concomitant with the emergence
of a complex dynamical behavior, including chaos and
aging [44]. We notice that the annealed approximation
locates correctly the trivialization transition in this case,
and also captures the quadratic increase but with a differ-
ent prefactor. We do not expect this quadratic behavior
to be general, unless the total complexity in the vicin-
ity of σc is captured by the annealed framework. If this
is not the case, our calculation suggests that one should
find a different power law for γ ̸= 0 (see [65] and the SI
for more details).
In summary, we have characterized the multiple-

equilibria phase of the rGLV equations by computing
explicitly the complexity of uninvadable equilibria. On
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a technical ground our approach, giving access to the
quenched complexity, has allowed us to assess when and
to what degree the annealed calculation is precise: we
have found a transition at the value of diversity ϕcav,
below which the annealed calculation is exact and above
which the quenched calculation gives a quantitatively dif-
ferent result; the latter regime always includes the maxi-
mum of the complexity, which corresponds to the typical
equilibria.

We performed the calculation assuming a symmetry
of the order parameters with respect to permutations of
replicas: we are thus restricting the region of parameter
space where to look for solutions of the self-consistent
equations obtained from the variation of (10). For γ = 1
it is know that the symmetric assumption is an approxi-
mation, as (10) is optimized by parameters that break the
symmetry between the replicas. Verifying that Replica
Symmetry Breaking (RSB) is not needed for generic γ is
a challenge that we leave for further studies.

Our calculations show that for non-reciprocal uncorre-
lated interactions all the uninvadable equilibria are lin-
early unstable. This marks a difference with respect to
the symmetric case, where marginally stable equilibria
are present and correspondingly the dynamics is glassy.

With unstable equilibria, a chaotic dynamics is expected
in presence of migration [6] and signatures of it emerge
in theoretical models [69] and even in controlled exper-
iments [70]. Similarly to the case of landscape studies
which were instrumental to understand glassy dynamics
in terms of local minima and metastable states, it would
be very interesting to connect the properties of these un-
stable equilibria (more generally, of heteroclinic networks
formed by them [71]) to the dynamical behavior. We en-
visage that invadable equilibria also play a role in the
dynamics [72], and the calculation of their complexity is
ongoing, as well as the generalization to inhomogeneous
carrying capacities κi [67, 73, 74].
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Supplemental Material

We report in the following the main steps to obtain the quantity Ā(x;ϕ) appearing in Eq. (9) in the main text.
Moreover, we discuss additional results on the unbounded phase and on the vanishing of the total complexity, which
are mentioned in the main text. For a more detailed exposition of the formalism underlying this calculation, we refer
the reader to Ref. [65].

The Kac-Rice formula for the moments. The Kac-Rice formalism is a framework that allows one to
characterize the number of solutions of dynamical equations containing randomness: in particular, given that the
number of solutions is itself a random variable, the formalism gives a recipe to determine the moments of this random
variable. For an introduction to the formalism and to its application to the high-dimensional setting, see [52, 75] and
references therein. This formalism provides us with an expression for the moments of the number of equilibria at fixed
diversity, denoted with NS(ϕ) in the main text. To compute the n-th moment of this random variable, we need to

introduce n different configurations N⃗a of the ecosystem (with a = 1, · · ·n), which we refer to as replicas. Each N⃗a

represents a realization of the ecosystem at fixed values of the rand interaction terms aij . We let N = (N⃗1, · · · , N⃗n)

denote the concatenation of configurations of all replicas. In each configuration N⃗a, some species will be present

(Na
i > 0) while some others will be absent (Na

i = 0). We let Ia = I(N⃗a) be the index set collecting the indices of

the species that are present in the configuration N⃗a. Since we are interested in counting the equilibria having fixed
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diversity ϕ, we enforce that |Ia| = Sϕ for all a. We introduce the vectors of growth rates or forces F⃗ a = F⃗ (N⃗a) and

F(N) = (F⃗ 1, · · · , F⃗n). Let f denote the value taken by this random vector, and PN (f) the joint distribution of the

S-dimensional vectors F⃗ a evaluated at f⃗a,

P
(n)
N (f) =

∫ S∏
i,j=1

daijP({aij}ij) δ (F(N)− f) . (13)

We also introduce the following conditional expectation value:

D
(n)
N (f) =

〈 n∏
a=1

∣∣∣∣∣∣det
(
δF a

i

dNa
j

)
i,j∈Ia

∣∣∣∣∣∣
 ∣∣∣ F(N) = f

〉
. (14)

The latter is the expectation of the product of the absolute values of n determinants of the Sϕ × Sϕ matrices of
derivatives of the components of F, conditioned to F itself taking value f . The Kac-Rice formula for the n-th moment
of the number NS(ϕ) of uninvadable equilibria reads:

⟨Nn(ϕ)⟩ =
∑
I1

|I1|=Sϕ

· · ·
∑
In

|In|=Sϕ

n∏
a=1

∫
dN⃗a df⃗a

∏
i∈Ia

θ(Na
i ) δ(f

a
i )
∏
i/∈Ia

δ(Na
i )θ(−fa

i )D
(n)
N (f)P

(n)
N (f) .

(15)

We now briefly summarize how to determine the behaviour of the moments (15) for generic values of n to leading
exponential order in S, and how to extract the quenched (and annealed) complexity from it.

The order parameters and the complexity. By performing the averages over the random interactions aij ,

one sees that the quantities D
(n)
N (f) and P

(n)
N (f) in (15) depend on the vectors N⃗a and f⃗a only through their scalar

products. For a, b = 1, · · · , n we can therefore introduce a set of order parameters defined as follows:

Sqab = N⃗a · N⃗ b, Sξab = f⃗a · f⃗ b, Szab = N⃗a · f⃗ b, Sma = N⃗a · 1⃗, Spa = f⃗a · 1⃗, (16)

where 1⃗ = (1, · · · , 1)T is an S-dimensional vector with all entries equal to one. It follows that the integration over

N⃗a, f⃗a in (15) can be replaced by an integration over the order parameters, with the appropriate change of variables.
The calculation proceeds in a few steps that we briefly summarize. First, the order parameters are introduced in (15)
by means of the identities:

1 =

∫
dqab δ

(
N⃗a · N⃗ b

S
− qab

)
= S

∫
dqab

∫
dq̂ab
2π

eiq̂ab(N⃗a·N⃗b−Sqab), (17)

where the auxiliary variables q̂ab are conjugate parameters (and similarly for the other order parameters in (16)).
Then, we make use of the assumption that the order parameters are symmetric with respect to permutations of the
replicas, which implies that:

qab = δabq1 + (1− δab)q0, ξab = δabξ1 + (1− δab)ξ0, zab = (1− δab)z, ma = m, pa = p, (18)

and similarly for the conjugate ones. Let then x = (m, p, q1, q0, ξ1, ξ0) denote the collection of all of these order

parameters, and x̂ = (m̂, p̂, q̂1, q̂0, ξ̂1, ξ̂0) the collection of the conjugate ones. Performing the integration over N⃗a, f⃗a

at fixed values of x, x̂ and performing an expansion of the resulting expressions for large S, one then obtains the
following integral representation for the moments:

⟨Nn(ϕ)⟩ =
∫

dx idx̂ eSAn(x,x̂,ϕ)+o(S), (19)

where the function An(x, x̂, ϕ) depends only on the order parameters and on the conjugate parameters, as well as on
the number n of replicas. Given that S is large, the leading order contribution to the moments can be determined by
means of a saddle point approximation, by evaluating An(x, x̂, ϕ) at the stationary point x∗, x̂∗ which maximizes it.
This can be done in principle for arbitrary values of n. We recall that the annealed complexity is obtained taking the



9

logarithm of (19) with n = 1, while the quenched complexity is obtained taking the limit n → 0 according to Eq. (6).
By choosing n = 1, we obtain:

A1(x, x̂, ϕ) = p1(x) + d(ϕ) +
(
q̂1q1 + ξ̂1ξ1 + m̂m+ p̂p+ ϕ̂ϕ

)
+ J1(x̂), (20)

with

p1(x) = − 1

2σ2q21

[
(κ− µm)2

(
q1 −

γ m2

1 + γ

)
− 2(κ− µm)q1

(
p+

m

1 + γ

)
+ ξ1q1

]
− 1

2
log(2πσ2 q1)−

1

2σ2(1 + γ)
,

(21)

J1(x̂) = log

1
2

√
π

ξ̂1
e

p̂2

4ξ̂1 Erfc

− p̂

2

√
ξ̂1

+
e−ϕ̂

2

√
π

q̂1
e

m̂2

4q̂1 Erfc

(
m̂

2
√
q̂1

) , (22)

and

d(ϕ) =
ϕ

π

∫ 1

−1

dx

∫ √
1−x2

0

dy log

{[
σ
√
ϕ(1 + γ)x+ 1

]2
+ σ2ϕ(1− γ)2y2

}
. (23)

This double integral can be evaluated explicitly, and one finds:

d(ϕ) =

{
1

4γσ2

(
1−

√
1− 4γσ2ϕ

)
+ ϕ log

(
1 +

√
1− 4γσ2ϕ

)
− ϕ

(
1
2 + log 2

)
ϕ ≤ ϕMay = 1

σ2(1+γ)2

1
2σ2

1
1+γ − ϕ

2 + ϕ
2 log(σ2ϕ) ϕ > ϕMay = 1

σ2(1+γ)2 .
(24)

As expected, the functional (20) does not depend on q0, ξ0, z and on the associated conjugate parameters, that have
a meaning only whenever more than one replica is present (n > 1). We consider now the case n → 0, relevant to
determine the quenched complexity. It can be shown that An(x, x̂, ϕ) admits the expansion:

An(x, x̂, ϕ) = n Ā(x, x̂, ϕ) + o(n). (25)

Explicitly, for general γ we find:

Ā(x, x̂, ϕ) = p̄(x) + d(ϕ) + q̂1q1 + ξ̂1ξ1 + m̂m+ p̂p+ ϕ̂ϕ− 1

2

(
q̂0q0 + ξ̂0ξ0

)
− ẑz + J̄(x̂), (26)

where d(ϕ) is as above, while

p̄(x) =
(κ− µm)

σ2(1 + γ)

m(q1 − q0 + zγ)

(q1 − q0)2
+

(κ− µm)

σ2

p

(q1 − q0)
− γ

2σ2(1 + γ)

z2(q1 + q0)

(q1 − q0)3
− ξ1

2σ2(q1 − q0)

− q0(ξ0 − ξ1)

2σ2(q1 − q0)2
− 1

2σ2(1 + γ)

[
1 +

2q0z

(q1 − q0)2

]
− 1

2σ2

(κ− µm)
2

q1 − q0
− log[2πσ2(q1 − q0)]

2
− q0

2[q1 − q0]
,

(27)

and where J̄(x̂) admits the following integral representation:

J̄(x̂) =

∫
du1du2

2π

√
q̂0ξ̂0 − ẑ2

exp

[
ξ̂0u

2
1 + q̂0u

2
2 − 2ẑu1u2

2(q̂0ξ̂0 − ẑ2)

]
×

× log

e−ϕ̂

√
π

2

1√
2q̂1 − q̂0

e
(u1−m̂)2

2(2q̂1−q̂0)Erfc

(
m̂− u1√
2(2q̂1 − q̂0)

)
+

√
π

2

1√
2ξ̂1 − ξ̂0

e
(u2−p̂)2

2(2ξ̂1−ξ̂0)Erfc

 −[p̂− u2]√
2(2ξ̂1 − ξ̂0)

 ,

(28)

derived under the assumptions:

2q̂1 − q̂0 > 0, 2ξ̂1 − ξ̂0 > 0, q̂0 < 0 ξ̂0 < 0, q̂0ξ̂0 − ẑ2 > 0. (29)

The saddle point equations fixing the values of the order and conjugate parameters can be obtained taking the
derivatives of these expressions, as we recall below. Once the saddle point values are determined by solving the
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appropriate system of equations, plugging the resulting values into A1 and Ā one obtaines the expression for the
annealed and quenched complexity, respectively.

The variational problem and the self-consistent equations. Given the explicit form of the functionals A1

and Ā, the last step to obtain the complexity is to determine the values x⋆, x̂⋆ of the order and conjugate parameters
that solve the stationarity conditions

δ Ā(x, x̂, ϕ)

δ x

∣∣∣
x⋆,x̂⋆

= 0 =
δ Ā(x, x̂, ϕ)

δ x̂

∣∣∣
x⋆,x̂⋆

, (30)

as well as the values x
(1)
⋆ , x̂

(1)
⋆ that optimize A1. In the quenched case, taking the variation of Ā(x, x̂, ϕ) with

respect to the 15 order and conjugate parameters we obtain two sets of equations of the form x = F1[x̂] and
x̂ = F2[x], respectively. These equations couple the 7 order parameters x with the 8 conjugate parameters x̂:
inverting one of these sets, one can express the order parameters as a function of the conjugate parameters,
x = f3[x̂]. The latter can then be fixed by solving the set of coupled self-consistent equations x̂ = F2[f3[x̂]]: once
the self-consistent values of the conjugate parameters x̂ are found, the order parameters can be determined and
the quenched complexity can be obtained computing the action Ā at the corresponding values of parameters.
The annealed calculation is formally analogous. This scheme can be implemented for generic values of γ. A de-
tailed discussion of the structure of the self-consistent equations and of the strategy to solve them can be found in [65].

On the unbounded phase. While the quenched complexity Σ(ϕ) is independent of µ, the typical properties of
the equilibria (given by the saddle-point values of the parameters m, q1, q0) change with µ; in particular, decreasing µ
at fixed σ, ϕ one finds that the solutions to the self-consistent equations m∗, q∗1 , q

∗
0 all increase and the system is driven

towards the unbounded phase, signalled by a divergence of these parameters [27, 30, 41, 76]. Given that we have
access to the distribution of equilibria as a function of diversity, for each σ we can define a µc(ϕ) such that for µ < µc

the system is in the unbounded phase. This curves is monotonically decreasing with ϕ, see Fig. 5. This suggests to
define the boundary of the bounded phase in the σ, µ diagram thorough µ∗ = maxϕ:Σ(ϕ)≥0 µc(ϕ) = µc(ϕa), to ensure
that none of the equilibria is in the unbounded phase, no matter their diversity. We remark that the unbounded
phase defined in this way has a larger extension with respect to that estimated via the cavity approximation, since
µ∗ > µc(ϕcav). On the other hand, for µ = µ∗ the most numerous equilibria having ϕ = ϕMax are still in the bounded
phase, so the phase boundary obtained using typical equilibria is yet different.

FIG. 5: Curve separating the unbounded (µ < µc) from the bounded (µ > µc) phase as a function of the diversity ϕ.

On the vanishing of the total complexity. We claimed in the main text that the total complexity Σtot =
Σ(ϕmax) vanishes as Σtot ∼ (σ − σc)

2 as σ → σ+
c for γ = 0, and that we expect this behavior to extend to γ ̸= 0

provided that the maximum of Σ(ϕ) in the vicinity of σc lies in a region of ϕ in which the annealed calculation is correct.
On the other hand, if at the maximum of Σ(ϕ) the quenched formalism has to be employed, we have indications of
the fact that the exponent controlling the vanishing of the complexity is a different one. We motivate these claims in
this subsection, and refer to Ref. [65] for the details. The total variation of Σtot with respect to σ is given by:

dΣtot

dσ
= ∂σĀ(x, x̂, ϕ)

∣∣∣
x∗,x̂∗,ϕmax

= ∂σp̄(x)
∣∣∣
x∗,x̂∗,ϕmax

+ ∂σd(ϕ)
∣∣∣
x∗,x̂∗,ϕmax

, (31)
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where we used the fact that (x∗, x̂∗, ϕmax) are a stationary point of Ā(x, x̂, ϕ). For σ < σc =
√
2(1 + γ)−1, the

system is in the unique equilibrium phase and a single, stable equilibrium exists. Its properties (described by the
order parameters m, q1) can be derived using the cavity method. For general γ and κ = 1, one finds [65] that at σc

the equilibrium satisfies m = µ−1 = −(1 + γ)p, q1 = (1 + γ)2ξ1 and ϕ = ϕmax = ϕMay = [σ(1 + γ)]−2. This implies:

∂σd(ϕ)
∣∣∣
σc,ϕmax

= −γ(1 + γ)

2
√
2

. (32)

In order for the complexity to vanish quadratically at σc, this term should be compensated by the one obtained
deriving the distribution of the forces p̄(x). If for σ > σc and ϕ = ϕmax the annealed calculation is exact, than one
can replace p̄(x) → p1(x), and use that for the values of parameters predicted by the cavity approximation it holds:

∂σp1

∣∣∣
σc,ϕmax

=
γ(1 + γ)

2
√
2

, (33)

which cancels exactly (32). Therefore, if Σtot is analytic at σc, it has to vanish quadratically (one can check that
the second derivative is not vanishing at the critical point). On the other hand, for γ = 0 we know that at ϕmax the
annealed calculation is never correct, for any σ > σc. Assuming that this is still true for γ = 0, imposing that (31)
vanishes and using the conditions given by the cavity approximation (in addition to q0 = (1+ γ)2ξ0 by symmetry) we
obtain the following conditions for the order parameters:

z

(1 + γ)(q1 − q0)2

(
γz(q1 + q0)

2(q1 − q0)
+ q0

)
= 0, (34)

which implies either z = 0, or z = 2q0(q1 − q0)/[γ(q1 + q0)]. Both these solutions however can be shown to be
incompatible with the quenched self-consistent equations for this order parameter [65] except for the case γ = 0, when
in fact it holds z = 0 at the transition point. Therefore, if for γ ̸= 0 the total complexity at σ ∼ σ+

c is quenched, one
should expect a different power law since the linear contribution is not vanishing. We remark that the symmetric case
γ = 1 is special, since the total complexity should vanish in a non-analytic way at the transition, due to the square
root term in (24) whose argument vanishes when ϕ = ϕMay, σ = σc.
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