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A bstract

In this tak Iw ill presente the physicalm eaning of replica sym m etry breaking stressing the
physical conospts. A fter introducing the theoretical fram ew ork and the experin ental evidence
for replica symm etry breaking, I will describbe som e of the basic ideas using a probabilistic
language. T he predictions for o -equilbriim dynam ics w illbe shortly outlined.

1 Introduction
In this tak Iw illunderline the physicalm eaning of replica sym m etry breaking ﬂ_}, '_-2, :3]. Iwill
stress the physical conogpts and I will skip m ost of the technical details. It is an hard b
because the eld hasgrown in a signi cant way in the last twenty years and m any results are
available.

Iwilltry tom ake a selection ofthem ost signi cant resuls, which ishowever partly arbitrary
and incom pkte. Them ain points Twould like to discuss are:

Com plex System s: the coexistence ofm any phases.

T he de nition of the overlap and its probabilities distributions.
E xperin ental evidence of replica sym m etry breaking.

H igh Jvel statistical m echanics.

Stochastic stability.

O verlap equivalence and ulram etricity.

T he algebraic replica approach.

O —equilbbrium dynam ics.

A syou can see from the previous list, in thistak Iw illtry to connect rather di erent topics
which can be studied using an uni ed approach in the replica fram ework.
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Figure 1: An artistic view of the fiee energy of a com plex system as function of the con guration
sace.

2 Com plex System s: the coexistence ofm any phases

Bolzm ann statisticalm echanics can be considered an exam ple of a sucoessfiil redution istic pro—
gram in the sense that it gives an m icroscopic derivation of the presence of em ergent (collective)
behaviourofa system which hasm any variables. T hisphenom enon isknow n asphase transition.

If the di erent phases are separated by a rst order transition, just at the phase transition
point a very Interesting phenom enon is present: phase coexistence. T his usually happens ifwe
tune one param eter: the gas liquid coexistence ispresent on a line in the pressure~volum e plane,
w hile the liquid-gas—solid triple point is Just a point in thisplane. T hisbehaviour is sum m arized
by the G bbs rule which states that, in absence of sym m etries, we have to tune n param eters
In order to have the coexistence of n + 1 phases.

The G bbs rule is appropriate for m any system s, however in the case of com plx system s
we have that the opposite situation is valid: the num ber of phases is very large (in nie) for
a generic choice of param eters. This last property m ay be taken as a de niion of a com plex
systam . It is usual to assum e that all these states are globally very sim ilar: translational
Invariant quantities (eg. energy) have the sam e value in all the phases (apart from corrections
proportionalto N 172), this last properties being called phase dem ocracy. T hese states cannot
be separated by extemal param eters coupled to translhtional invariant quantities, but only by
com paring one state w ith an other.

An exam pl of this phenom enon would be a very long heteropolym er, eg. a protein or
RNA , which m ay folds in m any di erent structures. H owever quite di erent oldingsm ay have
a very sim ilar density. O foourse you w ill discover that tw o proteins have folded In two di erent
structures if we com pare them .

In order to be precise we should consider a lJarge but ( nie) systam . W e want to decom pose
the phase state In valleys (phases, states) separated by barriers .'f: . Ifthe free energy as function
of the con guration space hasm any m inin a (@ corrugated free energy landscape, as shown in

1For a discussion of them eaning of nite volum e states, which are di erent from In nite volum e states if"], e B].



g. @:)) the num ber of states w ill be very large. An analytic and quantitative study of the
properties of the free energy landscape In a particular m odel can be found In ES].
Let us consider for de nitiveness a soin system with N points (spins are lJabeled by i, which
In som e cases w illbe a lattice point).
States (labeled by ) are characterized by di erent localm agnetizations:

m H=h @i ; @)

where h i is the expectation value in the valley labeled by . The average done w ith the
Boltzm ann distribution is denoted as h i and it can be written as linear com binations of the
averages Inside the valleys. W e have the relation:

X
h i w h i: @)

W e can w rite that the relation
w /exp( F); 3)

where by de nition F  is the free energy of the valley labeled by
In the rest of this tak we will call J the control param eters of the system s. T he average
over J willbe denoted by a bar (eg. F ). In the cases I w ill consider here a quenched disorder
is present: the variables J param etrize the quenched disorder.
The general problem we face is to nd those quantities which do not depend on J and to
nd the probability distribution of those quantities which do depend on J.

3 The overlap and its probabilities

A s we have already rem arked in the case of heteropolym ers folding, states m ay be separated
m aking a com parison am ong them . At thisend it is convenient to consider theirm utualoverlap.
G wven two con gurations ( and ), we de ne their overlap:

1 X . .
at ; ]—N—. ®» @ : )
i=1,N
T he overlap am ong the states is de ned as
1 X
a( ; )= — m @m @ qgl; 1; ©)
N =1,N

where and are two generic con gurations that belong to the states and respectively.
W e de ne Ps (@) as probability distribution of the overlap g at given J, ie. the histogram
ofq[ ; Jwhere and aretwo equilbriim con gurations. Using eqJ. :_¢2), one ndsthat
X
Py@ = ww @ q;); ©)
where n a nite volum e system the delta fiinctions are an oothed. If there is m ore than one
state, P57 (@) is not a singlke delta finction

Ps@%6 @@ &a): (7)

If this happens we say that the replica sym m etry is broken: two identical replicas of the sam e
system m ay stay In a quite di erent state.
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Figure 2: The function P; () for fourdi erent sam ples (ie di erent choicesofJ) forD = 3 L =
(16> soins).

There are m any m odels where the function P () is non-trivial: a well known exam ple is
given by Ising spin glasses I, @, 11]. In this case the Ham iltonian is given by

X X
H = Jix ik hy ;7 8)
ik i
where = 1 are the sopins. The variables J are random couplings (€g. Gaussian or 1) and

the variables h; are the m agnetic elds, which m ay be point dependent.
Let is consider two di erent m odels for spin glasses:

T he Sherrington K irkpatrick m odel (in nite range): allN points are connected: Jyx =
O N *2).Eventually N goesto in nity.

Short range m odels: ibelongs to a IP lattice. T he Interaction is nearest neighbour (the
variables J are or zero or of order 1) and eventually L goes to in nity at xed D (eg.
D = 3).

A nalytic studieshave been done in the case ofthe SK m odel, w here one can prove rigorously
that the function P ; (@) isnon-trivial. In the nite din ensionalcase no theoram hasbeen proved
and in order to answ er to the question ifthe function P 5 () istrivialwem ust resort to num erical
sin ulations Lg] or to experin ents.

In g. (g) we show the num erical sim ulations for 4 di erent systam s (ie. di erent choices
of the J extracted w ith the sam e probability) of size 16° E;L-d]. T he slightly asymm etry of the

16
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Figure 3: The function P (@) = P; (@) after average overm any sampls © =4, L=3...10) .

functions is an e ect ofthe nite sinulation tin e. It is evident that the function P 5 (@) is non—
trivial and it looks lke a sum a sn oothed delta functions. It is also evident that the function
Ps (@ changes dram atically from system to system s.

Tt is Interesting to see what happens if we average over the sam ples. W e can this de ne

P@=Ps@ : )

O foourse, if P35 (@) dependson J, we have that

Ps@)Ps@) P @ix)6P @P @) : 10)

In g. ('-3) we show the average overm any sampls ofP; (@) In theD = 4 case (@ sin ilar
picture hods n D = 3). In thisway we obtain a sn ooth function, w ith two picks which are
slightly shifted and becom es sharper and sharperw hen the size ofthe system becom es larger. It
seem s quite reasonable that when the system becom es in nite this peak evolves toward a delta
function which corresponds to the contrdbution com Ing from two con gurations and which
belongs to the sam e state.

4 Experim entalevidence of replica sym m etry break-—
ing

Replica sym m etry breaking a ects the equilbriim properties of the system and in particular
the m agnetic susosptibility. For exam ple ket us consider a system in presence of an extemal
constant m agnetic eld, with H am iltonian given by:

X
H[]=Hol I+ h ;: 11)

i

A s soon as replica sym m etry isbroken we can de ne two m agnetic susogptibilities which are
di erent:



1.4

1 3 LT T S —

1.2 - _
1.1 - -

M [au]
I
\

;"“

0.8

— & —

. s
p
p

- ’ -

0.7 o0

0.6~ | | | | | |
50 60 70 80 90
T (K)

Figure 4: FC-and ZFC-m agnetisation (higher and lower curve respectively) vs. tem perature of
CuMnl3b5%),H =10e (taken from EQ]). Fora such a ow eld the m agnetization is proportional
to the susoeptiboility.

T he m agnetic susceptbility that we cbtain when the system is constrained to remain in a
valley. In the lin it of zero m agnetic eld this susceptibility isgwven by g = @1 G&Ea)-

T he total susceptibility m agnetic susceptibility (the systam is allowed to change state as
an e ectoftherrhagnetjc eld). In the lim it of zero m agnetic eld this susceptbility is
given by eq= dgP @@ 9 1 *a).

B oth susceptibilities are experim entally observable.

The rstsusceptbly isthe susoeptibly that you m easure if you add an very sn allm agnetic
eld at Iow tem perature. The eld should be an allenough in order to neglct non-lnear
e ects. In this situation, when we change the m agnetic eld, the system rem ains Inside a
given state and it isnot forced to Jum p from a state to an other state and we m easure the
ZFC (zero eld cooled) susosptioility, that correspondsto gy .

T he second susogptbility can be approxin ately m easured doing a cooling In presence of
a amall eld: In this case the systam has the abilty to chose the state which is m ost
appropriate in presence of the applied eld. This susceptibility, the so called FC ( eld
cooled) susceptibility is nearly independent from the tem perature and correspondsto  eq.

Therefore one can dentify pr and g wih the ZFC susceptibility and w ith the FC sus-
ceptbility respectively. T he experin ental plot of the two susceptbilities is shown In  g. @:) .
They are clearly equal In the high tem perature phase whik they di er in the low tem perature
phase.

The di erence am ong the two susceptibilities is a crucial signature of replica symm etry
breaking and, as faras T known, can explained only in this fram ework. T hisphencm enon is due
to the fact that a amn all change In the m agnetic eld pushes the system In a slightly m etastable
state, which m ay decay only with a very long tin e scale. Thism ay happens only if there are
m any states which di ers one from the other by a very sn allam ount In free energy.



5 The theoretical fram ew ork

T he general theoretical problem we face isto nd out which is the probability distrdbution of
the sst of allg; and F (or equivalently w ). M ore precisely for each given N and J we
callP thesstofallg; andF : aswe have seen this quantiy has strong variations when we
change the system . W e now face the problem of com pute the probability distribbution ofP , that
we callP P ). M oreover it should be clear that also when P P ) is known the com putation of
the average of som e quantities over this distribution is non-trivialbecause for large systam s P
contains an unbounded num ber of variabls. T he task of doing these kind of averages we can
regarded as a sort ofhigh Jevel (m acroscopic) statisticalm echanics ['_1-2:], w here the basic entities
are the phases of the system , while the usual statistical m echanics can be thought as low level
(m icroscopic) statisticalm echanics E:.

The number of possbl form of the probability distrloution P P ) is very high P is an
In nie din ensionalvector). In order to reduce the num ber of possble distributions one usually
uses som e general gquiding principls. T he sin plest theory is based on two principles:

Stochastic stability 1[13, 14, 151.
O verlap equivalence }ib, 15].

Stochastic stability is nearly autom atically im plem ented In the algebraic replica approach
that w ill be described in the next section and it seam s to be a rather com pulsory property in
equilbrium statistical m echanics. O verlap equivalence is usually in plem ented in the algebraic
replica approadh, but is certainly less com pulsory than stochastic stability.

5.1 Stochastic stability

In the nutshell stochastic stability states that the system we are considering behaves like a
generic random system . Technically speaking in order to form ulate stochastic stability we have
to consider the statistical properties of the system wih Ham iltonian given by the original
Ham itonian (H ) plus a random perturbation Hg):

H()=H+ K : 12)

Stochastic stability states that all the properties of the system are sm ooth functionsof around
= 0, after doing the appropriate averages over the original H am iltonian and the random
Ham iltonian.
T ypicalexam ples of random perturbations perturbations (We can chose the valie of r In an
arbirary way):

X
B =N D20 R ) @) @) 3)
Ip sy
where for sin plicity we can restrict oursslves to the case where the variables R are random
unoorrelated G aussian variables. For r = 1 this perturbation corresponds to adding a random

m agnetic eld: X
@ _ , .
Hy' = R G;) (&) : (14)

i
Stochastic stability is non-trivial statem ent: when we add a perturbation the weight of the
states changes of an am ount that diverges when N goes to In nity at xed . Indeed the
variation in the individual free energies isgiven by F = O ( N'™2) :

2Thewords\Iow kvel" and \high level" are used in the sam e spirit as \low levellanguage" and \high levellanguage"
In com puter science.
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Figure 5: The quantity hoy?i? (%hq4i+ %hqziz) as function of the tem perature for di erent values of
L nD = 3.

Tt useful to rem ark that ifa symm etry is present, a system cannot be stochastically stable.
Indeed spin glasses m ay be stochastically stable only in the presence ofa nite, non-zero m ag—
netic eld which breaksthe $ symm etry. If a symm etry is present, stochastic stability
m ay be valid only for those quantities which are invariant under the action of the sym m etry
group. It is also rem arkable that the union of two non-trivial uncoupled stochastically stable
systam s is not stochastically stable. T herefore a non-trivial stochastically stable system cannot
be decom posad as the union oftwo orm ore parts whose interaction can be neglected.

W ewillnow give an exam ple of the predictive power of stochastic stability EL-?.]

T here are system s n which the replica sym m etry is broken at one-step. In other words in
thus kind of system s the overlap m ay take only two values:

q; =@ =ar; 9; = or € : (15)

This is the sin plest situation: all pairs of di erent states have the same (ie. qgg) mutual
overlap, which for sim plicity we w ill take equalto zero. T he only quantity we have to determ ine
is the probability ofthe free energies. T he free energies are assum ed to be random uncorrelated
variables and the the probability ofhaving a state w ith total free energy in the interval F;F + dF' ]
is

E)dr : (16)

Stochastic stability in plies that in the region which is dom inant for the them odynam ic quan—
tities, ie. for the states having not too high free energy:

F)/ exp(m E Fo)); a7

where Fy a system dependent reference free energy, proportional to N . A s a byproduct the
function P (g) can be m agnetisations com puted and is given by

P@=m @+ @@ m) @ €a): 8)

T he proof of the previous statem ent is rather sin ple [;L-g]. Stochastic stability in poses that
the form ofthe function ) rem ainsunchanged (@part from a possbl shift in Fy) when one
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Figure 6: The quantities h?i? and %hq“i+ %hqzi2 as function of the tem perature for di erent values
of L nD = 3.

adds a sn allrandom perturbation. Let us consider the e ect of a perturbation of strength  on
the free energy of a state, say . T he unperturbed value of the free energy is denoted by F
The new value of the free energy G is given by

G =F + r ; 9

where r are identically distributed uncorrelated random num bers. Stochastic stability in plies
that the distrbution (G ) isthesameas ). Expanding to second order In  we get:

d / & : (20)
aF " dF?
Therefore F)/ exp(m E Fp)).
In the general case stochastic stability in plies that
_ 2 1
P @i;x) Ps@Pslp)= §P @)P @)+ §P @) @ @): @1)
A particular case of the previous relation is the follow Ing one
1 2
hP ¥ = Shfis 5thiZ : ©2)

W e have tested the previous relations In three dim ensions as function of the tem perature at
di erent valies of L B]. In g. () we plbt the quantity hg?i?  (Shofi+ %hqu), which should
be equalto zero. Indeed it isvery am alland its values decreasesw ith L . In order to give a m ore
precise dea of the accuracy of stochastic stability In g. ('6) we plot ssparately the quantities
@ and %Eﬁ %E_Z . The two quantities cannot be distinguished on this scale and in the
low tem perature region each of them is a factor of 10° bigger of their di erence. Ibelieve that
there should be few doubts on the fact that stochastic stability is satis ed for three dim ensional
spin glasses Ll-g] .




5.2 Overlap equivalence and ultram etricity

In the case In which the overlap m ay take three or m ore values, stochastic stability apparently
does not x the probability distrdbution. A further generalprinciple m ay be usefiil in order to
get new constraints. T his principle is overlap equivalence.

In order to formm ulate the principle of overlap equivalence it is convenient to introduce a
generalized overlap. Let A (i) be a Tocalquantity. W e de ne:

X
o =N ! m@im@ic: ©3)

Let us consider tw o possibilities:
ForA () = (1) we get the usualoverlap: é = d.
ForA (i) = H (i) we get the usualenergy overlap: § = of .

Ifwe consider also the generalized overlaps we have that the description ofa systam ismuch
m ore nvolved: we have to specify the w and the qA; for all possble choices of A. In the
general case an In nite number of quantities (ie. qA; , for all choices of A) characterizes the
mutual relations am ong the state  and the state :[_f_i,:}].

O verlap equivalence states that this In nie number of di erent overlaps is reduced to one
(the usualoverlap) @5,:_2@,:_13] T here isonly one signi cant overlap and alloverlaps (depending
on the operator A) are given functions of the soin overlap. For any choices of A there is a
corresponding function £* (@) such that o, = £* (@; ).

O verlap equivalence m ay be also form ulated if we de ne the grestricted ensam ble:

X
ht (; )g/ £f(; ) Wg ql; D: 24)

O verlap equivalence in plies the validiy of cluster decom position in the g-restricted ensem bles.
O verlap equivalence (plus stochastic stability) seem s [;L-gi] to m ply the ultram etricity condi-
tion
q; mwmn@Q;;q;) 8 : (25)
If ultram etricity is valid, one ndsthat

PP @aipsign) = 0 e

as soon as one of the three ultram etricity relations,

Gz mM(p3;PB1) 7R3 mi(Bi;d2) 7B1 miG2ies) 7 27)

isnot satis ed.

It is ram arkable that, given the function P (q), the ultram etricity condition com pletely de—
temm ines the probability P 122331 if we assum e stochastic stability. O verlap equivalence m ay
be less com pulsory of stochastic stability. T here are som e Indications I_l-j] for its validity in
the nite din ensional case (ie. beyond mean eld theory), but they are no so strong as for
stochastic stability.

6 The algebraic replica approach

T he algebraic replica approach is a com pact way to code all the previous nform ation into a
m atrix and also to com pute the free energy L, 4, 15].

10



A crucial ok is played by a matrix Q ;4 which issaid tobea 0 0 matrix. The direct

de niion ofa 0 0 m atrix m ay be not too easy. Instead we can consider a fam iy Q ;r:]; ofn n
m atrices which depend analytically on n: they are de ned for n muliple than M in such a
way that the analytic continuation of som e scalar functions of these m atrices at n = 0 iswell
de ned.

In this form ulation the probability (@fter average over the pem utation of lines and colum ns
of the m atrix) that an elem ent ofthem atrix Q 5 wih a 6 b is equalto g, coincides w ith the
function P (@) Pg(@):

P

X . ab (Qa;b )

P = . )= Iim 4 :
@) ww o @ qg;) Im T

@8)

’

In the sam e way the probability that an elem ent of the matrix Q) is equal to g and
an other elem ent of the matrix Q) s equalto ¢ wih a, b, c and d di erent) give us

P @i®) Ps@)Ps):

P
% R ab;cd (Qa;b ql) (Qc;d Cjz) .

P (i) = wwoww @ 9;) @ 9;)= I e T e 3)

@9)
In this approach probability statem ents becom e algebraic statem ents.

Stochastic stability becom es the statem ent that one line of the m atrix is a permm utation of
an other line of the m atrix.

O verlap equivalence is a equivalent to m ore com plex statem ent: if there are four indices
@. b, cand d) such that Q 45 = Q ¢, there is a perm utation  that leaves the m atrix
unchanged Qap= Q @); ¢ ) and brngsahcandbind (ie. @)= cand ) = d).

A syou see In the algebraic approach one uses a quite di erent (and m ore abstract) language
from the probabilistic approach. U sing this lJanguage com putations are often m ore sin ple and
com pact.

7 O -equilbrium dynam ics

The general problem that we face is to nd what happens if the system is carried in a slightly
o equilbrium situation. The are are two ways in which this can be done.

W e rapidly coolthe systam starting from a random (high tem perature) con guration at
tim e zero and we wait a tin e m uch larger than the m icroscopical one. T he system orders
at distances am aller that a coherence distance () Which eventually diverges w hen t goes
to In nity) but ram ains alw ays disordered at distances larger than  (t).

A second possbility consists in forcing the system n on o —equilbrium state by gently
shaking it. T his can be done for exam ple by adding a an alltin e dependent m agnetic eld,
which should however strong enough to force a large scale rearrangem ent of the system
g1,
In the rst case we have the phenom enon of ageing. Thise ectsm ay be evidenziated ifwe
de ne a two tin e correlation fiinction and two tim e relaxation functions (we coolthe systam at
tine 0) Rd, 21]. The correlation function is de ned to be

6

hit) iG + 15 30)
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Figure 7: The correlation function for spin glasses as function oftinetat di erent t, .

which is equalto the overlbp g, ;t, + £) among a con guration at tine t, and one at time
t, + t. The relaxation function S (t;t, ) is a just given by

where m isthe varation of the m agnetization when we add a m agnetic eld h starting from
tin e t; . M ore generally we can introduce the tin e dependent H am iltonian:

X
H=Hy+ & %) h;;: (32)
i
T he relaxation fliinction is thus de ned as:

1 X N
1R 8D,

N =1 @h;

S (Gity)

W e can distinguish two situations

Fort<< { we stay In the quasiequilbbrium " regin e [_2-3],C (tity) " Ceq®) ,whereCqy ()
is the equilbrium correlation function; in thiscasegga  ling 1 limg, 1 1 C E&).
Fort= O () or largerwe stay In the aging regin e. In the case where sin ple aging holds,
C (k) / C=t, ). A plt of the correlation function for spin glasses at di erent t,, is
shown in g. @).

In the equilbrium regin e, if we plot param etrically the relaxation function as function of
the correlation, we nd that
ds

dc
which is a com pact way of w riting the uctuation-dissipation theorem .

= 1; (34)
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Figure 8: Three di erent form of the function P (g) and the related function S (q). D elta functions
are represented as a vertical arrow

G enerally speaking the uctuation-dissjpation theorem is not valid in the o —equilbbrium
regin e. In this case one can use stochastic stability to derive a relation a am ong statics properties
and the om of the finction S (C ) m easured ;n o —equilbrium G, 21, 18]:

Z ¢
< . doP @ X €C): (35)

In g. @:) we show threem ain di erent kinds of dynam ical regponse S (C ), that correspond
to di erent shapes of the static P (@) which In the case of sopin glasses at zero m agnetic eld
should be replaced by P (7). Case A correspond to system s where replica symm etry is not
broken, case B to one step replica symm etry breaking, which should be present In structural
glasses and case C to continuous replica sym m etry breaking, which is present in soin glasses.

T he validity ofthese relation hasbeen intensively checked in num erical experin ents (see for
exam ple g. @:)) .

In spn glasses the relaxation function hasbeen experin entally m easured m any tin es in the
aging regin ¢, w hile the correlation finction has not yet been m easured: i would be a much
m ore di cul experin ent In which onehastom easure them al uctuations. Fortunately enough
m easurem ents of both quantities for spin glasses are In now progress. It would be extrem ely
Interesting to see if they agree w ith the theoretical predictions.

For reasons os tin e I shall not discuss the generalization of the previous argum ents to the
case of a spin glass In presence of a tin e dependent m agnetic eld. I only rem ark that In this
case the correlation function is directly related to the B irkhausen noise, which as fara I know,
has never been m easured In spin glasses.
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Figure 9: Relaxation function versus correlation in the EdwardsAnderson EA) modelin D = 3
T = 057’ 2T, and theoretical predictions from eq. @5).

8 Conclusions

In this tak I have presented a review of the basic ideas In the mean eld approach to spin
glasses. T here are m any points which I have not covered and are very im portant. Let m e Just
m ention som e of them ;

T he analytic studies of the corrections tom ean eld theory.
T he purely dynam ical approach which can be used w ithout any reference to equillbbrium .

T he extension of these ideas to other disorder system s, to neural netw ork and in general
to the problem of leaming.

T he relevance of this approach for biological system s, both at the m olecular level and at
the systam ic level.

T he extension of these ideas to system s in which quenched disorder is absent, eg. struc—
turalglasses R6].
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