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2 Section 1

1. Introduction.

In spite ofconsiderable recent progress [T1,T3,T4,G T,G ],there rem ains a considerable

gap between the heuristic understanding ofm ean �eld spin glassessuch asthe Sherrington-

K irkpatrickm odel[SK ](see[M PV]),andthem athem aticalunderstandingofthepropertiesof

such m odels.W ehavenow areasonably good insightin situationswhen theso-called \replica

sym m etric"solution isexpected tohold,butalready solution ofam odelwith one-step replica

sym m etry breaking hasrequired an enorm ouse�ort[T6].Understanding situationswith full

continuousreplica sym m etry breaking in the context ofSK m odelsappearspresently quite

hopeless,even though G uerra [G ]has proven very recently an extrem ely interesting result

thatshowsthatin the standard SK m odel,Parisi’ssolution providesa lowerbound forthe

freeenergy.

In this note Iwillreporton progressin understanding the em ergence ofreplica sym m e-

try breaking in the context of a class of\sim ple" spin glass m odels, introduced by Der-

rida in 1980: the random energy m odel(REM )[D1,D2],and the generalised random energy

m odel(G REM )[D3,DG 1,DG 2,DG 3]. The form er consisted ofm odelling the random energy

landscape as sim ply i.i.d. G aussian random variables on the set of spin con�gurations,

f� 1;1gN . This m odelcan be seen form erly as the lim it ofthe so-called p-spin SK -m odels

[SK ],when p tends to in�nity [D1]. In spite ofits sim plicity,this m odelhas proven to be

a ratherinstructive toy m odel,and hasreceived considerable attention in the m athem atical

com m unity [DG 3,DW ,Ei,O P,G M P,Ru,BK L,K P,B].O fcourse,in m any respectsthism odel

ism athem atically alm osttrivial,and physically quiteunrealistic,asallthedependencestruc-

ture thatispresentin m ore realistic m odelslike the SK m odel,isabsent. The G REM was

introduced in view ofkeeping dependence,while sim plifying it to a hierarchicalstructure

to stillyield a m athem atically m ore tractable m odel. In fact,the G REM can be seen as a

classofm odelsthatisobtained by equipping the hypercubef� 1;1gN with a tree structure

and an associated ultra-m etric distance,and then considering standardized G aussian ran-

dom �eldson the hypercube whose correlation function dependsonly on thisdistance. W e

willcallthese m odels\Derrida’s m odels" in contrastto the \Sherrington/Kirkpatrick (SK)

m odels" where the covariance depends on the Ham m ing distance,respectively the overlap

R N (�;�
0)= N � 1

P N

i= 1
�i�j.

In [DG 1],B.Derrida and E.G ardnerpresented a solution ofthem odelwith �nitely m any

hierarchiesin the sense thatthey com puted the free energy in the therm odynam ic lim it. A

rigorousderivation ofthissolution (in a som ewhatm oreelegantform )waslaterobtained by
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Cappocaccia etal. [CCP].Derrida and G ardneralso considered the lim itoftheirform ulae

when the num ber ofhierarchies tends to in�nity. They argued that for suitable choices of

thecovariance function,thislim itsyield approxim ationsforthestandard p-spin SK m odels,

even though,asthey pointout,thequality ofthe approxim ationsisnotspectacular.

In this paper we review recent results obtained in [BK L,BK 1,BK 2,BK 3] that give an

essentially com pletesolution con�rm ingtheresultsofthereplicam ethod forallthesem odels.

In Section 2 we present�rstin detailthe rathersim ple case ofthe REM which willserve as

a pedagogicalexam ple.In Section 3 we then turn to the generalclassofDerrida’sm odels.

2. The random energy m odel.

The random energy m odel,introduced by Derrida [D1,D2]can be considered asthe ulti-

m ate toy m odelofa disordered system . In this m odel,rather little is left ofthe structure

ofinteracting spins,butwe willstillbe able to gain a lotofinsightinto the peculiaritiesof

disordered system sby studying thissim ple system . Forrigorouswork on the REM see e.g.

[Ei,O P,G M P,DW ,BK L,T5].

TheREM isa m odelwith state space SN = f� 1;+ 1gN .For�xed N ,the Ham iltonian is

given by

H N (�)= �
p
N X � (2:1)

whereX �,isa fam ily of2
N i.i.d.centered norm alrandom variables.

2.1. T he free energy.

Before turning to the question of G ibbs m easures,we turn to the sim pler question of

analysing in som e detailthe partition function. In this m odel,the partition function is of

coursejustthe sum ofi.i.d.random variables,i.e.

Z�;N � 2� N
X

�2SN

e
�
p
N X � (2:2)

O ne usually asks �rst for the exponentialasym ptotics ofthis quantity,i.e. one introduces

thefree energy,

F�;N � �
1

N
lnZ�;N (2:3)

and triesto �nd itslim itasN " 1 .Letm e m ention thatin generalm ean �eld spin glasses,

the existence ofthe lim it even ofthe averaged free energy has been a long standing open

problem .W hile writing thisnote,a preprintby G uerra and Toninelli[G T]hasappeared in
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which a sim ple and cleverproofofthe existence ofthe lim itin a ratherlarge classofm ean

�eld spin glassm odelsisgiven.

In thissim ple m odelone can com pute thislim itexactly. In factitwasfound be Derrida

[D1]that:

T heorem 2.1: In the REM ,

lim
N "1

EF�;N =

(
�

�
2

2
; for � � �c

�
�
2

c

2
� (� � �c)�c; for � � �c

(2:4)

where �c =
p
2ln2.

2.2. Fluctuations and lim it theorem s.

K nowing thefreeenergy isim portant,but,asone m ay expect,itisnotenough to under-

stand the propertiesofthe G ibbsm easurescom pletely.Itisthe analysisofthe uctuations

ofthefreeenergy thatwillreveal,aswewillsee,thenecessary inform ation.In theREM this

can be done using classicalresults from the theory ofextrem e value statistics. The proofs

are,nonetheless,quite cum bersom e,and m ay befound in in [BK L]or[B].

T heorem 2.2: The partition function ofthe REM has the following uctuations:

(i) If� <
p
ln2=2,then

e
N

2
(ln 2� �

2
)ln

Z�;N

EZ�;N

D
! N (0;1): (2:5)

(ii) If� =
p
ln2=2,then

p
2e

N

2
(ln 2� �

2
)ln

Z�;N

EZ�;N

D
! N (0;1): (2:6)

(iii) Let� � �=
p
2ln2.If

p
ln2=2 < � <

p
2ln2,then

e
N

2
(
p
2ln 2� �)

2
+

�

2
[ln(N ln 2)+ ln 4�]ln

Z�;N

EZ�;N

D
!

Z 1

� 1

e
�z(P(dz)� e

� z
dz); (2:7)

where P denotesthe Poisson pointprocess4 on R with intensity m easure e� xdx.

(iv) If� =
p
2ln2,then

e
1

2
[ln(N ln 2)+ ln 4�]

�
Z�;N

EZ�;N

�
1

2
+
ln(N ln2)+ ln4�

4
p
�N ln2

�
D
!

Z 0

� 1

e
z(P(dz)� e� zdz)+

1Z

0

e
z
P(dz):

(2:8)

4For a thorough exposition on point processes and their connection to extrem e value theory,see in par-

ticular [R e].
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(v) If� >
p
2ln2,then

e
� N [�

p
2ln 2� ln 2]+ �

2
[ln(N ln 2)+ ln 4�]

Z�;N

D
!

1Z

� 1

e
�zP(dz) (2:9)

and

lnZ�;N � E lnZ�;N

D
! ln

1Z

� 1

e
�zP(dz)� E ln

1Z

� 1

e
�zP(dz): (2:10)

R em ark: Note that expressions like
R0
� 1

ez(P(dz)� e� zdz) are always understood as

lim y#� 1

R0
y
ez(P(dz)� e� zdz):AllthefunctionalsofthePoisson pointprocessappearing are

alm ostsurely �nite random variables. Note thatthe lim itin (2.7)hasin�nite variance and

theone in (2.9)hasin�nitem ean.

Let us just briey com m ent on how these results are obtained. In fact,(i) follows from

thestandard CLT forarraysofindependentrandom variablesunderLindeberg’scondition.

Asthe Lindeberg condition failsfor2�2 � ln2,itisclearthatwe cannotexpecta sim ple

CLT beyond this regim e. Such a failure ofa CLT is always a problem related to \heavy

tails",and results from the fact thatextrem alevents begin to inuence the uctuations of

the sum . Itappears therefore reasonable to separate from the sum the term s where X � is

anom alously large. ForG aussian r.v.’sitiswellknown thatthe rightscale ofseparation is

given by uN (x)de�ned by

2N

1Z

uN (x)

dz
p
2�

e
� z

2
=2 = e

� x (2:11)

which (forx > � lnN =ln2)isequalto (see e.g.[LLR])

uN (x)=
p
2N ln2+

x
p
2N ln2

�
ln(N ln2)+ ln4�

2
p
2N ln2

+ o(1=
p
N ); (2:12)

x 2 R is a param eter. The key to m ost ofwhat follows relies on the fam ous resulton the

convergence ofthe extrem e value processto a Poisson pointprocess. Letusnow introduce

thepointprocesson R given by

PN �
X

�2SN

�
u
� 1

N
(X � )

: (2:13)

A classicalresultfrom the theory ofextrem e orderstatistics(see e.g.[LLR])assertsthat

T heorem 2.3: The pointprocess PN converges weakly to a Poisson pointprocess on R

with intensity m easure e� xdx.
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The key idea isthen to splitthe sum by a cuto� corresponding to whetherX � isbigger

or sm aller than uN (x);the form er can then be represented as a functionalofthe extrem al

processthatconverges to the Poisson process,and the latter hasto be controlled carefully.

Thecom putationsare in factquite tedious.

Ifwe write

Z�;N = Z
x
�;N + (Z�;N � Z

x
�;N ) (2:14)

for� �
p
2ln2

Z�;N � Z
x
�;N = e

N [�
p
2ln 2� ln 2]� �

2
[ln(N ln 2)+ ln 4�]

X

�2SN

1I
fu

� 1

N
(�)> xg

e
�u

� 1

N
(X � ) (2:15)

so thatforany x 2 R,

(Z�;N � Z
x
�;N )e

� N [�
p
2ln 2� ln 2]+ �

2
[ln(N ln 2)+ ln 4�] D

!

1Z

x

e
�z
P(dz): (2:16)

The rem aining term is shown to converge to zero in probability as �rst N " 1 and then

x # � 1 .}

2.3. T he G ibbs m easure.

W ith ourpreparation on theuctuationsofthefreeenergy,wehave accum ulated enough

understanding about the partition function that we can deal with the G ibbs m easures.

Clearly, there are a num ber of ways of trying to describe the asym ptotics of the G ibbs

m easures. Recalling the generaldiscussion on random G ibbs m easures,it should be clear

thatwe are seeking a resulton the convergence in distribution ofrandom m easures. To be

able to state such a results,we have to introduce a topology on the spin con�guration state

thatm akesituniform ly com pact.Theusualtopology to do thiswould beproducttopology,

and thisclearly would be an option here. However,given whatwe already know aboutthe

partition function,thistopology doesnotappearsuited to give describethem easureappro-

priately. Part(v)ofTheorem 2.2 actually im pliesthatthe partition function isdom inated

by a ‘few’spin con�gurationswith exceptionally large energy. Thisisa feature thatshould

rem ain visible in a lim it theorem . The question we therefore m ust address in m ean �eld

m odelsishow to describe a lim iting m easure on an in�nite dim ensionalcube thatproperly

reects the sym m etry (underperm utation)ofthe �nite dim ensionalobject,in other words

thatviewsthisobjectin an unbiased way.
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A �rstattem ptconsistsin m apping the hypercubeto the interval[� 1;1]via

SN 3 � ! rN (�)�

NX

i= 1

�i2
� i

2 [� 1;1] (2:17)

De�nethe purepointm easure ~��;N on [� 1;1]by

~��;N �
X

�2SN

�rN (�)��;N (�) (2:18)

O ur results willbe expressed in term s of the convergence of these m easures. It willbe

understood in thesequelthatthespaceofm easureson [� 1;1]isequipped with thetopology

ofweak convergence,and allconvergence resultshold with respectto thistopology.

Asthe diligentreaderwillhave expected,in the high tem perature phase the lim itisthe

sam e asfor� = 0,nam ely

T heorem 2.4: If� <
p
2ln2,then

~��;N !
1

2
�; a.s. (2:19)

where � denotes the Lebesgue m easure on [� 1;1].

P roof: Note that we have to prove that for any �nite collection ofintervals I1;:::;Ik �

[� 1;1], the fam ily of random variables f~��;N (I1);:::;~��;N (Ik)g converges jointly alm ost

surely to 1

2
jI1j;:::;

1

2
jIkj.Butby construction theserandom vectorsareindependent,so that

thiswillfollow autom atically,ifwecan provetheresultin thecasek = 1.O urstrategy isto

get�rstvery sharp estim atesfora fam ily ofspecialintervals.

In the sequelwe willalways assum e that N � n. W e willdenote by � n the canonical

projection from SN to Sn. To sim plify notation,we willoften write �n � � n� when no

confusion can arise.For� 2 SN ,set

an(�)� rn(� n�) (2:20)

and

In(�)� [an(�)� 2� n;an(�)+ 2� n) (2:21)

Notethattheunion ofalltheseintervalsform sadisjointcovering of[� 1;1).O bviously,these

intervalsare constructed in such a way that

~��;N (In(�))= ��;N (f�02 SN :� n(�
0)= � n(�)g) (2:22)
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The �rststep in the proofconsistsin showing thatthe m assesofallthe intervalsIn(�)are

rem arkably wellapproxim ated by theiruniform m ass.

Lem m a 2.5: Set�0�

q
N

N � n
�.For any � 2 Sn,

(i) If�0�

q
ln 2

2
,

j~��;N (In(�))� 2� nj� 2� ne� (N � n)(ln 2� �
02
)
YN � n (2:23)

where YN hasbounded variance,asN " 1 .

(ii) If

q
ln 2

2
< �0<

p
2ln2,

j~��;N (In(�))� 2� nj� 2� ne� (N � n)(
p
2ln 2� �

0
)
2
=2� � ln(N � n)=2

YN � n (2:24)

where YN isa random variable with bounded m ean m odulus.

(iii) If� =
p
2ln2,then,for any n �xed,

j~��;N (In(�))� 2� nj! 0 in probability (2:25)

R em ark: Note that in the sub-criticalcase,the results im ply convergence to the uniform

product m easure on S in a very strong sense. In particular,the base-size ofthe cylinders

considered (i.e.n)can grow proportionally to N ,even ifalm ostsure convergence uniform ly

for allcylinders is required! This is unusually good. However,one should not be deceived

by this fact: even though seen from the cylinder m asses the G ibbs m easures look like the

uniform m easure,seen from the point ofview ofindividualspin con�gurations the picture

is quite di�erent. In fact,the m easure concentrates on an exponentially sm allfraction of

the fullhypercube,nam ely those O (exp(N (ln2 � �2=2))) vertices that have energy � �N

(Exercise!).Itisjustthefactthatthissetisstillexponentially large,aslong as� <
p
2ln2,

and is very uniform ly dispersed over SN ,that produces this som ewhat paradoxicale�ect.

The ratherweak resultin the criticalcase isnotarti�cial. In factitisnottrue thatalm ost

sureconvergencewillhold.Thisfollowse.g.from Theorem 1 in [G M P].O neshould ofcourse

anticipate som esignature ofthephasetransition atthe criticalpoint.

P roof: Theproofofthislem m a isa sim pleapplication ofthe �rstthree pointsin Theorem

2.2.Justnote thatthe partialpartition functions

Z�;N (�n)� E�0e
�
p
N X � 01I� n (�

0)= �n (2:26)
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are independentand have the sam edistribution as2� nZ�0;N � n.But

~��;N (In(�n))=
Z�;N (�n)

[Z�;N � Z�;N (�n)]+ Z�;N (�n)
(2:27)

Note thatZ�;N (�n)and [Z�;N � Z�;N (�n)]are independent.Itshould now be obvioushow

to conclude theproofwith thehelp ofTheorem 2.2.}

O nce we have the excellent approxim ation ofthe m easure on allofthe intervals In(�),

alm ost sure convergence ofthe m easure in the weak topology is a sim ple consequence. O f

course, this is just a coarse version of the �ner results we have, and m uch m ore precise

inform ation on thequality ofapproxim ation can beinferred from Lem m a 2.5.Butsince the

high-tem peraturephaseisnotourprim econcern,wewillnotgo furtherin thisdirection.

Som ehow m uch m oreinteresting isthebehaviourofthem easureatlow tem peraturesthat

we willdiscussnow. Letusintroduce the Poisson pointprocessR on the strip [� 1;1]� R

with intensity m easure 1

2
dy� e� xdx. If(Yk;X k)denote the atom s ofthisprocess,de�ne a

new pointprocessW � on [� 1;1]� (0;1]whoseatom sare (Yk;wk),where

wk �
e�X k

R
R (dy;dx)e�x

(2:28)

for � > 1. Let us note that the process cW =
P

k
wk is known in the literature as the

Poisson-Dirichletprocesswith param eter� [K ].

W ith thisnotation we have that

T heorem 2.6: If� >
p
2ln2,with � = �=

p
2ln2,

~��;N
D
! ~�� �

Z

[� 1;1]� (0;1]

W �(dy;dw)�yw (2:29)

P roof: W ith uN (x)de�ned in (2.12),we de�nethepointprocessR N on [� 1;1]� R by

R N �
X

�2SN

�
(rN (�);u

� 1

N
(X � ))

(2:30)

A standard result ofextrem e value theory (see [LLR],Theorem 5.7.2) is easily adapted to

yield that

R N

D
! R ; asN " 1 (2:31)
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wherethe convergence isin the sense ofweak convergence on the space ofsigm a-�nite m ea-

suresendowed with the (m etrizable)topology ofvague convergence.Note that

��;N (�)=
e�u

� 1

N
(X � )

P
�
e�u

� 1

N
(X � )

=
e�u

� 1

N
(X � )

R
R N (dy;dx)e

�x
(2:32)

Since
R
R N (dy;dx)e

�x < 1 a.s.,wecan de�nethepointprocess

W N �
X

�2SN

��
rN (�);

exp(� u
� 1

N
(X � ))

R
R N (dy;dx )exp(� x )

� (2:33)

on [� 1;1]� (0;1].Then

~��;N =

Z

W N (dy;dw)�yw (2:34)

The only non-trivialpointin the convergence proofisto show thatthe the contribution to

thepartition functionsin thedenom inatorfrom atom swith uN (X �)< x vanishesasx # � 1 .

Butthisisprecisely whatwe have shown to bethe case in the proofofpart(v)ofTheorem

2.2.Standard argum entsthen im ply that�rstW N

D
! W ,and consequently,(2.29).}

R em ark: NotethatTheorem 2.6containsin particulartheconvergenceoftheG ibbsm easure

in the producttopology on SN ,since cylinderscorrespond to certain subintervalsof[� 1;1].

O n theotherhand,itim pliesthatthe pointprocessofweights
P

�2SN
��� ;N (�) convergesin

law to the m arginalofW N on (0;1]which is the process introduced by Ruelle [Ru]. The

form ulation ofTheorem 2.6 ism oreoververy m uch in thespiritofthem eta-stateapproach to

random G ibbsm easures[NS].Thelim iting m easureisa m easureon a continuousspace,and

each pointm easureon thissetm ay appearas\purestate".The\m eta-state",i.e.thelaw of

the random m easure ~�� is a probability distribution concentrated on the countable convex

com binationsofpurestatesrandom ly chosen by aPoisson pointprocessfrom an uncountable

collection,whilethecoe�cientsoftheconvex com bination areagain random and selected via

anotherpointprocess.

Letusdiscussthe propertiesofthe lim iting m easure ~��. Itisnothard to see thatwith

probability one,the supportof~�� istheentire interval[� 1;1].O n the otherhand,itsm ass

isconcentrated on a countable set,i.e. the m easure ispure point. To see this,considerthe

rectangleA � � (ln�;1 )� [� 1;1].Clearly,theprocessR restricted to thissethas�nitetotal

intensity given by �� 1. i.e. the num ber totalnum ber ofatom s in that set is a Poissonian

random variablewith param eter�� 1.Now ifwerem ovetheprojection ofthese�nitely m any

random pointsfrom [� 1;1],wewillshow thatthetotalm assthatrem ainsgoesto zero with
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�.Clearly,the rem aining m assisgiven by

Z

[� 1;1]� (� 1 ;ln �)

R (dy;dx)
e�x

R
P(dx0)e�x

0
=

Z ln �

� 1

P(dx)
e�x

R
P(dx0)e�x

0
(2:35)

W e want to get a lower bound in probability on the denom inator. The sim plest possible

bound is obtained by estim ating the probability ofthe integralby the contribution ofthe

largestatom which ofcourse followsthe double-exponentialdistribution.Thus

P

�Z

P(dx)e�x � Z

�

� e
� e

� ln Z =�

= e
� Z

� 1
�

(2:36)

Setting 
Z � fP :
R
P(dx)e�x � Zg,we concludethat,for� > 1,

P

"Z ln �

� 1

P(dx)
e�x

R
P(dx0)e�x

0
> 

#

� P

"Z ln �

� 1

P(dx)
e�x

R
P(dx0)e�x

0
> ;
cZ

#

+ P[
 Z ]

� P

"Z ln �

� 1

P(dx)e�x > Z;
cZ

#

+ P[
 Z ]

� P

"Z ln �

� 1

P(dx)e�x > Z

#

+ P[
Z ]

�
E
Rln �
� 1

P(dx)e�x


+ P[
Z ]

�
��� 1

(� � 1)Z
+ e

� Z
� 1

�

(2:37)

O bviously,forany positive  itispossibleto choose Z asa function of� in such a way that

therighthand sidetendsto zero.Butthisim pliesthatwith probability one,allofthem ass

ofthe m easure ~�� iscarried by a countable set,im plying that ~�� ispurepoint.

So we see thatthe phase transition in the REM expressesitselfvia a change oftheprop-

ertiesofthe in�nite volum e G ibbsm easure m apped to the intervalfrom Lebesgue m easure

athigh tem peraturesto a random densepurepointm easureatlow tem peratures.

2.4. T he replica overlap.

W hiletherandom m easuredescription ofthephasetransition in theREM appearsrather

nice,onewould arguethatitignoresfully thegeom etry ofthestatespace asa hypercube.A

neatobjectto m easurelook atin thisrespectwould bethem assdustribution around a given

con�guration,

m �(t)� ��;N (R N (�;�
0)� t) (2:38)
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wherethe � is�xed and the m easure� refersto the con�guration � 0.m �(� )isa probability

distribution function on [� 1;1].Asa function of�,thisisa m easurevaluesrandom variable.

Taking the overage ofthis quantity again with respect to the G ibbs distribution of�,we

obtain thepopular\overlap distribution",

f�;N [!](dz)� ��;N (m �(dz))= ��;N [!]
 ��;N [!](R N (�;�
0)2 dz) (2:39)

Itturnsoutthata m uch richerobjectisobtained by passing to a m easure valued quantity,

nam ely

K �;N �
X

�2SN

��;N (�)�m � (� ) (2:40)

Thism easure tells usthe probability to see a given m issdistribution around oneself,ifone

isdistributed with theG ibbsm easure.O fcourse we have that

f�;N [!](� )=

Z

K �;N (dm )m (� ) (2:41)

O fcourse,in the REM ,one isnotlikely to see anything very exciting,the overlap distri-

bution isasym pototically concentrated on the values0 and 1 only:

T heorem 2.7:

(i) For all� <
p
2ln2

lim
N "1

f�;N = �0; a.s. (2:42)

(ii) For all� >
p
2ln2

f�;N
D
! �0

�

1�

Z

W (dy;dw)w 2

�

+ �1

Z

W (dy;dw)w 2 (2:43)

(iii) The random m easures K �;N converge to a random probability distribution K � thatissup-

ported on the atom ic m easures with supporton f0;1g,m ore precisesly if� >
p
2ln2,

K � =

Z

W (dy;dw)w�w �1+ (1� w )�0 (2:44)

while for � <
p
2ln2,K � isthe Dirac m ass on the Dirac m ass concentrated at0.

P roof: W e willwriteforany I � [� 1;1]

f�;N (I)= Z
� 2

�;N
E�E�0

X

t2 I

R N (�;� 0)= t

e
�
p
N (X � + X � 0)

(2:45)
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First ofall,the denom inator is bounded from below by [eZ�;N (c)]
2,and,with probability

oforder �� 2 exp(� N g(c;�)),this in turn is larger than (1� �)2[E eZ�;N (c)]
2. Now let �rst

� <
p
2ln2.Assum e�rstthatI � (0;1)[ [� 1;0).W e conclude that

Ef�;N (I)�
1

(1� �)2
E�E�0

X

t2 I

R N (�;� 0)= t

1+ �
� 2
e
� g(c;�)N

=
1

p
2�N

1

(1� �)2

X

t2I

2e� N �(t)

1� t2
+ �

� 2
e
� g(c;�)N

(2:46)

forany � < c<
p
2ln2,where� :[� 1;1]! R denotesthe Cram �erentropy function

�(t)=
(1+ t)

2
ln(1+ t)+

(1� t)

2
ln(1� t) (2:47)

Here we used ofcoursethat,�rstly,if(1� t)N = 2‘,‘= 0;:::;N ,then

E�E�01IR N (�;�0)= t = 2� N
�
N

‘

�

(2:48)

and,secondly,Stirling’sapproxim ation which im pliesthat

�
N

‘

�

=
1

p
2�

s

N

‘(N � ‘)

N N

‘‘(N � ‘)N � ‘
(1+ o(1)) (2:49)

valid if‘� xN with x 2 (0;1). Underourassum ptionson I,we see im m ediately from this

representation thattherighthand sideof(2.46)isclearly exponentially sm allin N .If1 2 I,

theadditionalterm com ing from t= 1 givesan exponentially sm allcontribution.Thisshows

thatthem easure f�;N concentratesasym ptotically on thepoint0.Thisproves(2.42).

Now let � >
p
2ln2. Here we use the sharpertruncations introduced in 2.2. Note �rst

thatforany intervalI

�
�
�
�
�
�
�

f�;N (I)� Z
� 2
�;N

E�E�0

X

t2 I

R N (�;� 0)= t

1IX � ;X � 0� uN (x)e
�
p
N (X � + X � 0)

�
�
�
�
�
�
�

�
2Z x

�;N

Z�;N

(2:50)

The proofofTheorem 2.2 showsthatthe righthand side of(2.50)tendszero in probability

as�rstN " 1 and then x # � 1 .O n theotherhand,fort6= 1

P
�
9�;�;:R N (�;�0)= tX � > uN (x)^ X

0
� > uN (x)

�

� E�1IR N (�;�0)= t2
� 2N

P [X � > uN (x)]
2
=

2
p
2�N

p
1� t2

e
� �(t)N

e
2x

(2:51)
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by thede�nition ofuN (x)(see(2.11)).Thisim pliesagain thatany intervalI � (0;1)[[� 1;0)

willhave zero m ass.To concludethe proofitwillbeenough to com pute f�;N (1).Clearly

f�;N (1)=
2� N Z2�;N

Z 2
�;N

(2:52)

By Theorem 2.2,(v),oneseeseasily that

f�;N (1)
D
!

R
e2�zP(dz)

�R
e�zP(dz)

�2 (2:53)

Expressing the left hand side of(2.53) in term s ofthe point process W � de�ned in (2.28)

yieldsthe expression forthe m assofthe atom at1;since the only otheratom isatzero the

fullresultsfollowsfrom the factthatf�;N isa probability m easure.

The assertionson the m easure K �;N are essentially a corollary ofthe preceeding results.

The factthatf� isa sum of�0 and �1 im pliesim m ediately thatthe probability thatm � is

notsuch a sum tendsto zero.Theexplicitform ula (2.44)isthen quitestraightforward.}

2.5. M ulti-overlaps and G hirlanda{G uerra identities.

Itwillbeinteresting to seethattherandom m easuresK � can becontrolled with thehelp

ofsom erem arkablealgebraic identitiesthatin factallow usto avoid thedetailed analysisof

uctuationsperform ed in Section 2.2.

Let us �rst note that the convergence ofthe m easures K �;N can be controlled through

theirm om ents,which can bewritten alsfollows:

E

�Z

K �;N (dm )m
k1� � �

Z

K �;N (dm )m
kl

�

= E�

 l

�;N

�

m
k1
�1(� ):::m

kl
�l(� � � )

�

= E�
l+ k1+ � � � + kl

�;N

�

R N (�
1
;�

l+ 1)2 � ;:::;RN (�
1
;�

l+ k1)2 � ;:::;

:::;R N (�
l
;�

l+ k1+ � � � + kl� 1+ 1)2 � ;:::;RN (�
l
;�

l+ k1+ � � � + kl)2 �

�

(2:54)

Therighthand sideisa (m arginalof)thedistribution ofthem (m � 1)replica overlapsunder

the averaged productG ibbsm easure on m = l+ k1 + � � � + kl� 1 + 1 independentreplicasof

the spin variables. Thus,ifwe can show thatthese m ulti-replica distributionsconverge,as

N " 1 ,then the convergence ofthe m easuresK �;N willbe proven. Thisis a generalfact,

which has notheing to do with the particular m odelwe look at. In the REM ,ofcourse,

considerable sim pli�cation willtake place since we know that the overlap takes only the
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values0 and one in the lim it,and thusinstead oflooking atthe entore distributions,itwill

beenough to look attheatom swhen overlapsequalto 1.Thatisto say itwillbeenough in

ourcase to considerthenum bers

E�
l+ k1+ � � � + kl

�;N

�

R N (�
1
;�

l+ 1)= 1;:::;R N (�
1
;�

l+ k1)= 1;:::;

:::;R N (�
l
;�

l+ k1+ � � � + kl� 1+ 1)= 1;:::;R N (�
l
;�

l+ k1+ � � � + kl)= 1

�

= E�
l+ k1+ � � � + kl

�;N

�

�
1 = �

l+ 1
;:::;�

1 = �
l+ k1;:::;

:::;�
l= �

l+ k1+ � � � + kl� 1+ 1;:::;�
l= �

l+ k1+ � � � + kl

�

= E�
l+ k1+ � � � + kl

�;N

�

�
1 = �

l+ 1 = � � � = �
l+ k1;:::;

:::;�
l= �

l+ k1+ � � � + kl� 1+ 1 = � � � = �
l+ k1+ � � � + kl

�

(2:55)

Aswewillshow now,them ulti-overlapsarenotindependent,butsatisfy recursion relations

thataredueto rathergeneralprinciples.Itwillbeinstructiveto look atthem in thissim ple

context. These identities have been known in the physics literature and a m ore rigorous

analysisisgiven in a paperby G hirlanda and G uerra [G G ].Equivalentrelationswerein fact

derived som ewhatearlier by Aizenm an and Contucci[AC].See also [L].The im portance of

these relations has been underlined by Talagrand [T4,T5]. Let us begin with the sim plest

instance ofthese relations.

P roposition 2.8:For any value of�,

E
d

d�
F�;N = � �(1� Ef�;N (1)) (2:56)

P roof: O bviously,

E
d

d�
F�;N = � N � 1

E
E�

p
N X �e

�
p
N X �

E�e
�
p
N X �

(2:57)

Now ifX is standard norm alvariable,and g any function ofat m ost polynom ialgrowth,

then

E[X g(X )]= Eg
0(X ) (2:58)

Using thisidentity in the righthand side of(2.57)with respectto the average overX �,we

getim m ediately that

E
E�

p
N X �e

�
p
N X �

E�e
�
p
N X �

= N �E

 

1�
2� N E�e

2�
p
N X �

(E�e
�
p
N X � )2

!

= N �E

�

1� �

 2
�;N

(1I�1= �2)

�
(2:59)
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which isobviously the claim ofthelem m a.}

In exactly thesam e way one can prove thefollowing generalisation:

Lem m a 2.9: Leth :Sn
N ! R be any bounded function ofn spins.Then

1
p
N
E�


 n
�;N

�
X �k h(�1;:::;�n)

�

= �E�

 n+ 1
�;N

 

h(�1;:::;�n)

 
nX

l= 1

1I�k = �l � n1I�k = �n + 1

! ! (2:60)

P roof: Leftasan exercise.}

The strength ofLem m a 2.9 com esoutwhen com bined with a factorization resultthatin

turn isa consequence ofself-averaging.

Lem m a 2.10: Leth be asin the previouslem m a. For allbutpossibly a countable num ber

ofvaluesof�,

lim
N "1

1
p
N

�
�
�E�


 n
�;N

�
X �k h(�1;:::;�n)

�
� E��;N (X �k )E�


 n
�;N

�
h(�1;:::;�n)

���
�= 0 (2:61)

P roof: Letuswrite
�

E�

 n

�;N

�
X �k h(�1;:::;�n)

�
� E��;N (X �k )E�


 n

�;N

�
h(�1;:::;�n)

��2

=

�

E�

 n
�;N

��
X �k � E�


 n
�;N

X �k

�
h(�1;:::;�n)

��2

� E�

 n
�;N

�

X �k � E�

 n
�;N

X �k

�2
E�


 n
�;N

�
h(�1;:::;�n)

�2

(2:62)

where the lastinequality isthe Cauchy{Schwarz inequality applied to the jointexpectation

with respect to the G ibbs m easure and the disorder. O bviously the �rst factor in the last

line isequalto

E
�
��;N (X

2

�)� [��;N (X �)]
2
�
+ E (��;N (X �)� E��;N (X �))

2

= � �� 2E
d2

d�2
F�;N + N �

� 2
E

�
d

d�
F�;N � E

d

d�
F�;N

� 2 (2:63)

W e know thatF�;N convergesasN " 1 and thatthe lim itisin�nitely di�erentiable forall

� � 0,except at � =
p
2ln2;m oreover,� F�;N is convex in �. Then standard results of

convex analysisim ply that

lim sup
N "1

(� E
d2

d�2
F�;N )= �

d2

d�2
lim
N "1

EF�;N (2:64)
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which is �nite for all� 6=
p
2ln2. Thus,the �rst term in (2.63) willvanish when divided

by N .To see thatthecoe�cientofN ofthesecond term givesa vanishing contribution,we

use the generalfact that ifthe variance offam ily ofa convex (or concave) functions tends

to zero,then the sam e istrue foritsderivative,exceptpossibly on a countable setofvalues

oftheirargum ent.In Theorem 2.2 we have m orethan established thatthevariance ofF�;N

tendsto zero,and hence theresultofthe Lem m a isproven.}

Ifwe com bine Proposition 2.8,Lem m a 2.9,and Lem m a 2.10 we arrive im m ediately at

P roposition 2.11:For allbuta countable setofvalues �,for any bounded function h :

Sn
N ! R,

lim
N "1

�
�
�
�
�
E�


 n+ 1

�;N

�
h(�1;:::;�n)1I�k = �n + 1

�

�
1

n
E�


 n+ 1
�;N

0

@ h(�1;:::;�n)

0

@
nX

l6= k

1I�l= �k + E�

 2
�;N

(1I�1= �2)

1

A

1

A

�
�
�
�
�
= 0

(2:65)

Togetherwith thefactthattheproductG ibbsm easuresareconcentrated only on thesets

where the overlaps take values 0 and 1,(2.65) perm its to com pute the distribution ofall

higheroverlapsin term softhe two-replica overlap.E.g.,ifwe put

A n � lim
N "1

E�

 n
�;N

(1I�1= �2= � � � = �n ) (2:66)

then (2.65)with h = 1I�1= �2= � � � = �n providestherecursion

A n+ 1 =
n � 1

n
A n +

1

n
A nA 2 = A n

�

1�
1� A 2

n

�

=

nY

k= 2

�

1�
1� A 2

k

�

A 2

=
�(n + A 2)

�(n + 1)�(A 2)

(2:67)

Note that we can use alternatively Theorem 2.4 to com pute,for the non-trivialcase � >
p
2ln2,

lim
N "1

�

 2
�;N

(1I�1= �2= � � � = �n )=

Z

K �(dm )[m (1)]
n� 1 (2:68)

so that(2.67)im pliesa form ula forthe m ean ofthen-th m om entsofW ,

E

Z

W (dy;dw)w n =
�(n + A 2)

�(n + 1)�(A 2)
(2:69)
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where A 2 = E
R
W (dy;dw)w 2. This result has been obtained by a direct com putation by

Ruelle ([Ru],Corollary 2.2),butitsderivation via the G hirlanda{G uerra identities showsa

way to approach thisproblem in a di�erentm annerthathasthe potentialto give resultsin

m orecom plicated situations.5

3. The D errida m odels.

The reader ofthe previous chapter m ay think that that was ‘m uch ado aboutnothing’.

First,itwasallaboutindependentrandom variables,second,weused heavy toolsto describe

structurethatisin factvery sim ple.W e willnow m ove towardsa classofm odelsthathave

been introduced 17 yearsago by Derrida as\sim pli�ed" spin glassm odels.Itturnsoutthat

while these m odels exhibit structure that is as com plex as (and in fact alm ost identicalto

)in the Sherrington-K irkpatrick type spin glasses,they can now be analysed with fullrigor

whith the help ofthe tools I have explained in the previous section. The results ofthese

Section cover recentwork with Irina K urkova [BK 1,BK 2,BK 3]. The purpose ofthissection

isto explain how therem arkableuniversalstructurespredicted by Parisi’sreplica sym m etry

breaking schem e arise asa lim iting objectin a spin glassm odel.Forfurtheranalysisofthe

lim ting objectitselfwereferto papersby Bolthausen and Sznitm an [BoSz]and Bertoin and

LeG all[BeLe].

3.1. D e�nitions and basics.

Aswehavealready pointed outin theintroduction,from a m athem atialpointofview itis

naturalto em bed theSK m odelsin thegeneralsetting ofm odelsbased on G aussian processes

on the hypercubes SN . The specialfeature ofthe SK m odels in that context is then that

theircovariance dependsonly on the \overlap",R N (�;�
0)= 1

N
(�;�0).

Derrida introduced annother class ofm odels that he called Generalized Random Energy

m odels (G REM ) that can be constructed in fullanalogy to the SK class by introducing

annotherfunction charcterizing distance thatisto replace the overlap R N ,nam ely

dist(�;�0)�
1

N
(m in(i:�i 6= �

0
i)� 1) (3:1)

To beprecise,distisan ultram etric valuation on thesetSN .An ultram etricdistancewould

be given e.g. by a function D (�;�0) = exp(� dist(�;�0)). W e willnow consider centered

5M ore generally,one m ay dervive recursion form ulas for m ore generalm om ents ofR uelle’s process that

show that the identies (2.65) determ ine com pletely the process ofR uelle in term s ofthe two-overlap distri-

bution function.
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G aussian processesX � on SN those covariance isgiven as

cov(X �;X �0)= EX �X �0 = A(dist(�;�0)) (3:2)

whereA isa probability distribution function on the interval[0;1].

In fact,theoriginalm odelsofDerrida correspond to thespecialcasewhen A isthedistri-

bution function ofa random variable thattakesonly �nitely m any values,i.e. when A isa

m onotoneincreasingstep function with �nitely m any steps.However,Derridaalsoconsidered

lim itswhen the num berofthese stepstend to in�nty.

Thechoiceofthedistance disthasa num berofrem arkablee�ectthathelp to m akethese

m odels truely solvable. In particular,it allows to introduce a continuous tim e m artingale

X �(t)those m arginalatt= 1 coincideswith X �.Thisprocessissim ply a G aussian process

on SN � [0;1]with covariance

cov(X �(t);X �0(t0))= t^ t0^ A(dist(�;�0)) (3:3)

In particular,thisgivesrise to the integralrepresentation ofX � as

X � =

Z 1

0

dX �(t) (3:4)

wheretheincrem entssatisfy

EdX �(t)dX �0(t0)= dtdt
0
�(t� t

0)1IA (dist(�;�0))> t (3:5)

IfA isa step function,thisgivesrise to a representation in theform

X � �
p
a1X �1 +

p
a2X �1�2 + � � � +

p
anX �1�2:::�n ; if� = �1�2 :::�n; (3:6)

where ai isthe increm entofA atthe step pointqi =
P i

j= 1

ln � j

ln 2
,and � = �1�2 :::�n with

�i 2 f� 1;1gln � iN .

Note thatin theSK class,neitherisitpossibleto constructsuch a represntation,norare

step functionsallowed ascovariances.

The representation (3.6)allowsexplicitcom putationsofthe partition function.Thiswas

done �rst by Derrida and G ardner [DG 1], and in fullgenerality (and with fullrigor) by

Cappocaccia,Cassandro,and Picco [CaCaPi].W hile we willnotreproducethiscalculations
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(they arein spiritnotvery di�erentfrom those in theREM and m ake useof(3.6)to setup

a recursiveschem e),we willstate theirresultin a particularly usefulform .

Letus denote the convex hullofthe function A(x) by �A(x). W e willalso need the left-

derivative ofthisfunction,�a(x)� lim �#0�
� 1(�A(x)� �A(x � �))which existsforallvaluesof

x 2 (0;1].

T heorem 3.1: W henever A is a step function with �nitely m any steps,the free energy

F�;N � 1

N
lnZ�;N converges alm ostsurely to the non-random lim itF� given by

F� =
p
2ln2�

Z x�

0

p
�a(x)dx +

�2

2
(1� �A(x(�))) (3:7)

where

x� � sup

�

xj�a(x)>
2ln2

�2

�

(3:8)

It is also very easy to derive from (3.7) an explicit from ula for the distance-distribution

function

f�;N (x)� �

 2

�;N
(dist(�;�0)< x) (3:9)

Thisjustm akesuseofthe factthat

P roposition 3.2:For any value of�,and any i= 1;:::;n,

E
d

d
p
a
i

F�;N = � �
2
p
aiEf�;N (q< qi) (3:10)

with the convention thatq0 = 0 and qn = 1.

Thisim pliesin factim m ediately that

T heorem 3.3: W heneverA isa step function with �nitely m any steps,the f�;N converges

in m ean to the lim iting function f� with

Ef�(x)=

�
�� 1

p
2ln2=

p
�a(x); ifx � x�

1; ifx > x�
(3:11)

ItisobviousthatifA n isa sequenceofstep functionsthatconvergesto a lim iting function

A,then the sequences offree energies and distance distributions converge. It in not very

di�cult to show [BK 3]that these lim its then are in fact the free energies and distribution
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functionsforthecorrespondingm odelswith arbirtrary A.Theresultsobtained herecoincide

with those ofDerrida and G ardner,and in particularreproduce exactly the �ndingsofthe

replica m ethod [DG 2].

3.2. G ibbs m easures and point processes.

Asin the case ofthe REM ,Ruelle [Ru]had proposed an e�ective m odelforthe therm o-

dynam iclim itoftheG REM in term sofPoisson processes,orrather\Poisson cascades",i.e.

nested sequences ofPoisson processes,withoutestablishing a rigorousrelation between the

two m odels. Ruelle also constructed lim iting objects ofhis processes when the num ber of

\levels" (i.e. n)tendsto in�nity. The connection between Ruelle’sm odelsand the G REM s

with �nitely m any levelshave been m aderigorousin [BK 1].W hileagain in spirittheproofs

are sim ilarto those in the REM ,they requireconsiderably m orecom putations.

However,itisquiterem arkablethatvia theG hirlanda-G uerrarelations,onecan construct

(at least in principle) the therm odynam ic lim it on the levelofthe m easures on the m ass

distribution withoutm uch explicitcom putation even in the case ofcontinuousA. To prove

these inequalities,we have to im pose a \non-criticality" conditions on A: For any x where

the convex hullofA is not stricltly convex (i.e. where �A is linear in neighborhood ofx,

A(x)< �A(x)).W e assum ethiscondition to hold in therem ainderofthearticle.

Itwillbe convenient to introduce here the analogues ofthe random m easuresK de�ned

above wherethe overlap R N isreplaced by thedistance dist.I.e.we setnow

m �(x)� ��;N (� :dist(�0;�)> x) (3:12)

and

K �;N �
X

�2SN

��;N (�)�m � (� ) (3:13)

In thecasewhen A isastep function with �nitely m anysteps,onecan controltheconvergence

ofK �;N toalim itratherexplicitely.W ewillpresentthecorrespondingresults,withoutproof,

below.

In the generalcase,thiswillno longerbe possible.However,the G hirlanda-G uerra iden-

tities willallow again to prove the existence ofthe lim itand to decribe itsproperties. The

key point to notice is that to prove convergence,it is enough to prove convergence ofall
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expressionsofthe form

E

 �Z

K �;N (dm )m (� 11)
r11 :::m (� 1j1)

r1j1

� q1

:::

:::

�Z

K �;N (dm )m (� l1)
rl1 :::m (� ljl)

rljl

� ql
! (3:14)

where� ij � [0;1]and qi;rij are integers.

The key is thus to establish again the G hirlanda-G uerra identities. In this the process

X �(t)playsa crucialr̂ole.Itwillbeconvenientto usethetim e-changed process

Y�(t)� X �(A(t)) (3:15)

T heorem 3.4: For any n 2 N and any x 2 [0;1]nx�,

lim
N "1

�
�
�
�
�
E�


 n+ 1
�;N

�
h(�1;:::;�n)1IA (dist(�k ;�n + 1))� x

�

�
1

n
E�


 n+ 1

�;N

0

@ h(�1;:::;�n)

0

@
nX

l6= k

1IA (dist(�k ;�l))� x + E�

 2

�;N
(1IA (dist(�1;�2))� x)

1

A

1

A

�
�
�
�
�
= 0

(3:16)

P roof: Asa �rststep we need the following lem m a.

Lem m a 3.5: Leth :Sn
N ! R be any bounded function ofn spins.For any t2 (0;1]

1
p
N
E�


 n
�;N

�
dY�k (t)h(�1;:::;�n)

�

= �E�

 n+ 1
�;N

 

h(�1;:::;�n)

 
nX

l= 1

1Idist(�k ;�l)� t� n1Idist(�k ;�n + 1)� t

! !

dA(t)

(3:17)

P roof: Theproofm akesuseoftheG aussian integration by partsform ula

EdX �(t)f

�Z

dX �0(s)

�

= Ef
0

�Z

dX �0(s)

� Z

EdX �(t)dX �0(s)

= Ef
0(X �0)1IA (dist(�;�0))� tdt

(3:18)

where f isany di�erentiable function.Note thatthe lefthand side of(3.17)can be written

as

N
� 1=2

EE�1:::�n h(�1;:::;�n)dY�k (t)

nY

l= 1

f(X �l) (3:19)
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with

f(X �l)=
e�

p
N X

� l
(1)

E�le�
p
N X

� l
(1)

(3:20)

Using (3.18)givesreadily

1
p
N
E�


 n
�;N

�
dY�k (t)h(�1;:::;�n)

�

= �E�

 n+ 1
�;N

 

h(�1;:::;�n)

 
nX

l= 1

1IA (dist(�k ;�l))� t� n1IA (dist(�k ;�n + 1))� t

! !

dt

(3:21)

Realizing that A(dist(�;�0)) < A(t) is equivalent to dist(�;�0) < t whenever A(t) is not

constantthen yieldsthe claim ofthelem m a.}

Them oreim portantstep oftheproofiscontained in the nextlem m a.

Lem m a 3.6: Leth be asin the previouslem m a. Exceptpossibly when t= x�,

lim
N "1

1
p
N

�
�
�
�
�
E�


 n

�;N

�
(Y�k (t)� Y�k (t� �))h(�1;:::;�n)

�

� E��;N (Y�k (t)� Y�k (t� �))E�

 n

�;N

�
h(�1;:::;�n)

�
�
�
�
�
�
= 0

(3:22)

P roof: Letuswrite

�

E�

 n
�;N

(Y�k (t)� Y�k (t� �))� E��;N (Y�k (t)� Y�k (t� �))E�

 n
�;N

�
h(�1;:::;�n)

��2

=

�

E�

 n
�;N

��
(Y�k (t)� Y�k (t� �))� E�


 n
�;N

(Y�k (t)� Y�k (t� �))
�
h(�1;:::;�n)

��2

� E�

 n
�;N

�

(Y�k (t)� Y�k (t� �))� E�

 n
�;N

(Y�k (t)� Y�k (t� �))

�2
E�


 n
�;N

�
h(�1;:::;�n)

�2

(3:23)

where the lastinequality isthe Cauchy{Schwarz inequality applied to the jointexpectation

with respect to the G ibbs m easure and the disorder. O bviously the �rst factor in the last

line isequalto

E��;N ((Y�k (t)� Y�k (t� �))� ��;N (Y�k (t)� Y�k (t� �)))
2

+ E (��;N (Y�k (t)� Y�k (t� �))� E��;N (Y�k (t)� Y�k (t� �)))
2

(3:24)

Now letusintroducethe deform ed process

X
u
� � X � + u(Y�(t)� Y�(t� �)) (3:25)
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Ifwedenoteby F u
�;N thefreeenergy corresponding to thisdeform ed process,thelastlineof

(3.24)can berepresented as

�
� 2
E
d2

du2
F
u
�;N + N �

� 2
E

�
d

du
F
u
�;N � E

d

du
F
u
�;N

� 2

(3:26)

Atthispointweneed aconcentration resulton thefreeenergy which westateherewithout

proof.

Lem m a 3.7: For any �,and any covariance distribution A,for any � � 0

P [jF�;N � EF�;N j> r]� 2exp

�

�
r2N

2�2

�

(3:27)

F u
�;N

converges as N " 1 and that the lim it is in�nitely di�erentiable as a function of

u,exceptpossibly when x� = t,provided A satis�esthe non-criticality condition;m oreover,

� F u
�;N

is convex in the variable u. This can be seen by explicit com putation using the

expression (3.7) for the free energy. Then a standard result ofconvex analysis (see [Ro],

Theorem 25.7)im ply that

lim sup
N "1

(� E
d2

du2
F
u
�;N )= �

d2

du2
lim
N "1

EF
u
�;N (3:28)

which is �nite at zero except possibly ifx� = t. Thus,the �rstterm in (2.63) willvanish

when divided by N . To see that the coe�cient ofN ofthe second term gives a vanishing

contribution,we use the generalfactthatifthe variance offam ily ofa convex (orconcave)

functionstendstozero,then thesam eistrueforitsderivative,provided thesecond derivative

ofthe expectation isbounded (see e.g.Lem m a 8.9 in [BG ],orProposition 4.3 in [T2]).

Butby Lem m a 3.7 the variance ofF�;N tendsto zero,and (3.28)im pliesthatE d
2

du2
F u
�;N

isbounded forlarge enough N whenever d
2

du2
EF u

�
is�nite.Hence the resultofthe lem m a is

proven.}

To prove the theorem we use integrate (3.17) and then use (3.22) on the lefthand side.

Thisgives

lim
N "1

 
1

p
N
E�


 n
�;N

(Y�k (t)� Ysk (t� �))E�

 n
�;N

�
h(�1;:::;�n)

�

� �

Z t

t� �

 

E�

 n+ 1
�;N

 

h(�1;:::;�n)

 
nX

l= 1

1Idist(�k ;�l)� s � n1Idist(�k ;�n + 1)� s

! ! !

dA(s)

!

= 0

(3:29)
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Finally,we use once m ore (3.17)with n = 1 to expressE�

 n
�;N

(Y�k (t)� Ysk (t� �))in term s

ofthetwo replica distribution.The�nalresultfollowsby trivialalgebraicm anipulationsand

thefactthat� isarbitrary.} }

Following [G G ],we now de�nethe fam ily ofm easuresQ
(n)

N
on the space[0;1]n(n� 1)=2.

Q
(n)

�;N
(dist2 A )� E�


 n

N ;�
[dist2 A ] (3:30)

where dist denotes the vector ofreplica distances whose com ponents are dist(�l;�k),1 �

l< k � n. Denote by Bk the sigm a-algebra generated by the �rstk(k � 1)=2 coordinates,

and letA bea Borelsetin [0;1].

T heorem 3.8: The fam ily ofm easures Q
(n)

�;N
converge to lim iting m easures Q

(n)

�
for all

�nite n, as N " 1 . M oreover, these m easures are uniquely determ ined by the distance

distribution functionsf�.They satisfy the identities

Q
(n+ 1)

�
(dk;n+ 1 2 AjBn)=

1

n
Q
(2)

�
(A)+

1

n

nX

l6= k

Q
(n)

�
(dk;l2 AjBn) (3:31)

for any BorelsetA.

P roof: Choosing h as the indicator function of any desired event in Bk, one sees that

(3.16)im plies(3.31). Thisactually im pliesthatin the lim itN " 1 ,the fam ily ofm easures

Q
(n)

�;N
is entirely determ ined by the two-replica distribution function. W hile this m ay not

appearobvious,itfollowswhen taking into accounttheultram etricproperty ofthefunction

dist. This is m ost easily seen by realising that the prescription of the m utualdistances

between k spin con�gurationsam ountsto prescribing a tree(startallk con�gurationsatthe

origin and continue on top ofeach other as long as the coordinates coincide,then branch

of). To determ ine the fulltree ofk + 1 con�gurations,it is su�cient to know the overlap

ofcon�guration �(k+ 1) with the con�guration it has m axim aloverlap with,since then all

overlaps with allother con�gurations are determ ined. But the corresponding probabilities

can becom puted recursively via (3.31).
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σ σ σ σσ 1 2

=d(2,k+1)=d(3,k+1)

3 k k+1

d(1,2)=d(1,3)=d(1,k)=d(1,k+1)

d(2,k)=d(3,k)

d(2,3) d(k,k+1)

The distance d(k,k+1) determines all other distances
  d(j,k+1)

Now we have already seen that Q
(2)

�;N
= E ~f�;N converges. Therefore the relation (3.31)

im pliestheconvergence ofalldistributionsQ
(n)

�;N
,and provestherelation (3.31)hold forthe

lim iting m easures.}

Now itisclearthatallexpressionsofthe form (2.38)(with R N replaced by dist)can be

expressed in term softhem easuresQ
(k)

�;N
fork su�ciently large (we leave thisasan exercise

for the reader to write down). Thus,Theorem 3.8 im plies in turn the convergence ofthe

processK �;N to a lim itK �.

A rem arkable feature takes place again ifwe are only interested in the m arginalprocess

K �(t)for�xed t. Thisprocessisa sim ple pointprocesson [0;1]and isfully determ ined in

term softhem om ents

E

�Z

K �;N (t)(dx)x
r1� � �

Z

K �;N (t)(dx)x
rj

�

= E�

 r1+ � � � + rj+ j

�;N

�

dist(�1;�j+ 1)> t;:::;dist(�1;�j+ r1)> t;:::;

:::;dist(�j;�j+ r1+ � � � + rj� 1+ 1)> t;:::dist(�j;�j+ r1+ � � � + rj)> t

�

(3:32)

This restricted fam ily ofm om ents satis�es via the G hirlanda-G uerra identities exactly the

sam e recursion asin the case oftheREM .Thisim plies:

T heorem 3.9: Assum e thatt is such thatE�

 2

�
(dist(�;�0) < t) = 1=� > 0. Then the

random m easure K �(t)isa Dirichlet-Poisson process (see e.g.[Ru,T1])with param eter � .
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In factm uch m ore istrue. W e can considerthe processeson arbitrary �nite dim ensional

m arginals,i.e.

K �;N (t1;:::;tm )�
X

�2SN

��;N (�)�m � (t1);:::;m � (tm ) (3:33)

for 0 < t1 < � � � < tm < 1. The point is that this process is entirely determ ined by the

expressions(3.14)with the� ij alloftheform (ti;1]forti in the�xed setofvaluest1;:::;tm .

Thisin turn im pliesthattheprocessisdeterm ined by them ulti-replica distribution functions

Q
(n)

�;N
restricted to the discrete set ofevents fdist(�i;�j) > tkg. Since these num bers are

totally determ ined through the G hirlanda-G uerra identities, they are identically to those

obtained in a G REM with m levels,i.e. a function A having steps at the values ti,those

two-replica distribution function takesthesam evaluesasthatofthem odelwith continuous

A atthe pointsti and isconstantbetween those values.In fact

T heorem 3.10: Let0 < t1 < � � � < tk � qm ax(�)be points ofincrease ofEf�.Consider a

GREM with k levelsand param eters�i;ai and tem perature ~� thatsatisfyln�i=ln2 = ti� ti� 1,

~�� 1
p
2ln�i=ai = Ef�(ti).Then

lim
N "1

K �;N (t1;:::;tk)= K
(k)

~�
(3:34)

Thus,ifthe ti are chosen in such a way that for allofthem Ef�(ti) > 0,then we can

constructan explicitrepresentation ofthelim iting m arginalprocessK �(t1;:::;tm )in term s

ofaPoisson-cascadeprocessviathecorrespondingform ulaein theassociated m -levelG REM .

Thisconstruction isdonein thenextsection.In thissenseweobtain an explicitdescription

ofthe lim iting m assdistribution function K �.

3.2. P robability cascades in the G R EM w ith �nitely m any levels.

Letusnow briey explain the structure ofthe processK � in the case when A n isa step

function with stepsofhightaiatthevaluesti �
ln � i

ln 2
.Toavoid com plications,wewillassum e

thatthe linear interpolation ofthisfunction isconvex,and thatallpointsti belong to the

extrem alsetoftheconvex hull.

R em ark: Iwillnot give the proofs here,that are som ewhat involved,in particular when

the generalcase isconsidered. They can be found in [BK 1,BK 2]. The following sum m ary

ofresultsisin factjusta cooked down version ofthe com plete analysisofthe G REM with

�nitely m any hierarchiesgiven there.Notethatwedraw heavily on therepresentation (3.6).
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W e introduce thefunction uln �;N (x),x 2 R as

uln �;N (x)=
p
2ln�N +

x
p
2ln�N

�
lnN + lnln� + ln4�

2
p
2ln�N

: (3:35)

Note thatthen foralli,
X

�i

�
u
� 1

ln � i;N
(X � 1:::� i� 1 � i

)
! Pi (3:36)

where Pi are allindependent Poisson point processes on R with intensity m easure e� xdx.

Then underthe assum ptionson A,the following resultholds:

T heorem 3.11: The following pointprocesses on R
k

P
(k)

N
�
X

�1

�
u
� 1

ln � 1;N
(Y� 1 )

X

�2

�
u
� 1

ln � 2;N
(Y� 1 � 2 )

� � �
X

�k

�
u
� 1

ln � k ;N
(Y� 1 � 2:::� k )

! P (k)

convergeweaklyto pointprocessP (k) on R k,which ischaracterised bythefollowinggenerating

functions:

F� 1� � � � � �k
(z)� Ez

P
x 1

1Ifx 1 2 � 1g
� � �
P

x k

1Ifx k 2 � k g

= f1;� 1
(f2;� 2

(f3;� 3
� � � (fk� 1;� k� 1

(fk;� k
(z)))� � � )); jzj< 1

(3:37)

where fi;� i
(z)= eK i(z� 1)(e

� ai� e
� bi),� i = (ai;bi]with ai;bi 2 R or bi = 1 ,i= 1;2;:::;k.

M oreover,the following independence propertiesofthe counting random variablesofthe pro-

cess P (k),
P

x1
1I
fx12�

j

1
g
� � �

P
xk
1I
fxk 2�

j

k
g
, corresponding to the intervals �

j

1
� � � � � �

j

k
,

�
j

i
= [a

j

i
;b

j

i
),j= 1;2;:::;k,k > 1,hold true:

(i)Ifthe �rstcom ponentsofthese intervalsare disjoint,i.e.a11 � b11 � a21 � b21 � � � � ak
1 � bk1,

then these r.v.are independent.

(ii)Ifthe�rstl� 1 com ponentsoftheseintervalscoincideand thelth com ponentsaredisjoint,

i.e. � 1
i = � � � = �k

i for i= 1;:::;l� 1 and a1l � b1l � a2l � b2l � � � � ak
l � bkl,then these

r.v.are conditionally independentunder condition that
P

x1
1Ifx12� 1g � � �

P
xl� 1

1Ifxl� 12� l� 1g

is�xed.

R em ark: Thistheorem wasproven fork = 2 in [G M P].

W e would like to clarify an intuitive construction oftheprocessP.Ifk = 1,thisisjusta

Poisson pointprocesson R with intensity m easureK 1e
� xdx.To constructP on R 2 fork = 2

we place the processP fork = 1 on the axisofthe �rstcoordinate and through each ofits
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pointsdraw a straightlineparallelto theaxisofthesecond coordinate.Then weputon each

oftheselinesindependently a Poisson pointprocesswith intensity m easureK 2e
� xdx.These

pointson R2 form theprocessP with k = 2.W heneverP isconstructed fork� 1,weplaceit

on theplaneofthe�rstk� 1 coordinatesand through each ofitspointsdraw a straightline

parallelto theaxisofthe nth coordinate.O n each ofthese lineswe putafterindependently

a Poisson pointprocesswith intensity m easure K ke
� xdx.These pointsconstitute P on R

k.

Indeed,the projection ofP (k) in R
k to the plane ofthe �rst‘ coordinatesisdistributed as

theprocessP (‘) in R ‘.

W earenow also in theposition to form ulatea resulton theextrem eorderstatisticsofthe

random variablesX �.

Let l �
p
al=

p
2ln�l,l= 1;2;:::;n. By our assum ption on A,1 > 2 > � � � > n.

De�nethe function U J;N by

UJ;N (x)�

nX

l= 1

�p
2N alln ��l� N

� 1=2
l(ln(N (ln�l))+ ln4�)=2

�

+ N
� 1=2

x (3:38)

and thepointprocess

EN �
X

�2f� 1;1gN

�
U

� 1

J;N
(X � )

: (3:39)

Then the following holdstrue:

T heorem 3.12: The pointprocess EN converges weakly,as N " 1 ,to the pointprocess

on R

E �

Z

R
n

P
(n)(dx1;:::;dxn)�

P
m

l= 1
lxl

(3:40)

where P (n) isthe Poisson cascade introduced in Theorem 3.11.

Next we state a convergence result for the partition function that is analogous to the

low-tem perature resultTheorem 2.2,(v),in theREM .

O newould betem pted to believethattheprocessthatisrelevantfortheextrem alprocess

willagain betherightoneto choose.However,thiswillbethecaseonly forlargeenough �.

However,only the �rstl(�)levelsoftheprocessparticipate,where

l(�)� m axfl� 1 :�2l> 1g (3:41)

and l(�)� 0 if�2l� 1.
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The following theorem yields the uctuations ofthe partition function and connects the

G REM to Ruelle’sprocesses.

T heorem 3.13: W ith the de�nitions above,under our hypothesis on A,

e

P
l(� )

j= 1

�
� �N

p
2aj ln � j+ �j[ln(N ln � j)+ ln 4�]=2+ N ln �j

�
� N

P
n

i= l(� )+ 1
�
2
ai=2

Z�;N

D
! C (�)

Z

R
l(� )

e
�1x1+ �2x2+ � � � + �l(� )xl(� )P (l(�))(dx1 :::dxl(�)):

(3:42)

Thisintegralisoverthe processP (l(�)) on R
l(�) constructed in Theorem 3.11 .The constant

C (�)satis�es

C (�)= 1; if �l(�)+ 1 < 1; (3:43)

and

C (�)= P

� \

i:l(� )+ 1� i� l(� )+ 1

(a
l(� )+ 1

+ � � � + ai)=al(� )+ 1
= ln(�

l(� )+ 1
� � � �i)= ln ��

l(� )+ 1

(
p
al(�)+ 1Zl(�)+ 1 + � � � +

p
aiZi < 0)

�

(3:44)

if�l(�)+ 1 = 1

where Zl(�)+ 1;:::;Zl(�)+ 1 are independentstandard Gaussian r.v.M oreover

lnZN ;� � E lnZN ;�

D
! lnC (�)

Z

R
l(� )

e
�1x1+ �2x2+ � � � + �l(� )xl(� )P(dx1 :::dxl(�)):

Letusintroduce thesets

B l(�)� f�
0
2 SN :dist(�;�0)� qlg (3:45)

W e de�nepointprocessesW m
�;N on (0;1]m given by

W m
�;N �

X

�

�(�� ;N (B 1(�));:::;�� ;N (B m (�)))

��;N (�)

��;N (B m (�))
(3:46)

aswellastheirprojection on the lastcoordinate,

R
m
�;N �

X

�

��� ;N (B m (�))

��;N (�)

��;N (B m (�))
(3:47)

Itiseasy to see thattheprocessesW m
�;N

satisfy

W m
�;N (dw1;:::;dwm )=

Z 1

0

W
m + 1

�;N
(dw1;:::;dwm ;dwm + 1)

wm + 1

wm

(3:48)
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where the integration isofcourse overthe lastcoordinate wm + 1. Note thatthese processes

willin generalnotallconverge,butwilldo so only when forsom e �,��(B m (�))isstrictly

positive.From ourexperiencewith thepartition function,itisclearthatthiswillbethecase

precisely when m � l(�).In fact,we willprove that

T heorem 3.14: Ifm � l(�),the pointprocess W m
�;N

on (0;1]m converges weakly to the

pointprocessW m
� whose atom sw(i)are given in term softhe atom s(x1(i);:::;xm (i))ofthe

pointprocess P (m ) by

(w1(i);:::;wm (i))

=

 R
P (m )(dy)�(y1 � x1(i))e

�(;y)

R
P (m )(dy)e�(;y)

;:::;

R
P (m )(dy)�(y1 � x1(i)):::�(ym � xm (i))e

�(;y)

R
P (m )(dy)e�(;y)

!

(3:49)

and the pointprocesses R
(m )

�;N
converge to the pointprocess R

(m )

�
whose atom s are the last

com ponentofthe atom s in (3.49).

O fcourse the m ostcom plete objectwe can reasonably study isthe process cW � � W
l(�)

�
.

Analogously,we willset bR � � R
l(�)

�
.

The point processes cW
(m )

�
takes values on vectors whose com ponents form increasing

sequences in (0;1]. M oreover, these atom s are naturally clustered in a hierarchicalway.

These processeswere introduced by Ruelle [Ru]and called probability cascades.Finally,our

lasttheorem givestheexplicitconstruction ofthelim iting processK � in thecaseofthestep-

function A via Ruelle’sprobability cascades.

T heorem 3.15: The process K �;N converges to the process K � which is supported on

m easures �w indexed by points w = (w(1);:::;w(l(�)))2 cW �.M ore precisely

K � =

Z

R
l(� )

cW �(dw)w(l(�))�m (w ):

where the m easure m (w)isgiven by the form ula

m (w)= (1� w1)�0 + (w1 � w2)�ln � 1= ln 2 + � � � + wl(�)�ln(� 1� � � �l(� ))= ln 2
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