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A bstract

Ibrie
y review the three nonperturbative m ethodsfor the treat-
m entofdisordered system s| supersym m etry,replicasand dynam ics
| with a parallelpresentation thathighlights their connections and
di�erences.

Disordered system s need to be treated with a m ethod that allows to
perform averagesoverthe sam ple realisation. There isno universalway to
do thisthatcan beapplied e�ciently to allproblem s.

ForGaussian system s,the m ethod ofsupersym m etry isasgood asone
can expect: it involves a m inim um ofvariables,it is elegant and rigorous.
Although one can stillapply it for som e non-Gaussian problem s,in m any
ofthe interesting cases{ asforexam ple spin-glasses{ itonly giveslim ited
inform ation.

Thereplicatrickwasintroduced totacklesuch ‘com plex’problem s.Ithas
been extensively used and hasyielded som eofthem ostinnovativesolutions
in disordered system s. Ithashowever the problem thatitisvery farfrom
beingcontrolled,letalonerigorous.Thisisbecausethespaceitself{avector
space with nonintegerdim ension { doesnothave a generalde�nition other
than theansatzitself-orperturbationsaround it.

Thedynam icm ethod consistsofsolving exactly theevolution ofthesys-
tem in contact with a heat bath. Ifthe system reaches equilibrium one
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recovers allthe therm odynam ic inform ation. Surprisingly enough,one can
treatthisway alltheproblem sonecan solvewith replicas.A problem arises,
however,when equilibrium cannot be achieved: then the long-tim e out of
equilibrium regim em ay beofinterestin itself(asin thecaseofglasses),orit
m ay beviewed asan obstacleforexploring thedeepestlevelsin phase-space
(asforexam ple in optim isation problem s). Although the dynam ic m ethod
wasinitially proposed asa way to obtain equilibrium results,thistendency
hasreverted inthelastfew years,atleastin the�eld ofglasses,wherereplicas
arenow used m ostly to m im ictheoutofequilibrium dynam ics.

Theaim isofthispaperisnotto m akea com pletepresentation ofeither
ofthe three m ethods | there are very com plete reviews ofthis [1,2,3]
(including som e very recent ones [4]) but rather to put the three m ethods
‘sideby side’so thattheconnectionscan bebetterappreciated.To thebest
ofm y knowledge this has not been done for supersym m etry,replicas and
dynam icssim ultaneously,asthepractitionersofeach m ethod tend tobelong
to di�erentcom m unities.

T he Problem

Consideran energy

E J =
i

2

X

ij

(��ij � Jij)sisj ; E J(h)= E J �
X

i

hisi (1)

where si (i= 1;:::;N )are realvariables,and Jij is a random m atrix. W e
take � with negative im aginary part. Thisenergy can be used to calculate
theaveraged Green function:

G(�)� Tr[�I � J]�1 (2)

from which oneobtainstheeigenvaluedistribution.(Hereandinwhatfollows
theoverline denotesaveragesoverthedisorderJ).Thisisdoneby de�ning
thepartition function

ZJ(h)=

Z

ds e
��E J (h) (3)

and com puting:

G(�) = �iT
X

k

@2

@h2
k

lnZJ(h)

�
�
�
�
�
hi= 0

= i�
X

k

�Z

ds s2
k
e��E J (h)

�

�
1

ZJ(h)

�
�
�
�
�
hi= 0

6= i�
X

k

�Z

ds s2
k
e��E J (h)

�

�
1

ZJ(h)

�
�
�
�
�
hi= 0

(4)
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(W eincludetheconstantnorm alisationsin thedi�erential:d � d=
p
(2�N )).

The third expression in (4)isthe correct(quenched)average,in general
di�erent from the last one,the annealed average. The problem is that in

orderto com pute the averageoverthe Jij,we need to express1=ZJ in (4)in

a tractable (i.e.exponential)form .Threem ethodsto do so are:

� Supersym m etry:we can take advantage ofthe Gaussian nature ofthe
partition function to write,in term softwo setsofGrassm ann �i and
��i and a setofordinary variables�i:

1

ZJ

=

Z

d� d�
�
d� e

�
�

2
i
P

ij
(��ij�J ij)(�

�
i
�j+ �i�j) (5)

so thatweget:

G(�)=
X

k

Z

dsd�

Z

d� d�
�
s2
k
e
�

�

2
i
P

ij
(��ij�J ij)(�

�
i
�j+ �i�j+ sisj)

�
�
�
�
�
hi= 0

(6)

� Replicas:wereplicaten tim eseach variablesi! s�i and com pute:

Z
n�1

J
=

Z

� n�1
�= 1ds

�
e
�

�

2
i
P n�1

�= 1

P

ij
(Jij��� ij)s

�
i
s�
j (7)

The calculation proceedsforevery integern,and �nally we som ehow
takethelim it:

Z
�1

J
= lim

n! 0
Z
n�1

J
(8)

which should in principlebeshown to bethecorrectanalyticcontinu-
ation overn.W ehencehave:

G(�)� n! 0

X

k

Z

� n
�= 1ds

� (s(1)
k
)2 e�

�

2

P
n
�= 1

P

ij
(Jij��� ij)s

�
i
s�
j (9)

wherewehavechosen to taketheexpectation valueofthe�rstreplica,
although clearly any otherreplica willdo.

� Dynam ics:Thedynam icm ethod [5,6]consistsofcalculating theaver-
agein (4)by considering thesolution oftheLangevin equation:


 _si= ��
@E J

@si
+ �hi+ �i (10)
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wherethe�iareindependentGaussian whitenoiseswith variance= 2
.

Theenergym ightbecom plex:thisposesnoproblem (atleastforlinear
system s[7]).Startingfrom t= 0,weareguaranteed thatatlongtim es
to:

hA(s)i= lim
t! 1

hA(s(to))i� (11)

where h�i denotes therm odynam ic average and h�i� average over the
process,i.e.overthenoiserealisation.W eobtain an expression forthe
averageGreen function (4)as:

G(�)= i lim
to! 1

X

k

@hsk(to)i�
@hk

�
�
�
�
�
h= 0

(12)

In practice,one calculates the dynam ics averaged over both therm al
noiseand disorderand in thelargeN lim it,asweshallseebelow.

The problem oftreating the denom inator is not exclusive ofGaussian
system s,itappearswheneverwewish toobtainthecorrectquenched averages
over disorder. For exam ple,the energy (1) can be m odi�ed to obtain the
standard spin-glassm odel:

E
nl
J
= iE J(h)+ m

X

i

s
2

i + g
X

i

s
4

i (13)

and we m ay wish to calculate averagesofany observable A(s). Assoon as
g > 0 the system becom esascom plicated ascan be,with allthe subtelties
ofspin-glasses. Once we abandon the Gaussian world,the three m ethods
encounterdi�culties:

� Supersym m etry:thereisnoobviousway towrite1=ZJ in generalasan
integraloveran exponential. Thisdoes notm ean thatthe supersym -
m etry m ethod isentirely inapplicable fornon-Gaussian system s:even
though when theenergy isnotquadraticthism ethod doesnotgivethe
Boltzm ann-Gibbsm easure,itcan stillbe usefulin som e cases,aswe
shallseebelow.

� Replicas:In contrastto (5),expressions(7)and (8)areform ally valid
for non-quadratic energies. Thus,the replica trick has been applied
successfully to thestudy ofm any com plex system s,spin-glassesbeing
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the m ain exam ple. The expectation valuesofan observable A can in
generalbewritten as:

hAi� n! 0

Z

� n
�= 1ds

�
A(s(1))e��

P

� E J (s
� ) (14)

From thepointofview ofm akingtheresultsrigorous(oreven reliable),
there isthe following di�culty: a closed analytic expression in term s
ofn can be obtained in som e lim it,typically large N . Thisposesthe
problem thatthe lim itsN ! 1 and n ! 0 m ay notcom m ute { and
indeed in m ostinteresting casesthey do not.In thosecaseswehaveto
considerthe assum ed in�nite-N continuation valid around n = 0 asa
guess(seehoweverRef.[10]).

� The dynam ic expression (11) shares with the replica treatm ent the
advantageofbeingequallyvalid forlinearornonlinearproblem s.There
ishowevera problem also here:(11)holdsto theextentthatwem ake
to ! 1 before any other lim it, in particular N ! 1 . Again, in
m any interesting (nonlinear) problem s these lim its do not com m ute:
in physicalterm s this m eans that an in�nite system is not able to
equilibrate at �nite tim es [3]. This is indeed the physicalsituation
one wishes to reproduce in glassy system s. However, one m ay still
beinterested in knowing whathappensin tim esthatdiverge with the
system size,and in particularto reproduce theequilibrium situation -
even ifitm ightbeunreachable in a realistic situation [8].To do this,
theN ! 1 solutionsm ustbesupplem ented with activated,‘instanton’
solutions[11]:thisproblem hasnotyetbeen solved in general.

D ynam ics is a generalisation ofsupersym m etry.

Let us see that the supersym m etry m ethod is a ‘tim e-less’version of
dynam ics(10).W ecom putethesolutionsofthestochasticequation:

0= ��
@E J

@si
+ �hi+ �i (15)

There isno tim e-dependence,and the �i are Gaussian variablesofvariance
2
.IfEJ(h)isquadraticthesystem (15)hasa singlesolution

si= �iT
X

j

[�I � J]�1ij (�hj + �j) (16)
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DenotinghA(s)itheaverageofA evaluated overthe(�-dependent)solutions,
wehave:

G(�)= i
X

k

@hski�

@hk

�
�
�
�
�
h= 0

(17)

to be com pared with (12). To see thatthis gives back the supersym m etry
m ethod,letuswrite,fortheGaussian case:

hski� =

* Z

ds sk � i�

 

�i�
X

j

(��ij � Jij)sj + �hi+ �i

!

det[i�(�I � J)]

+

(18)

wherethedeterm inantguaranteesthatthesolution forevery realisation of�
iscounted with thesam eweight.Exponentiating thedelta function asusual
[12]:

hski� =

�Z

dsdŝd�d�
�
sk �

exp

(
X

ij

�i�[��ij � Jij](îsisj + �
�

i�j)+ i
X

i

ŝi(�hi+ �i)

) +

=

Z

dsŝd�d�
�
sk �

exp

(
X

ij

�i�[��ij � Jij](îsisj + �
�

i�j)+ i
X

i

�ŝihi� 

X

i

ŝ
2

i

)

(19)

which,using (17)yields:

G(�) = i�
X

k

Z

dsd̂sd�d�
�
skŝk �

exp

(
X

ij

�i�[��ij � Jij](îsisj + �
�

i�j)� 

X

i

ŝ
2

i

)

(20)

Thisisanim plem entation ofsupersym m etrylike(6),with twoordinary(s;̂s)
and two Grassm ann (�;��)setsofvariables. For
 ! 0 itcan be taken to
theform (6)by a rotation in the(s;̂s).

The conclusion we draw from thisexercise isthat:i)Supersym m etry is
just‘dynam icswithouttim e’,which strongly suggeststhatany problem solv-
ablewith theform erissolvablewith thelatterm ethod.ii)Supersym m etry
can beextended to treatcertain nonlinearproblem s,asweshallnow show.
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Supersym m etry for nonlinear problem s.

Equation (15)isnotrestricted to linearenergy functions.If(15)isnon-
linear,butstillhasonesolution,itcan beused to calculatetheexpectation
value ofany function A(s)in itsroot. The generalisation ofeqs. (18)and
(19)is:

hA(s)i� =

�Z

ds A � i�

�

��
@E J

@si
+ �i

�

det

�
@2E J

@sk@sl

��

=

Z

dsdŝd�d�
�
A �

exp

(

�i�
X

i

ŝi
@E J

@si
+ �

X

ij

�
�

i

@2E J

@si@sj
�j � 


X

i

ŝ
2

i

)

(21)

Thisway ofim posing a solution hasitsorigin in thepath-integraltreatm ent
ofgaugetheories[13],wheretheferm ionsarecalled ‘ghosts’[14].

In m any casesofinteresttheequation (15)hasm any solutionsforsom e
realisations of�. Ifwe wish to add the values ofthe observable in every
solution we should take the absolute value ofthe determ inant in (21). In
particular,we need to do this ifwe wish to calculate the average num ber
ofsolutions. W riting thisabsolute value asan exponentialispossible [15],
although itinvolvesintroducing new �elds.

An interestingsituation weshallconsiderhereandin whatfollowsiswhen
wedo nottaketheabsolutevalue.Each solution isthen added with thesign
ofthedeterm inantofthem atrix ofsecond derivatives[16].In particular:

h1i=
X

solutions

(�1)sign (22)

which isan invariantonly dependenton the topology ofthe space ofthe s,
and independent ofthe energy function E J [15]. Forthe usualcase ofthe
s form ing a 
at space and E J(s) ! 1 as jsj! 1 the invariant is one.
In casesin which there are m any solutions,the m ethod doesnotselectthe
lowestones,butaverages
atly (apartfrom thesign oftheHessian)overall
solutions[17]:itisin thissense thatsupersym m etry fails.

Inanycase,asm entioned above,oneisnotcalculatingtheGibbsm easure,
butjustvaluesoverlocalm inim a and saddles.Therearehoweverinteresting
nonlinearproblem shaving a �nitenum berofsolutionsforwhich thereisno
reason to abandon supersym m etry.

One ofthe m ost interesting applications involving non-gaussian prob-
lem sarethequantum system s.A noteon term inology isnecessary forwhat
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follows: In quantum system s,we can distinguish two ways in which non-
linearity m ay appear: in the wavefunction and/or in the Ham iltonian. In
the form ercase,one has a nonlinear Schroedinger equation,containing for
exam pleterm scubicin the wavefunction (seeEq.(24)below).In thelatter
case,one generally considers a usual,linear Schroedingerproblem ,butthe
Ham iltonian contains term s ofdegree higher than two in the creation and
destruction operators.Itisthen thepath integralthatisnon-Gaussian,since
theaction isno longerquadratic.W eshalldiscussbelow both cases.

Functionalexpression for dynam ics.

W e can see m ore clearly the relation between supersym m etry and dy-
nam ics by constructing a functionalexpression for the equation (10). W e
use exactly the sam e procedure as in (21),with now delta-functions and
Jacobiansprom oted to functionalsofthetrajectories.

hA(s(to))i� =

Z

D sD ŝD �D �
�
A(s(to)) �

exp

(

�i�
X

i

Z

dtŝi
@E J

@si
+ �

X

ij

Z

dt�
�

i

@2E J

@si@sj
�j

+

X

i

Z

dt(��i _�i� îsi_si � ŝ
2

i)

)

(23)

Thisfunctionalequationcanbeviewed eitherasthedeDom inicis-Janssen,
M artin-Siggia-Rose [18,19]functionalexpression forthe Langevin dynam -
ics{ with the determ inantexponentiated through ghosts{ orasthe path-
integralexpression forsupersym m etric quantum m echanics[20].

Here we see clearly thatby expressing expectation valuesdynam ically the

problem now becom es,justlikein thecaseofsupersym m etryand replicas,the

com putation ofan integralofan exponential,albeita functionalone.Thisis
the usualstarting pointforthe developm ents in dynam ics-atleastwithin
thephysicsliterature.

Thisisa good placeto seehow onecan calculatewith thesam em ethod
thelocalisation ofwavefunctionsin a nonlinearSchroedingerproblem [21]:

i_’n = �
1

2
(’n�1 + ’n+ 1)+ (�n + �j’ nj

2)’n (24)

where �n is the site disorder. The system ofequations (24) together with
itsconjugatecan havea singlesolution (thiswillsurely bethecaseifwe�x
theinitialconditions).In fact,(24)can beviewed asa (noisless)dynam ical
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equationforthevariables’n.W ecanobtainafunctionalexpression asin(23)
forthiscaseintroducing com plex Lagrangem ultipliertim e-dependent�elds
�̂n(t),and Grassm ann �elds�n(t),��n(t). The norm alisation isguaranteed,
even iftheaction isno longerquadraticin the�n(t).

N orm alisation and sym m etries.

W ehavethreeexpressionsfortheexpectation ofan observable:using su-
persym m etry(21),replicas(14)anddynam ics(23).Allthreelend them selves
to averaging over the disorder,and have no uncom fortable norm alisations.
Indeed,thethreeexpressionsyield

h1i= 1 (25)

butforapparently di�erentreasons:

� W ithin thesupersym m etricform alism (25)arisesbecausearound each
solution the Grassm ann and the ordinary variables conspire,just as
in the Gaussian case,to give �1 (the sign ofthe determ inant ofthe
Hessian). Even when there are m any solutions,these signsadd up to
onebecauseoftopologicalconstraints[22].

Now,even ifwe did notknow where the function (21)cam e from ,we
could stillsee thatthe expectation value h1i doesnotdepend on E J

using the factthatthe exponenthasthe two supersym m etries(which
indeed givethenam eto theapproach):

�si= �i ; ��
�

i= îsi

�si= �
�

i ; ��i= îsi (26)

� W ithin thereplica form alism (25)justexpressesthefactthatwehave
an integralto the nth power,and we letn ! 0. Again,ifwe did not
know where(14)cam efrom ,wecould show thath1i= 1 using thefact
thattheexponentissym m etricwith respectto replica perm utations.

� In thecausaldynam ictreatm entstarting from an initialcondition and
letting the endpoint free,(25)is just a statem ent ofprobability con-
servation [35]. Also in this case we can see directly from the action
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thath1i= 1,forreasonsofsym m etry [13].Onehasthefollowing two
supersym m etries,which arethegeneralisation of(26)to thecase‘with
tim e’:

�si = �i ��
�

i= îsi

�si = �
�

i ��i= îsi� _si �ŝi= �i_��i (27)

which,togetherwith tim e-translation invariance,constitutethefullgroup of
sym m etry.

A unifying notation.

W e have seen thatthe m ethodsofsupersym m etry and dynam ics (itself
also possessing a supersym m etry) are closely connected. In fact,we can
uncover m ore algebraic correspondences between the three approaches by
using a suitable notation [15,24]. This can be done by introducing two
anticom m uting Grassm ann variables� ;��:

[� ;��]+ = �
2 = ��2 = 0 (28)

Theintegralsoverthesevariablesarede�ned as:
Z

1d� =

Z

1d�� = 0

Z

�d� =

Z

��d�� = 1 (29)

W ecan encodethesi,�i,��i and ŝi in a singlesuper�eld:

�i= si+ �� �i+ �
�

i � + ŝi
�� � (30)

Using Eqs.(28)-(29)and (30)oneobtains,in term softhesuper�elds� i

hAi =

Z Y

i

D [�i]A exp

Z

d�

"

1

2

X

i

�i(�)�(�;�
0)�i(�

0)� �EJ(�(�))

#

(31)

wherewehavedenoted � � (�;��),d� = d� d�� and

�= � SU SY (�;�0)� 2
 (32)

independentof�;�0.
Thedynam icscan beencoded in an expression form ally identicalto(31),

butnow the �eld dependenciesand integration variablesinclude tim e:� �

(�;��;t),�0� (�0;��0;t0),d� = d� d�� dtand

�= � D yn = 2
�(t� t
0)+ 
�

0(t� t
0)(�� � ��0)(� + �

0) (33)
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Finally,thereplica expression isagain form ally (31),butwith theidenti�ca-
tion:

� R eplica = 0 ; �i(�) $ s
�
i ;

Z

d� $

nX

�= 1

(34)

(The correspondence between supersym m etry and replicas can be m ade to
hold even for
 6= 0 by using a term � R eplica = 
 which doesnota�ectthe
�nalresult.)

In particular,theexpectation valueshAiassociated with the calculation
oftheGreen function (9),(12)and (20)can bewritten in term sofA which,
in a notation thathighlightstheanalogies,reads:

A = i�
X

a

Z

d�d�
0�a(�)O (�

0)�a(�
0) (35)

with theidenti�cations:

O (�)� ��;1 ; O (�)� �(��)�(�) ; O (�)� �(t� to)�(��)�(�) (36)

forthereplica,thesupersym m etry and thedynam iccases,respectively.W e
seethattheexpressionsareanalogousto oneanother.

The im portantpointaboutexpression (31)isthat,apartfrom the �rst
term in the exponent,ithasthe sam e form asthe partition function. This
uni�ed notation isusefulasa book-keeping devicewhen wehavea diagram -
m aticexpansion [23,24],becausediagram son thethreeapproacheshavethe
sam e form . Internallines involve integrations over the superspace/replica
variable,and thee�ectofeach m ethod isthesam edueto relationslike:

Z

1d� = 0 (37)

valid in allthreeapproaches(in thereplica approach asn ! 0).

T he correspondence at w ork.

One-pointfunctionsofrandom m atrices.

W e now work out the exam ple ofthe one-point function for the Gaus-
sian orthogonalensem blein parallelwith replicasand supersym m etry.(The
problem hasalso been attacked with dynam ics[25],butwe willnotreview
this here). The object isnotto discuss how both m ethods can be used in
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thiscase (thishasbeen donein detaillong tim eago [41,26]),butratherto
show how theequality ofresultsfollowsfrom theform alcorrespondence.

W eusethefunctionalexpression (31)with theenergy given by (1),where
theJij arerandom Gaussian variablesofvarianceN �1=2 .Averagingoverthe
J,and expressing everything in term softheorderparam eter:

Q(�;�0)�
1

N

X

i

�i(�)� i(�
0) (38)

we get,aftera few standard steps(which can be borrowed eitherfrom the
supersym m etry orfrom thereplica literature):

G(�) =

Z

d�d�
0
O (�0)hQ(�;�0)i

hQ(�;�0)i =

Z

D [Q]Q(�;�0)�

exp

�

�
N

2
Tr ln[�� + i�� + �

2
Q]+

N

4
�
2
TrQ

2

�

(39)

Herewehaveused (35).Thesquareand logfunctionsaretobeunderstood as
functionsofQ considered asanoperator(i.e.Q 2(�;
)=

R
d�0Q(�;�0)Q(�0;
),

etc)and Tr Q �
R
d�Q(�;�). The delta function iseitherthe Kroenecker

function (in replica space)orthesuperspace delta � = (�� � ��0)(� � �0).
Expression (39)can beevaluated by saddlepointintegration.

Q
�1 = (�+ i��)� + �

2
Q (40)

W ecan now proposeforthesaddlepointvaluethem ostgeneral(replica and
super)sym m etricform forQ:

Q(�;�0)= ~q� + q (41)

First note that under operator powers and traces (41) behaves exactly in
the sam e way whetherwe interpretitasbeing a replica m atrix (n ! 0)or
as a function oftwo superspace variables. The saddle pointequation then
becom es:

1 = i��~q+ �
2~q2

0 = 
~q+ i��q+ 2�2q (42)

Using (35)wehave:

G(�)= i�

Z

d�d�
0
Q(�;�0)O (�0)= i�~q (43)
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and thisyieldsthesem icircle law in theusualway.
The point worth noting here is that there is a close algebraic relation

between thereplica and thesupersym m etricapproaches.Indeed,asweshall
stressbelow,allthree approachesareessentially isom orphic when restricted
to a sym m etric ansatz.
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Quantum system swith interactions.

As a second exam ple,let us brie
y see how dynam ics can be used as
an alternative to replicas in an interacting quantum system . Consider the
system ofinteracting bosonsin a random potential[27]with im aginary-tim e
action:

S =

Z

d
2
xd�  

�

�

@� �
1

2m
r 2 � � + V (x)

�

 

+

Z

d
2
xd

d
x
0
d�  

�(x) (x)u(x � x
0) �(x0) (x0) (44)

where u(x � x0)isthe boson interaction and V (x)isthe random potential.
In order to do the correct averaging over disorder,one can use the replica
trick,thereby obtaining theaveraged action:
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� = 1;2;:::;n isa replica index.
W e can just as wellapply a dynam ic treatm ent here. Going back to

(44),we can consider x and � as the site indices, (x;�) and  �(x;�) as
the dynam ic variables,and consider their Langevin evolution in an extra
(unphysical)tim et:

d (x;�;t)

dt
= �

�S

� (x;�)
+ �(x;�;t) (46)

This ‘stochastic quantisation’strategy can be im plem ented forferm ions as
well[28].W ecan obtain an expression thatisform ally identicalto (45)(up
to a term � as in (32)),but now interpreting the �elds  as super�elds,
functionsofboth x;� and the superspace variable � � ��;�;t.Diagram sfor
super�elds have the sam e form asthe replica ones,and one can also study
nonperturbativeapproxim ations.

Letusconclude thissection by rem arking thatforthislastcase there is
another(m orephysical)approach:thetreatm entofquantum dynam icswith
a therm albath �a la Schwinger-Keldysh (see the �rstofRefs.[4]).Thishas
theadvantageofnothaving to introducean extra tim e.
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O rder param eters,sym m etry breaking.

Orderparam eterscan beofvectornature	(�),ofm atrixnatureQ(�;� 0)
and ofhighertensorialcharacter.They m ay,ofcourse,depend on space.A
specialcase arises when one wishes to calculate the two-point correlation
function ofrandom m atrices.Oneneedsto introducetwo setsofsuper�elds,
orofreplicas�(1)

i (�);� (2)

i (�),and endsup with an orderparam eter:

Q =

�
Q (11) Q (12)

Q (21) Q (22)

�

(47)

whereN Q (ab)(�;�0)�
P

i
h�(1)

i (�)� (2)

i (�0)ifora;b= 1;2.
Thedi�erentsolutionscan beclassi�ed accordingtothem annerin which

thesym m etry isbroken.

� Sym m etric order param eters appear in the solution ofGaussian one-
pointproblem s.Thiscorresponds,aswehaveseen in theprevioussec-
tion,to replica-sym m etric/supersym m etric solutions. In the dynam ic
treatm ent,the fact that correlation functions satisfy supersym m etry
(27)isequivalentto stating thatthe system isin equilibrium ,and sat-

i�es stationarity as wellas the 
uctuation-dissipation theorem . The
dynam ics ofglassy system s in the high tem perature phase is ofthis
kind,and can be solved easily [6]in allthe casesin which the replica
trickcalculation can alsobeim plem ented.(Foran explicitpresentation
ofthealgebraicconnection between thetwo m ethods,see[15]).

� Vectorbreakings

W ithin thereplicatrick such form ofsym m etry breaking appearswhen
the order param eter is a vector in replica space,and allcom ponents
are notequal[29]. Form atrix orderparam eters,vectorbreakingsare
thosesuch thatthevector	 de�ned as:

	(�)�

Z

d�
0
Q(�;�0) (48)

isitselfnon-sym m etric,i.e.dependenton�.Thesam ede�nition can be
appliedtosupersym m etricanddynam icsolutions,with thesubstitution
of‘replica-sym m etry’by ‘super-sym m etry’.Thereareseveralexam ples
ofsuch sym m etry-breaking �eldsin theliterature:i)vectorsin replica
space[30]wereconsidered in thestudyofinstantonsin therandom �eld
Ising m odel,theirsupersym m etricand dynam iccounterparts[31]have
closely related properties. ii) Replica m atriceswith vector type were
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considered [32]in thecom putation ofsaddlesin free-energy landscapes,
and also in [33]for the two-point functions for random m atrices. A
related schem e with m atrices is the ‘two block m odel’[34],(the �rst
attem pt at replica sym m etry breaking) used to count solutions ofa
spin-glassequations. Forthislastexam ple there isa supersym m etry-
breaking ansatzshown to have thesam eproperties[34,15],and m ore
recently a causality-breaking dynam ics[36].

� M atrix breakings: This appear only fortwo (or m ore) indexed corre-
lations. They can be characterised by the factthatalthough Q(�;�0)
breaksthesym m etry,theintegral	 (Eq.(48))isitselfsym m etric(in-
dependent of�). The bestknown exam ple ofm atrix breaking isthe
Parisiansatz[2]in replica space.In thecontextofdynam icsthesolu-
tion ofthelong-tim eoutofequilibrium evolution ofthesam esystem s
[37,3]isofthiskind.Both theParisiansatzand thedynam icsolution
havebeen generalised toorderparam etersofhighertensorialcharacter
[38,39].

W henever the replica trick isfeasable,the dynam ic treatm entisalso
possible. They do notyield the sam e answersifthe system isnoter-
godic,as one corresponds to the equilibrium situation and the other
to the nonequilibrium dynam ics. Only with the inclusion ofallac-
tivated (instanton) processes willthe dynam ic solution reproduce all
tim eregim es,and thisisnotyetavailablein general[11,36].

Inseveralofthecasesabove,theequalitybetween thesolutionswithin the
di�erentm ethodsstem sfrom an algebraic correspondence,a generalisation
ofthekind ofthatwedescribed in theprevioussection.

C onclusions

Havingadictionarythatallowstotranslatedevelopm entsfrom onem ethod
to theother,wheneverthisispossible,can beusefulforseveralreasons.For
exam ple,in the �eld ofstructuralglassesand supercooled liquids,arguably
the m ostim portanttheoreticalchallenge isthe inclusion ofsolutionsrepre-
senting theactivated processesresponsibleforthesm earing ofthepurely dy-
nam ictransition.Oncethesesolutionsarefound,onecan envisageconstruct-
ingform ally analogoussolutionsin replicaspace,which onem ightconjecture
would beresponsibleforthedisapearenceofthetherm odynam ic(Kauzm an)
glasstransition,orfora changein itsnature.

From the point ofview ofm athem aticalphysics,the dynam ic m ethod
seem s a prom ising strategy, since everything that is involved is standard
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probabilitytheoryandanalysis[40,43].Indeed,thereseem stobenoobstacle
ofprinciple forthe rigorousderivation ofthe solution ofoutofequilibrium
glassdynam ics[37,42,3],atleastatthem ean-�eld level.
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