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A bstract

Ibrie y review the three nonperturbative m ethods for the treat—
m ent of disordered system s | supersym m etry, replicas and dynam ics
| w ith a paralkel presentation that highlights their connections and
di erences.

D isordered system s need to be treated with a method that allows to
perform averages over the sam ple realisation. There is no universalway to
do this that can be applied e ciently to all problem s.

For G aussian system s, the m ethod of supersym m etry is as good as one
can expect: i Involves a m ninum of variables, it is elegant and rigorous.
A though one can still apply it for som e non-G aussian problem s, in m any
of the interesting cases { as for exam ple spin-glasses { it only gives lin ited
Infom ation.

T he replica trick was Introduced to tackle such tom plex’ problem s. Ithas
been extensively used and has yielded som e of the m ost Innovative solutions
In disordered system s. Ik has however the problem that it is very far from
being controlled, ket alone rigorous. T his isbecause the space itself { a vector
space w ith noninteger dim ension { does not have a general de nition other
than the ansatz itself —or perturbations around it.

T he dynam ic m ethod consists of solving exactly the evolution ofthe sys—
tem In contact with a heat bath. If the system rmeaches equillbbrium one
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recovers all the them odynam ic lnform ation. Surprisingly enough, one can
treat thisway allthe problem s one can solve w ith replicas. A problem arises,
however, when equilbrium cannot be achieved: then the long-tin e out of
equilbrium regin em ay be of interest in itself (as in the case ofglasses), or it
m ay be viewed as an obstack for exploring the despest kvels in phase—space
(@s for exam ple In optim isation problem s). A though the dynam ic m ethod
was Initially proposed as a way to obtain equilbbriim resuls, this tendency
has reverted in the Jast few years, at least in the eld ofglasses, where replicas
are now used m ostly to m im ic the out of equillbbrium dynam ics.

The ain is of this paper is not to m ake a com plete presentation of either
of the three methods | there are very complte reviews of this I, 2, 3]
(ncluding som e very recent ones E!]) but rather to put the three m ethods
side by side’ so that the connections can be better appreciated. To the best
of my know ledge this has not been done for supersymm etry, replicas and
dynam ics sim ultaneously, as the practitioners ofeach m ethod tend to belong
to di erent com m unities.

T he P roblem

Consider an energy
1 X X
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where s; (1= 1;:5N ) are real variables, and Jj; is a random m atrix. W e
take wih negative in agihary part. This energy can be used to calculate
the averaged G reen function:
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from which one cbtainsthe eigenvalue distrioution. (Here and in what follow s
the overline denotes averages over the disorder J). T his is done by de ning
the partition function
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W e include the constant nom alisations in the di erential: d d=p _(2 N)).

The third expression in {4) is the correct (Quenched) average, in general
di erent from the last one, the anneald average. The problm is that in
order to com pute the average over the J;;, we nesd to express 1=Z; in @:) in
a tractabk (ie. exponential) form . Three m ethods to do so are:

Supersymm etry: we can take advantage of the G aussian nature of the
partition function to write, in tem s of two sets of Grassmann ; and
and a st of ordinary variabls ;:
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Replicas: we replicate n tines each variable s ! s; and com pute:
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T he calculation proceeds for every integer n, and nally we som ehow
take the lim it:
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which should In principle be shown to be the correct analytic continu-

ation overn. W e hence have:
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where we have chosen to take the expectation value ofthe rst replica,
although clearly any other replica w illdo.

D ynam ics: The dynam icm ethod '[5; 5] consists of calculating the aver—
age in {4) by considering the solution of the Langevin equation:
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where the ; are ndependent G aussian white noisesw ith variance= 2

T he energy m ght be com plex: thisposesno problem (at least for linear
system s {1]). Starting from t= 0, we are guaranteed that at long tin es
to:

A (s)i= t].ir} A (s ()1 11)

where h i denotes them odynam ic average and h i average over the
process, ie. over the noise realisation. W e ocbtain an expression for the
average G reen function () as:
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In practice, one calculates the dynam ics averaged over both them al
noise and disorder and in the large N lim i, as we shall see below .

The problem of treating the denom inator is not exclusive of G aussian
system s, it appearswheneverwe w ish to obtain the correct quenched averages
over disorder. For example, the energy {I) can be modi ed to obtain the
standard soin-glassm odel:

EM=iE,h)+m s+g s 3)

and we m ay wish to calculate averages of any observable A (s). A s soon as
g > 0 the system becom es as com plicated as can be, w ith all the subtelties
of spinglasses. Once we abandon the G aussian world, the three m ethods
encounter di culies:

Supersym m etry: there isno obviousway to w rite 1=7; in generalasan
Integral over an exponential. This does not m ean that the supersym -
m etry m ethod is entirely inapplicabl for non-G aussian system s: even
though when the energy is not quadratic thism ethod does not give the
Bolzm ann-G bbs m easure, it can still be usefill In som e cases, aswe
shall see below .

Replicas: In contrast to i(5), expressions i(7) and (8) are form ally valid
for non-quadratic energies. Thus, the replica trick has been applied
successfully to the study ofm any com plex system s, soin-glasses being



the m ain exam ple. The expectation values of an observable A can in
generalbe w ritten as:
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From thepoint ofview ofm aking the results rigorous (oreven reliablk),
there is the follow ing di culty: a closed analytic expression in tem s
ofn can be cbtained In som e 1im i, typically lJarge N . This poses the
problem thatthe limisN ! 1 andn ! Omay not commute { and
Indeed in m ost interesting cases they do not. In those cases we have to
consider the assum ed In niteN continuation valid around n = 0 asa
guess (see however Ref. {10]).

The dynam ic expression (ll) shares wih the replica treatm ent the
advantage ofbeing equally valid for linear ornonlinearproblem s. T here
ishowever a problem also here: (I1) holds to the extent that we m ake
t, ! 1 before any other Im it, In particular N ! 1 . Aganh, in

m any nteresting (nonlnear) problam s these lin its do not comm ute:
In physical tem s this m eans that an in nie systam is not abl to

equilbrate at nite tines [d]. This is ndeed the physical situation

one wishes to reproduce in glassy systam s. However, one may still
be interested in know ing what happens in tin es that diverge w ith the
systam size, and In particular to reproduce the equilbbrium situation —
even if it m ight be unreachable In a realistic situation B]. To do this,
theN ! 1 solutionsmustbe supplem ented w ith activated, ‘nstanton’
solutions {11]: this problan has not yet been solved in general

D ynam ics is a generalisation of supersym m etry.

Let us see that the supersymm etry m ethod is a tim e—less’ version of
dynam ics (10). W e com pute the solutions of the stochastic equation :
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T here is no tin edependence, and the ; are G aussian varables of variance
2 .IfE; () is quadratic the system (15) has a sihgle solution
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D enoting A (s)ithe average of A evaluated over the ( -dependent) solutions,
we have :
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to be com pared with (2). To see that this gives back the supersymm etry

m ethod, ket us w rite, for the G aussian case:
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w here the determ inant guarantees that the solution for every realisation of
is counted w ith the sam e weight. E xponentiating the delta function asusual
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This isan in plm entation of supersym m etry lke (§),w ith two ordinary (s;$)
and two Grassnann ( ; ) sstsofvarabls. For ! 0 it can be taken to
the orm {§) by a rotation i the (s;8).

The conclusion we draw from this exercise is that: i) Supersymm etry is
Just Yynam icsw ithout tin €, which strongly suggests that any problem solv—
able w ith the fom er is solvable w ith the Jatter m ethod. ii) Supersym m etry
can be extended to treat certain nonlinear problem s, aswe shallnow show .



Supersym m etry for nonlinear problem s.

Equation (15) is not restricted to linear energy functions. If (I5) is non—
linear, but still has one solution, it can be used to calculate the expectation
value of any fiinction A (s) i its root. The generalisation of egs. (18) and
19) is:

QE Q’E
M ()i = dsa J 4+, det J
@s; @sc@s;
7
= dsdéd 4 A
( )
X QE, X Q%E ; X
i 8 + . - & 21
=P @Sj_ . l@Sj_@Sj J * ( )

i i3 i

Thisway of in posing a solution has its origin in the path-integral treatm ent
of gauge theories {13], where the ferm ions are called Yhosts' [14].

In m any cases of interest the equation (13) hasm any solutions for som e
realisations of . If we wish to add the values of the cbservable in every
solution we should take the absolute value of the determ fnant in @1). In
particular, we need to do this if we wish to calculate the average num ber
of solutions. W riting this absolute value as an exponential is possble [13],
although it involves introducing new elds.

A n interesting situation we shall consider here and in what ollow s iswhen
we do not take the absolute value. Each solution is then added w ith the sign
of the determ inant of the m atrix of second derivatives [[4]. In particular:

X .
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which is an invariant only dependent on the topology of the space of the s,
and independent of the energy function E; [1§]. For the usual case of the
s ominga at gpacceand E;(s) ! 1 as Bj! 1 the invarant is one.
In cases in which there are m any solutions, the m ethod does not select the
Iowest ones, but averages atly (@part from the sign of the Hessian) over all
solutions [17]: i is in this sense that supersymm etry fails.

In any case, asm entioned above, one isnot calculating the G Ibbsm easure,
but Just values over localm Inin a and saddles. T here are how ever Interesting
nonlinear problem s having a nite number of solutions for which there isno
reason to abandon supersymm etry.

O ne of the m ost interesting applications involving non-gaussian prob-—
Jem s are the quantum system s. A note on termm inology is necessary for what



ollows: In quantum system s, we can distinguish two ways In which non-
Iinearity m ay appear: in the wavefunction and/or in the Ham iltonian. In
the form er case, one has a nonlinear Schroedinger equation, containing for
exam ple tem s cubic in the wavefinction (sse Eq. @£4) below ). In the latter
case, one generally considers a usual, linear Schroedinger problm , but the
Ham iltonian contains tem s of degree higher than two in the creation and
destruction operators. It isthen the path ntegralthat isnon-G aussian, since
the action is no longer quadratic. W e shall discuss below both cases.

Functional expression for dynam ics.

W e can see more clkarly the rlation between supersymm etry and dy-—
nam ics by constructing a fiinctional expression for the equation (7). We
use exactly the sam e procedure as in 21), wih now delra-functions and
Jaoobians prom oted to functionals of the tra fctories.
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T his functionalequation can be viewed eitherasthe deD om inicisJanssen,
M artin-Siggia-Rose [1§, 19] flinctional expression for the Langevin dynam -
ics { with the detem inant exponentiated through ghosts { or as the path-
integral expression for supersym m etric quantum m echanics R01.

Here we see ckarly that by expressing expectation valies dynam ically the
probkm now becom es, Just like in the case of supersym m etry and replicas, the
com putation of an integralof an exponential, abeit a functionalone. This is
the usual starting point for the developm ents in dynam ics —at least within
the physics literature.

This is a good place to see how one can calculate w ith the sam e m ethod
the Jocalisation of wavefunctions in a nonlinear Schroedinger problem P11:

1
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where , is the site disorder. The system of equations @4) together w ith
its conjugate can have a singke solution (this w ill surely be the case ifwe x
the initial conditions). In fact, £4) can be viewed as a (noisless) dynam ical
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equation forthevariabls’ , . W e can obtain a functionalexpression asin €3)
for this case Introducing com plex Lagrange m uliplier tin edependent elds
An (t), and Grassmann elds , (), , (). The nom alisation is guaranteed,
even if the action is no longer quadratic in the , (©).

N omm alisation and sym m etries.

W e have three expressions for the expectation ofan cbservable: using su-
persymm etry 1), replicas @14) and dynam ics (23) . A Illthree kend them selves
to averaging over the disorder, and have no uncom fortable nom alisations.
Indeed, the three expressions yield

hli=1 (25)
but for apparently di erent reasons:

W ithin the supersymm etric form alisn (25) arises because around each
solution the G rassn ann and the ordinary variables conspire, jist as
In the Gaussian case, to give 1 (the sign of the detem nant of the
Hessian). Even when there are m any solutions, these signs add up to
one because of topological constraints P2].

Now, even ifwe did not know where the function @1) came from , we
could still see that the expectation value hli does not depend on E ;
using the fact that the exponent has the two supersymm etries (which
Indeed give the nam e to the approach):

s= ;5 i= 18 (26)

W ithin the replica om alisn (25) Just expresses the fact that we have
an integralto the n® power, and we et n ! 0. Agai, ifwe did not
know where (14) cam e from , we could show that hli= 1 usihg the fact
that the exponent is sym m etric w ith respect to replica pem utations.

In the causaldynam ic treatm ent starting from an iniial condition and
ltting the endpoint free, @5) is just a statem ent of probability con-
servation [B3]. Also In this case we can see directly from the action
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that hli= 1, for reasons of symm etry {13]. O ne has the ©llow Ing two
supersym m etries, which are the generalisation of £§) to the case With
time’:

3 = i 1= 18
s = i 1= 18

1
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which, together w ith tim e-translation invariance, constitute the full group of
symm etry.

A unifying notation.

W e have seen that the m ethods of supersym m etry and dynam ics (itself
also possessing a supersymm etry) are closely connected. In fact, we can
unoover m ore algebraic corresoondences between the three approaches by
using a suitable notation [I§, 24]. This can be done by ntroducig two
anticom m uting G rassn ann variables ;

[i1= 7= "7%=0 @8)
T he integrals over these variabls are de ned as:
Z Z Z Z
d = 1d =0 d = d =1 29)

W e can encode the s;, i, ; and $; In a singlke super el:

;= s+ i+, + 8 (30)

1

U sing Egs. ¢8)-£9) and @0) one cbtains, In tem s of the super elds

" #
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w here we have denoted (;)d =d d and
(Y 2 (32)
independent of ; °.

T he dynam ics can be encoded in an expression fom ally denticalto 31),
but now the eld dependencies and integration variables lnclude tin e:
(;i0, ° (% %),d =d d dtand

= "m=2 ¢ H+ %% O 5% + 9 (33)
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F inally, the replica expression is again fom ally (1), but w ith the identi ca—
tion :

2 X
i) S s d $ 34)

=1

Replica _ 0

(T he correspondence between supersym m etry and replicas can be m ade to
hold even for 6 0 by usihg a tetm R = which does not a ect the
nalresul.)

In particular, the expectation values A 1 associated w ith the calculation
of the G reen function (9),@2) and Q) can be w ritten in tem s of A which,
In a notation that highlights the analogies, reads:

X Z
A=1i dd® ()09 .09 (35)

w Ith the denti cations:
O () a 7 O0() () () 7 O() €t » () () (36)

for the replica, the supersym m etry and the dynam ic cases, regoectively. W e
e that the expressions are analogous to one another.

The in portant point about expression (1) is that, apart from the rst
term In the exponent, it has the sam e form as the partition fiinction. This
uni ed notation isusefil as a book-kesping device when we have a diagram —
m atic expansion R3,24], because diagram s on the three approaches have the
sam e form . Intemal lnes Involve Integrations over the superspace/replica
variable, and the e ect of each m ethod is the sam e due to relations lke:

Z

1d =0 (37)

valid in all three approaches (In the replica approach asn ! 0).

T he correspondence at work.

O nepoint functions of random m atrices.

W e now work out the exam ple of the onepoint finction for the Gaus-
sian orthogonalensam bl in paraliel w ith replicas and supersym m etry. (The
problen has also been attacked w ith dynam ics 28], but we will not review
this here). The obfct is not to discuss how both m ethods can be used in
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this case (this hasbeen done in detail Iong tin e ago {1, 24]), but rather to
show how the equality of results follow s from the form al correspondence.

W e use the finctionalexpression (31) w ith the energy given by (), where
the Jy; are random G aussian variables of variance N =% . A veraging over the
J, and expressing everything in temn s of the order param eter:

1 X

Q(; 9 () 109 (38)

N
we get, after a fow standard steps Which can be borrowed either from the
supersym m etry or from the replica literature):
Z

dd (%0 (; 9

G ()

(; 9 DRIQ(; 9

N . 2 N 2
exp ETr n[ +1 + Q]+Z TrQ
(39)

Herewehaveused (3). T he square and Jog functions argfo be understood as

functionsofQ congidered asan cperator Ge.Q%(; )= d O C; 9% (%),

etc) and Tr Q d Q (; ). The delta function is either the K roenecker

fiinction (in replica space) or the superspace delta = ( 9 ( 9.
Expression (39) can be evaluated by saddle point integration.

Q'=(+1i ) + “Q (40)

W e can now propose for the saddle point value them ost general (replica and
super) symm etric form forQ :

Q(; %=a +q 1)

F irst note that under operator powers and traces @1) behaves exactly in
the sam e way whether we Interpret it asbeing a replicamatrix (n ! 0) or
as a function of two superspace variables. T he saddle point equation then
becom es:

1 = i g+ %
= g+i g+2°?%g 42)

Iml

Using 35) we have:

@
Il
'_l

dd (; %D(Y%=1ig 43)
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and this yields the sam icircle law In the usualway.

The point worth noting here is that there is a close algebraic relation
betw een the replica and the supersym m etric approaches. Indeed, aswe shall
stress below , all three approaches are essentially isom orphic when restricted
to a symm etric ansatz.
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Quantum system s with interactions.

A s a ssoond exam ple, kt us brie vy see how dynam ics can be used as
an altemative to replicas In an interacting quantum system . Consider the
system of interacting bosons in a random potential 7] w ith in agihary-tin e
action:

Z
s= d&xd Q L., +V )
7
+  d'xdk’d &) &Kuk x) &) &) @4)

where u®x x% is the boson interaction and V (x) is the random potential.
In order to do the correct averaging over disorder, one can use the replica
trick, thereby obtaining the averaged action:
Z
2 1
S= d'xd ®; ) @ —r ®; )
2m
Z
2 0ol 0
d'xd d S Vo & ) &) &) &)
Z

+  dIxdx%d ® ®uxk x) ®) &) @5)

= 1;2;:::;n is a replica ndex.

W e can jst as well apply a dynam ic treatm ent here. G oing back to
{44), we can consider x and  as the site ndices, (x; ) and (x; ) as
the dynam ic variables, and consider their Langevin evolution In an extra
(unphysical) time t:

o = o )+ ®; 9 (40)
This Stochastic quantisation’ strategy can be in plm ented for fem ions as
well P8]. W e can obtain an expression that is form ally denticalto @5) up
to a tem as in (322:]), but now interpreting the elds as super elds,
functions of both x; and the superspcace varablk ; ;t. Diagram s for
super elds have the sam e form as the replica ones, and one can also study
nonperturbative approxin ations.

Let us conclude this section by rem arking that for this Jast case there is
another (M ore physical) approach: the treatm ent of quantum dynam ics w ith
a them albath a la Schw ingerK eldysh (see the rst ofRefs. [4]). This has
the advantage of not having to Introduce an extra tim e.
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O rder param eters, sym m etry breaking.

O rder param eters can be of vectornature ( ), ofm atrix natureQ ( ; 9
and of higher tensorial character. T hey m ay, of course, depend on space. A
special case arises when one wishes to calculate the two-point correlation
function of random m atrices. O ne needs to ntroduce two sets of super elds,
or of replicas i(l) (), @ (), and ends up w ih an order param eter:

i

a1 a2)
Q= g 1) g @2) 47)
b o F @) @), o
whereNQ @ ( ; 9 h () (9% prab= 1;2.

1 1 1

The di erent solutions can be classi ed according to them anner in which
the symm etry is broken.

Symm etric order param eters appear In the solution of G aussian one-
point problam s. T his corresponds, aswe have seen in the previous sec—
tion, to replica-sym m etric/supersym m etric solutions. In the dynam ic
treatm ent, the fact that correlation fiinctions satisfy supersym m etry

@1) is equivalent to stating that the system is in equilbbrium , and sat-
1 es stationarity as well as the uctuation-dissipation theorem . The
dynam ics of glassy system s in the high tem perature phase is of this
kind, and can be solved easily [G] in all the cases in which the replica
trick calculation can also be In plem ented. (Foran explicit presentation
of the algebraic connection between the two m ethods, see [15]).

Vector breakings

W ithin the replica trick such form of sym m etry breaking appearswhen
the order param eter is a vector In replica space, and all com ponents
are not equal RY]. Form atrix order param eters, vector breakings are
those such that the vector de ned as:

Z

() d ;9 48)

is tselfnon-sym m etric, ie. dependenton . The sam e de niton can be
applied to supersym m etric and dynam ic solutions, w ith the substitution
of Yeplica—symm etry’ by supersymm etry’. T here are several exam ples
of such symm etry-breaking elds in the literature: i) vectors in replica
space Bllwere considered in the study of instantons in the random  eld
Ising m odel, their supersym m etric and dynam ic counterparts B1] have
closely related properties. ii) Replica m atrices w ith vector type were
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considered BZ] in the com putation of saddles in free-energy landscapes,
and also in [33] for the two-point finctions for random m atrices. A
related schem e w ith m atrices is the two block model [34], (the st
attem pt at replica symm etry breaking) used to count solutions of a
soin-glass equations. For this last exam ple there is a supersym m etry—
breaking ansatz shown to have the sam e properties 34, 15], and m ore
recently a causality-breaking dynam ics B].

M atrix breakings: This appear only for two (or m ore) indexed corre—
lations. They can be characterised by the fact that although Q ( ; 9
breaks the symm etry, the ntegral Eqg. @8)) is itself symm etric (in-
dependent of ). The best known exam ple of m atrix breaking is the
Parisi ansatz ] in replica space. In the context of dynam ics the solu—
tion of the Jong-tin e out of equillbbrium evolution of the sam e system s
[B7,3] is of this kind. Both the Parisiansatz and the dynam ic solution
have been generalised to order param eters of higher tensorial character
B, 391

W henever the replica trick is feasable, the dynam ic treatm ent is also
possibl. They do not yield the sam e answvers if the system is not er-
godic, as one corresponds to the equilbrium situation and the other
to the nonequilbriim dynam ics. Only wih the inclusion of all ac-
tivated (instanton) processes w ill the dynam ic solution reproduce all
tin e regin es, and this is not yet available in general {11, 34].

In severalofthe cases above, the equality betw een the solutionsw ithin the
di erent m ethods stam s from an algebraic corresoondence, a generalisation
of the kind of that we described iIn the previous section.

C onclusions

H aving a dictionary that allow sto translate developm ents from onem ethod
to the other, whenever this is possible, can be ussfil for several reasons. For
exam ple, In the eld of structural glasses and supercooled liquids, arguably
the m ost in portant theoretical challenge is the inclusion of solutions repre-
senting the activated processes responsible or the an earing of the purely dy-
nam ic transition. O nce these solutions are found, one can envisage construct—
Ing form ally analogous solutions In replica space, which onem ight con gcture
would be responsble for the disapearence of the therm odynam ic K auzm an)
glass transition, or for a change in its nature.

From the ponnt of view of m atheam atical physics, the dynam ic m ethod
Seam s a prom isihg strategy, since everything that is involved is standard
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probability theory and analysis 0, 43]. Indeed, there seem s to beno obstack
of principle for the rigorous derivation of the solution of out of equiliorium
glass dynam ics 37,42, 3], at least at the m ean— eld Jevel
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