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2 Section 1
1. Introduction.

In a recent paper BaM e], Bauke and M ertens have form ulated an interesting conecture
regarding the behaviour of Jocal energy level statistics in disordered system s. R oughly soeak—
ing, their con ecture can be form ulated as follow s. C onsider a random Ham iltonian, Hy ( ),
ie. a realvalued random finction on som e product space, S ¥ , where S isa nite space,
typically £ 1;1g, ofthe form N

Hy ()= a(); @)

A N

where  are nite subsets of Z ¢ of cardinality, say, N . The sum runs over subsets, A, of

ny and a are random local functions, typically of the form

Y
a()=1Ja x 12)

X2
where J, ,A 29, isa fam ily of @ypically independent) random variables, de ned on som e
probability space, ( ;F ;P), whose distrbution is not too singular. In such a situation, for
typical ,Hy () pN_,wthesup Hy () N .BaukeandM ertens then ask the ©low ing
question: G iven a xed number, E , what is the statistics of the valuesN '“?Hy ( ) that are
closest to thisnum ber, and how are con gurations, , forwhich these good approxin ants ofE
are realised, distrbbuted on S ¥ ? Theircon ectured answer, which at rst glance seem s rather
surprising, isquitesinpl: nd y,z suchthatP (N '™ Hy () EJ byz) $3Yb;then,
the collection ofpoints, N,%E N Hy () Ejoverall 2 S ¥ ,convergestoa P oisson point
process on R, . Furthem ore, for any nite k, the k~tupl of con gurations, L 2;:::; k,
w here the k-best approxin ations are realised, is such that all of is elem ents have m axin al
Hamm ing distance between each other. In other words, the asym ptotic behavior of these
best approxim ants of E is the sam g, as if the random variables Hy ( ) were all independent
G aussian random variables with variance N , ie., as if we were dealing w ith the random

energy model REM ) Derl]. Bauke and M ertens call this \universal REM lke behaviour".

A ocom parable resul had previously been conctured by M ertens M erl] in the particular
case of the num ber partitioning problm . In that case, the function Hy is sin ply given by
el
Hy ()= Xy 4 (13)
i=1
wih X ; iid. random variables uniform ly distrbbuted on [0;1], ; 2 f 1;1g, and one is
Interested in the distribution ofenergies near the value zero (which corresoondsto an optim al
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partitioning ofthe N random variables, X ;, Into two groups such that their sum in each group
is as sin ilar as possibl). This conecture was later proven by Borgs, Chayes, and P ittel
BCP,BCM P ]. It should be noted that in thisproblem , one needs, of course, take care of the
obvious symm etry of the Ham iltonian under the transform ation ! . An extension of
these results in the soirit ofthe REM oconcture was proven recently n BCM N ], ie., when
the value zero is replaced by an arbitrary value, E .

In BK 2] we generalised this resul to the case of the k-partitioning problem , where the
random function to be considered is actually vectorvalied (consisting of the vector of dif-
ferences betw een the sum s of the random variables in each ofthe k subsets of the partition).
To be precise, we considered the special case where the subsets of the partition are required
to have the sam e cardinality, N =k (restricted k-partitioning problem ). T he general approach
to the proofwe developed in that paper sets the path tow ards the proof of the con cture by
Bauke and M ertens that we w ill present here.

T he universality conpcture suggests that correlations are irrelevant for the properties of
the local energy statistics of disordered system s for energies near \typical energies". On
the other hand, we know that correlations must play a ®k for the extram al energies near
themaxinum ofHy ( ). Thus, there are two questions beyond the original con ecture that
naturally pose them selves: (i) assum e we consider instead of xed E , N -dependent energy
levels, say, Exy = N C.How fast can we allow Ey to grow for the REM -like behaviour to
hold? and (i) what type of behaviour can we expect once Ey grow s faster than this value?
W e w ill see that the answer to the rst question depends on the properties of H y , and we
w illgive an answer In m odels w ith G aussian couplings. T he answer to question (i) requiresa
detailed understanding ofH y ( ) asa random process, and we w illbe able to give a com plete
answer on only in the case of the GREM , when Hy is a hierarchically correlated G aussian

process. Thisw illbe discussed In a separate paper BK 05].

O urpaper w illbe organized as follow s. In C hapter 2, we prove an abstract theorem , that
In plies the REM -lke-con pcture under three hypothesis. This w ill give us som e heuristic
understanding why and when such a con ecture should be true. In Chapter 3 we then show
that the hypothesis of the theoram are fiil Iled In two classes ofexam ples: p—spin Sherrington-—
K irkpatrick lkem odelsand short range Isingm odels on the lattice. In both caseswe establish
condiions on how fast Ey can be allowed to grow, In the case when the couplings are

G aussian.

A cknow ledgem ents: W e would like to thank Stephan M ertens for Interesting discussions.
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2. A bstract theorem s.

In this section we will orm ulate a general result that in plies the REM property under
som e concise conditions, that can be veri ed In concrete exam ples. This will also allow us
to present the broad outline of the structure of the proof w thout having to bother w ith
technical details. Note that our approach is rather di erent from that of BCM N ] that

Involves com putations of m om ents.

O ur approach to the proof of the M ertens con cture is based on the follow ing theorem ,

w hich provides a criterion for Poisson convergence in a rather general setting.

Theorem 2.1: LetViy 0, 12 N, ke a fam ily of non—negative random variabls
satisfying the follow ing assum ptions: for any ‘2 N and all sets of constants by > 0, j =

X Y
i P @iy Vim < Dby ! b @)
(i ;i) fl;0M g =1

point process
X
Py = Vig 7 @2)
i=1

on R, , converges weakly in distribbution, asM " 1 , to the standard P oisson point process,

P on R, (ie., the Poisson point process whose intensity m easure is the Lelbesgue m easure).

Rem ark: Theorem 2.1 wasproven (In am ore general form , nvoling vector valued random
variables) In BK 2]. It is very sin ilar in its spirit to an analogous theorem for the case of
exchangeable variables proven In BM ] in an application to the Hop eld m odel. T he rather
sin ple proof in the scalar setting can be found in Chapter 13 of B 1.

N aturally, wewant to apply thistheorem with Viy givenby N '™?Hy () Ey jproperly
nom alised.

W e will now introduce a setting in which the assum ptions of Theorem 2.1 are veri ed.
C onsider a product space S¥ where S isa nite set. W ede neon S¥ a realvaluied random

process, Yy ( ). A ssum e for sin plicity that
EYy ()= 0; E(ry ()= 1: 23)

De neon S¥

oy (5% cov(¥y ( )iy ((O): 2:4)
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Let us also introduce the G aussian process, Zy , on SY , that has the sam e m ean and the

sam e covariance m atrix as Yy ( ).

Let G be the group of autom orphisgn son Sy , such that, org2 G, ¥y @ )= Yy ( ), and
Et F be the larger group, such that, forg2 F, ¥y @ )Jj= ¥y ( )J Let

Ey =& ; ¢ 2R; 0 < 1=2; 25)

be a sequence of real num bers, that is either a constant, c2 R, if = 0, or converges to plis
orminusin niy,if > 0. Wewillde nessts y asllows: Ifc6 0,we denoteby y be
the set of residualclasses of SY modulo G; ifc= 0,we ket y be the set of residual classes
modulb F . W ewillassum e throughoutthat j y j> Y ,forsome > 1.De nethe sequence
of num bers

2 _p .
wo= TPy g9t (2:6)

Note that y isexponentially snallin N " 1 , since < 1=2. This sequence is chosen such
that, orany b 0,

N]-F}_ij?(:ZN() Ey j< by)=b: @:7)
For ‘2 N, and any collection, *;:::; "2  ,wedenoteby By ( !;:::; ) the covariance

m atrix of Yy ( ) with elem ents

bus( fir ) lw (57) 2:8)
A ssum ptions A .
(1) LetRy N denote the set
Ry, £(5:5 02  :80 wy ~: (5 N3 N g 29)
Then there exists a continuous decreasing function, ( ) > 0, on Jg;~ [ (for some ~y

0> 0),and > 0, such that

Ry, 1 ep (N ) §y7: (2:10)
(i) LetY 2,r= 1;:::;Y 1. Let

o (2:11)
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Then there exists d,;» > 0, such that, for allN Jarge enough,

Ty,.J JuwFe &N (2:2)

(iid) Forany ' 1,any r= 1;2;:::;%, and any b;:::;b 0, there exist constants, pr; 0
and Q < 1 , such that, orany 1;:::; "2 " for which rank By ( Y;:::; ) = 1,

P8_,:¥ () Exyi< yby Q fNP: (2:13)

Theorem 2.2: Assume the Assumptions A hod. Assume that 2 [0;1=2[ is such that,

forsome ; 2 2] 97~ [, we have:
< ,=2; (2:14)
< =2+ ()=2;8 211; o[ @245)
and
< (1)=2: (2106)

Furthem ore, assum e that, forany ' 1, anyby;:::;0.> 0, and ( Lo D2 RNl;‘,
P 8.,:3¥n (") Ey3d< yb =P 8i;: Iy () Eyi< yb +o@ni ): @47

T hen, the point process, "

Py P (2:18)

lejYN() Ex I
2y

converges weakly to the standard P oisson point process P on Ry .

M ormover, orany > 0 and any b2 R, ,

P 8y,9% n,:9 ;0 (; 95 ¥n() ExJ ¥n (9 Eyx3j xb =0: 2:19)

R em ark: Before giving the proofofthe theoram , et us com m ent on the various assum ptions.

(i) Assumption A (i) holdswith some in any reasonable m odel, but the function ( ) is
m odel dependent.
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(i) Assumptions A (i) and (i) is also apparently valid in m ost cases, but can be tricky
som etim es. An exam plk where (i) proved di cult is the k-partitioning problem , w ith
k> 2.

(i) Condition (2.19) isessentially a localcentrallim it theoram . In thecase = 0 itholds, ifthe
Ham iltonian isa sum over independent random interactions, underm ild decay assum ptions
on the characteristic function of the distributions of the interactions. N ote that som e such
assum ptions are obviously necessary, since if the random interactions take on only niely
m any values, then also the H am ilttonian w ill take values on a lattice, w hose spacings are not
exponentially am all, as would be necessary for the theorem to hold. O thermw ise, if > O,
this w ill require further assum ptions on the interactions. W e w ill leave this problem open

iIn the present paper. It is of course trivially veri ed, if the interactions are G aussian.

P roof: W e just have to verify the hypothesisof Theorem 2.1, forViy given by lij ()
Ey j ie, wemust show that

X |
P 8_,:¥ (") Eyj<hiy ! b b (220)

W e split this sum into the sum s over the setRNl;‘ and its com plem ent. F irst, by the assum p—

tion (2.17) %

P 8_,: ¥ (") Eyi<by

x . . @21)
= P 8_,:F%x (") Exj<by +o):

\ . Z e (Z;BN (l;'::; ‘)z)=2
P 8_;:Fny () Eyi<hy = P T —dz; @22)
@ )7 detBy ( *5:::p )
CEy)
where By ( ;000 ) is the covariance matrix de ned n 2.8). Sihce N is exponentially

p—. Al Ll -
@n=2)@0 @ ® (IR 0q0)); @23)

W e treat separately the sum (2 21) taken over the am aller set, RNZ;‘ R 1;‘, and the one

N

1 2
overRN,_‘nRN;‘.
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Since, by (2.14), , is chosen such thatEﬁN 21 0,by (217), 222), and (223), each
term in the sum overRNzl_‘ equals

\

1S . 1 2 5
Cy=2) 0 D FRENKATON ) g 4 51)) = (o JbrI @+ o@); @24)

uniform Iy for ( ';:::; ) 2 R, Henceby Assumption A ()
P 8_,:%Zy (") EyxyJi<by =Ry dnvd @ e+ o))
( Tiz 2R AL (225)
! b]_ l:b
Now let us consider the rem aining setRNl;‘nRNZ;‘ (if i isnon-em pty, ie., ifstrictly 1 < ),
and ktus nd ;= %< '< = ,,such that
< =24+ (¥hH=m 8i= 0;1;:::;n 1 (226)

which is possble due to the assum ption (2.15). Then lt us split the sum overRNl;lnRNz;‘

Into n sum s, each overRNil_‘nRNi:‘l, i= 0;1;:::5;n 1. By (217), 222), and 223), we

have, uniform Iy for ( 1;:::; )2 R )
\ i . P— lkEy K2 (140 N 1))

P 8_,;:Zx (") Exi<by =€@yx=2) @0 Ve 2N 1+ o@))

i

N 2
CijeN H

227)
for some constant C < 1 . Thusby A ssum ption A (3),
X , ,
P(81‘=1:jZ'N(l) Eyxy J< bin) ClenRNi:llijj‘eN
R, nR MY (2 28)
C exp (Fhy (Thenz

that, by (226), converges to zero, asN ! 1 ,forany i= 0;1;:::;n 1. Sothesum 221)

1 2 .
over R ,_lnRN 1 vanishes.

latter case, using A ssum ptions A (i) and (iil), we get readily that,

\ : \ \ N (1) \ » .
P 8_,¥y (") Eyxyi< yh JnJe CoN 1Q]NJNp
rank(B,I:I ( l;:::;N‘)‘)= N (2 :29)

CNP exp (N D+ EBZ=2
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T he right-hand side of 229) tends to zero exponentially fast, if condition (2.16) is verdi ed.

Finally, wemust dealw ith the contributions from the cases when the covariance m atrix is

degenerate, nam ely

P@,:¥y (%) Eyxyi<hby); (2:30)

( Yy M2 *

forr= 1;:::;' 1. In thecase c= 0, this sum istaken overthesetLIﬁ;‘,sjnoe and %°in
y aredierent,i ¥y ()36 ¥y ( 93 by de nition of . In the case ¢$6 0, this sum is
taken over “-tuples ( ';:::; ') ofdi erent elementsof y , ie., such thatYy ( Y) 6 Yy ( J),
for any 1 i< 3 ‘. But for all N large enough, all tetm s In this sum over “-tupls,
(t;:::; ), suchthat Yy ()= Yy (J9), Prsomel i< j \, equal zero, since the
events f¥y (') Eyj<biygandfj Yy () Eyi<byygwithEy =& ,c6 0,are
dispint. Therefore (2.30) is reduced to the sum over L;‘I;‘ in thecase c¢c6 0 aswell. Then,
by A ssum ptions A (i) and (iii), it isbounded from above by

LED (WP oy Fe SN g (4 )INP Ce dN @B 2N P @31)

T his bound converges to zero exponentially fast, shoe E2 = &N? ,with < 1=2. This
concludes the proof of the rst part of the theoram .

T he second assertion (2.19) iselem entary: by 229) and 2.31), the sum oftem sP (8§=l :
¥y () Ey3< yb)overallpairs, ('; )2 “nRy

zero exponentially fast. Thus (2.19) follow s from the Borel:C antelli lemm a. }

' ,r such that 16 2, converges to

Finally, we ram ark that the results of Theorem 22 can be extended to the case when
EYy () #® 0,if = 0,ie, Ey = c. Note that, eg. the unrestricted num ber partitioning
problem falls into this class. Let now Zy ( ) be the G aussian process w ith the sam e m ean
and covardances as Yy ( ). Let us consider both the covariance m atrix, By , and the m ean
ofYy ,EY¥y ( ), as random variables on the probability space ( y ;By ;E ), whereE isthe

uniform law on y .Assume that, orany ' 1,
By (Y )P Iy N"1; 2:32)
w here I denotes the dentity m atrix, and

EYy ()P D; N "1 ; 2:33)
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whereD is som e random variable D . Let
94— 1 1
& = K 'jy3t: (2:34)
where

K FEe ©D)=2, 2:35)

Theorem 2.3: Assume that, ®r someR > 0, £Yy ( )j NF,frall 2 y .Assume
that (2.10) hods for some > 0 and that (i) and (iii) of A ssum ptions A are valid. A ssum e

that there exists a set; Qn Ry ., such that (2.17) is valid for any ( ;05 )2 Qy, and
that R ..nQy J JnJje " ,withsome > 0. Then, the point process
X
Py eNleN () Ey ]' P (2:36)
2

converges weakly to the standard P oisson point process P on R

P roof. W e m ust prove again the convergence ofthe sum (2 20), that we solit into three sum s:
the rstoverQ y , the second overR i nQy , and the third over the com plam ent of the set
Ry..-By assum ption, (2.17) isvalid on Qy , and thus the tem s ofthe st sum are reduced
to

(2 EYy ( DB, ' ( My (2 EYy ())=2
P dz

e

237)

1 ( 1-.... *

— (2NN =p2_) @l Vo (¢ EYy ( ))B iy ) (e EYy ())=2 (1+ O(l));

wihe (g:::;0),andEYy () EYy ( Y);::5EYy (), shoe y Is exponentially am all
and £Yy ()7 N R . By de nition of 7y , the quantities 2.37) areatmostO (J y J ), while,
by the estim ate (2.10) and by the assum ption on the cardinality of R ,NQy , the number
of “tuples of con gurations in NlnRN;‘ and in Ry, nQy is exponentially am aller than

jn J.Hence

X .
P(8j_=1:ij(l) ENj<biN)
(Lizy )2Qy
X P— AP R -2
— (2~N - 2 ) ¢).|. \)d) (¢ EYy ())B (75 ) EYy ()= (l+ O(l))+ O(l)
(Limy 2Qy
p— | -
_ Cu=2) b )b © EYw (DB T Timm e ETw (=21 4 (1)) + o(l)
( Tium 2
by b X € EYy ( DB T ( 'iuy ) ETy ())=2
e — e " N @+ o0o@)+ o@):
J~ JK

(2:38)
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T he last quantity converges to b v, by the assum ptions (2.32), 233) and (2.35).

T he sum ofﬂqeprobabj]jijes,P(Bi‘:l :¥y () ExJ< nhbi),overall “tupksofR,..n
Qy , contains at most j y j‘e N tem s, while, by A ssum ption A (iii), (@nd since, for any

N ;M7

j x J ,up to a polynom ial factor. T hus this sum converges to zero.

F ally, the sum of the sam e probabilities over the collections ( ;:::; ') 2 NlnRN_‘
converges to zero, exponentially fast, by the sam e argum ents as those leading to 229) and
231),with = .}

3. Exam ples

W e will now show that the assum ptions of our theoram are veri ed In a wide class of
physically relevant m odels: 1) the G aussian p-soin SK m odels, 2) SK-m odels with non-—
G aussian couplings, and 3) shortrange spin-glasses. In the last two exam ples we consider

only the case = 0.
3.1 pspin Sherrington-K irkpatrick m odels, 0 < 1=2.

In this subsection we illistrate our general theorem in the class of Sherrington-K irkpatrick
models. Consider S = £ 1;1g.
Hy ()= qT Jil;:::;' i L ip (CH)]

p 1 B1<ix< o< N

is the Ham iltonian of the p-spin Sherrington-K irkpatrick m odel, where Jj, ;..;;, are indepen-—
dent standard G aussian random variables.

T he llow ing elem entary proposition concems the sym m etries to the H am iltonian.

P roposition 3.l :Assume that, or any 0 < i < £ 1N, 4 L= 9 2 -
Then, ifp ispair, either ;= Ci), foralli= 1;:::5;N ,or ;= Ci), foralli= 1;:::;N , and,
ifpisodd, then ;= ¢, fralli= 1;:::;N . Assume that, Hrany 0< i < s iN,
i B = 21 ?p. This is mm possblk, if p is pair and ;= (i), foralli= 1;:::;;N,
ifp is odd.

T his proposition allow s us to construct the space y : Ifpisodd andc6 0, x = SV,
thusj y j= 2V . Ifpiseven,orc= 0, y consistsofequivalence classeswhere con gurations

and are denti ed, thus § yy 3= 2V *'.
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Theorem 3.2: Letp 1lbeodd. Let 5y = S¥. Ifp= 1and 2 D;1=4[ and, if
p= 3;5;:::;,and 2 0;1=2][, for any constant c2 R n f0g the point process

X

PN le:N 1=2g . () &N (3:2)

2y
Iy S
where 4 = 2 Nt &N’ =2 5, converges weakly to the standard P oisson point process, P,

on R, .

Let p be even. Let y ke the space of equivaknce clsses of SY where and are
identi ed. Forany 2 [D;1=2[and any constant, c2 R, the point process

X
Py FRy) TN T2Hy () N I
2y

33)

converges weakly to the standard P oisson point process, P, on R, . The result (3.3) holds
true as well in the case of c= 0, for p odd.

Proof of Theorem 32. W e have to verify the assum ptions of Theorem 22 for the process

N l=2HN ()= Yy (). The elem ents of the covardance m atrix (2.8) are:
bys ( Tiirz )= 1; 85 ; (3:4)
L . N X . .
bjm ( Tjiz; )= ijl te: l-]p RS 1;81 sem (3:5)
P 1 i1<ip< p< N

It hasbeen observed In BK L] that is non-diagonal elem ents can be w ritten as

1 . ¥ . 2k R
bim ( T )= ( N) & DI &+ ég @1+ 0 (1)): (3:6)
k=0 =1

Plean (3:7)

ofsttesA ,,., .= fi: 2= , {; = 3 {;::5; {= .+ lghasthecardhaliy N2 © P+

ON?! ). Then i is an easy com binatorial com putation to check that there exists h > 0,
such that, orany g2 R, ,and any 2]0;1=2],

Dy,ugd Ind@ exp( hN' 2)); (38)
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T -
for allN large enough. By the representation (3.6), we have E=0QN;(]f;q = 2 Ry v
wih g= (emaxy- o;::;p=2] 2pk k 1)!) '.But,Prany 210;p=2[andanyk = 0;1;:::; p=2],
QN;J‘{;q =@ 2k) QN;(I‘:;I )= 2&k+ l)).ThereﬁJJ:e,
- .
On;ug Ruyjp (3:9)
Thus,dueto 3.8),Assumption A (i) isveriedwih ()=1 2 =p,for 210;p=21[

Let usnow chedk the A ssum ption A (i) . To estin ate the cardinality ofL§ srwe need to

Introduce an " by N

colum n is com posed ofa]llz3 products, 31 32 fp,overa]ls;bsetsl i < i <
iy, N .Then we have
N 1
Cg(l;:::; )Cp(l;:::; ) = BN(l;:::; ): (3:10)
p
Let 1;:::; "be such that rank®y ( ';:::; )) = r< ‘. Then, r colum ns of the m atrix

P roposition 3.3: Assume that an 2 rmatrix, A, with elments, 1 or 1, consists of
all2* di erent rows. Assume that a column of kength 2 with elments 1 or 1 is a linear
com bination of the colim ns of A . Then this coluimn isamultipl With coe cient+1 or 1)
of one of the columns of the m atrix A .

Proof. The proof can be carried out by induction over r. A generalisation of this fact is
proven in BK nppl.

J=r+ 1;:::; Y, therewould existm = 1;:::;r, such that, either, forany 0 < i < <1
J J _ m m : : J jo_ m m .
N, § A ip,or,fbrany0< i < £ AN, 5 L= 5 l-p,whlch

would Inply ¥y ( 3)j= ¥y (™ )7 But this is excluded by the de nition ofLIﬁ;‘.

Thus, orany ( ';:::; )2 Ly ., them atrix Cy ( ;000 T) containsatmost2® 1dier
ent rows. Thereare O (€ 1)V) possbilities to construct such a m atrix. Furthem ore, there
is only an N -independent num ber of possbilities to com plte i by adding linear com bina—

to any r lhearly ndependent row s. T here are not m ore than 2" *) ways to com plkte i by
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(" r) coumnsof 1 oflngth r, that are linear com binations of its r colum ns. But each
such choice determ ines uniquely linear coe cients In these linear com binations and hence the

com pltion of thewhok Cp ( Y;:::; *)uptoCp( Yj:::; ). Thus Ly ,J=0 (@ 1Y).

these are, eg., Yy ( il);:::;YN ( ). Then the covariance m atrix By ( il;:::; i) is non-

degenerate, and the corresponding probability is bounded from above by

P,y (Y) Ey3i< yby) (3:11)

the detem inant, detBy ( *;:::; ¥)),isa nite polynom iali the variablesN 1!, and thus

its inverse can grow at m ost polynom iallky.

T hus, we have established that A ssum ption A isveri ed. W enow tum to conditions (2.14),
(215),and 216) on .Sihce ()=1 2 =p,Pr 210;p=2[weshould nd ;; , 210;p=2[
such that < ,=2, < =2+ 1=2 = Pr 2]i; ;[and < 1=2 1=P. W e see that,
foranyp 2and 2]0;1=2], t ispossbketo x ;> 0 snallenough, and , 2]10;p=2[close
enough to 1, such that these assum ptions are satis ed. Ifp = 1, then such a choice ispossble
only for 21]0;1=4[. The assum ption (2.17) need not be veri ed here as¥Yy ( ) isa G aussian

process. }

Rem ark: Valuesp= 1; = 1=4. Thevaluie = 1=4 is likely to be the true critical valie
In the case p = 1. In this case, one can check that the principle part of our sum gives a
contribution of the form

Y\oonst(1+ o)) X , X N % ) .
J:'W “““ m 5 1+o(d)) 5 mi;+o) ;

mo1;2NM g 1k 1 i<j N 1 i<j k

(3:12)
which In tum is easily seem to be of order (€ =2)*® D=2 that i i does not behave lke a
constant to the power k. Note that the tem proportional to P N in the exponents arises
from the o -diagonal part of the covariance m atrix By .

4

1 2 _ _ .
C —2)k (k ];)—2,"\’].,11(&1

X . Thus at last the conditions

If > 1=4, the contrbution from the (3.12) isalready oforder "
cannot be com pensated by any nom alisation of the form

of Theorem 2.1 cannot hold in this case.
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3.2. G eneralized pspin SK m odels at level = 0.

In this subsection we generalize Theoram 32 to the case of non-G aussian process In the

N iid. random variables

case ofnonzeromean and = 0. Letp 1,Uj s prmi, € any
with EU = a and VarU = 1. Let
Hy ()= qT Uil;:::;ip i i i * (3:13)

p 1 i<ix< p< N

Let (s)= Ee®U 2) bethe generating fiinction of U  a).

A ssum ption B .W e willassum e in this section that E Y7 $ < 1 and j (s)j= O (§j 1), as
B! 1.
R em ark: T hedecay assum ption on the Fourier transform isnot optin al, but som e condition

of this type is needed, as the result cannot be expected for discrete distributions, where the
num ber of possbl values the H am iltonian takes on would be nite.

Weoonsder Yy () = N l=2HN (). The state space y is de ned as In the previous
exam pl. The covariance m atrix, given by (3.6), converges In law to the identity m atrix
by the law of large numbers. Furthem ore, analogously to (3.6), we see that EYy ( ) =

P
Q N 727 ¥ ), where

i=1
=21]
% x 2k p 2k
Qp x) = (1) k 1)k : (3:14)
k=0 P
By the central lim it theorem , EYy ( ) P Qp (J) where J is a standard G aussian random

variable. Hence, 232) and (2.33) are veri ed and wem ay de ne the constant

K, Eexp (¢ aQ,(J))’=2 (3:15)

e _ 1 -1p_= ha s s oN s oN 1
Then, & Ko dJnd (2 =2),with]jyj=2 Porpoddand jy = 2 for p even.

Theorem 3.4:

(1) Letpbe odd. Let y = SN . For any cé 0, the point process

X P
Py f2'Kp@= 2 )3y () cP (3:16)

2w

converges weakly to the standard P oisson point process on R .
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(i) Letpbeoddandc= 0, or tpke even and c6 0. Denote by y the space ofthe 2V !

equivalence chsses in S¥ where and are identi ed. Then the point process
X P
Py £2' 'Rp@= 2 )3y () c (3:17)
2 x

converges weaakly to the standard P oisson point process on R .

ProofofTheorem 3.4. W e should check the assum ptionsof T heoram 2.3. TheA ssum ptionsA
@{d), orany 210;p=2[, and (i) have been already veri ed In the proofof Theorem 32. W e
must check (i) and also the assertion (2.17) on an appropriate subset Qy -

W e w illuse the construction of the m atrix C ( Treeep ) explained in the proof of T heo—
ram 32, see (3.10). Let us ntroduce the Fourier transform

1

£ (b)) = BEexp ik 0y (1) EYy (D)4 Wity (F) EYy ()] : Bd8)

(Y;::5; V2 ,anyr N ifrankBy ((1;i )=,

P 8,:¥y (") o Sh K TFoNP™2t: (320)

equalsr. Let us ram ove from thism atrix ' r colum nssuch that the ram aining r colum ns are
Iinearly independent. T hey correspond to a certain subset ofr con gurations. W ithout lossof
generality, wem ay assum e that they are *;:::; *,ie,wecbtain thematrix Cp ( ';:::; *).

O bviously,

P 8 ,:¥y (") o Sb P 8, :¥ () o Sk (321)
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T hen

1 L. x Yogiun& o inb& (322)
l-‘[n f reeer tysoces dt .
(2 )r ] N (ll ltr) I 21] 3|
[DDF =1
AsS = 0 2 Y), the integrand in (322) is bounded by
eitjbja\] e itjbje\] N )
min Qo2 ~ ;2%] " ; 323)

2it;

ndependent row s and construct from them an r rmatrix, C* . Then, by (3.19) and by

Assumption B on (s)

N 1=z Y 1
£ ©F . £C7 Trg; min 1;Q0NP? fiCt gy o (324)

=1 =1

g

wih Qg > 0. Hence, the absolute value of the integral (322) is bounded by the sum oftwo

tem s,
Z oy
Qo)  o@)2 VT min L;goNP2 £CT Frgy | dt
=1
ktk< 2N (325)
Z oy G ) )
+ @t, ") min L;QoNF?fCT Frgy C dby:
=1 j=1
ktk> 2N r

Recall that thematrix C* * hasmatrix ekements 1 and rank r. Since the total number
of such m atrices is at m ost 2rz , the an allest absolute value of the determ inant of all such
m atrices is som e positive num ber that does not depend on N , but only on r. Therefore,
the change of variables, ~ = C* *t, in the rst tem show s that the integral over ktk < 228
is of order at m ost N P¥=2 In 2tN N Pr=2*1_ Thus the rst tem of (325) is bounded by
Q12 NENP2*1 with some constant Q; < 1 . Using the change of variabls ~ = 2 ™ ¢
in the second tem of (325), one can see that the integral over ktk > 2¥ T is bounded by
Q0,2 NIN P2 wih some constant Q, < 1 . This concludes the proof. }

Fnally, ket us x any 210;1=2[ and introduce Qy = QN??;q (de ned In (3.7)) wih

= (M aXy_ o;uspez] Zpk & 1)!) '.By (3.9) and (3.8), itisa subsetofR ,.,and j \ nQy J
1 2

is am aller than 2V e PN , with someh > 0. We need to verify 2.17) rQy . We
abbreviate
Wy v ' @ EYy ()5 EYy () : (326)
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Forany 1;:::; 2 Qy,wesplit
X4
P@Bu ¥y (1) ci< b )= oD (i ); (327)
m=1
where
Z
Y tiby & tiby &
Ig ( Tpe )= e , e Sf W g T (i T2 gy
, 2it
g 71
7, . (328)

, 21t
ke ne-s It
Z Y‘ eitjbja\] e itjbje\] ) 1 N 1 .
11\21 (Liiee; )= . ity £ @) e By (i =2 dar;
, 2it,
=1 J
ktk< NP=6
(329)
Z
s L . Y eltjbje\] e ity & ey Ly
Ip ( “5e )= - e il ) at; (3:30)
2it.
=1 J
NP=6< ktk< N P
and
Z Y eitjbjexl e itjbjeq 1
I4 ( 1..... ‘)= @) * Tim eitW'Nf ey de
N Tt D! 1 , 21t N f
R P— j=1
[ DD I'\ktk> NP
(3:31)
wih some ; > 0 tobe chosen later.

The rstpartofI ( ';:::; ') isexactly thequantity P8, ; : ¥y ( *) cj< b ).Note

that

Y‘ eitjbje\] e tjbje\] .

02 N 3:32)

s 21t
wih some Q < 1 . Then the second part of I is exponentially smaller than 2 V , for all
(t;:::; )2 Qy . Wemust show that I2 ;I3 ;L areo@ M), orall ( ;:::; ') 2 Qy -

T his is easy due to the ollow iIng proposition.

P roposition 3.6: There existconstants, C < 1 , ; ; > 0,suchthat, orall (*;:::; )2
Qy , the follow ing estim ates hold:

(1) For allktk < NP=°,

(3:33)
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p.___
(i) For allktk < NP,
£ ) e KK, (3:34)

P roof. The proof is elem entary and com plktely analogous to the corresponding estin ate in
the proof of the Berry-E ssen inequality. A 1l details are com pletely analogous to those in the
proofofLemma 3.5 in BK 2] and therefore are om itted. }

Usihg (3.33) and (332), we see that IZ ( ';:::; 1) = O N P72)2 ¥ ', The third tem,

Finall, by 332) wemay estinate I} ( !;::: ') roughly as
Z
4,1 Yy Y U
g ( 7z )3 Q2 g () or; (3:35)

P —
ktk> N P

N 1
2 NP0+ o()) tines, orany p 2. Then, by (3.19), fy 777 (© isthe product of at least
2" 1 di erent characteristic fiinctions, each is taken to the power at Jeast 2 NP (1L + o()).

Let us x from a set of di erent rows of C, ( *;:::; ') " lnearly independent ones, and
aenote by C the square m atrix com posed of them . Then there exists ( ) > 0, such that
T Ct=v? , or allt, wih ktk > . Changhg variablkess= " l=2C‘t:jn (3.35), one
gets the bound
. \ - 2 Y 2 CUNPA+o@))
w (Y )3 02 MNP (Sn ) dsy : (3:36)
m=1

ksk>
Assumption B madeon (s) Inpliessthat (s) isaperiodic, and thusj (s)j< 1, forany s 0.
M oreover, for any > 0, there existsh( ) > 0, such that j (s)j< 1 h{( ), ralls wih

B3> ='. Therefre, the right-hand side of (3.36) does not exceed

Z v

02 MNP n()p | NTGren 2 (5n ) “dsn 7 337)

ksk> =1

where the integral is nite again due to A ssum ption B . Therefore, I; ( *;:::; ) is expo-
nentially am aller than 2 ¥ '. This concludes the proofof 2.17) on Qy and of the theoram .
}
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3.3. Short range spin glasses.

As a nal exampl, we consider short—range spin glass m odels. To avoid unnecessary
com plications, we w ill Jook at m odels on the d-din ensional torus, yx , of length N . We

consider H am iltonians of the form

X
Hy () N 92 Ja a (3:38)
A N

Q

where e «2a xr In are given constants, and Jy are random variabls. W e will

introduce som e notation:
(@) Let Ay denote the set ofallA N rSuch that r, 6 0.

(o) For any two subsets, A ;B N s We say that A B,i thereexistsx 2  such that
B = A + x.W edenote by A the set of equivalence classes of Ay under this relation.

W e w illassum e that the constants, rp , and the random variables, J5 , satisfy the follow ing
conditions:

@ 1= mix, Pranyx2 y;

(i) there existsk 2 N, such that any equivalence class n A has a representative A ks we
w ill identify the set A w ith a uniquely chosen set of representatives contained in .

P

@ ., .m =N

) Ja,A 229, are a fam ily of independent random variables, such that
) Ja and Ja . x are dentically distrbuted forany x 2 729;

(i) EJn = 0and EJ? = 1,andEJ; < 1 ;

(vi)) For any A 2 A, the Fourier transform , (s) Eexp (isda ), of J, satises ja (s)j=
O (FEjHaspjl 1.

Observethat EHy ( )= O,
X
b(; 9 N %EHy ()Hy (%=n ¢ o, (3:39)
A N
where equality holds, if = O,
Note that Yy ( ) = Yy (9 (esp. Yy () = Yy (%), ifand only if, orallA 2 Ay,

A= J (rep. a = 2). E g., In the standard EdwardsA nderson m odel, w ith nearest
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neighborpair interaction, if , di ers from gon every second site, x,then Yy ( )= Yy ( 9,
and if = ,Yy ()= Yy (9. Ingeneral, wewillconsidertwo con gurations, ; °2 S v,
asequivalent, i forallA 2 Ay, a = g . W e denote the set of these equivalence classes
by y. We will assume in the sequel that there is a nie constant, 1, such that
IxJ 21 T the soecial case of ¢ = 0, the equivalence relation will be extended to
Include the case , = g, forallA 2 Ay . In most reasonable exam ples (eg. whenever
nearest neighbor pair interactions are inclided in the set A ), the constant 2 (resp. 4,

ifc= 0)).

Theorem 3.7: Letc2 R, and y be the space of equivaknce classes de ned before. Let

P —
N g tes? 5 - Then the point process
X
Py £ H () ey (3:40)
2 x
converges weakly to the standard P oisson point process on R .
If, m oreover, the random variables J, are G aussian, then, for any c2 R, and 0 < 1=4,
P —
with vy JxJ Lgh* =2 5 » the point process
X
Py (341)

£ Hy () o gt
2

converges weakly to the standard P oisson point process on R .

Proof. W ewillnow show that the assum ptions A of Theoram 2.3 hold. First, the point (i)
of A ssum ption A is veri ed due to the follow ing proposition.

P roposition 3.8:Let R ,» ke de ned as in (2.9). Then, in the setting above, for all

1

o <1,
. . A d@ 2 )

Ry, J dwd 1 e™ ; (3:42)

with som e constant h > 0.

Proof. Let E denote the expectation under the uniform probability measureon £ 1;1g ¥ .
W e will show that there exists a constant, K > 0, such that, for any 0 and any 0 N 1

P ( :b(; %> y) exp(K §N9): (3:43)

N ote that w ithout loss, we can take ° 1. W e want to use the exponential C hebyshev

nequality and thus need to estin ate the Laplace transform
!

X
E exp tN ¢ o o 3:44)
A2
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Let us assum e for sin plicity that N = nk is a multiple of k, and Introduce the sub-lattice,
vx f0;k;iii;(n 1)k;nkgd.W rite

X , X X X ) X
» » = Thty+x A+y+x Zig () (3:45)
A2 y A2A y2 y;x X2 g X2
w here
X
Zy ()= Yo () (3:46)
Y2 Nk

has the nice feature that, for xed x, the summ ands
X

YX;Y( ) r§+y+x At+y+tx
A2A

are independent ordi erent y;y°2 . (shcethe setsA + y+ x and A%+ y%+ x are dispint

rany A;A%2 ). Using the Holder inequality repeatedly,
|

X ’ Yy h 4 iy @
E exp t Zy () E &% Zx()
X2 X2
Y y h i @
= E o Yy () (3:47)
X2 x Y2
h . iy ey @
= F etk Yo;o0 ()

It rem ains to estim ate the Laplace transform of Yg,0 ( ),

X
E exp tk%o,0() =E  tk° oA (3:48)
A2
and, sihceE , = 0,ushgthate® 1+ x+ %ejxj,
! I !
X -[_2 X K 2 -LJ
E exp tk° ¥ oa E exp Ekzd e a2y E exp ECetD ;
A2 A2
(3:49)
so that !
dX dt2 oN %t
E exp i Zy () exp N ECe ; (350)

X2
w ith constants, C ;C O;D , that do not degpend on N . To conclude the proof of the lemm a, the
exponential C hebyshev inequality gives,

£
P b(; 9> y1 exp Ny t+ N dEcoetN ‘D, (3:51)
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Choosihg t= N9 y , this gives
P b(; 9> y] ep §NT1 ClP=2 (3:52)

Choosing amn allenough, but independent of N , we obtain the assertion ofthe Jemm a. }

to a m ultiplicative factor N .

T he assum ption (i) isveri ed due to P roposition 3.3. In fact, et usreduce C to them atrix

C(1';:::; ') can contain atm ost 2F ldierentoo]umns.Henoe,i.I;d_rj=O((2r N7

while j y F @ =),

The assum ption (i) is veri ed as well, and its proof is com pletely analogous to that of
P roposition 3.5. The key observation is that, again, the num ber of possible non-degenerate
matrices C* * that can be cbtained from Cp ( ';:::; ) is independent of N . But this is

true since, by assum ption, the num ber di erent constants rp isN -independent.

Fnally, wede neQy as Pllows. Forany A 2 A, kt

n X o e}
Qyin=" (liizzi )81 sy v Th s 2 < AN : (3:53)
x2 729 x+ A N
T A oo .
Let us de ne Qy aoa Qu'n Ry ... By Proposition 38, applied to a m odel where

Aj=1,Prany A 2 A,wehave H, ‘nQN"?‘j 2% exp( haN 9@ 2)), with someh, > 0.
Hence, Ry, nQy jhas cardinality smaller than j y Jexp( hN ¢ 2 ) with some h > 0.
The veri cation of 2.17) on Q y is analogous to the one in Theoram 3.4, using the analogue
of P roposition 3.6. W e only note a sm alldi erence in the analysis of the term Ié where we
use the explicit construction ofQ y . W e represent the corresponding generating fiinction as
the product of A Jjtermm s over di erent equivalence classes of A , w ith representatives A k7
each tem being  ,,,a4,2, , O g L+ + L ,)). Next, we use the fact
that orany ( ';:::; ') 2 Qy each ofthese A jtem s is a product of at keast 2° 1 (and
of coarse at m ost 2°) di erent tem s, each is taken to thepower A j 'N 92 "1+ o(l)). This
proves the st assertion of the theoram .
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T he proof of the second assertion, ie. the case > 0 wih Gaussian variables J, is

inm ediate from the estin ates above and the abstract Theorem 22, in view ofthe fact that
the condition (2.17) is trivially veri ed. }
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