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2 Section 1

1. Introduction.

In a recentpaper[BaM e],Bauke and M ertenshave form ulated an interesting conjecture

regarding thebehaviouroflocalenergy levelstatisticsin disordered system s.Roughly speak-

ing,theirconjecture can beform ulated asfollows.Considera random Ham iltonian,H N (�),

i.e.,a real-valued random function on som e productspace,S� N ,where S is a �nite space,

typically f� 1;1g,ofthe form

H N (�)=
X

A � � N

�A (�); (1:1)

where �N are �nite subsetsofZ d ofcardinality,say,N . The sum runsover subsets,A,of

�N and � A are random localfunctions,typically ofthe form

�A (�)= JA

Y

x2A

�x (1:2)

whereJA ,A � Z
d,isa fam ily of(typically independent)random variables,de�ned on som e

probability space,(
;F ;P),whose distribution isnottoo singular. In such a situation,for

typical�,H N (�)�
p
N ,whilesup� H N (�)� N .Baukeand M ertensthen ask thefollowing

question:G iven a �xed num ber,E ,whatisthestatisticsofthevaluesN � 1=2H N (�)thatare

closesttothisnum ber,and how arecon�gurations,�,forwhich thesegood approxim antsofE

arerealised,distributed on S� N ? Theirconjectured answer,which at�rstglanceseem srather

surprising,isquitesim ple:�nd�N ;E such thatP(jN � 1=2H N (�)� E j� b�N ;E )� jSj� N b;then,

thecollection ofpoints,�
� 1
N ;E

jN � 1=2H N (�)� E j,overall� 2 S� N ,convergestoaPoisson point

process on R + . Furtherm ore,for any �nite k,the k-tuple ofcon�gurations,� 1;�2;:::;�k,

where the k-bestapproxim ationsare realised,issuch thatallofitselem ents have m axim al

Ham m ing distance between each other. In other words,the asym ptotic behavior ofthese

bestapproxim antsofE isthe sam e,asifthe random variablesH N (�)were allindependent

G aussian random variables with variance N ,i.e., as ifwe were dealing with the random

energy m odel(REM )[Der1].Bauke and M ertenscallthis\universalREM like behaviour".

A com parableresulthad previously been conjectured by M ertens[M er1]in theparticular

case ofthenum ber partitioning problem .In thatcase,thefunction H N issim ply given by

H N (�)=

NX

i= 1

X i�i; (1:3)

with X i i.i.d.random variables uniform ly distributed on [0;1], �i 2 f� 1;1g, and one is

interested in thedistribution ofenergiesnearthevaluezero(which correspondsto an optim al
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partitioningoftheN random variables,X i,intotwogroupssuch thattheirsum in each group

is as sim ilar as possible). This conjecture was later proven by Borgs,Chayes,and Pittel

[BCP,BCM P].Itshould benoted thatin thisproblem ,oneneeds,ofcourse,takecareofthe

obvious sym m etry ofthe Ham iltonian underthe transform ation � ! � �. An extension of

these resultsin the spiritofthe REM conjecture wasproven recently in [BCM N],i.e.,when

thevalue zero isreplaced by an arbitrary value,E .

In [BK 2]we generalised this result to the case ofthe k-partitioning problem ,where the

random function to be considered is actually vector-valued (consisting ofthe vector ofdif-

ferencesbetween thesum softherandom variablesin each ofthek subsetsofthepartition).

To beprecise,we considered thespecialcase wherethe subsetsofthepartition are required

to havethesam ecardinality,N =k (restricted k-partitioning problem ).Thegeneralapproach

to theproofwedeveloped in thatpapersetsthepath towardstheproofoftheconjectureby

Bauke and M ertensthatwe willpresenthere.

The universality conjecture suggeststhatcorrelations are irrelevantforthe propertiesof

the localenergy statistics ofdisordered system s for energies near \typicalenergies". O n

the other hand,we know that correlations m ust play a r̂ole for the extrem alenergies near

the m axim um ofH N (�). Thus,there are two questionsbeyond the originalconjecture that

naturally pose them selves: (i) assum e we consider instead of�xed E ,N -dependentenergy

levels,say,E N = N �C . How fastcan we allow E N to grow forthe REM -like behaviourto

hold? and (ii)whattype ofbehaviourcan we expectonce E N growsfasterthan thisvalue?

W e willsee thatthe answerto the �rstquestion dependson the propertiesofH N ,and we

willgivean answerin m odelswith G aussian couplings.Theanswerto question (ii)requiresa

detailed understandingofH N (�)asa random process,and wewillbeableto givea com plete

answeron only in the case ofthe G REM ,when H N isa hierarchically correlated G aussian

process.Thiswillbediscussed in a separate paper[BK 05].

O urpaperwillbeorganized asfollows.In Chapter2,weprovean abstracttheorem ,that

im plies the REM -like-conjecture under three hypothesis. This willgive us som e heuristic

understanding why and when such a conjecture should be true.In Chapter3 we then show

thatthehypothesisofthetheorem areful�lled in twoclassesofexam ples:p-spin Sherrington-

K irkpatrick likem odelsand shortrangeIsingm odelson thelattice.In both casesweestablish

conditions on how fast E N 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 ertensforinteresting discussions.
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2. A bstract theorem s.

In this section we willform ulate a generalresult that im plies the REM property under

som e concise conditions,that can be veri�ed in concrete exam ples. Thiswillalso allow us

to present the broad outline ofthe structure ofthe proofwithout having to bother with

technical details. Note that our approach is rather di�erent from that of [BCM N]that

involvescom putationsofm om ents.

O urapproach to the proofofthe M ertens conjecture is based on the following theorem ,

which providesa criterion forPoisson convergence in a rathergeneralsetting.

T heorem 2.1: Let Vi;M � 0, i 2 N, be a fam ily of non-negative random variables

satisfying the following assum ptions: for any ‘ 2 N and allsets ofconstants bj > 0,j =

1;:::;‘,

lim
M "1

X

(i1;:::;i‘)� f1;:::;M g

P(8‘j= 1 Vij;M < bj)!

‘Y

j= 1

bj (2:1)

where the sum is taken over allpossible sequences ofdi�erent indices (i1;:::;i‘). Then the

pointprocess

PM =

MX

i= 1

�Vi;M ; (2:2)

on R+ ,converges weakly in distribution,as M " 1 ,to the standard Poisson pointprocess,

P on R+ (i.e.,the Poisson pointprocesswhose intensity m easure isthe Lebesgue m easure).

R em ark: Theorem 2.1 wasproven (in a m oregeneralform ,involving vectorvalued random

variables) in [BK 2]. It is very sim ilar in its spirit to an analogous theorem for the case of

exchangeable variablesproven in [BM ]in an application to the Hop�eld m odel. The rather

sim pleproofin thescalarsetting can befound in Chapter13 of[B].

Naturally,wewanttoapply thistheorem with Vi;M given by jN � 1=2H N (�)� EN j,properly

norm alised.

W e willnow introduce a setting in which the assum ptions ofTheorem 2.1 are veri�ed.

Considera productspaceSN whereS isa �niteset.W e de�neon S N a real-valued random

process,YN (�).Assum eforsim plicity that

EYN (�)= 0; E(YN (�))
2 = 1: (2:3)

De�neon S N

bN (�;�
0)� cov(YN (�);YN (�

0)): (2:4)
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Let us also introduce the G aussian process,ZN ,on SN ,that has the sam e m ean and the

sam e covariance m atrix asYN (�).

LetG bethegroup ofautom orphism son SN ,such that,forg 2 G ,YN (g�)= YN (�),and

letF bethe largergroup,such that,forg 2 F ,jYN (g�)j= jYN (�)j.Let

E N = cN
�
; c;� 2 R; 0 � � < 1=2; (2:5)

bea sequenceofrealnum bers,thatiseithera constant,c2 R,if� = 0,orconvergesto plus

orm inusin�nity,if� > 0.W e willde�ne sets� N asfollows:Ifc6= 0,we denote by �N be

the setofresidualclassesofSN m odulo G ;ifc= 0,we let� N bethe setofresidualclasses

m odulo F .W ewillassum ethroughoutthatj�N j> �N ,forsom e� > 1.De�nethesequence

ofnum bers

�N =

q
�

2
e
E

2

N =2
j�N j

� 1
: (2:6)

Note that�N isexponentially sm allin N " 1 ,since � < 1=2. Thissequence ischosen such

that,forany b� 0,

lim
N "1

j�N jP(jZN (�)� EN j< b�N )= b: (2:7)

For‘2 N,and any collection,�1;:::;�‘ 2 �

 ‘
N
,wedenoteby B N (�

1;:::;�‘)thecovariance

m atrix ofYN (�)with elem ents

bi;j(�
1
;:::;�

‘)� bN (�
i
;�

j): (2:8)

A ssum ptions A .

(i) LetR
�

N ;‘
denote the set

R
�

N ;‘
� f(�1;:::;�‘)2 �


 ‘
N

:81� i< j� ‘ jbN (�
i
;�

j)j� N
� �
g: (2:9)

Then there exists a continuous decreasing function,�(�)> 0,on ]�0;~�0[(for som e ~�0 �

�0 > 0),and � > 0,such that

jR
�

N ;‘
j�

�

1� exp

�

� �(�)N �(�)
��

j�N j
‘
: (2:10)

(ii) Let‘� 2,r= 1;:::;‘� 1.Let

L
‘
N ;r =

n

(�1;:::;�‘)2 �

 ‘
N

:81� i< j� ‘jYN (�
i)j6= jYN (�

j)j;

rank(B N (�
1
;:::;�

‘))= r

o (2:11)
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Then there existsdr;‘ > 0,such that,for allN large enough,

jL
‘
N ;rj� j� N j

r
e
� dr;‘N : (2:12)

(iii) For any ‘� 1,any r = 1;2;:::;‘,and any b1;:::;b‘ � 0,there existconstants,pr;‘ � 0

and Q < 1 ,such that,for any �1;:::;�‘ 2 �

 ‘
N

for which rank(B N (�
1;:::;�‘))= r,

P

�
8
‘
i= 1 :jYN (�

i)� E N j< �N bi
�
� Q �

r
N N

pr;‘: (2:13)

T heorem 2.2: Assum e the Assum ptions A hold. Assum e that� 2 [0;1=2[is such that,

for som e �1 � �2 2]�0;~�0[,we have:

� < �2=2; (2:14)

� < �=2+ �(�)=2;8� 2]�1;�2[; (2:15)

and

� < �(�1)=2: (2:16)

Furtherm ore,assum e that,for any ‘� 1,any b1;:::;b‘ > 0,and (�1;:::;�‘)2 R
�1
N ;‘

,

P

�
8
‘
i= 1 : jYN (�

i)� E N j< �N bi
�
= P

�
8
‘
i= 1 : jZN (�

i)� E N j< �N bi
�
+ o(j�N j

� ‘): (2:17)

Then,the pointprocess,

PN �
X

�2� N

�
f�

� 1

N
jYN (�)� E N jg

! P (2:18)

convergesweakly to the standard Poisson pointprocess P on R + .

M oreover,for any � > 0 and any b2 R+ ,

P

�
8N 0

9N � N 0
:9�;�0:jbN (�;�0)j> � :jYN (�)� EN j� jYN (�

0)� E N j� �N b
�
= 0: (2:19)

R em ark: Beforegivingtheproofofthetheorem ,letuscom m enton thevariousassum ptions.

(i) Assum ption A (i) holds with som e � in any reasonable m odel,but the function �(�) is

m odeldependent.
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(ii) Assum ptions A (ii) and (iii) is also apparently valid in m ost cases, but can be tricky

som etim es. An exam ple where (ii) proved di�cult is the k-partitioning problem ,with

k > 2.

(iii) Condition (2.19)isessentially alocalcentrallim ittheorem .In thecase� = 0itholds,ifthe

Ham iltonian isasum overindependentrandom interactions,underm ild decayassum ptions

on thecharacteristicfunction ofthedistributionsoftheinteractions.Notethatsom esuch

assum ptionsareobviously necessary,sinceiftherandom interactionstakeon only �nitely

m anyvalues,then alsotheHam iltonian willtakevalueson alattice,whosespacingsarenot

exponentially sm all,aswould be necessary forthe theorem to hold. O therwise,if� > 0,

thiswillrequirefurtherassum ptionson theinteractions.W e willleave thisproblem open

in the presentpaper.Itisofcourse trivially veri�ed,ifthe interactionsare G aussian.

P roof: W ejusthaveto verify thehypothesisofTheorem 2.1,forVi;M given by �
� 1
N
jYN (�)�

E N j,i.e.,we m ustshow that

X

(�1;:::;�‘)2�

 l

N

P

�
8
‘
i= 1 :jYN (�

i)� E N j< bi�N
�
! b1 � � � b‘: (2:20)

W esplitthissum into thesum soverthesetR
�1
N ;‘

and itscom plem ent.First,by theassum p-

tion (2.17)
X

(�1;:::;�‘)2R
�1

N ;‘

P

�
8
‘
i= 1 : jYN (�

i)� E N j< bi�N
�

=
X

(�1;:::;�‘)2R
�1
N ;‘

P

�
8
‘
i= 1 : jZN (�

i)� E N j< bi�N
�
+ o(1):

(2:21)

But,with C(E N )= f~x = (x1;:::;x‘)2 R
‘ :8‘i+ 1jE N � xij� �N big,

P

�
8
‘
i= 1 :jZN (�

i)� E N j< bi�N
�
=

Z

C(E N )

e� (~z;B
� 1

N
(�

1
;:::;�

‘
)~z)=2

(2�)‘=2
p
det(B N (�

1;:::;�‘))
d~z; (2:22)

where B N (�
1;:::;�‘) is the covariance m atrix de�ned in (2.8). Since �N is exponentially

sm allin N ,we see that,uniform ly for(�1;:::;�‘)2 R
�1
N ;‘

,theintegral(2.22)equals

(2�N =
p
2�)‘(b1 � � � b‘)e

� (~E N ;B
� 1

(�
1
;:::;�

‘
)~E N )=2(1+ o(1)); (2:23)

wherewe denoteby ~E N the vector(E N ;:::;E N ).

W e treatseparately the sum (2.21)taken overthe sm allerset,R
�2
N ;‘

� R
�1
N ;‘

,and the one

overR
�1
N ;‘

nR
�2
N ;‘

.
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Since,by (2.14),�2 ischosen such thatE 2
N N

� �2 ! 0,by (2.17),(2.22),and (2.23),each

term in the sum overR
�2
N ;‘

equals

(2�N =
p
2�)‘(b1 � � � b‘)e

� 1

2
kEN k2(1+ O (N � �2 ))(1+ o(1))= (b1 � � � b‘)j�N j

� ‘(1+ o(1)); (2:24)

uniform ly for(�1;:::;�‘)2 R
�2
N ;l

.Hence by Assum ption A (i)

X

(�1;:::;�‘)2R
�2
N ;‘

P

�
8
‘
i= 1 :jZN (�

i)� E N j< bi�N
�
= jR

�2
N ;l

jj�N j
� ‘(b1 � � � b‘)(1+ o(1))

! b1 � � � bl:

(2:25)

Now letusconsidertherem aining setR
�1
N ;‘

nR
�2
N ;‘

(ifitisnon-em pty,i.e.,ifstrictly �1 < �2),

and letus�nd �1 = �0 < �1 < � � � < �n = �2,such that

� < �
i
=2+ �(�i+ 1)=2 8i= 0;1;:::;n � 1; (2:26)

which ispossible due to the assum ption (2.15). Then letussplitthe sum overR
�1
N ;l

nR
�2
N ;‘

into n sum s,each over R
�i
N ;‘

nR
�i+ 1

N ;‘
,i= 0;1;:::;n � 1. By (2.17),(2.22),and (2.23),we

have,uniform ly for(�1;:::;�‘)2 R
�
i

N ;‘
,

P

�
8
‘
i= 1 :jZN (�

i)� E N j< bi�N
�
= (2�N =

p
2�)‘(b1 � � � b‘)e

� 1

2
kEN k

2
(1+ O (N

� � i

))(1+ o(1))

� C j� N j
� ‘
e
N

2� � � i

;

(2:27)

forsom e constantC < 1 .Thusby Assum ption A (i),

X

R
�i
N ;l

nR
�i+ 1

N ;l

P(8‘i= 1 :jZN (�
i)� E N j< bi�N )� C j�


 l
N
nR

�i+ 1

N ;l
jj�N j

� ‘
e
N

2� � � i

� C exp

�

� �(�i+ 1)N �(�
i+ 1

)+ N
2�� �

i
�

;

(2:28)

that,by (2.26),convergesto zero,asN ! 1 ,forany i= 0;1;:::;n � 1.So the sum (2.21)

overR
�1
N ;l

nR
�2
N ;l

vanishes.

Now we turn to the sum over collections,(�1;:::;�‘)62 R
�1
N ;l

. W e distinguish the cases

when det(B N (�
1;:::;�‘))= 0 and det(B N (�

1;:::;�‘))6= 0.Forthe contributionsfrom the

lattercase,using Assum ptionsA (i)and (iii),we getreadily that,

X

(� 1;:::;� ‘)62 R
�1

N ‘

rank(B N (� 1;:::;� ‘))= ‘

P

�
8
‘
i= 1 jYN (�

i)� E N j< �N bi
�
� j� N j

‘
e
� �(�1)N

� (�1)

Q j�N j
‘
N

p‘

� C N
p‘ exp

�

� �(�1)N
�(�1)+ ‘E

2

N =2

�

:

(2:29)
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Theright-hand sideof(2.29)tendsto zero exponentially fast,ifcondition (2.16)isveri�ed.

Finally,wem ustdealwith thecontributionsfrom thecaseswhen thecovariance m atrix is

degenerate,nam ely

X

(� 1;:::;� ‘)2 �

 l

N

rank(B N (� 1;:::;� ‘))= r

P(8‘i= 1 :jYN (�
i)� E N j< bi�N ); (2:30)

forr= 1;:::;‘� 1.In the case c= 0,thissum istaken overthe setLr
N ;‘

,since � and �0 in

�N are di�erent,i� jY N (�)j6= jYN (�
0)j,by de�nition of� N . In the case c6= 0,thissum is

taken over‘-tuples(�1;:::;�‘)ofdi�erentelem entsof� N ,i.e.,such thatYN (�
i)6= YN (�

j),

for any 1 � i < j � ‘. But for allN large enough,allterm s in this sum over ‘-tuples,

(�1;:::;�‘),such that YN (�
i) = � YN (�

j),for som e 1 � i< j � ‘,equalzero,since the

eventsfjYN (�
i)� E N j< bi�N g and fj� YN (�

i)� E N j< bj�N g,with E N = cN �,c6= 0,are

disjoint. Therefore (2.30) isreduced to the sum over Lr
N ;‘

in the case c6= 0 aswell. Then,

by Assum ptionsA (ii)and (iii),itisbounded from above by

jL
r
N ;‘jQ (�N )

r
N

pr;‘ � j�N j
r
e
� dr;‘N Q (�N )

r
N

pr;‘ � C e
� dr;‘N e

‘E
2

N =2
N

pr;‘: (2:31)

This bound converges to zero exponentially fast,since E 2
N = c2N 2�,with � < 1=2. This

concludesthe proofofthe �rstpartofthe theorem .

Thesecond assertion (2.19)iselem entary:by (2.29)and (2.31),thesum ofterm sP(82i= 1 :

jYN (�
i)� E N j< �N b)overallpairs,(�

1;�2)2 �

 2
N

nR
�1
N ;2

,such that�1 6= �2,convergesto

zero exponentially fast.Thus(2.19)followsfrom the Borel-Cantellilem m a.}

Finally,we rem ark that the results ofTheorem 2.2 can be extended to the case when

EYN (�) 6= 0,if� = 0,i.e.,E N = c. Note that,e.g. the unrestricted num ber partitioning

problem falls into this class. Letnow ZN (�)be the G aussian processwith the sam e m ean

and covariances as YN (�). Let usconsider both the covariance m atrix,B N ,and the m ean

ofYN ,EYN (�),asrandom variableson the probability space (�N ;BN ;E�),whereE� isthe

uniform law on � N .Assum ethat,forany ‘� 1,

B N (�
1
;:::;�

‘)
D
! Id; N " 1 ; (2:32)

whereId denotesthe identity m atrix,and

EYN (�)
D
! D ; N "1 ; (2:33)
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whereD issom e random variable D .Let

e�N =

q
�

2
K

� 1
j�N j

� 1
: (2:34)

where

K � Ee
� (c� D )

2
=2
: (2:35)

T heorem 2.3: Assum e that,for som e R > 0,jEYN (�)j� N R ,for all� 2 �N . Assum e

that(2.10)holds for som e � > 0 and that(ii)and (iii)ofAssum ptionsA are valid.Assum e

thatthere exists a set,Q N � R
�

N ;‘
,such that(2.17) isvalid for any (�1;:::;�‘)2 Q N ,and

thatjR
�

N ;‘
nQ N j� j�N j

‘e� N


,with som e  > 0.Then,the pointprocess

PN �
X

�2� N

�e�� 1

N
jYN (�)� E N j

! P (2:36)

convergesweakly to the standard Poisson pointprocess P on R + .

Proof.W em ustproveagain theconvergenceofthesum (2.20),thatwesplitinto threesum s:

the �rstoverQ N ,the second overR
�

N ;‘
nQ N ,and the third overthe com plem entofthe set

R
�

N ;‘
.By assum ption,(2.17)isvalid on Q N ,and thustheterm softhe�rstsum arereduced

to
Z

8i= 1;:::;‘:jzi� cj<e�N bi

e� ((~z� E
~YN (�))B

� 1

N
(�

1
;:::;�

‘
)(~z� E~YN (�)))=2

(2�)‘=2
p
det(B N (�

1;:::;�‘))
d~z

= (2~�N =
p
2�)‘(b1 � � � b‘)e

� (~c� ~EYN (�))B
� 1

(�
1
;:::;�

‘
)(~c� E~YN (�))=2(1+ o(1));

(2:37)

with ~c� (c;:::;c),and E ~YN (�)� (EYN (�
1);:::;EYN (�

‘)),since �N isexponentially sm all

and jEYN (�)j� N R .By de�nition of~�N ,thequantities(2.37)areatm ostO (j� N j
� ‘),while,

by the estim ate (2.10)and by the assum ption on the cardinality ofR
�

N ;‘
nQ N ,the num ber

of‘-tuples ofcon�gurations in �

 l
N
nR

�

N ;‘
and in R

�

N ;‘
nQ N is exponentially sm aller than

j�N j
‘.Hence
X

(�1;:::;�‘)2Q N

P(8‘i= 1 :jYN (�
i)� E N j< bi�N )

=
X

(�1;:::;�‘)2Q N

(2~�N =
p
2�)‘(b1 � � � b‘)e

� (~c� ~EYN (�))B
� 1

(�
1
;:::;�

‘
)(~c� E~YN (�))=2(1+ o(1))+ o(1)

=
X

(�1;:::;�‘)2�

 ‘

N

(2~�N =
p
2�)‘(b1 � � � b‘)e

� (~c� ~EYN (�))B
� 1

(�
1
;:::;�

‘
)(~c� E~YN (�))=2(1+ o(1))+ o(1)

=
b1 � � � b‘

j�N j
‘K ‘

X

(�1;:::;�‘)2�

 ‘

N

e
� (~c� ~EYN (�))B

� 1
(�

1
;:::;�

‘
)(~c� E~YN (�))=2(1+ o(1))+ o(1):

(2:38)
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Thelastquantity convergesto b1 � � � b‘,by the assum ptions(2.32),(2.33)and (2.35).

The sum ofthe probabilities,P(8‘i= 1 :jYN (�)� EN j< �N bi),over all‘-tuplesofR
�

N ;‘
n

Q N ,containsatm ostj�N j
‘e� N

� 

term s,while,by Assum ption A (iii),(and since,forany

(�1;:::;�‘) 2 R
�

N ;‘
, the rank ofB N (�

1;:::;�‘) equals ‘) each term is at m ost of order

j�N j
� ‘,up to a polynom ialfactor.Thusthissum convergesto zero.

Finally,the sum ofthe sam e probabilities over the collections (�1;:::;�‘)2 �
 l
N
nR

�

N ;‘

convergesto zero,exponentially fast,by the sam e argum entsasthose leading to (2.29)and

(2.31),with �1 = �.}

3. Exam ples

W e willnow show that the assum ptions ofour theorem are veri�ed in a wide class of

physically relevant m odels: 1) the G aussian p-spin SK m odels, 2) SK -m odels with non-

G aussian couplings,and 3) short-range spin-glasses. In the last two exam ples we consider

only the case � = 0.

3.1 p-spin Sherrington-K irkpatrick m odels,0 � � < 1=2.

In thissubsection weillustrateourgeneraltheorem in theclassofSherrington-K irkpatrick

m odels.ConsiderS = f� 1;1g.

H N (�)=

p
N

q �
N

p

�

X

1� i1< i2< � � � < ip� N

Ji1;:::;ip�i1�i2 � � � �ip (3:1)

isthe Ham iltonian ofthe p-spin Sherrington-K irkpatrick m odel,whereJi1;:::;ip are indepen-

dentstandard G aussian random variables.

Thefollowing elem entary proposition concernsthe sym m etriesto the Ham iltonian.

P roposition 3.1:Assum e that,for any 0 < i1 < � � � < ip � N ,�i1 � � � �ip = �0i1 � � � �0
ip
.

Then,ifp ispair,either�i = �0i,foralli= 1;:::;N ,or�i = � �0i,foralli= 1;:::;N ,and,

ifp is odd,then �i = �0i,for alli= 1;:::;N . Assum e that,for any 0 < i1 < � � � < ip � N ,

�i1 � � � �ip = � �0i1 � � � �0
ip
. This is im possible,ifp is pair and �i = � �0i,for alli= 1;:::;N ,

ifp isodd.

Thisproposition allows usto constructthe space �N : Ifp isodd and c6= 0,�N = SN ,

thusj�N j= 2N .Ifpiseven,orc= 0,�N consistsofequivalenceclasseswherecon�gurations

� and � � are identi�ed,thusj� N j= 2N � 1.
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T heorem 3.2: Let p � 1 be odd. Let �N = SN . Ifp = 1 and � 2 [0;1=4[, and, if

p = 3;5;:::;,and � 2 [0;1=2[,for any constantc2 R nf0g the pointprocess

PN �
X

�2� N

�
f�

� 1

N
jN � 1=2H N (�)� cN � jg

(3:2)

where �N = 2� N e+ c
2
N

2�
=2
p

�

2
,converges weakly to the standard Poisson pointprocess,P,

on R+ .

Let p be even. Let �N be the space ofequivalence classes ofSN where � and � � are

identi� ed. For any � 2 [0;1=2[and any constant,c2 R,the pointprocess

PN �
X

�2� N

�f(2�N )� 1jN � 1=2H N (�)� cN � jg (3:3)

converges weakly to the standard Poisson point process, P,on R + . The result(3.3) holds

true as wellin the case ofc= 0,for p odd.

ProofofTheorem 3.2. W e have to verify the assum ptions ofTheorem 2.2 for the process

N � 1=2H N (�)= YN (�).Theelem entsofthecovariance m atrix (2.8)are:

bj;j(�
1
;:::;�

‘)= 1; 8
‘
j= 1; (3:4)

bj;m (�
1
;:::;�

‘)=

�
N

p

� � 1 X

1� i1< i2< � � � < ip� N

�
j

i1
:::�

j

ip
�
m
i1
:::�

m
ip
; 81� j< m � ‘: (3:5)

Ithasbeen observed in [BK L]thatitsnon-diagonalelem entscan bewritten as

bj;m (�
1
;:::;�

‘)=

[p=2]X

k= 0

(� N )� k
�
2k

p

�

(k � 1)!!

�
1

N

NX

q= 1

�
j
q�

m
q

�p� 2k
(1+ O (1=N )): (3:6)

Now letusverify theAssum ption A (i).Let

Q
�

N ;‘;q
=

n

(�1;:::;�l)2 �

 l
N

:81� i< j� ‘

�
�
�N

� 1

NX

q= 1

�
i
q�

j
q

�
�
�< qN

� �
o

: (3:7)

The‘-tuplesofthissetsatisfy thefollowingproperty:forany �2;:::;�‘ 2 f� 1;1g‘� 1,thesets

ofsitesA �2;:::;�‘ = fi:�2i = �2�
1
i;�

3
i = �3�

1
i;:::;�

‘
i = �‘�

1
ig hasthe cardinality N 2� (‘� 1) +

O (N 1� �). Then it is an easy com binatorialcom putation to check that there exists h > 0,

such that,forany q2 R+ ,and any � 2]0;1=2[,

jQ
�

N ;‘;q
j� j�N j

‘(1� exp(� hN 1� 2�)); (3:8)
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forallN large enough. By the representation (3.6),we have
T p

k= 0
Q
� (k� �)=(p� 2k)

N ;‘;q
� R

�

N ;‘
,

with q= (pm axk= 0;:::;[p=2]
�
2k

p

�
(k� 1)!!)� 1.But,forany� 2]0;p=2[,and anyk = 0;1;:::;[p=2],

Q
� (k� �)=(p� 2k)

N ;‘;q
� Q

� (k+ 1� �)=(p� 2(k+ 1))

N ;‘;q
.Therefore,

Q
�=p

N ;‘;q
� R

�

N ;‘
: (3:9)

Thus,dueto (3.8),Assum ption A (i)isveri�ed with �(�)= 1� 2�=p,for� 2]0;p=2[.

Letusnow check the Assum ption A (ii).To estim ate the cardinality ofLr
N ;‘,we need to

introduce an ‘ by
�
N

p

�
m atrix,Cp(�

1;:::;�‘),asfollows. For any given �1;:::;�‘,the jth

colum n iscom posed ofall
�
N

p

�
products,�

j

i1
�
j

i2
� � � �

j

ip
,over allsubsets1 � i1 < i2 < � � � <

ip � N .Then we have

C
T
p (�

1
;:::;�

‘)Cp(�
1
;:::;�

‘)=

�
N

p

� � 1

B N (�
1
;:::;�

‘): (3:10)

Let �1;:::;�‘ be such that rank(B N (�
1;:::;�‘))= r < ‘. Then,r colum ns ofthe m atrix

Cp(�
1;:::;�‘)form a basisofits‘colum ns.Assum ethattheseare,e.g.,the�rstr colum ns.

Them atrix Cp(�
1;:::;�r)can contain atm ost2r di�erentrows.W ewillshow that,forany

(�1;:::;�‘)2 Lr
N ;‘

,itcan in factnotcontain all2r rows,dueto the following proposition.

P roposition 3.3: Assum e thatan 2r � r m atrix,A,with elem ents,1 or � 1,consists of

all2r di� erentrows. Assum e thata colum n oflength 2r with elem ents 1 or � 1 is a linear

com bination ofthe colum nsofA.Then thiscolum n isa m ultiple (with coe� cient+ 1 or� 1)

ofone ofthe colum ns ofthe m atrix A.

Proof. The proofcan be carried out by induction over r. A generalisation ofthis fact is

proven in [BK -npp].

Now,ifthem atrix Cp(�
1;:::;�r)contained all2r rows,then,by Proposition 3.3,forany

j= r+ 1;:::;‘,therewould existm = 1;:::;r,such that,either,forany 0 < i1 < � � � < ip �

N ,�
j

i1
� � � �

j

ip
= �mi1 � � � �m

ip
,or,forany 0 < i1 < � � � < ip � N ,�

j

i1
� � � �

j

ip
= � �mi1 � � � �m

ip
,which

would im ply jYN (�
j)j= jYN (�

m )j.Butthisisexcluded by the de�nition ofL r
N ;‘

.

Thus,forany (�1;:::;�‘)2 Lr
N ;‘

,them atrix Cp(�
1;:::;�r)containsatm ost2r� 1 di�er-

entrows.ThereareO ((2r� 1)N )possibilitiesto constructsuch a m atrix.Furtherm ore,there

is only an N -independentnum berofpossibilities to com plete it by adding linear com bina-

tionsofitscolum nsto Cp(�
1;:::;�‘).To see this,considerthe restriction ofCp(�

1;:::;�r)

to any r linearly independentrows.Thereare notm ore than 2r(‘� r) waysto com plete itby
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(‘� r)colum nsof� 1 oflength r,thatare linear com binations ofits r colum ns. Buteach

such choicedeterm inesuniquely linearcoe�cientsin theselinearcom binationsand hencethe

com pletion ofthe wholeCp(�
1;:::;�r)up to Cp(�

1;:::;�‘).ThusjLr
N ;‘j= O ((2r � 1)N ).

It rem ains to verify the Assum ption A (iii). This is easy: ifrank(B N (�
1;:::;�‘)) = r,

then r ofthe random variables YN (�
1);:::;YN (�

‘) are linearly independent. Assum e that

these are,e.g.,YN (�
i1);:::;YN (�

ir). Then the covariance m atrix B N (�
i1;:::;�ir) is non-

degenerate,and thecorresponding probability isbounded from above by

P(8rj= 1jYN (�
ij)� E N j< �N bij)�

(2�N )
r(bi1 � � � bir)p

(2�)rdetB N (�
i1;:::;�ir)

: (3:11)

>From the representation ofthe m atrix elem ents of;B N (�
i1;:::;�ir)),(3.5),one sees that

thedeterm inant,(detB N (�
i1;:::;�ir)),isa �nitepolynom ialin thevariablesN � 1,and thus

itsinverse can grow atm ostpolynom ially.

Thus,wehaveestablished thatAssum ption A isveri�ed.W enow turn toconditions(2.14),

(2.15),and (2.16)on �.Since�(�)= 1� 2�=p,for� 2]0;p=2[,weshould �nd �1;�2 2]0;p=2[

such that� < �2=2,� < �=2+ 1=2� �=p for� 2]�1;�2[,and � < 1=2� �1=p. W e see that,

forany p � 2 and � 2]0;1=2[,itispossibleto �x �1 > 0 sm allenough,and �2 2]0;p=2[close

enough to 1,such thattheseassum ptionsaresatis�ed.Ifp = 1,then such achoiceispossible

only for� 2]0;1=4[.Theassum ption (2.17)need notbeveri�ed hereasYN (�)isa G aussian

process.}

R em ark: Values p = 1;� = 1=4. The value � = 1=4 islikely to be the true criticalvalue

in the case p = 1. In this case,one can check that the principle part ofour sum gives a

contribution ofthe form

const(1+ o(1))
p
(2�N )k(k� 1)=2

X

m 1;2;:::;m k� 1;k

8 i6= j:jm i;jj< N � � 1=2

exp

�

c
2
N

2�
X

1� i< j� N

m i;j(1+ o(1))�
N

2

X

1� i< j� k

m
2

i;j(1+ o(1))

�

;

(3:12)

which in turn iseasily seem to be oforder(ec
2
=2)k(k� 1)=2,thatititdoesnotbehave like a

constant to the power k. Note that the term proportionalto
p
N in the exponents arises

from theo�-diagonalpartofthe covariance m atrix B N .

If� > 1=4,thecontribution from the(3.12)isalready oforder(eN
4� � 1

c
2
=2)k(k� 1)=2,which

cannotbe com pensated by any norm alisation ofthe form �kN . Thusatleastthe conditions

ofTheorem 2.1 cannothold in thiscase.



LocalR EM conjecture 15

3.2. G eneralized p-spin SK m odels at level� = 0.

In thissubsection we generalize Theorem 3.2 to the case ofnon-G aussian processin the

case ofnon-zero m ean and � = 0. Letp � 1,U i1;i2;:::;ip be any
�
N

p

�
i.i.d. random variables

with EU = a and VarU = 1.Let

H N (�)=

p
N

q �
N

p

�

X

1� i1< i2< � � � < ip� N

Ui1;:::;ip�i1�i2 � � � �ip: (3:13)

Let�(s)= Eeis(U � a) bethe generating function of(U � a).

A ssum ption B .W e willassum e in this section thatE jU j3 < 1 and j�(s)j= O (jsj� 1),as

jsj! 1 .

R em ark: Thedecay assum ption on theFouriertransform isnotoptim al,butsom econdition

ofthistype isneeded,asthe resultcannotbeexpected fordiscrete distributions,where the

num berofpossiblevaluesthe Ham iltonian takeson would be�nite.

W e consider YN (�) = N � 1=2H N (�). The state space �N is de�ned as in the previous

exam ple. The covariance m atrix,given by (3.6), converges in law to the identity m atrix

by the law of large num bers. Furtherm ore,analogously to (3.6), we see that EYN (�) =

Q p(N
� 1=2

P N

i= 1
�i),where

Q p(x)=

[p=2]X

k= 0

(� 1)k
�
2k

p

�

(k � 1)!!xp� 2k: (3:14)

By the centrallim it theorem ,EYN (�)
D
! Q p(J) where J is a standard G aussian random

variable.Hence,(2.32)and (2.33)are veri�ed and we m ay de�nethe constant

K p � E exp

�

� (c� aQ p(J))
2
=2

�

(3:15)

Then,e�N = K � 1
p j�N j

� 1(
p
2�=2),with j�N j= 2N forp odd and j�N j= 2N � 1 forp even.

T heorem 3.4:

(i) Letp be odd. Let� N = SN .For any c6= 0,the pointprocess

PN �
X

�2� N

�f2N K p(2=
p
2�)jYN (�)� cjg (3:16)

convergesweakly to the standard Poisson pointprocess on R + .
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(ii) Letp be odd and c= 0,or letp be even and c6= 0. Denote by � N the space ofthe 2N � 1

equivalence classesin SN where � and � � are identi� ed.Then the pointprocess

PN �
X

�2� N

�f2N � 1
K p(2=

p
2�)jYN (�)� cjg; (3:17)

convergesweakly to the standard Poisson pointprocess on R + .

ProofofTheorem 3.4.W eshould check theassum ptionsofTheorem 2.3.TheAssum ptionsA

(i),forany � 2]0;p=2[,and (ii)have been already veri�ed in the proofofTheorem 3.2. W e

m ustcheck (iii)and also theassertion (2.17)on an appropriatesubsetQ N .

W e willusetheconstruction ofthe m atrix Cp(�
1;:::;�‘)explained in theproofofTheo-

rem 3.2,see (3.10).Letusintroducethe Fouriertransform

f
�
1
;:::;�

‘

(t1;:::;t‘)= E exp

�

i[t1(YN (�
1)� EYN (�

1))+ � � � + tk(YN (�
k)� EYN (�

‘))]

�

:(3:18)

A sim ple com putation showsthat

f
�
1
;:::;�

‘

(t1;:::;t‘)=

(Np )Y

m = 1

�

��
N

p

� � 1=2

fCp(�
1
;:::;�

‘)~tgm

�

; (3:19)

wherefCp(�
1;:::;�‘)~tgm isthem th coordinate oftheproductofthem atrix Cp(�

1;:::;�‘)

with thevector~t= (t1;:::;t‘).

Assum ption A (iii)isvalid dueto thefollowing proposition.

P roposition 3.5: There exists a constant,Q = Q (r;‘;b1;:::;b‘)> 0,such that,for any

(�1;:::;�‘)2 �

 ‘
N
,any r� ‘,ifrankB N (�

1;:::�‘)= r,

P

�

8
‘
i= 1 :jYN (�

i)� cj� e�N bi

�

� [e�N ]
r
Q N

pr=2+ 1
: (3:20)

Proof. Recallthatitfollowsfrom the hypothesisthatthe rank ofthe m atrix Cp(�
1;:::;�‘)

equalsr.Letusrem ovefrom thism atrix ‘� rcolum nssuch thattherem ainingrcolum nsare

linearly independent.Theycorrespond toacertain subsetofrcon�gurations.W ithoutlossof

generality,wem ay assum ethatthey are�1;:::;�r,i.e.,weobtain them atrix Cp(�
1;:::;�r).

O bviously,

P

�

8
‘
i= 1 :jYN (�

i)� cj� e�N bi

�

� P

�

8
r
j= 1 :jYN (�

j)� cj� e�N bi

�

(3:21)
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Then

P

�

8
‘
i= 1 :jYN (�

i)� cj� e�N bi

�

�
1

(2�)r
lim

D ! 1

Z

[� D ;D ]r

�
�f

�
1
;:::;�

r

N
(t1;:::;tr)

�
�

rY

j= 1

eitjbj
e�N � e� itjbj

e�N

2itj
dtj:

(3:22)

Ase�N = O (2� N ),the integrand in (3.22)isbounded by

�
�
�
�
�

eitjbj
e�N � e� itjbj

e�N

2itj

�
�
�
�
�
� m in

�
Q 02

� N
;2jtjj

� 1
�
; (3:23)

with a constant,Q 0 = Q 0(bj).Next,letuschoosein them atrix Cp(�
1;:::;�r)any rlinearly

independentrowsand constructfrom them an r� r m atrix, �C r� r. Then,by (3.19)and by

Assum ption B on �(s)

jf
�
1
;:::;�

r

N
(~t)j�

rY

j= 1

�
�
�
�
�
�

��
N

p

� � 1=2

f�C r� r~tgj

�
�
�
�
�
�
�

rY

j= 1

m in

�

1;~Q 0N
p=2

�
�f~t�C r� r

gj
�
�� 1

�

; (3:24)

with ~Q 0 > 0.Hence,the absolute value ofthe integral(3.22)isbounded by the sum oftwo

term s,

Q 0(b1)� � � Q0(br)2
� N r

Z

k~tk< 2N r

rY

j= 1

m in

�

1;~Q 0N
p=2

�
�f�C r� r~tgj

�
�� 1

�

dtj

+

Z

k~tk> 2N r

rY

j= 1

(2t� 1m )

rY

j= 1

m in

�

1;~Q 0N
p=2

�
�f�C r� r~tgj

�
�� 1

�

dtj:

(3:25)

Recallthat the m atrix �C r� r has m atrix elem ents � 1 and rank r. Since the totalnum ber

ofsuch m atrices is at m ost 2r
2

,the sm allest absolute value ofthe determ inant ofallsuch

m atrices is som e positive num ber that does not depend on N ,but only on r. Therefore,

the change ofvariables,~� = �C r� r~t,in the �rstterm showsthatthe integraloverk~tk < 2rN

is oforder at m ost N pr=2 ln2rN � N pr=2+ 1. Thus the �rst term of(3.25) is bounded by

Q 12
� N rN pr=2+ 1,with som e constant Q 1 < 1 . Using the change ofvariables ~� = 2� rN ~t

in the second term of(3.25),one can see that the integralover k~tk > 2N r is bounded by

Q 22
� N rN pr=2,with som e constantQ 2 < 1 .Thisconcludesthe proof.}

Finally, let us �x any � 2]0;1=2[and introduce Q N = Q
�=p

N ;‘;q
( de�ned in (3.7)) with

q= (pm axk= 0;:::;[p=2]
�
2k

p

�
(k� 1)!!)� 1.By (3.9)and (3.8),itisasubsetofR

�

N ;‘
,and j�
 ‘

N
nQ N j

is sm aller than 2N ‘e� hN
1� 2�

, with som e h > 0. W e need to verify (2.17) for Q N . W e

abbreviate

~W N � v
� 1
�
(c� EYN (�

1));:::;(c� EYN (�
‘))
�
: (3:26)
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Forany �1;:::;�‘ 2 Q N ,we split

P(8‘i= 1jYN (�
i)� cj< bi

e�N )=

4X

m = 1

I
m
N (�

1
;:::;�

‘); (3:27)

where

I
1

N (�
1
;:::;�

‘)=

Z

R
‘

‘Y

j= 1

eitjbj
e�N � eitjbj

e�N

2itj
e
i~t�~W N e

� ~tB N (�
1
;:::;�

‘
)~t=2

d~t

�

Z

k~tk� �N p=6

‘Y

j= 1

eitjbj
e�N � e� itjbj

e�N

2itj
e
i~t�~W N e

� ~tB N (�
1
;:::;�

‘
)~t=2

d~t;

(3:28)

I
2

N (�
1
;:::;�

‘)=

Z

k~tk< �N p=6

‘Y

j= 1

eitjbj
e�N � e� itjbj

e�N

2itj
e
i~t�~W N

�
f
�
1
;:::;�

‘

N
(~t)� e

� ~tB N (�
1
;:::;�

‘
)~t=2

�
d~t;

(3:29)

I
3

N (�
1
;:::;�

‘)=

Z

�N p=6< k~tk< �
p
N p

‘Y

j= 1

eitjbj
e�N � e� itjbj

e�N

2itj
e
i~t�~W N f

�
1
;:::;�

‘

N
(~t)d~t; (3:30)

and

I
4

N (�
1
;:::;�

‘)= (2�)� ‘ lim
D ! 1

Z

[� D ;D ]‘\k~tk> �
p
N p

‘Y

j= 1

eitjbj
e�N � e� itjbj

e�N

2itj
e
i~t�~W N f

�
1
;:::;�

‘

N
(~t)d~t;

(3:31)

with som e �;� > 0 to bechosen later.

The�rstpartofI1N (�
1;:::;�‘)isexactly thequantity P(8‘i= 1 :jZN (�

i)� cj< bi
e�N ).Note

that
�
�
�

‘Y

j= 1

eitjbj
e�N � e� tjbj

e�N

2itj

�
�
�� Q 2� N ‘

; (3:32)

with som e Q < 1 . Then the second partofI1
N
isexponentially sm aller than 2� ‘N ,forall

(�1;:::;�‘) 2 Q N . W e m ust show that I2N ;I
3
N ;I

4
N are o(2� N ‘),for all(�1;:::;�‘) 2 Q N .

Thisiseasy dueto thefollowing proposition.

P roposition 3.6:Thereexistconstants,C < 1 ,�;�;� > 0,suchthat,forall(�1;:::;�‘)2

Q N ,the following estim ates hold:

(i) For allk~tk < �Np=6,

�
�f

�
1
;:::;�

‘

N
(~t)� e

� ~tB N (�
1
;:::;�

‘
)~t=2

�
��

C k~tk3

p
N p

e
� ~tB N (�

1
;:::;�

‘
)~t=2

: (3:33)
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(ii) For allk~tk < �
p
N p,

�
�f

�
1
;:::;�

‘

N
(~t)
�
�� e

� �k~tk
2

: (3:34)

Proof. The proofis elem entary and com pletely analogous to the corresponding estim ate in

theproofoftheBerry-Essen inequality.Alldetailsare com pletely analogousto thosein the

proofofLem m a 3.5 in [BK 2]and therefore are om itted.}

Using (3.33) and (3.32),we see that I2N (�
1;:::;�l) = O (N � p=2)2� N ‘. The third term ,

I3N (�
1;:::;�l),isexponentially sm allerthan 2� N ‘ by (3.34).

Finally,by (3.32)we m ay estim ate I4N (�
1;:::�‘)roughly as

jI
4

N (�
1
;:::�

‘)j� Q 2� ‘N
Z

k~tk> �
p
N p

jf
�
1
;:::;�

k

N
(~t)jd~t; (3:35)

with som e constantQ < 1 .By the construction ofthe setQ N (3.7),forany (�1;:::;�‘)2

Q N ,them atrixC1(�
1;:::;�‘),(i.e.,them atrixwith N rows,thekth row being�1

k
;�2

k
;:::;�‘

k
),

containsatleast2‘� 1 possibledi�erentrows,each row being presentatleast2� ‘N (1+ o(1))

tim es. Consequently, each of these rows is present in the m atrix Cp(�
1;:::;�‘) at least

2� ‘N p(1+ o(1))tim es,forany p � 2.Then,by (3.19),f
�
1
;:::;�

‘

N
(~t)isthe productofatleast

2‘� 1 di�erentcharacteristic functions,each istaken to the poweratleast2� ‘N p(1+ o(1)).

Let us �x from a set ofdi�erent rows ofC p(�
1;:::;�‘) ‘ linearly independent ones,and

denote by �C the square m atrix com posed ofthem . Then there exists �(�) > 0,such that
q

~t�C T �C~t=v2 � �,forall~t,with k~tk > �. Changing variables~s =
�
N

p

�� 1=2 �C~tin (3.35),one

getsthe bound

jI
4

N (�
1
;:::;�

‘)j� Q 2� ‘N N p‘=2

Z

k~sk> �

‘Y

m = 1

�
��(sm )

�
�2

� (‘� 1)
N

p
(1+ o(1))

dsm : (3:36)

Assum ption B m adeon �(s)im pliesthat�(s)isaperiodic,and thusj�(s)j< 1,forany s6= 0.

M oreover,for any � > 0,there exists h(�)> 0,such that j�(s)j< 1� h(�),for alls with

jsj> �=‘.Therefore,the right-hand sideof(3.36)doesnotexceed

Q 2� N ‘
N

p‘=2(1� h(�))2
� (‘� 1)

N
p
(1+ o(1))� 2

Z

k~sk> �

‘Y

m = 1

�
��(sm )

�
�2dsm ; (3:37)

where the integralis �nite again due to Assum ption B.Therefore,I4N (�
1;:::;�‘) is expo-

nentially sm allerthan 2� N ‘.Thisconcludesthe proofof(2.17)on Q N and ofthe theorem .

}
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3.3. Short range spin glasses.

As a �nalexam ple, we consider short-range spin glass m odels. To avoid unnecessary

com plications, we willlook at m odels on the d-dim ensionaltorus,�N ,oflength N . W e

considerHam iltoniansofthe form

H N (�)� � N
� d=2

X

A � � N

rA JA �A (3:38)

where e �A �
Q

x2A
�x, rA are given constants, and JA are random variables. W e will

introducesom e notation:

(a) LetA N denote thesetofallA � �N ,such thatrA 6= 0.

(b) For any two subsets,A;B � �N ,we say that A � B ,i� there exists x 2 � N such that

B = A + x.W e denote by A the setofequivalence classesofA N underthisrelation.

W ewillassum ethattheconstants,rA ,and therandom variables,JA ,satisfy thefollowing

conditions:

(i) rA = rA + x,forany x 2 �N ;

(ii) there existsk 2 N,such thatany equivalence classin A hasa representative A � �k;we

willidentify the setA with a uniquely chosen setofrepresentativescontained in �k.

(iii)
P

A � � N :
r2A = N d.

(iv) JA ,A 2 Z
d,are a fam ily ofindependentrandom variables,such that

(v) JA and JA + x areidentically distributed forany x 2 Z
d;

(vi) EJA = 0 and EJ2A = 1,and EJ3A < 1 ;

(vii) For any A 2 A ,the Fourier transform �A (s) � E exp(isJA ),ofJA satis�es j�A (s)j=

O (jsj� 1)asjsj! 1 .

O bservethatEH N (�)= 0,

b(�;�0)� N
� d
EH N (�)H N (�

0)= N
� d

X

A � � N

r
2

A �A �
0
A � 1 (3:39)

whereequality holds,if� = �0.

Note that YN (�) = YN (�
0) (resp. YN (�) = � YN (�

0) ),ifand only if,for allA 2 A N ,

�A = �0A (resp. �A = � �0A ). E.g.,in the standard Edwards-Anderson m odel,with nearest
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neighborpairinteraction,if�x di�ersfrom �0
x on every second site,x,then YN (�)= � YN (�

0),

and if�0= � �,YN (�)= YN (�
0).In general,wewillconsidertwocon�gurations,�;�02 S� N ,

as equivalent,i� for allA 2 A N ,�A = �0A . W e denote the set ofthese equivalence classes

by �N . W e willassum e in the sequelthat there is a �nite constant, � � 1, such that

j�N j� 2N
d

�� 1. In the specialcase ofc = 0,the equivalence relation willbe extended to

include the case �A = � �0A ,for allA 2 A N . In m ost reasonable exam ples (e.g. whenever

nearestneighborpairinteractionsareincluded in thesetA ),theconstant�� 2 (resp.�� 4,

ifc= 0)).

T heorem 3.7: Letc2 R,and � N be the space ofequivalence classes de� ned before. Let

�N � j�N j
� 1ec

2
=2
p

�

2
.Then the pointprocess

PN �
X

�2� N

�
f�

� 1

N
jH N (�)� cjg

; (3:40)

convergesweakly to the standard Poisson pointprocess on R + .

If,m oreover,the random variables JA are Gaussian,then,for any c2 R,and 0 � � < 1=4,

with �N � j� N j
� 1eN

2�
c
2
=2
p

�

2
,the pointprocess

PN �
X

�2� N

�
f�

� 1

N
jH N (�)� cN � jg

; (3:41)

convergesweakly to the standard Poisson pointprocess on R + .

Proof. W e willnow show thatthe assum ptionsA ofTheorem 2.3 hold. First,the point(i)

ofAssum ption A isveri�ed dueto the following proposition.

P roposition 3.8:Let R
�

N ;‘
be de� ned as in (2.9). Then, in the setting above, for all

0 � � < 1

2
,

jR
�

N ;‘
j� j�N j

‘
�

1� e
� hN d(1� 2� )

�

; (3:42)

with som e constanth > 0.

Proof. LetE� denote the expectation underthe uniform probability m easure on f� 1;1g� N .

W e willshow thatthereexistsa constant,K > 0,such that,forany �0,and any 0 � �N � 1

P�(� :b(�;�0)> �N )� exp(� K �
2

N N
d): (3:43)

Note that without loss,we can take �0 � 1. W e want to use the exponentialChebyshev

inequality and thusneed to estim ate theLaplace transform

E� exp

 

tN
� d

X

A 2� N

r
2

A �A

!

: (3:44)
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Letusassum e forsim plicity thatN = nk isa m ultiple ofk,and introduce the sub-lattice,

�N ;k � f0;k;:::;(n � 1)k;nkgd.W rite

X

A 2� N

r
2

A �A =
X

A 2A

X

y2� N ;k

X

x2� k

r
2

A + y+ x�A + y+ x �
X

x2� k

Zx(�) (3:45)

where

Zx(�)=
X

y2� N ;k

Yy;x(�) (3:46)

hasthe nicefeature that,for�xed x,thesum m ands

Yx;y(�)�
X

A 2A

r
2

A + y+ x�A + y+ x

areindependentfordi�erenty;y02 �n;k (sincethesetsA + y+ x and A 0+ y0+ x aredisjoint

forany A;A 02 �k).Using the H�olderinequality repeatedly,

E� exp

 

t
X

x2� k

Zx(�)

!

�
Y

x2� k

h

E�e
tk

d
Z x (�)

ik� d

=
Y

x2� k

Y

y2� N ;k

h

E�e
tk

d
Yx ;y (�)

ik� d

=

h

E�e
tk

d
Y0;0(�)

iN d
k
� d

(3:47)

Itrem ainsto estim ate theLaplace transform ofY0;0(�),

E� exp
�
tk

d
Y0;0(�)

�
= E�

 

tk
d
X

A 2� k

r
2

A �A

!

; (3:48)

and,since E��A = 0,using thatex � 1+ x + x
2

2
ejxj,

E� exp

 

tk
d
X

A 2� k

r
2

A �A

!

� E� exp

 

t2

2
k
2d

 
X

A 2� k

r
2

A

!

e
tk

d
P

A 2 � k

r
2

A

!

� E� exp

�
t2

2
C e

tD

�

;

(3:49)

so that

E� exp

 

tN
� d

X

x2� k

Zx(�)

!

� exp

�

N
� dt

2

2
C
0
e
N

� d
tD

�

; (3:50)

with constants,C;C 0;D ,thatdo notdepend on N .To concludetheproofofthelem m a,the

exponentialChebyshev inequality gives,

P� [b(�;�
0)> �N ]� exp

�

� �N t+ N
� dt

2

2
C
0
e
tN

� d
D

�

: (3:51)
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Choosing t= �Nd�N ,thisgives

P� [b(�;�
0)> �N ]� exp

�
� ��

2

N N
d
�
1� �C

0
e
��N D

=2
��

(3:52)

Choosing � sm allenough,butindependentofN ,we obtain theassertion ofthe lem m a.}

To verify Assum ptionsA (ii)and (iii),weneed to introducethem atrix C = C (�1;:::;�‘)

with ‘colum nsand jA N jrows,indexed by the subsetsA 2 A N :the elem entsofeach ofits

colum n arerA �
1
A ;rA �

2
A ;:::;rA �

‘
A ,so thatC

T C isthecovariancem atrix,B N (�
1;:::;�‘),up

to a m ultiplicative factorN d.

Theassum ption (ii)isveri�ed duetoProposition 3.3.In fact,letusreduceC tothem atrix

~C = ~C (�1;:::;�‘)with colum ns�1A ;�
2
A ;:::;�

‘
A ,withouttheconstantsrA .Then,exactly as

in the case ofp-spin SK m odels,by Proposition 3.3,forany (�1;:::;�‘)2 L‘
N d;r

them atrix

~C (�1;:::;�‘)can contain atm ost2r � 1 di�erentcolum ns.Hence,jL ‘

N d;r
j= O ((2r � 1)N

d

)

whilej� N j
r � (2N

d

=�)r.

The assum ption (iii) is veri�ed as well,and its proofis com pletely analogous to that of

Proposition 3.5. The key observation isthat,again,the num berofpossible non-degenerate

m atrices �C r� r that can be obtained from Cp(�
1;:::;�‘) is independent ofN . But this is

truesince,by assum ption,the num berdi�erentconstantsrA isN -independent.

Finally,we de�neQ N asfollows.Forany A 2 A ,let

Q
�;A

N ;‘
=

n

(�1;:::;�‘):81� i< j� ‘ r
2

A

X

x2Zd :x+ A � � N

�
i
A �

j

A
< jA j

� 1
N

� �
o

: (3:53)

Let us de�ne Q N =
T

A 2A
Q
�;A

N ;‘
� R

�

N ;‘
. By Proposition 3.8,applied to a m odelwhere

jA j= 1,forany A 2 A ,we have jS

 ‘
N

nQ
�;A

N ;‘
j� 2N

d

exp(� hA N
d(1� 2�)),with som e hA > 0.

Hence,jR
�

N ;‘
nQ N jhas cardinality sm aller than j�N j

‘exp(� hN d(1� 2�)),with som e h > 0.

Theveri�cation of(2.17)on Q N isanalogousto theonein Theorem 3.4,using theanalogue

ofProposition 3.6.W e only note a sm alldi�erence in the analysisofthe term I4N where we

use the explicitconstruction ofQ N .W e representthe corresponding generating function as

theproductofjA jterm soverdi�erentequivalenceclassesofA ,with representativesA � � k,

each term being
Q

x2Zd :x+ A 2� N
�(N � d=2rA (t1�

1
x+ A + � � � + t‘�

‘
x+ A )). Next,we use the fact

thatforany (�1;:::;�‘)2 Q N each ofthese jA jterm sisa productofatleast2‘ � 1 (and

ofcoarseatm ost2‘)di�erentterm s,each istaken to thepowerjA j� 1N d2� ‘(1+ o(1)).This

provesthe�rstassertion ofthetheorem .
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The proofofthe second assertion, i.e., the case � > 0 with G aussian variables JA is

im m ediate from the estim atesabove and the abstractTheorem 2.2,in view ofthe factthat

thecondition (2.17)istrivially veri�ed.}
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