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Abstract

Representation theory and the theory of symmetric functions have played a central
role in Random Matrix Theory in the computation of quantities such as joint moments
of traces and joint moments of characteristic polynomials of matrices drawn from the
Circular Unitary Ensemble and other Circular Ensembles related to the classical com-
pact groups. The reason is that they enable the derivation of exact formulae, which
then provide a route to calculating the large-matrix asymptotics of these quantities.
We develop a parallel theory for the Gaussian Unitary Ensemble of random matrices,
and other related unitary invariant matrix ensembles. This allows us to write down
exact formulae in these cases for the joint moments of the traces and the joint mo-
ments of the characteristic polynomials in terms of appropriately defined symmetric
functions. As an example of an application, for the joint moments of the traces we
derive explicit asymptotic formulae for the rate of convergence of the moments of poly-
nomial functions of GUE matrices to those of a standard normal distribution when the
matrix size tends to infinity.

1 Introduction

Many important quantities in Random Matrix Theory, such as joint moments of traces and
joint moments of characteristic polynomials, can be calculated exactly for matrices drawn
from the Circular Unitary Ensemble and the other Circular Ensembles related to the classical
compact groups using representation theory and the theory of symmetric polynomials. In
the case of joint moments of the traces, this approach has proved highly successful, as in,
for example, the work of Diaconis and Shahshahani [19]. Similarly, the joint moments of
characteristic polynomials were calculated exactly in terms of Schur polynomials by Bump
and Gamburd [14], leading to expressions equivalent to those obtained using the Selberg
integral and related techniques [2, 42, 41, 16]. Lee and Oh [47] extended the work of Bump
and Gamburd [14] and computed the correlation functions of characteristic polynomials in
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the Sato-Tato groups as sums of characters of irreducible characters of the symplectic group
Sp(N). Our aim here is to develop a parallel theory for the classical unitary invariant
Hermitian ensembles of random matrices, in particular for the Gaussian (GUE), Laguerre
(LUE), and Jacobi ensembles (JUE).

Characteristic polynomials and their asymptotics have been well studied for Hermitian
matrices using orthogonal polynomials, super-symmetric techniques, Selberg and Itzykson-
Zuber integrals, see, for example, [12, 9, 30, 31, 32, 1]. Other properties including universality
[58, 11], and ensembles with external sources [29, 25] have also been considered. Here we give
a symmetric-function-theoretic approach similar to that established by Bump and Gamburd
[14], using generalised Schur polynomials [54] or multivariate orthogonal polynomials [3, 4]
to compute correlation functions of characteristic polynomials for § = 2 ensembles.

Diaconis and Shashahani [19] used group-theoretic arguments and symmetric functions to
calculate joint moments of traces of matrices for classical compact groups. Here, using mul-
tivariate orthogonal polynomials, we develop a similar approach to calculate joint moments
of traces for Hermitian ensembles, leading to closed form expressions using combinatorial
and symmetric-function-theoretic methods.

Moments of Hermitian ensembles and their correlators have recently received considerable
attention. Cunden et al. [18] showed that as a function of their order, the moments are
hypergeometric orthogonal polynomials. Cunden, Dahlqvist and O’Connell [17] showed that
the cumulants of the Laguerre ensemble admit an asymptotic expansion in inverse powers
of N of whose coefficients are the Hurwitz numbers. Dubrovin and Yang [20] computed the
cumulant generating function for the GUE, while Gisonni, Grava and Ruzza calculated the
generating function of the cumulants of the LUE in [33] and the JUE in [34].

If M is drawn at random from the classical compact groups U(N), O(N), Sp(IN) equipped
with Haar measure, then TrM*, k € N, converges to a complex normal random variable as
N — oo. Johansson [38] was the first to prove a central limit theorem when M belongs
to an ensemble of Hermitian matrices invariant under unitary conjugation. In this case the
analogue of TrM* is played by Tr T} (M), where T}, is the Chebyshev polynomial of the first
kind; see also [10, 63, 55, 26, 27, 56, 6, 52, 51, 45, 5, 43] and references therein. As an example
of an application of the general approach we take here, we apply our results to establish
explicit asymptotic formulae for the rate of convergence of the moments and cumulants of
Chebyshev-polynomial functions of GUE matrices to those of a standard normal distribution
when the matrix size tends to infinity. In a companion article [39], we use the techniques
developed in this paper to investigate the moments of the characteristic polynomials in the
GUE, uncovering structure that had been overlooked in previous studies.

The theory of symmetric functions has been applied to orthogonal polynomials also out-
side the context of random matrices. In a spirit similar to that in this paper, generalizations
of classical combinatorial identities like the Cauchy formula have played a fundamental role.
The Schur functions arise naturally in the representation theory of the Heisenberg algebra.
Lam [44] showed that by choosing a particular representation, the Schur polynomials are
replaced by a new class of symmetric functions that obey Pieri and Cauchy-like identities.
In turn, these can be applied to the theory of Hall-Littlewood and Macdonald polynomials.
More recently, Borodin [8] studied a one-parameter family of rational symmetric functions
that generalize the Hall-Littlewood polynomials. He also showed that such symmetric func-
tions satisfy Pieri and Cauchy-like identities.



This paper is structured as follows. In Sec. 2 we introduce our main results. The pre-
liminaries, multivariate orthogonal polynomials and their properties are discussed in Sec. 3.
The correlation functions of characteristic polynomials are calculated in Sec. 4. We dis-
cuss the change of basis among different symmetric functions in Sec. 5 and prove there the
results for the moments of characteristic polynomials and the joint moments of traces for
different ensembles. Finally, in Sec. 6, by way of an example, we apply the results to derive
explicit asymptotic formulae for the rate of convergence of the moments and cumulants of
Chebyshev-polynomial functions of GUE matrices to those of a standard normal distribution
when the matrix size tends to infinity.

2 Statements and results

For the classical compact groups, Schur polynomials and their generalisations are the charac-
ters of U(N), O(N) and Sp(N). In this context they have been used extensively to calculate
correlation functions of characteristic polynomials, joint moments of the traces, see [19, 14].
Although group theoretic tools are not available for the set of Hermitian matrices, multi-
variate orthogonal polynomials play the role of Schur functions for the GUE, LUE and JUE
and can be used to study fundamental quantities like moments of traces and characteristic
polynomials.

For a partition p, let @, be the multivariate symmetric polynomials with leading coeffi-
cient equal to 1 that obey the orthogonality relation

/@u(xl,...,xN)QPV(xl,...,xN) I (o) [Lwe)de =6,C0 (21)

1<i<j<N

for a weight function w. Here the lengths of the partitions p and v are less than or equal
to the number of variables N, and C), is a constant which depends on N. We prove the
following lemma, which is a generalization of the dual Cauchy identity.

Lemma 2.1. Let @, be multivariate polynomials given in (2.1). Let p,q € N and for
AC(P)=(q,--,q) let A= (p—A,...,p—A}). Then
———

(ti—x)) = S (=)NDA(t, .. )5 (21, - - 2g). (2.2)

q
=1 AC(gP)

i=1j

Here partition A = (Aq,...,\;) such that A\; > --- > ), is a sub-partition of the partition
(¢*), denoted by A C (¢P). (See Sec. 3.1). This lemma appears in [24, p.625] for the Jacobi
multivariate polynomials for arbitrary §. Here we present a different proof for g = 2, which
holds for the Hermite and Laguerre polynomials, too. A key difference in our approach is that
we have closed-form expressions for multivariate polynomials as determinants of univariate
classical orthogonal polynomials, while in the previous literature their construction was based
on recurrence relations. This means that in this paper formula (2.2) becomes a powerful tool
and plays a role analogous to that of the classical dual Cauchy identity for U(N). It is worth
noting that the identity in Lemma 2.1 is independent of the weight w. This is a consequence



of the row and column operations on determinants (see Eqgs. (4.4) and (4.5)) that are central
to the proof. It is the analogue of the well known equality for Vandermonde determinants,
[T (2i—a;)=det[z]] = detfon (@] s (2.3)
1<i<j<N DI

where ¢;, 1 = 1,2..., is any sequence of monic orthogonal polynomials.
We focus in particular on when w(zx) in (2.1) is a Gaussian, Laguerre and Jacobi weight:

_2?
2

e 7, reR, Gaussian,
w(r) =272, reR,, v > —1, Laguerre, (2.4)
(1l —x)?, x€l0,1], 1,7 >—1, Jacobi.

The classical polynomials orthogonal with respect to these weights satisfy

/ Hj(:)s)Hk(:B)e_% dx = V2w jldu, (2.5a)
R
_TIn+~vy+1)
L VLM a7e ™" do = Tt 1) o (2.5b)

/ J('Yl 2) ~/1 “{2)( ):L’““(l _ x)’yg dr

B F(n+% +1I(n+ v +1)
(2n+71+72+1) n!F(n—i—”yl—i—”yg—i—l)
The identity in (2.2) gives a compact way to calculate the correlation functions and moments

of characteristic polynomials of unitary ensembles using symmetric functions. The results
are as follows.

Theorem 2.1. Let M be an N x N GUE, LUE or JUE matriz and ty,...,t, € C. Then,

Omn - (2.5¢)

(a) E%”[ﬁ det(t; — M)] = Hww(tr, -, tp)

(b) E%)[ﬁldet(tj — M)] = (p 1_—[]; (—1)7; )ﬁ(Np (t1,...,1p) (2.6)

Here the subscrlpts (H),(L),(J) indicate Hermite, Laguerre and Jacobi, respectively,
and Hy, L], J. /\(Vl 72) are multivariate polynomials orthogonal with respect to the generalised
weights in (2.1).

Similar to the case of the classical compact groups, correlations of traces of Hermitian

ensembles can be calculated using the theory of symmetric functions. For a partition A =
()\1, )\2, ey )\N), Zj )\j S N define

NN+ N =)
]1;[1 -

N
H (N+N-—j+v+1).

.
—_



The constants C\(N) and G,(IV,7) have several interesting combinatorial interpretations
which are discussed in Sec. 5.1.

Theorem 2.2. Let M be an N x N GUE, LUE or JUE matriz and let pn = (p1, ..., 1) be
a partition such that |p| = 23:1 w < N. Then

(a)

1 A A .

E(H) [ ﬁ TrM“J} _ 2%M! Z)\HM X(Q\M/Z)X“C)\(N% |,u| 15 even, (2 8)
N | ] 2 . ’

j=1 0, otherwise,

which is a polynomial in N.

(b)

: 1 GA(N,7)
EQTT Temm ] = — S 222 Ko (N)x iy (2.9)
N []1;[1 | |u|!g|i| Go(N,7) (et
(c) l
. GA(N ”)/1) (J)
EY [ ] M| = S LCV(N)xADSY, (2.10)
{jzl } PN GO(Na 71) g
where
1 T(2N — 2+ 9 + 72 + 2)
DY) = det l]l i S T (211
A0 MR =i )IT@N A N —i =t +2) ]y (2.11)
In the above equations y), are the characters of the symmetric group Sp,, m = || = [u,

associated to the A" irreducible representation on the p‘* conjugacy class.
Next, we now focus our attention on the GUE with rescaled matrices Mp = M/v/2N.
Define the random variables

X i= TeT(Mg) — ESD [T (Mpg)). (2.12)

Here T} is the Chebyshev polynomial of degree k. Johansson proved the following multi-
dimensional central limit theorem for X}, [38]:

1 V2m
(Xl,...,Xgm)dé(iT'l,..., 5

Tom), (2.13)

where r; are independent standard normal random variables and 2, means convergence in
distribution [38].
Define

Enr i=ED (X7 - <§>n1@[r,§] (2.14)

The formalism that we developed to study moments of traces allow us to derive explicit
estimates for the error &, as a function of matrix size N. For rescaled Gaussian matrices,
the correlators of traces are Laurant polynomials in N. This fact can be seen from (2.8)

b}



when applied to rescaled matrices. Consequently, the moments of polynomial test functions
are also Laurant polynomials in N.

Let f and g be real or complex valued functions defined on some subset of R. In what
follows we will use the notations f(x) < g(x) and f(z) = O(g(x)) as + — oo interchangeably.
More precisely, we write f(z) < g(z) (f(x) = O(g(x))) if and only if there exist a xy and a
positive constant K such that

|f(z)| < Klg(z)| forall z > x. (2.15)

More in general, if ¢ belongs to the extended real line, then f(z) < g(z) (f(z) = O(g(x)))
as x — t if and only if
|/ ()]

limsup ——— < oc. 2.16
L3P Jgta) (210

We have the following theorem for Chebyshev polynomials.

Theorem 2.3. Fix k € N and let kn < N. With the notation introduced above the following
statements hold as N — oo.

1. Fork odd and k > 1,

0 if n is odd
Enn=2+" ’ 2.17
i {dl(n, k)x= +O (%) . ifn is even, (2.17)
where
di(n, k) < AR BT g L (k) g S (kD) - 4+§e—§(k+1)+9”+§2+7r\/m’
(2.18)
asn — oo and k fized.
2. For k even,
do(n, k)%= + O (=), ifn is odd
Enk = w0 () 2.19
: 1 1
ds(n, k)xz + O (m) . ifnis even
where
do(n, k) < AT n 825 St e S P BT R p T SR S 18y 2.20)
dz(n, k) < AR 5o St IR R S e R (- 18) 4 %k—lsg—f, .

asn — oo and k fived. Here A = 1.2824 ... is the Glaisher—Kinkelin constant [15].

Along with the moments we also give an estimate for the cumulants of random variables
Xj. Computing cumulants from (2.8) is not straightforward. Instead, we employ the well
established connection between correlators of traces and the enumeration of ribbon graphs
to estimate the cumulants. The results are elaborated in Section 6.2.

To summarise, for a fixed n and k, we show that the n** moment of X, converges to the
n' moment of independent scaled Gaussian variable as N~! or N~2 depending on the parity
of n; and the n'* cumulant of X}, converges to 0 as N2 for n > 2. Theorem 2.3 provides

explicit asymptotic estimates for the rate of convergence of the moments.
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3 Background

Symmetric polynomials arise naturally in random matrix theory because the joint eigenvalue
probability density function remains invariant under the action of the symmetric group.
There has been a considerable focus on symmetric functions to study moments in various
ensembles [19, 14, 50, 21]. Here we define some symmetric functions that will play a central
role in our calculations and state some of their properties.

3.1 Review of symmetric functions

A partition A is a sequence of non-negative integers such that Ay > Xy > --- > X\, > 0. We
call the maximum / such that \; > 0 the length of the partition /(A\) and [A\| = X\, \; the
weight. A partition can be represented with a Young diagram which is a left adjusted table
of || boxes and [(\) rows such that the first row contains A; boxes, the second row contains
A2 boxes, and so on. The conjugate partition A’ is defined by transposing the Young diagram
of .

Young diagram of A Young diagram of )\’

In the above example A = (4,2,2,1), |A\| =9 and I(\) = 4. We denote a sub-partition p of
A by p C A if the Young diagram of p is contained in the Young diagram of .

Another way to represent a partition is as follows: if A\ has b; 1’s, by 2’s and so on,
then A = (12122 . kb). In this representation, the weight |\ = Z;?:l jb; and length
I\ = Z;‘?Zl bj. In the rest of the paper, we use both notations interchangeably and we
do not distinguish partitions that differ only by a sequence of zeros; for example, (4,2,2,1)
and (4,2,2,1,0,0) are the same partitions. We denote the empty partition by A = 0 or A = ().

The elementary symmetric functions e.(x1,...,xy) are defined by
er(@1,..oaN) = Y. Ty ..., (3.2)
i1 <<y
and the complete symmetric functions h,(x1,...,xN) by
he(za,...oan) = > Tip...T,. (3.3)
11 <o i

Given a partition A\, we define

6)\(1’1, . ,SL’N) = He,\j(xl, c. ,xN),
J

3.4
h)\(l'l,...,l'N):Hh)\j(l'l,...,l']v). ( )



The Schur polynomials are symmetric polynomials indexed by partitions. Given a parti-
tion A such that [(\) < N, we write

Aj+N—
det |2
7]: 2y
Sx(x1,...,xN) = —~
det[ x; }
Z7j:1,...,N
MEN—1 _M+N-1 A +N-1
:5%\1 N Iil N :Eé\\} N (3.5)
2 2 2
1 I12+ I22+ Ce l’]\?—l—
A(x) : ’
by A A
N xy™ TN

where A(x) is the Vandermonde determinant:

A(x) = det [z)77] = I (zi—a). (3.6)

7'7.]:17~~~7N .
1<i<j<N

If I((\) > N, then Sy = 0. The Jacobi-Trudi identities express Schur polynomials in terms
of elementary and complete symmetric functions:

Sy = det [ 4jili j_y g = det [eAHj_,.]szlmw . (3.7)
Let p = 1%12%2 kb and write
N .
pj(x)=>al, jeN (3.8)

The power sum is defined by
k
j=1

Power sum and Schur functions are bases in the space of homogeneous symmetric polynomials
and they are related by

X,
P - zm&,&—z;P,
g (3.10)

Hjjbl

where X,’) are the characters of the symmetric group S,,, m = || = |p| and z, is the size of
the centraliser of an element of conjugacy class p.

Proposition 3.1 (Cauchy Identity [48]). Lett1,ts,... and x1,x,. .. be two finite or infinite
sequences of independent variables. Then,

111 = tiz;)~ ZSA (3.11)

,J



When the sequences t; and z; are finite,

P q
HH 1—tix;)” ZSA oo ) SA (T, ., ), (3.12)
where A runs over all partitions of length [(A) < min(p,q). We also have the dual Cauchy
identity [48]:
p q
ITIIQ+ tiz)) zsA try oo ty) Sy, .. 1) (3.13)
i=1j=1

Since Sy = 0 or Sy = 0 unless [(A\) < p or I(\) < g, A runs over a finite number of partitions
such that the Young diagram of X fits inside a p x ¢ rectangle.
Changing z; — xj_l in the dual Cauchy identity and simplifying the fractions gives

P q
H H(tl + LL’j) = Z S)\(tl, ce ,tp)Sj\(SL’l, ce ,S(Zq), (314)
i=1j=1 AC(q?)
where (¢) = (q,...,q) and A = (p — Ags---»p — Aj). Since the Schur polynomials are
—_————

p
homogeneous, we have
Su(=w1,. .., —xy) = (=1)S, (21, ... 2,). (3.15)
Thus (3.14) becomes
P q -
11 H (ti — ;) (=S (... 1) S5 (21, - . ., 2q). (3.16)
i=1j=1 AC(gP)

The Cauchy and dual Cauchy identities, combined with the fact that the Schur poly-
nomials are the characters of U(N), were essentials tools in the proofs of the ratios of
characteristic polynomials by Bump and Gamburd [14]. In order to prove Thm. 2.1, we use
a similar approach, in which (3.16) is replaced by the generalized Cauchy dual identity (2.2).

3.2 Multivariate orthogonal polynomials

Multivariate orthogonal polynomials can be defined by the determinant formula [54]

CunN-1(21)  Ppen-1(T2) .. ppn-1(TN)
1 |Puotn—2(T1) Puprn—2(T2) .. Puprn—2(Tn)
@ =— 3.17
A NE : : : ’ (3.17)
Pun (zl) ()OMN(:L?) s Pun (zN)
where [(1) < N and ¢;,i = 0,1, ..., are a sequence of polynomials orthogonal with respect

to the weight w(z). One can check by straightforward substitution that, up-to a constant,
the multivariate polynomials (3.17) coincide with those in (2.1). When ¢, in (3.17) are
the Hermite, Laguerre and Jacobi polynomials we have the multivariate generalizations H,,,



Ef]) and ‘7}571’72). These polynomials can be expressed as a linear combination of Schur

polynomials, i.e.
X) =Y KuwSy(x). (3.18)
vCp
For the Hermite, Laguerre and Jacobi multivariate polynomials we set the leading coefficient
Ky in consistency with the definitions (2.5) and (3.17),
(_1)|>\\+%N(N—l)

) _ 1 WD
m v R GA(N,0)

) (CDNEENYTD N a9 1
i _GA(N,71+72)GA(N,O)};[1 N+, =2+t +l).

(3.19)

The analogy between multivariate orthogonal polynomials and Schur functions becomes
apparent by comparing definitions (3.5) with (3.17). In the literature the polynomials (3.17)
are called generalised orthogonal polynomials or multivariate orthogonal polynomials [3] as
well as generalised Schur polynomials [54]. The multivariate orthogonal polynomials also
satisfy a generalization of the Jacobi-Trudi identities [54] similar to (3.7).

The classical Hermite, Laguerre and Jacobi polynomials satisfy second order Sturm Li-
ouville problems. Similarly, their multivariate generalizations are eigenfunctions of second-
order partial differential operators, known as Calogero—Sutherland Hamiltonians,

N[ o? 0 0
=S () +2 )

Jz::l dx2 7 Ou; 3;1 — 24 O

k#j

ol 0? 0 0
H = — 1) 2

j; <xj 83:? Tl ) i g;1 — Tk 8%

k#j

N 02 0 ) 0
H(J):Z<%’(1—1’j)@+(%+1—xj(71+72+2 8—>+22% )

i T Tk Oz,
k#j
(3.20)

These generalised orthogonal polynomials obey similar properties to their univariate coun-
terparts [3]. The differential equations in (3.20) are also related to the Dyson Brownian
motion.

4 Correlation functions of characteristic polynomials

The main tool to compute correlations of characteristic polynomials and spectral moments
is Lemma. 2.1 which we prove here.

Proposition 4.1 (Laplace Expansion). Let =, , consist of all permutations o € S,1, such
that

o(l)<---<oa(p), olp+l)<--<olp+q). (4.1)

10



Let A = a;j be a (p+ q) x (p+ q) matriz, then Laplace expansion in the first p rows can be
written as

A10(1) --- A1o(p) Ap+1,0(p+1) -+ Apt+l,0(p+q)

deta;;] = Z sgn(o)| : X : : ) (4.2)
7S Apo(1) -+ Opo(p) Up+q,o(p+1) -+ Optqo(p+q)

Proposition 4.2. Let A be a partition such that \y < q and X} < p. Then the p+ q numbers
Ai+p—i(1<i<p), p—1+j-XN(1<j<q) (4.3)
are a permutation of {0,...,p+q—1}.
Prop. 4.1 is a fact from Linear algebra and the proof of Prop. 4.2 can be found in [48].

Proof of Lemma. 2.1. Let the ;s be monic. Choosing a different normalization would affect
Eq. (2.2) by an overall constant. Using the definition of generalised polynomials, Proposi-
tion 4.1 and Proposition 4.2, the right-hand side of (2.2) can be written as

Opra—1(t1)  Pprg—2(tr) ... 1

1 1 Opra-1(tp)  Pprg-alty) ... 1 . (4.4)
Ap(t) Ag(x) [Pprg-1(T1)  Pprg—2(a1) .. 1
Ppra-1(Tq) Pprg—2(zg) .. 1

Now using column operations we arrive at

el gpramz
pra—1  ppha-2 ,

L1 e e ) (45)
Ay(t) Ay(x) |27 2™ L]
x{f.q_l :cffr‘q_Q o 1

The determinant in (4.5) can be evaluated using the formula for the Vandermonde determi-
nant. We have

q
II ¢—t) II (@i—a) II1G—=)). (4.6)
1<i<j<p 1<i<j<q i=1j=1
Combining eqs. (4.4) to (4.6) proves the lemma. |

If p;(—x) = (—=1)7¢;(x), as for Hermite polynomials, then
@u(—l’l,...,—l’N) = (—l)lulﬁpu(l'l,...,l']\[). (47)
It follows that (2.2) becomes
q
titzy)= > Palts,....t,)D5(21,. .., zq). (4.8)

i=1j=1 AC(qP)

11



Proof of Thm. 2.1. Unlike Hermite polynomials, the univariate Laguerre and Jacobi poly-
nomials that obey (2.5) are not monic. This fact is reflected in the normalisation in (3.19)
and also in the following formulae,

ﬁH<ti_$j): Z (_1>|5\‘,H>\(t17‘"7tfn)H5\<x17”’7xN)

i=1j=1 AC(NP)
p N p+N—-1 ' 5l () ")
HH(ti_xj) = H (_1>J.]' Z (_1)‘)\|£):{ (tlw”vtfn)ﬁ; (Ilv”’va>
i=1j=1 =0 AC(NP) (4.9)
p N p+N—-1 (s 1
HH(ti_$j> — H (_1>gj| (j.+f71+72+ )
i=1j=1 j=0 F(zj +7+ e+ 1)

v Z \A|j(% 2) (t, . .. ,tp)jjf%m)(l’l» zN)

AC(NP)

After taking the expectation value, the non-zero contribution comes from A = 0 because of
(2.1). Thus X = (p") which implies A = (N?). Now using

N-1 j N-—
—1)! 1) T(2) + 3 + 70 + 1
Ho—=1, £ = [ ( ") g H 2/ +n+r+l) (4.10)
i J! i JbTU+m+re+l)’
proves the result. [ ]

5 Correlations

In this section we calculate moments of traces and characteristic polynomials of N x N GUE,
LUE and JUE matrices. We can write

P,(x) = [[(Tr(M7))", (5.1)

J
where x = (z1,...,zy) are the eigenvalues of M. The power symmetric functions form a

basis in the space of symmetric polynomials of degree |u|. The main idea is to express them
in the basis of the multivariate orthogonal polynomials.

5.1 Change of basis between symmetric functions

In this section we give expressions for change of basis between multivariate orthogonal poly-
nomials and other symmetric functions. We mainly focus on the GUE but the same approach
can be used for the LUE and the JUE.

Gaussian Ensemble. Let M be an N x N GUE matrix. The j.p.d.f. of the eigenvalues is

H 1 LA
Pz, .. ) = WA2(X) I[Ie =,
ZN =1
LN (5.2)
23" = (2m)% I1



Denote by H,(z) the Hermite polynomials normalised according to (2.5a). Given a partition
A with [(A) < N, the multivariate Hermite polynomials are given by

gh—l—N—l(xl) gh—l—N—l(:@) co g)\ﬁ-N—l(xN)
Hy(x) = ﬁ A2+Ng_2($1) A2+NE—2(932) A2+N5—2(93N) (5.3)
HAN(zl) H)\N(:LQ) s HAN(zN)

and satisfy the orthogonality relation

1 @7
(Ho o) = /R A H(x) A% (x) H e~ F da; = Cr(N)dpn,
{ .
5.4
IJ_V[ (i + N —i)! (5:4)
i —1)!
Since \; > 0, the constant C\(N) is a polynomial in N of degree |A|. It turns out that
it has a nice interpretation in terms of characters of the symmetric group. Let (i,7) € A,
1 < j < \; denote a node in the Young diagram of A. The roots of C\(N) are i — j, where i
runs across the rows from top to bottom and j across the columns from left to right of the
Young diagram. For example, if A = (4, 3,3, 1), the roots of C\(N) are

0|—1]—2|-3
110 |-1
2.5
21110 (5:5)
3
It is shown in [40] that
W\ + N
o) = T2 = T - ied)
j=1 (N ‘7 : (4,5)EX
| N (5.6)
|)\| Z X,LLNl(y, ‘)\||S)\(1 )
dlmV,\ | 2 dim Vy

The constant z, is defined in (3.10) and dim V), is the dimension of the irreducible represen-
tation labelled by A of the symmetric group Sy,

Thjarzion (N — A =5+ F)

: <
B TV T o
and ‘
1)y = I A~ 2’“ —Jtk (5.8)
1<j<k<N —J
Schur polynomials can be expressed in terms of multivariate Hermite polynomials,
S =Y 7y, = Lz%:J 5 Sy () = {Qj, |A| is even, (5.9)
N T g e P T T 95401, A s odd. '
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The function g(j) takes care of the fact that polynomials of odd and even degree do not mix
similar to the one variable case. The first summation in (5.9) running over all lower order
partitions takes care of the fact that H, are, unlike Sy, not homogeneous polynomials. For
example, when |\| is even, the only partitions that appear in (5.9) are those with weight
lv| = |\ — 2k, k = 0,...,%, and v C \. The following proposition gives an explicit
expression for the coefficients @Df\f).

Proposition 5.1. If \ is a partition of length L and v is a sub-partition of \ such that
IA| = [v| = 0 mod 2 and N > L, then v\ is the following polynomial in N:

om__ L pup A N-g

v T W Av (l/]—l—N—])', (510>

J=1

where

No—ve—ji+k)\
DY) = det {lxj—uk—ﬁk:mow(( Ve Z I T )') (5.11)

Proof. Let A = (A\,...,A1,0,...,0) and v = (v4,...,14,0,...,0). Here [ is the length of v
and N — [ is the length of the sequence of zeros added to v. From (5.4) and the fact that
v C A\ I <L, it follows that

i = ) ! / Sx(x)H, (%) A% (x) ﬁ % dr
v = A v )
g (Ho, M) Z](VH) (Hy, H,) /RY N i=1
1 N2
= / H e 2 dx;
ZN <HV7HV> RN i=1
l’i\H_N_l ce ZL’?L—FN_L HN—L—l(Il) |
A+N-1 AL+N—-L
« 1'21 . B ) . HN—L'—l(I2) ]_ (512>
LL’?VH_N_I e LL’?VL—FN_L HN—L—I(QUN) o1
HV1+N—1(I1) e Hl/l-i—N—l(Il) HN—I—l(Il) e ]_
y HVH_N_l(LL’Q) e H,,H_N_l(l’g) HN_l_l(LL’Q) Ce 1
Hul—l—N—l(xN) Hul+N—l(xN> HN—l—l(xN) 1

The last N — L and N —[ columns in Sy and in H,,, respectively, are written in terms of the
. . . : e (H)
Hermite polynomials using column operations. In addition, 1, ’ can be expanded as a sum

14



over the permutations of N:
H
U5
1 N

2
_T _ A _
= m E SgH(O') ‘/RN He 2 dl’l (.Z'C);_%SN 1. . .LUU(LI-SN LHN—L—l(xcr(N—L—l)) c. .Ho(fﬁo(o)))
N vy Tly) ceSn i=1

HV1+N_1({L’1) Ce Hul—i-N—l(xl) HN_l_l(LL’l) oo 1

y Hyin-a(xo) .. Hygino(xe) Hyoioa(xe) o001

HV1+N_1(LL’N) Ce Hul—i-N—l(xN) HN_l_l(LL’N) oo 1
(5.13)

Since the integrand is symmetric in x;, every term in the above sum gives the same contri-
bution and it is sufficient to consider only the identity permutation. All the factors can be
absorbed into the determinant by multiplying the j** row with x;j N g J < L and with
Hy_j(xn_;) if N > j > L. Then using orthogonality of Hermite polynomials (2.5a) for the
last N — L rows gives

N! vy N \j+N—j i dz;
W = o )T TL (Ve | [ e
Z](VH) (Ho, M) i=L+1 R 7 * ’ jk=1,..L
(5.14)
Expanding monomials in terms of Hermite polynomials with the formula
5] 1

n — !
e m,Z:O 2mml(n — 2m)!

and using orthogonality leads to (5.10). The determinant Dgf) is independent of N and wf\lj)
is a polynomial in N, since v C . |

Corollary 5.1. The roots of coefficients ngj) are integers given by the content of the skew
diagram \/v.

Proof. The skew diagram \/v is the set-theoretic difference of the Young diagrams of A and
v: the set of squares that belong to the diagram of A but not to that of v. Using (5.6),

L C\N) )
oL ¢ (N) T

D = (5.16)

Since v C A, the roots of ngj) are integers and can be read from the skew diagram \/v
whenever Dgf) # 0. For example, if A = (4,1,1) and v = (2), then the roots of ngj) are

{-3,-2,1,2}:
B

(5.17)

15



Corollary 5.2. The coefficient ¢§\I/\{) =1.

Proof. If v =\,
D = L det l / xy*N‘jHMN_k(:cj)eé d; : (5.18)
<7'l,\,7‘[>\> R j=1,..N
By expanding monomials in terms of Hermite polynomials only the diagonal terms survive.
|
Proposition 5.2. The coefficient
O\(N) ;
LN X(gwm) Al is even,
o) =275 (5.19)
O, |A| is odd,

where Xf\w\/z) is the character of A\th irreducible representation evaluated on the elements of
cycle-type (2A/2).

Proof. Since Hermite polynomials of odd and even degree do not mix, wgﬁ” = 0 when |}| is
odd. When || is even,

1
Dg\jg) = det |1y, j4+k=0mod 2 e=ravik (5.20)
(35)!
Let n = |A|/2 and L = [(\). Let g(x1,...,2) be a formal power series in variables x;, and

(k1,..., kL) be a partition constructed from X such that k; =X\, +L —j,j=1,...,L. Let
[9(x1, -, 20)) (k... k) = coefficient of i ... 2}~ (5.21)
Using Frobenius formula for characters of the symmetric group

Xz\gn) = {A(Sﬁy e 733L)($% Tt xi)n} (k1,.-kL)

| ;
= Y L {det [:)s-L_] } gAML g
i .
ni+tnp=n 77,1! e nL!

(5.22)

(A +L—1,A0+L—2,... A1)
After absorbing 22" into the i** row of the determinant, for each n; at most one term in the i*"
row has the exponent \;+L—1, say the (4, j)" element x2"1+L 7 which implies 2n; = \;—i+j.
For L-tuples {ny,...,nz} such that there is exactly one term in each row that has the required
exponent, the non-zero summands are given by n!sgn(o) [T;,((\i—i+0c(i)/2)!)~! where o € Sy.
Considering all such L-tuples and using Laplace expansion for the determinant proves the
proposition. n
Therefore the expansion of Schur polynomials in terms of multivariate Hermite polyno-

mials can be written as
1 1 o
Sy(z1,...,xn) = CO\(N) Z W—Df\y)ﬂy(xl, C TN (5.23)
277 Cu(A)

vCA
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In a similar way, by expanding Hermite polynomials in terms of monomials in the definition
of H,, multivariate Hermite polynomials can be written in the Schur basis as follows:

A
2 ‘ 2j |A| is even
Hy = (Mg, — ., =N ’ 5.24
A I;}\K’)\V ; Z)/{:)\I/ g(]) 2]_‘_1’ |)\| is Odd, ( )
where N
. AI—ivi L ) Y
(H) _ (_1) = ooy Wt N =)
Ky = V] ——35. 5.25
A 2 A jl;Il (I/j + N — j)' ( )
Alternatively,
1 WEM 1
— C\(N — DS (2, ... 5.26
Halonoa) =GN T () T g PSten ), (629

where |A\| — |v| = 0 mod 2.
Laguerre ensemble. Let M be an N x N LUE matrix with eigenvalues x1,...,xy. For
v > —1, the j.p.d.f. of eigenvalues is

N
B2y, ..., xN) = —A2 xe ™
P ( 1 N) Z(L >2:1_[1 (527)
2y = N1Go(N,7)Go(N, 0),
where G\(N,7) is given in (2.7).
The multivariate Laguerre polynomials defined by
L(’Y) L(’Y) L(’Y)
(Al)+N—1(931) (A1)+N—1(932) e ?1)—1-N—1(xN)
£{(x) = b LAZ+N.—2(551) LAZ+N.—2(SC2) LAZ+NT2(xN) ’ (5.28)
An : : :
LW LW W
[(A) < N, satisfy the orthogonality relation
) 1 () () ) (Y A2 (<) T
(L9, £0) = /R L)LY (A x) [] e da,
INT R i=1 (5.29)
Gh(N,y) 1 1
_ 5>\M

_GO(Na 7) G)\(N’ O) GO(Na O)

The polynomials in the determinant (5.28) are normalized according to (2.5b). The Schur
polynomials can be expanded in terms of multivariate Laguerre polynomials as

Sy=Y Lo, (5.30)

vCA
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where

(L) _ wrinv—1) GadV, ) (L)
= (-1 ———G,\(N,0)D
Av ( ) 2 GV(N, 7) )\( ) ) Av

(L) _

(5.31)

The coefficients 1&/\” in (5.31) can be computed in a similar way as in Prop. 5.1. It is

interesting to note that the quantity |\/v| 'D glves the number of standard Young tableaux
(SYT) of shape \/v [57, p.344].
Multivariate Laguerre polynomials can also be expanded in the Schur basis:

L =3 s

vCA

(5.32)

(L) _ pirinov-n GadV,y) 1 (L)
= (-1 D
ww = (T Gu(N,7) G,(N,0)

(L)

Similar to the Hermite case, D,;’ turns out to be a character of the symmetric group.

Proposition 5.3. We have
Xz\lm) _dim V)

D) = = 5.33
Proof. Same as Prop. 5.2. Note that |>\\!D§\€) gives the number of standard Young tableaux
of shape \. (]
Jacobi ensemble. Let M be an N x N JUE matrix with eigenvalues x1,...,zy. For vy, v >

—1, the j.p.d.f. of eigenvalues is

1 N
P (zy,. .. xN) = ﬁAz(x) [Tz — )7,

ZN = (5.34)

70 _ N H TG+ +DPG+ 0+ DG +n+p+1)

N b TR+ m+n+2T2i+n+n+1)
Classical Jacobi polynomials are given by

r 1 - -1y T ' 1)

Jonm) (gy = L+t ) Tntjtntaetl (5.35)

'n+m+r+l) -5 TG+n+1)

and satisfy the orthogonality relation (2.5¢). The multivariate Jacobi polynomials are

Jg;:;’i) (1) Jg:;;e) ((w2) - Jg’rﬁé [(n)
Y1,y Y1,y Y1,y
j}f’*{l,’)@)(x) — ]' JAQ:—]\?' Q(xl) JAQ:—]\?' 2( 2) R '])\2:-]\?. 2( N) ’ (536)
Ay : : :
J)(\“Icm)(xl) J)(\“IV\:,Vz)(x2) o J (71,72) ( N)

18



I(A) < N, and obey the orthogonality relation

1 N
<j(’¥1 2) ‘7}5’717“/2)> ::—Z(J) /[0 o jfvl’ﬁfz)(x)j}f%’W)(X)Az (x) H (1 — 24)" da
N i=1

N' G)\(N ’}/1)G)\ N ’)/2
Z(J GA(N 71+’72)G>\ N 0

N
[T2N; +2N =25 + 91 + 72 + 1) 716y,
]:1

(5.37)

The expansion of the Schur polynomials in terms of multivariate Jacobi polynomials is

Sy= S o) g (5.38)

vCA

where

G (N, ’)/1)
= (=)l ENO=) ZAVD T N )G (N, 0
,l/))\l/ ( ) Gy(N,f}/l) ( 71 72) )\( ) )

N
X Df\i) H(QVJ‘ +2N =2j+v1+7+1),
j=1

N
DY) = det [1y,_ye—jinso((\j — vk =+ K TN + X+ v —j — b+ 71 + 72+ 2))_1L

When N =1 (5.38) coincides with the one variable analogue

1V (94 NG 1
(=1 (2 +n+rv+ D)0 +y +v + )J(’n,w)(x)‘ (5.40)

2" =nlT(n+v+1) 4
(ntm Z n=NTGE+n+DIn+j+n+72+2)

Multivariate Jacobi polynomials can be expanded in Schur polynomials via

T =3 K4S, (5.41)
vCA
where
1 GA(N 1 -
/‘@(X,]/) (— 1)\V|+§N(N—1) AN, 1) D&i),
GV(N7 ’}/1) G)\(N7 84! + VZ)GV(Na O)

5.42
F(2N+>\j+Vk—j—]€+’Y1+’72+1)N ( )

(A — vk —J +k)! j,k:l'

15&,],) = det [lkj—uk—j-i-kzo

5.2 Moments of Schur polynomials

Gaussian case. Similar to the moments of monomials with respect to the Gaussian weight,

_z_ n B 2n!
oz et b= 1 Han0) = -
- 2n+1 2 d.ﬁ(: — 0
\/27r/
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the moments of Schur polynomials associated to a partition A\ are given by

Al
—1) 2 H,(0Y), |A| is even
E g, = ) ¢ ’ ’ 5.44
v 15N 0, IA| s odd, (5.44)
where
(-1)= \

H)\(ON) — 2@ ‘)\“ C)\(N)X(2‘A‘/2). (545)

5 2

al

This can be easily seen from (5.9), (5.19), (5.26), and the fact that Sy = 1 for A = () and
S\(0Y) = 0 for any non-empty partition \. Using (5.4), IE%I) [S)] is a polynomial in N with
integer roots given by the content of A whenever Xé\\ Al/2 1S non-zero.

A few examples of moments of Schur polynomials corresponding to partitions of 4 are
given below.

EY [Sy] = IN(N + 1)(N +2)(N +3)  EY’ [S5.] = —L(N — )N(N + 1)(N +2)
EY [Sy0] = (N — 1)N2(N + 1) ES) [Sy14] = —%(N 2)(N = 1)N(N +1)
EQ [S1s] = L(N = 3)(N = 2)(N — 1)N

(5.46)
Laguerre case. The univariate moments are
1 %0 F(n+~v+1)
F(v%—l)/o I'(y+1) 2 (0) (5.47)

The moments of the Schur polynomials with respect to the Laguerre weight can be computed
using (5.30),

CA(N) GA(N,7) 5
' X
AN Go(N,7) (5.48)
N(
=(-1) (NV.0)£3(0").
Like in the the Hermite case, ESVL)(S,\) are polynomials in N with roots i — 7 and @ — 7 — 7,

where (i,7) € A as discussed in Sec. 5.1.
Jacobi case. We have

YIS, =

F(% + 1) (2 + 1)

1
(] — )2 d J2)(
/ox A= dr =l gy O (5.49)
_I'n4+m+1C(2+1) '
Fn+y+7+2)
Similarly,
GA(N,m) (J
E[S)] = 242 C o
N [ A] Go(N ’71) A( ) A0
vy D) (5.50)
= (-7 Z5GN, M+ )G, 0 (0Y),
D,\o
where Df\‘é) and f)f\‘é) are given in (2.11) and (5.42), respectively, and
_ G\ (N _
T (ON) = (-1)T A7) Dy (5.51)

GA(N, 71+ 72)Go(N,71)Go(N,0)
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5.3 Moments of characteristic polynomials

The Cauchy identity can be written as

I

- q TNZZw)\HS)\ 1o q_l)@p(xla---ny)g (5.52)

(15 — ;) i A pCx

where @, is one of the generalised polynomials H,,, Ef]) or ju('“’“f?). By using orthogonality
of multivariate polynomials (5.4), (5.29) and (5.37) we have the following proposition.

Proposition 5.4. Let ty,...,t, and T, ..., T, be two sets of variables. Then

P [det(t; — M) | 1 (—1)M
B et —an | = L 7n i Cu(N) D HAB)S,(T )
Elg N det(Ty, — M) | JET]-N A %:@ plulzl " g
s.t. A\=v
P4 [det(t; — M)] PRt 4]
E& J — (=15 T ==
E,g N det(Ty, — M) | JEV kl;[l TN
Gu(N,7) Cu(N)
x ’ DOLO (1S, (T
)\C%VP ;%L GO(Na 7) CI/(N) g g g
s.t. A=v
P det(t; — M)] PNt TU+n+p+D) Xy T 1
E(J)l]—]: —1)75! T2k +v +7+2) [ =
Eg N det(Ty, — M) jEﬁ y T2 4+m+7+1) ka b )l:HlTlN
Gu(N, ) Gu(N, 72) Cu(N) (1172)
X D )j V1,72 (t)S (T—l
(22 2 ClNo) Gol Vo) ) e (%
s.t. A=v
(5.53)
hhNote that the RHS is a formal power series in the variables T.
Corollary 5.3. Let A = (N?). Ift; =t in Thm. 2.1, then
A=l
-1 d
EY [(det(t — M))] = Ca(p) 3 (7> 1|m|}/ D\,
vCA
- Gi(p, 0) -+ L
E® [(det(t — M))P] = (—=1)PPN-DG, (p, v) =2 dlmV,,D(V)tM,
e 1 (PG 0)
E(J) det(t — M P : -1 p(p+N—-1) FA b, AP
v (dedt = A0 (gv F(2J+%+72+1))( ) Go(p.0)
1)l
X LdlmVD t'”‘
o Gulp,m)
where dim 'V, is given in (5.7).
Proof. Let us consider the GUE case. We have
ER [(det(t — M))"] = Hxn) (#7). (5.55)
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Using (5.26) and calculating C in (5.4) for A = (N?),
H(N+p—))!
I_T ST (5.56)

proves the statement. Similarly, the Laguerre and Jacobi cases can be computed in an
identical way. |

5.4 Joint moments of traces

Recently the study of moments and joint moments of Hermitian ensembles have attracted
considerable interest [17, 18, 20, 33, 34]. Here we give new and self contained formulae for
the joint moments of unitary ensembles in terms of characters of the symmetric group. We
focus on the GUE but exactly the same method applies to the LUE and JUE.

Using (3.10) and (5.9), power sum symmetric polynomials can be written in terms of
multivariate Hermite polynomials

Py=3 3 i e (5.57)

A vCA

Proof of Thm. 2.2. When |p| is odd P, is a sum of product of monomials in @i with the

degree of at least one z; being odd. Since the generalised weight A% (x) [TV, e TZ is an even

function and P,(x) is odd, IE%I) [P,] vanishes.
When || is even, writing P, in terms of multivariate Hermite polynomials (5.57) and
using orthogonality of the H,, along with (5.19) proves the first line of (2.8). |

Remark. When |u| is even, the orthogonality of characters indicate that E%I)[(TIMQ)%] is
a polynomial in N of degree |u|. The polynomial degree of all other joint moments corre-
sponding to the partitions of || is strictly less than |p|.

Corollary 5.4. Correlators of traces in the L.H.S. of (2.8) are either even or odd polyno-
mials in N. More precisely, we have

H
EV[P] () |pl/2
E l . l even even
ven polynomaia odd  odd
even  odd

Odd polynomial odd  even

Proof. Let |u| be even. Since E{" [S,] is a polynomial in N of degree |i| and the characters
X\ are integers, E%{) [P,] is also a polynomial in N. Now for any partitions A and g,

X;);/ — (_1)Iu|—l(u)x;>;’

(5.58)
Cuu(N) = Cu(~N).



Thus,
> (QES [\ + %) ER[Sy])
A
. (5.59)
+

=Y i (G + () EC ().

__)\

The corollary is proved by noticing that the symmetric and anti-symmetric combination of
C\(N) and C\(—N) is an even and odd polynomial in NV, respectively. [ |

Since IE%I) [P,] are polynomials in N, the domain of N can be analytically continued

from integers to the whole complex plane. In [18], it is shown that E%{) [TrM?], j € N, are
Meixner-Pollaczek polynomials which are a family of orthogonal polynomials,

| 1
EQ [TeM?] = N(2j — 1)~ " _pfY <'N g)
5.60)
i 1-N (

where Pél) (1N, 7/2) is a Meixner-Pollaczek polynomial and o F(...) is a terminating hyper-
geometric series. These polynomials PN (z, ¢) satisfy

oo , 27l (n + 2X)
) ) 2,2¢-mx g, _ 202 \0 T 27
/_OO PO (z,¢) PV (2, 6) [T(A + i) |%e de = Gamgmntme (56
Clearly, the zeros of ES" [TrM%] lie on the line Re(N) = 0
Correlators of traces are combinatorial objects as they are connected to enumeration of
ribbon graphs [7, 59, 60]. This connection is briefly discussed in Appendix B. By counting
ribbon graphs, it can be easily shown that

EY) [TrM? 1 TeM| = (2k — 1)ER” [TrM? 2
1 (5.62)
= N(2k = )l P, (uv, g) .

Thus IE%I) [P,], n=(2k—1,1), is also a polynomial in N. A few examples of joint moments
of traces corresponding to partitions of 6 are given below. Here p; = TrM/.

ER [pe] = 5N2(N? +2) E [psp1] = BN(2N? + 1)

EW) [paps] = N(2N? + 1) (N2 4+ 4) ES" [psp?) = N2(2N2 + 13)

Ey [p3] = 3N(4N? + 1) BN [pspapt] = BN2(N? + 4) (5.63)
ES [pspi] = 3BN(3N? +2) B [p3] = N2(N? + 2)(N? + 4) '
By [p3p3] = N(N2 + 2)(N? +4)  ER” [popf] = BN2(N? +4)

ER [pf] = 15N
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6 Eigenvalue fluctuations

6.1 Moments

Here we focus on the GUE but the Laguerre and Jacobi ensembles can be studied in a similar
way. Consider the rescaled GUE matrices Mp = M/v4N of size N with j.p.d.f.

2
(4N)NT H 2 1T —2Na?

: (2 —x;)* [[ e (6.1)
(277)% H;'V:1 Jhi<i<i<n ’ j=1

The limiting eigenvalue density is

pse(x) = %\/1 — 22 (6.2)

Proposition 6.1. We have

. 2n!
BN [(TeMp)™] = ST (6.3)

Proof. When p = (1?) in (2.8), using (5.6) and the fact that X(Apn) = dim V),

B [(TrMp)™) = S A%: Xy Sa(1Y). (6.4)
Using (3.10) and P, (1Y) = N'®),
(H) n] 2n! 1 . 2n!
BN [(TrMp)™| = 23nn!mp(2n)(1N) = S (6.5)

The R.H.S. is the 2n moment of ry/2 where r; ~ N(0,1). This exact equality of
moments with the moments of Gaussian normals is special to EE\I,{) [(TrMg)*"]. In general,
one can consider moments of the form EE\I,{) [(Trg(M))"] for a well-defined function g.

Johansson [38] showed that when g is the Chebyshev polynomial of the first kind of
degree k, the random variable

Xi = TeT(Mg) — B [ TeT(Mg)], k=0,1,..., (6.6)

converges in distribution to the Gaussian variable N'(0, k/4). In this section we prove The-
orem 2.3, which implies that

JEY n +O(N2), (6.7)

H n
B = () S5y )
2/ 25 (3)!
where 7, = 1 if n is even and 0 otherwise, and where my,,, is either 0 or 1, with asymptotic

estimates for d(n, k). Results for £ = 1 are already discussed in Prop. 6.1. We first consider
X5 and discuss results for general values of k£ in Sec. 6.1.2.

N1+mk,n
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6.1.1 Second degree

We have that

ER[(TrMR)"] =

For a fixed n, this can be obtaine

(4;])71 E(Nz + 29). (6.8)

d by substituting in the character values of S,, in (2.8).

Alternatively, a proof by counting topologically invariant ribbon graphs is sketched in App. B.

Clearly,

ED

N [XS]:

£y

N n
l 2TrM§—5> ]

= o Ey [(2TrME)’]
= <] 9 (6.9)
= NS (cayagine <"> I +) ; )
ontl = 7T (% +1)
The asymptotic expansion for the ratios of Gamma functions is [2§]
P(Z + a) b X 1fa—0 (a—b+1)
— ~ 2 — B beC — 6.10
F(Z—l—b) P 2l ( I ) l (CL)v a,bel, =z 00, ( )
where Bj(-l) are generalised Bernoulli polynomials. Hence
n n j—1 1 .
(i) ey _ V" g g+ 2 (M) (7 =1\ 5o
Ex'[X3] = 272”_ (=)t W(J( ] B(0). (6.11)
Jj=11=0
In arriving at (6.11) we used ' '
B () = (-1)'B(0). (6.12)
Here Bl(j )(O) are generalised Bernoulli numbers and the first few numbers are given below.
BY(0)=1
B (0) = -3
BY(0) = 2 (6.13)
? 4 12
3 2
BY(0) =L +L.
5(0) s T3
By inserting (6.13) into (6.11),
1 & -
Coef. of N*: — > (=1)"" <n> =0
2" J
n—2 1 & n—j ny ...
Coef. of N"™*: on > (1) j jij—1) (6.14)
=2
n « n—1
=—> (-1)"7(—-1 = 0.
-1 ) o
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Calculating the coefficient of N"~2 for arbitrary n and [ is not straightforward because
there are no simple expressions for generalised Bernoulli numbers. Though these numbers
can be written in terms of Stirling’s numbers of first kind, the coefficients can be explicitly
computed only for small values of [. It can be shown for a given n that

Coef. of N"™2* =0, for 0 <k < |[n/2],

|
Coef. of N° = _n (6.15)

2 (5"

where n, = 1 if n is even and 0 otherwise. Our goal is not to compute these coefficients
more generally, but rather to give an estimate for the sub-leading term in (6.7). Since the
Chebyshev polynomials of even and odd degree do not mix, the moments of X show a
similar behaviour as in Corollary. 5.4.

da(n,2)+ + O(N3), if n is odd,
nl

+d3(n,2)+5 + O(N~%), if n is even.

! (6.16)
(5 v

BN = {

Coefficients dy(n,2) and d3(n,2) can be estimated using (6.11). In the next section, we give
an estimate of these coefficients for arbitrary values of n and k.
6.1.2 General degree

The explicit expression for the joint moments of eigenvalues in Thm. 2.2 allows us to obtain
Thm. 2.3. Consequently, X} converges to a normal random variable. For a fixed k and n,

X — g./\/'(o, 1) as N — oc. (6.17)

In reality, the correct bounds in Thm. 2.3 are much more smaller than given. This is due to
sequential cancellations in the sum

> X2 CA(N) (6.18)
x

and in the Chebyshev expansion

|
" ok—2j 1 rk—2j
j:o<_1> j!(k_2j)!2 IME (6.19)

The bounds in Thm. 2.3 are better for smaller moments.
To prove Thm. 2.3, we first need to estimate the coefficient of the 1/N term in the

FE k—j-1)
_ g 4 7
>

Laurent series of EE\I,{) [P,] of rescaled matrices which leads to estimating the characters of
the symmetric group.
All the characters of the symmetric group are integers and satisfy

X
X?l\u\)

<1. (6.20)
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It turns out that under suitable assumptions, the ratios |Xﬁ| / X(Alw) are very small, sometimes

exponentially and super-exponentially small [23, 53]. Particularly useful bounds are

Xl < Oimy) ™ (6.21)

where a, depends on p.

The frequency representation of a partition g = (1°1,2%, ... kb) also represents a per-
mutation cycle of an element in S),. The number b; gives the number of j—cycles in p,
1 < j < k. For example, if by = 0 then are no 1-cycles. In other words, there are no fixed
points when b; = 0.

The only obstruction to the small character values of |X2\L| is when g has many short
cycles [46]. With this information,

Proposition 6.2.

(a) Given any X € Irr(S,), let = (m™™), then [23]

1({_1 L
XA < end(7m) ()™ (6.22)
where ¢ is an absolute constant.
(b) If p € S, is fized-point-free, or has n°Y fized points, then for any X € Irr(S,,) [46],

1+0(1)
ol < ()™ (6.23)

(¢) Fiza <1 and let p € S, with at most n® cycles. Then for any X € Irr(S,) [46],

)a+o(1) (624)

‘Xm S (X?ﬂu\)
Proposition 6.3. For a given p, EE\I,{) [P,] is a Laurent polynomial in N with

3
[1] 3 [nl 11 —M—Hr 2

Coefficient of 1/NY in IE%I) [P S 2727972y~ e sl g eN, (6.25)

as |pu| — oo.

Proof. For rescaled matrices, the expected value of P, is

1 A A :
EV | 0 Teapy] = { 68 B 2 Xz GO, i even, (6.26)
j=1 0, otherwise,

Using (5.6) we obtain

LN+ |AD
V)

(6.27)
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Using the asymptotics of Gamma functions, as N — oo,

(N + |\ I\l )
I N*'ZM( z)B“' (1), (6.28)

where Bl(j )(z) are generalised Bernoulli polynomials of degree [. Thus, the coefficient of 1 /N1
in (2.8) is bounded by

1
Coefficient of 1/N* in E55>[Pu]<—( ! )B<““><\m>Z|x2||x§w\. (6.29)
A

~ sl \ 4 g) T

Using (6.21) and (6.22), the R.H.S. of (6.29) is bounded from above by

7.<_W q>lu|%<xm>f:;% #par(|ul) BL () (6.:30)
2

\u\+

The maximum of the dimension of the irreducible representation [49]

el 1 e
(Xi\\u\)max < (2 ) u| = ez (6.31)
and number of partitions grow as [35, 61]
1 2|p|
#rpar(|p|) ~ exp (m\[—— ], as|ul — oo (6.32)
3 3
Polynomials Bl(j ) (x) satisfy
, I , ,
BI(z) = <1 - 3> B (x) +1 G - 1) BY\(x). (6.33)
Hence,
1) q 1 Ll
B = (5 L) BEL G S S ® w030

Inserting a, = 1, (6.31), and (6.34) in (6.30) we have that

1 1 u
coefficient of 1/N9 in E{ P,] < 7—< a )\,u|_ $rag-sllemy il (6.35)

~ 92|ul+q+3 |2i|! %—l—

as |p| — oo. Now using Stirling’s approximation proves (6.25). |
We are now ready to prove Thm. 2.3.

Proof of Thm. 2.3. Using (6.26), it can be seen that the joint moments of traces of rescaled
matrices are Laurent polynomial in N with rational coefficients. Thus the central moments
of traces of Chebyshev polynomials are also Laurent polynomials. Since X (Mpg) converges
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in distribution to a normal random variable as N — oo, EE\I,{) [X[] is a polynomial in 1/N
with constant term given in (2.17) and (2.19) depending on whether k is odd and even,
respectively.

To estimate the sub-leading term in E%{) [X}], we consider k even and odd cases sepa-
rately.
(1) For k odd, E%{) [Tr T}, (Mg)] = 0. Using the expansion of Chebyshev polynomials of the
first kind,

3 k=1
D | kY () k_l( s T iy i
§=0 (7 = )25 + D!
k=1 o n
— k" < n ) : (_1)%”;-]7” < I(Tl +])' ) J22jm
no+ +nk_-27_1=n No, s Mk—1 ) 52 (?—j)'(zjﬁ—l)'
H
x By [P,
(6.36)
where
%
EV[P] =B | T[(Te MEHY™ | = (170,3™, .. k). (6.37)

=0

The odd moments of Tr Ty (Mp) are identically zero because E{’ [P,] = 0 when || is odd, see
(6.26). When n is even, the leading term is given by the n‘* moment of v/kr, /2, ri, ~ N(0, 1),
according to Szegd’s theorem. For n even, (u) is always even. Hence the sub-leading term
in (6.36) is O(N~2) (see Corollary. 5.4. Note that the matrix is now rescaled).

k=3

The maximum possible degree of u is || = nk when Ni_1 =1, N; = 0forj=0,...,%°

and the minimum degree is |u| =n when ng =n, n; =0for j=1,..., % The coefficient
of 1/N? in (6.36) is estimated using (6.25) by choosing an appropriate . Note that the
multinomial coefficient is maximum when all n;’s are approximately equal. In this case
= (1k2_+n1, 3T, k:kQTLI) and |p| = n(k+1)/2. For a fixed k as n increases, the number of
short cycles in p increases. Using (6.24),

\X,f\b| < Xl (6.38)
which implies a,, = 1 in (6.25).
Let
di(n,k) = [EN"[(Tr Tu(MR))")] | |, (6.39)
denote the coefficient of 1/N? in E%{) [(Tr T).(Mg))"]. Putting ¢ = 2 in (6.25),
2n
k=1 2=
di(n, k) ~ k" : 2 22l [RUD 1p , asn — oo.
1K) (%,)% o (B = )25 + 1) [ v ‘”1/1\/2
!
(6.40)
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SN Sr-Sh VT S [ G(k+1)
ey H6 (590 () (0 (%))

2

(6.41)

where G(z) is Barnes-G function and A = 1.2824 ... is the Glaisher-Kinkelin constant.
Using asymptotics of Barnes-G functions and Stirling’s approximation

2n
E-1 o
2 k=1 N
Il 5 );2”' S| AR,
e (6.42)
! 1 1 -
n KT~ TET oo E _%(k;—i-l)’”%, as n — oo.
(2_7L|) 5 oma 2t
R+l

By combining the previous equations we arrive at

n 13n | n kE 3n k, 7. 3n k7 n 9n | 5n n
dy(n, k) < AT i@t 9T =t g~ 5y T DG S (R G T i g o F DT AR/ S (D),

(6.43)
as n — co. We are interested to find the order of the coefficient of 1/N as n increases for a
fixed k. To capture the right behaviour, it is sufficient to approximate (6.43) to

di(n, k) < < AR 3 G LR R R OD) -G oS RO AT /S (RHD(6.44)
(2) When £k is even, let
1
= NE%” [Tr Ty (Mg)]. (6.45)
We have,

—j (g _'_j - 1>!
j=1 (% _j)!(Qj)!

" (no, : ” ,m)Nno ((_1)% B C’f)no (640

2

k .
2 ko oo (B = DI
X H(_1)2 imd J]f 7 <m 2(2] 1) JE%{) [PH]7
k 1(27)!

2% 1Ty MY/

Jj=1

where

ng

k
2
E P HTerl C o= (2 A K. (6.47)

According to Szegé’s theorem, when 7 is even the leading order term in the R.H.S. of (6.46) is
given by E[(VEr/2)"], ri. ~ N(0,1). The sub-leading term is ds(n, k)N~2. When n is odd,
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the leading term in the R.H.S. is given by da(n, k)N~1. Next we compute the coefficients
dy(n, k) and ds(n, k).

Coefficient dy(n,k): ¢ decays as 1/N? for k > 2, so we neglect it in (6.46). Note that p
in (6.47) doesn’t have any l-cycles. So p is fixed-point-free and (6.23) can also be used to
estimate characters XZ\L in Prop. 6.3. Here we just use (6.25) for ¢ = 2 and follow the exact
same calculation as k odd. In the limit n — oo this leads to

3n 3nk

do(n, k) < ATr52%

3nk on  3nk | 2n_k_3 K19
—3ntgr ks tot a8 TR T2 8 s (B-18) Ty - (6.48)

Similarly, ds(n, k) can be approximated as

3 3nk 3nk 9 3nk | 2 k5 k 19
ds(n, k) < AFp73278 3nFaigTs Tat oS TR TS stV o (6.49)

Since X converges to independent Gaussian normals, the correlators of X}, also converges
to random Gaussian variables as N — oo. For instance,

EW (X, X,) = @E[nm] +O(NTY. (6.50)

Given below are the moments corresponding to partitions of 6.

Ey [Xo] = EY [X5X1] = 13
ES [X,X0] = 25 ES [XaX3) = 5k
H H
E(H) [X XS] _ 3 E(H) [XB] — 1 '
N 3431 SN2 N 2 N
E(H) X2x2 _ 1 1 E(H) X, X4 _ 3
N (X XTl =5+ v Ey7[XeXi] =gy
H
BN X7 = &

In this paper, we do not pursue correlations of X, any further.

6.2 Cumulants

In general, the moments and the cumulants are related by the recurrence relation

n—1 -1
Rp = My, — Z <n )Hjmn_j. (652)

Cumulants and moments can also be expressed in terms of each other through a more elegant
formula. Let A = (A,..., \) = (1%,2% ... r%) be a partition of n. Define

HA—HFLj Hm], m,\—HmJ Hm (6.53)
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We have

(6.54)

where

dy = (6.55)

(1D)orpy ! (r])orb, !
is the number of decompositions of a set of n elements into disjoint subsets containing
A1, ..., A\ elements.

In this section, we give an estimate on the cumulants of random variables X and to do
so we rely on the well studied connection between GUE correlators and enumerating ribbon
graphs which has been briefly discussed in App. B.

Consider the formal matrix integral over the space of N x N rescaled GUE matrices.

Zn(s,€) = e [ NI eTrvan. g (6.56)

Here the formal series V(M) depending on the parameters s = {sg, $1, ..., sx} has the form
k .

M) =Y s;M. (6.57)

The integral in (6.56) can be considered as a formal expansion in the set of parameters s;
and £. Now,

(soN)™ st sy

Z(S,f): Z €an °r kE

n()! 711!

ﬁ Tr M] ]
! (6.58)
(soN)" 57"

CIJ

.kIE

li[ TrM] ]

By choosing s; to be the coefficients of Chebyshev polynomials in (6.58), we recover the
moments of Xj. Thus, (6.58) is the moment generating function of Xj. For a given k, by
fixing s; to be the Chebyshev coefficients in T},

E(H {5)@} Z IE Z(S>f).

Z(0.6) (6.59)

By matching the terms in the L.H.S. and R.H.S. of (6.59) by powers in & we recover the
moments of X;. The correlators of Tr Mfz are connected to the problem of enumerating
ribbon graphs. For a brief introduction see App. B and for more details see [22, 37] and
references within. The trace correlators count ribbon graphs that are connected and also
multiplicatively count ribbon graphs that are disconnected. When we have a generating
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function that counts disconnected objects multiplicatively, taking logarithm counts only the
connected objects [36]. Hence, the cumulant generating function,

Z n
o [] <10e 228 - S £,

—Ne+ Y e ¥ S g

!
n>1 ni--+ng=n ny:

(6.60)

li[ Ter ]

C

keeps only connected ribbon graphs indicated by subscript ¢. For p = (1™,... k™) =

(1, ..., ), the connected correlators are given by
H l . k 1
Eg\,) [[TrtMy| =E H (Tr ML) | = > Wag(ul,...,m)]\fz_zg_l, || is even.
j=1 c j=1 ¢ o<g<ll Ly
(6.61)
Here
ag(p, - .., ) = #{connected oriented labelled ribbon graphs
of genus g with [ vertices of valencies 1, ..., 1} (6.62)

1
[ S
Zp: #Sym(I")’

where I' is a connected (unlabelled) ribbon graph of genus g with [ vertices of valencies
Wy - gy #Sym(T) is the order of the symmetry group of I', and the last summation is
taken over all such I'. For the explicit expressions of connected correlators of the GUE see
[20].

We are now ready to estimate the cumulants of X;. We treat k even and odd cases
separately.
(1) k odd: In this case, the parameters sy; = 0 for 0 < j < % and

saj01 = (1) 7 Tk 0<j<——. (6.63)

When £k is odd, all the odd moments are zero. Hence all the odd cumulants are also zero.
By inserting (6.61) in (6.60), the even cumulants are given by

1 ag st sy spF
Kop = — = 6.64
i N2n ? zg:m+n3+2:+nk =2n 922;9m5 N29 ny | g ! ( )
(2) k even: In this case, the parameters sg;41 = 0 for 0 < j < g —1and
so = (—1)% — ¢,
k .
5o = (—1)§ g2 1 1<j<t
’ (5 —)N2j)! 2



The first cumulant is zero by definition of Xj. So the first term in (6.60) is cancelled by
n = 1 contribution from the second term. Hence,

na n4 ny k/2 ,
logEY) [ ] = S en S 0 T T (T ME ) (6.66)
n>2 Notng=n Na!l MNy: ng-: j=1 .
By inserting (6.61) in (6.60), the cumulants are given by
n! 1 a, s3?syt st
n= 33 ~ o T > 2. 6.67
" N2 ; n2+~§wg=n QZJ inj N29 n2! n4! nk' " ( )

Third and higher order cumulants of Gaussian random variable are identically zero. Since
Xy converges to N(0,k/4) as N — oo, cumulants of Xy, k, — 0 as N — oo for all n > 3.
For a fixed n, we see from (6.64) and (6.67) that x, decay as N~""2,
Example: The simplest non-trivial example is to calculate the cumulants of X5. By mapping
the problem to counting ribbon graphs (see App. B),

(H) 2vny _ -1 2 _ L1
Ey ' [(TrtM3)"]. = (4N)“2 (n—1)IN? = (n— 1)!2n+1 e (6.68)
For X,, 5o = —%, sy =2, and s; = 0 for j # 0,2. Hence
Fon = sEED[Tr(M2)"), = T (6.69)
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Appendices
A Some properties of multivariate orthogonal polynomials

Gaussian case. For N = 1, the multivariate Hermite polynomials coincide with the classical
polynomials,

n 1 (=)
Hn(l') =nl Z ILn—j:Omon ( ) .CLJ, (Al)

i=0 (%)' 2"7" j
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which have the generating function

i) _ gt (A.2)

By comparing (5.26) and (A.1), we can see the analogies between classical Hermite poly-
nomials and their multivariate counterparts: the sum over j is replaced by the sum over
partitions; the role of monomials is played by Schur polynomials; the factorials are replaced
with Cy(N). With this analogy the generating function of #, is [3]

A Iz n=0v2n 2

2 70{:(8};))&@ B (Z %) (Z > C5y Di"o{’) . (A3)

The validity of the above formula can be easily verified for lower order partitions (say |A| =
2,4) using Pieri’s formula but the second factor in (A.3) can be simplified further.

Proposition A.1. Let ti,ts,... be a set of variables, then

Hexp( )-sx b D st (A4)

n=0 v2n 2 2

Proof. For a fixed n, |v| = 2n. Comparing (5.10) with (5.19),

H 1,
DYy = X (A.5)
Now using (3.10) proves the proposition. [ |
Proposition A.2. Let x1,...,xy and ty,...,ty be two sets of variables. The multivariate

Hermite polynomials defined in (5.3) have the following generating function [3]:

> oo = (L5

A Iz

t2

S0 [ (). »

Several other analogues of properties of the classical Hermite polynomials, including an
integral representation, summation, integration and differentiation formulae, are given for
f—ensembles in [3]. Note that in [3] Cj (o € R) is used to denote Schur polynomials with
a specific normalisation where as in this work C,(/N) is a constant in N given in (5.6).

Sy

Laguerre case. When N =1, E(;) coincides with the classical Laguerre polynomials

n—lj.rm+7+w. i,
=0 F(]""V""l)(n_])!]!

whose generating function is

J+7+D’ (t WFm+7+D
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where J, is the Bessel function. By comparing (5.32) and (A.7), the generating function for
multivariate Laguerre polynomials [3] is

1 v _ N(N (_1)M SH(X>SH(t>
2 G k) = (Z St ) (Z N Ga(N.0) ) |
(A.9)

or equivalently using (5.33),

N(N—1) |l
¥ Gy A0S0 = () (Z G G0 ) e a0

v

B Ribbon graphs and matrix integrals

Let x = (z1,...,2y) be an N—dimensional random variable. Consider the normalised
Gaussian measure

dp(x) = (2m)" % V/det A e~ 205457 T day, (B.1)
k
where A is a positive definite symmetric matrix. The inverse
Bij = (A" (B.2)

is called the propagator.
Correlations of Gaussian random variables can be computed in a combinatorial way using
Wick’s theorem [62], also known as Isserlis’ theorem, which is stated below.

Theorem B.1 (Wick’s theorem). The expectation value of product of Gaussian random
variables is

0 if n is odd,
Elzi, i, - %i,] = { By, ifn =2, (B.3)
Zpairings of (i1,--yin) Hpairs (k,0) Bikiﬂ an > 2 and even.
For ezample,
E[$i1$i2$i3$i4] = Bi1i2Bi3i4 + BilisBi2i4 + Bi1i4Bi2i3‘ (B4>

Wick’s theorem becomes particularly useful when the indices i; are repeated. The prob-
lem of computing the expectation values E[xfll :zsb”] can be mapped to counting the number
of ways of gluing n vertices with valencies by,...b,, whose weights are determined by the
propagators that correspond to their edges.

Elzl .. ab"] = > 11 B, (B.5)

Graphs G with n vertices (ig,i;) edge of G
of valencies b;

For example,
E[z? 22| = By,4, Biyi, + 2B2,

117712 192"

(B.6)
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Clearly many graphs in (B.5) are topologically identical and have the same weight because
of the symmetries among the edges and vertices. Let G be the group of these symmetries,
#gluings be the number of gluings of obtaining a graph, and Aut(G) be the automorphism
group of the graph. By orbit-stabiliser theorem,

#Aut(G) x #gluings = #G, (B.7)

where #G is the order of group relabelling. Wick’s theorem can be written only in terms of
non-equivalent graphs as follows:

1 1

Non-equivalent graphs i,5) edge of G

In the case of Gaussian matrix integrals, Wick’s theorem can be applied to compute
correlators of traces by studying fat graphs also called ribbon graphs.
Consider the Hermitian Gaussian matrix model with probability measure

1 N
dpio(Mp) = ?e—WTfM% [1 dMg,, T] dReMg,, dimMpg, (B.9)
0 j=1 j<k
where ,
1 T\

The Wick’s propagator is

IE [MR Mpg,,] = (Mg,;Mg,,) = 4N52l5jk (B.11)
As an example, consider
(H
E Tl"MR Z E MR MR MRkiMleMRmnMRnl] (B12)
1,9,k
l,m,n

To map the problem to counting graphs, associate a vertex to each trace. The power of the
matrix inside the trace gives the number of half-edges as double lines with index associated
to each single line. The propagator in (B.11) can be used to glue these half-edges together
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to form a double line edge of the graph. Thus,

Eg\lf{) [(TIIM%)2:| = Z <MR2J MRjk:><MRkiMle><MRm7LMRnl> + <MR1 MRM><MR k:Mle><MRmnMRnl> +

i7j7k

I,)m,n
1
(4N)3 Z 52k5km52l5ml + 6jk5jm5k15ml + ...
1,5,k
I,m,n

1 3
Rt <12 " ﬁ)

There are in total 5!! = 15 graphs in (B.13) with only two topologically distinct graphs
shown below.

(B.13)

N° N2

If we attach to each vertex a factor of N, the N dependence of a graph is: There is a
factor N per vertex, a factor N~! per edge, a factor N for each single line when summed
over indices. The number of single lines remaining at the end is the number of faces of the
graph. So the total N dependency of a graph is

N#vortices—#cdgos+#facos — ]\IX(G)7 (B14)

where x(G) is the topological invariant of the graph called its Euler-characteristic.

This notion of counting ribbon graphs can be extended to compute correlators of the
form IE%I) [Hj(Terz)bJ‘ ]. When divided by [, 7% b;!, the order of group relabelling, matrix
integrals takes a form similar to (B.8). This formula is due to Brezin-Itzykson-Parisi- Zuber
in 1978 [13]

b;
ol ! 1
Hb—< TrMﬂ> ] = Yoo o q e NX(©) (B.15)

EY”
Ribbon Graphs G #Aut(G)

where the sum is over non-topologically equivalent ribbon graphs and #Aut(G) is the number
of automorphisms of G. There are a total of (3°; jb; — 1)!! graphs (counting equivalent and
non-equivalent graphs). The total number of vertices is b = 3, b; with j valencies for each
vertex and the total number of edges is (3°; jb;)/2.
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B.1 Special cases

Here we consider two cases (i) E%{) [TrMZF~'TrMg] and (ii) IE%I)[(TrM,%)”].
(i) ES\I,{) [TrMZ~'TrMpg): We represent TrMz"'TrMp as two vertices with 2k — 1 and 1
valencies, respectively.

.11 i log T2k
. 11
19k—1
. \\
22k—1 l !
. 1
k-2 K
\
TrMZ! TrMp

Since index i, has 2k — 1 choices, by gluing the half-edges using (B.11),

2% — 1
S\If{)[ r ?fk_l I'MR] ( ]Z:N ) 5\17—1)[ I‘Mlz*zk_2]
N (B.16)

(2k — D)1 P, <z’N, f) :

k(AN 2

where Pél_)l (iN , g) is a Meixner-Pollaczek polynomial.

(ii) EE\I,{)[(TIM}%)"]: Here we sketch the idea to calculate moments of TrM3. We represent
(TrM3%)" as n vertices each with two valencies as shown below. There are several ways of

1 1o 13 14 lon—1 flop
1 12 i3 14 Lon—1 l2n

2 2 2
TeMZ  TeM2 TeM?

gluing this set of vertices and half-edges. Trivially ¢; can be glued with itself for j = 1,...,2n
which gives a total contribution of N?"/(4N)".

The next non-trivial contribution comes from choosing any two vertices and gluing their
valencies to form an edge between them. There are (g) ways of choosing two vertices. Let
(i, ips1) and (iq,9+1), 1 < p,q¢ < 2n, be the indices of the valencies of these two vertices.
There are two ways to pair (ip,iy+1) and (ig,4,41). This gives a contribution of n(n —
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1)N?/(4N)2. The remaining n—2 disconnected graphs multiplicatively gives N2"~4 /(4N )2
Hence the first two leading terms are

for

1]

[10]

ES [(TrM2)") = (N*" 4 n(n— 1)N>2 4 ) (B.17)

(4N)"

Remaining terms in the n'* moment can be likewise computed.

E[(TrM2)"] = +27). (B.18)
Similar arguments can be used to show that
EO[(TeM2)H(TrMp)> %] = (2n — 2k — 1) i N)nzv"—’f ljj[_lk(zw +20) (B.19)
k=1,....,n—1.
References
J. Baik, P. Deift, and E. Strahov. Products and ratios of characteristic polynomials of

random Hermitian matrices. J. Math. Phys., 44(8):3657-3670, 2003.

T. H. Baker and P. J. Forrester. Finite N fluctuation formulas for random matrices. J.
Stat. Phys., 88(5-6):1371-1386, 1997.

T. H. Baker and P. J. Forrester. The Calogero-Sutherland model and generalized clas-
sical polynomials. Commun. Math. Phys., 188(1):175-216, 1997.

T. H. Baker and P. J. Forrester. The Calogero-Sutherland model and polynomials with
prescribed symmetry. Nucl. Phys. B, 492(3):682-716, 1997.

F. Bekerman, T. Leblé, and S. Serfaty. CLT for fluctuations of S-ensembles with general
potential. Electron. J. Probab., 23, 2018.

S. Berezin and A. Bufetov. On the rate of convergence in the central limit theorem for
linear statistics of Laguerre ensembles. Pure Appl. Funct. Anal., 6(1):57-99, 2021.

D. Bessis, C. Itzykson, and J. B. Zuber. Quantum field theory techniques in graphical
enumeration. Adv. Appl. Math., 1(2):109-157, 1980.

A. Borodin. On a family of symmetric rational functions. Adv. Math., 306:973-1018,
2017.

A. Borodin and E. Strahov. Averages of characteristic polynomials in random matrix
theory. Commun. Pure Appl. Math., 59(2):161-253, 2006.

G. Borot and A. Guionnet. Asymptotic expansion of § matrix models in the one-cut
regime. Commun. Math. Phys., 317(2):447-483, 2013.

40



11
12
13
14
15

[16]

[17]

[20]

[21]

[22]
[23]

[24]

[25]

[20]

J. Breuer and E. Strahov. A universality theorem for ratios of random characteristic
polynomials. J. Approx. Theo., 164(6):803-814, 2012.

E. Brézin and S. Hikami. Characteristic polynomials of random matrices. Commun.
Math. Phys., 214(3):111-135, 2000.

E. Brézin, C. Itzykson, G. Parisi, and J. B. Zuber. Planar diagrams. Commun. Math.
Phys., 59(1):35-51, 1978.

D. Bump and A. Gamburd. On the averages of characteristic polynomials from classical
groups. Commun. Math. Phys., 265(1):227-274, 2006.

J. Choi. Some mathematical constants. Appl. Math. Comput., 187(1):122-140, 2007.

J. B. Conrey, D. W. Farmer, J. P. Keating, M. O. Rubinstein, and N. C. Snaith. Au-
tocorrelation of random matrix polynomials. Commun. Math. Phys., 237(3):365-395,
2003.

F. D. Cunden, A. Dahlqgvist, and N. O’Connell. Integer moments of complex Wishart
matrices and Hurwitz numbers. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Comb. Phys. Interact.,
8(2):243-268, 2021.

F. D. Cunden, F. Mezzadri, N. O’Connell, and N. Simm. Moments of random matrices
and hypergeometric orthogonal polynomials. Commun. Math. Phys., 369(3):1091-1145,
2019.

P. Diaconis and M. Shahshahani. On the eigenvalues of random matrices. J. Appl.
Probab., 31(A):49-62, 1994.

B. Dubrovin and D. Yang. Generating series for GUE correlators. Lett. Math. Phys.,
107(11):1971-2012, 2017. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11005-017-0975-6.

I. Dumitriu, A. Edelman, and G. Shuman. MOPS: Multivariate orthogonal polynomials
(symbolically). J. Symb. Comput., 42(6):587-620, 2007.

B. Eynard. Counting surfaces. Progr. Math. Phys., 70, 2016.

S. V. Fomin and N. Lulov. On the number of rim hook tableaux. J. Math. Sci.,
87(6):4118-4123, 1997.

P. J. Forrester. Log-gases and random matrices (LMS-3/). Princeton University Press,
2010.

P. J. Forrester. The averaged characteristic polynomial for the Gaussian and chiral
Gaussian ensembles with a source. J. Phys. A: Math. Theo., 46(34):345204, 2013.

P. J. Forrester, A. A. Rahman, and N. S. Witte. Large N expansions for the Laguerre
and Jacobi f-ensembles from the loop equations. J. Math. Phys., 58(11):113303, 2017.

41


https://doi.org/10.1007/s11005-017-0975-6

[27]

28]

[29]

P. J. Forrester, A. A. Rahman, and N. S. Witte. Large N expansions for the Laguerre
and Jacobi f-ensembles from the loop equations. J. Math. Phys., 58(11):113303, 2017.

C. Frenzen. Error bounds for asymptotic expansions of the ratio of two gamma functions.
SIAM J. Math. Anal., 18(3):890-896, 1987.

Y. V. Fyodorov, J. Grela, and E. Strahov. On characteristic polynomials for a gen-
eralized chiral random matrix ensemble with a source. J. Phys. A: Math. Theo.,
51(13):134003, 2018.

Y. V. Fyodorov and E. Strahov. Characteristic polynomials of random Hermitian ma-
trices and Duistermaat—Heckman localisation on non-compact Kéhler manifolds. Nucl.
Phys. B, 630(3):453-491, 2002.

Y. V. Fyodorov and E. Strahov. On correlation functions of characteristic polynomials
for chiral Gaussian unitary ensemble. Nucl. Phys. B, 647(3):581-597, 2002.

Y. V. Fyodorov and E. Strahov. An exact formula for general spectral correlation
function of random Hermitian matrices. J. Phys. A: Math. Gen., 36(12):3203, 2003.

M. Gisonni, T. Grava, and G. Ruzza. Laguerre ensemble: Correlators, Hurwitz numbers
and Hodge integrals. Ann. Henri Poincaré, 21(10):3285-3339, 2020.

M. Gisonni, T. Grava, and G. Ruzza. Jacobi ensemble, Hurwitz
numbers and Wilson polynomials. Lett. Math. Phys., 111(67), 2021.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11005-021-01396-z.

G. H. Hardy and S. Ramanujan. Asymptotic formulase in combinatory analysis. Proc.
London Math. Soc., 2(1):75-115, 1918.

J. Harer and D. Zagier. The Euler characteristic of the moduli space of curves. Invent.
math., 85(3):457-485, 1986.

C. Itzykson and J. B. Zuber. Matrix integration and combinatorics of modular groups.
Commun. Math. Phys., 134(1):197-207, 1990.

K. Johansson. On fluctuations of eigenvalues of random Hermitian matrices. Duke
Math. J., 91(1):151-204, 1998.

B. Jonnadula, J. P. Keating, and F. Mezzadri. On the moments of characteristic poly-
nomials. Eprint: arXiv:2106.11743.

J. P. Keating, F. Mezzadri, and B. Singphu. Rate of convergence of linear functions on
the unitary group. J. Phys. A: Math. Theo., 44(3):035204, 2010.

J. P. Keating and N. C. Snaith. Random matrix theory and L-functions at s = 1/2.
Commun. Math. Phys., 214(1):91-100, 2000.

J. P. Keating and N. C. Snaith. Random matrix theory and ¢ (1/2+ it). Commun.
Math. Phys., 214(1):57-89, 2000.

42


https://doi.org/10.1007/s11005-021-01396-z

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

[47]

[48]

[49]

[50]

[51]

[52]

[53]

[54]

[55]

[56]

[57]

[58]

P. Kopel. Regularity conditions for convergence of linear statistics of GUE. Eprint:
arXiv:1510.02988.

T. Lam. A combinatorial generalization of the Boson-Fermion correspondence. Math.
Res. Lett., 13(3):377-392, 2006.

G. Lambert, M. Ledoux, and C. Webb. Quantitative normal approximation of linear
statistics of S-ensembles. Ann. Probab., 47(5):2619-2685, 2019.

M. Larsen and A. Shalev. Characters of symmetric groups: sharp bounds and applica-
tions. Invent. math., 174(3):645, 2008.

K.-H. Lee and S.-J. Oh. Auto-correlation functions of Sato-Tate distributions and
identities of symplectic characters. Eprint: arXiv:2006.06116.

I. G. Macdonald. Symmetric functions and Hall polynomials. Oxford University Press,
1998.

J. McKay. The largest degrees of irreducible characters of the symmetric group. Math.
Comput., 30(135):624-631, 1976.

F. Mezzadri, A. K. Reynolds, and B. Winn. Moments of the eigenvalue densities and
of the secular coefficients of S-ensembles. Nonlinearity, 30(3):1034, 2017.

F. Nakano and K. D. Trinh. Gaussian [-ensembles at high temperature: eigenvalue
fluctuations and bulk statistics. J. Stat. Phys., 173(2):295-321, 2018.

L. Pastur. Limiting laws of linear eigenvalue statistics for Hermitian matrix models. J.
Math. Phys., 47(10):103303, 2006.

Y. Roichman. Upper bound on the characters of the symmetric groups. Invent. math.,
125(3):451-485, 1996.

A. N. Sergeev and A. P. Veselov. Jacobi-Trudy formula for generalised Schur polyno-
mials. Mosc. Math. J., 14(1):161-168, 2014.

M. Shcherbina. Central limit theorem for linear eigenvalue statistics of orthogonally
invariant matrix models. J. Math. Phys. Anal. Geo., 4(1):171-195, 2008.

N. Simm. Central limit theorems for the real eigenvalues of large Gaussian random
matrices. Random Matrices: Theo. Appl., 6(01):1750002, 2017.

R. P. Stanley. Enumerative combinatorics, vol. 2. 1999. Cambridge Stud. Adv. Math,
1999.

E. Strahov and Y. V. Fyodorov. Universal results for correlations of characteristic
polynomials: Riemann-Hilbert approach. Commun. Math. Phys., 241(2-3):343-382,
2003.

43



[59] G. 't Hooft. A planar diagram theory for strong interactions. Nucl. Phys. B, 72(3):461
— 473, 1974.

[60] G.’t Hooft. A two-dimensional model for mesons. Nucl. Phys. B, 75(3):461 — 470, 1974.

[61] J. V. Uspensky. Asymptotic formulae for numerical functions which occur in the theory
of partitions. Bull. Acad. Sci. URSS, 14(6):199-218, 1920.

[62] G. C. Wick. The evaluation of the collision matrix. Phys. Rev., 80(2):268, 1950.

[63] N.S. Witte and P. J. Forrester. Moments of the Gaussian 5 Ensembles and the large-N
expansion of the densities. J. Math. Phys., 55(8):083302, 2014.

44



	1 Introduction
	2 Statements and results
	3 Background
	3.1 Review of symmetric functions
	3.2 Multivariate orthogonal polynomials

	4 Correlation functions of characteristic polynomials
	5 Correlations
	5.1 Change of basis between symmetric functions
	5.2 Moments of Schur polynomials
	5.3 Moments of characteristic polynomials
	5.4 Joint moments of traces

	6 Eigenvalue fluctuations
	6.1 Moments
	6.1.1 Second degree
	6.1.2 General degree

	6.2 Cumulants

	A Some properties of multivariate orthogonal polynomials
	B Ribbon graphs and matrix integrals
	B.1 Special cases


