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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 β = 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(N) equipped
with Haar measure, then TrMk, k ∈ N, converges to a complex normal random variable as
N → ∞. 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 TrMk is played by TrTk(M), where Tk 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.
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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 µ, let Φµ be the multivariate symmetric polynomials with leading coeffi-
cient equal to 1 that obey the orthogonality relation

∫

Φµ(x1, . . . , xN )Φν(x1, . . . , xN )
∏

1≤i<j≤N

(xi − xj)
2

N∏

j=1

w(xj) dxj = δµνCµ (2.1)

for a weight function w. Here the lengths of the partitions µ and ν are less than or equal
to the number of variables N , and Cµ 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 Φµ be multivariate polynomials given in (2.1). Let p, q ∈ N and for
λ ⊆ (qp) ≡ (q, . . . , q

︸ ︷︷ ︸

p

) let λ̃ = (p− λ′
q, . . . , p− λ′

1). Then

p
∏

i=1

q
∏

j=1

(ti − xj) =
∑

λ⊆(qp)

(−1)|λ̃|Φλ(t1, . . . , tp)Φλ̃(x1, . . . , xq). (2.2)

Here partition λ = (λ1, . . . , λl) such that λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λl is a sub-partition of the partition
(qp), denoted by λ ⊆ (qp). (See Sec. 3.1). This lemma appears in [24, p.625] for the Jacobi
multivariate polynomials for arbitrary β. Here we present a different proof for β = 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
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of the row and column operations on determinants (see Eqs. (4.4) and (4.5)) that are central
to the proof. It is the analogue of the well known equality for Vandermonde determinants,

∏

1≤i<j≤N

(xi − xj) = det
[

xN−j
i

]

i,j=1,...,N
= det [ϕN−j(xi)]i,j=1,...,N , (2.3)

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

w(x) =







e− x2

2 , x ∈ R, Gaussian,

xγe−x, x ∈ R+, γ > −1, Laguerre,

xγ1(1 − x)γ2 , x ∈ [0, 1], γ1, γ2 > −1, Jacobi.

(2.4)

The classical polynomials orthogonal with respect to these weights satisfy
∫

R

Hj(x)Hk(x)e− x2

2 dx =
√

2πj!δjk, (2.5a)

∫

R+

L(γ)
m L(γ)

n xγe−x dx =
Γ(n+ γ + 1)

Γ(n + 1)
δnm, (2.5b)

∫ 1

0
J (γ1,γ2)

n (x)J (γ1,γ2)
m (x)xγ1(1 − x)γ2 dx

=
1

(2n+ γ1 + γ2 + 1)

Γ(n+ γ1 + 1)Γ(n+ γ2 + 1)

n!Γ(n + γ1 + γ2 + 1)
δmn. (2.5c)

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 ×N GUE, LUE or JUE matrix and t1, . . . , tp ∈ C. Then,

(a) E
(H)
N [

p
∏

j=1

det(tj −M)] = H(Np)(t1, . . . , tp)

(b) E
(L)
N [

p
∏

j=1

det(tj −M)] =





p+N−1
∏

j=N

(−1)jj!



L(γ)
(Np)(t1, . . . , tp)

(c) E
(J)
N [

p
∏

j=1

det(tj −M)] =





p+N−1
∏

j=N

(−1)jj!
Γ(j + γ1 + γ2 + 1)

Γ(2j + γ1 + γ2 + 1)



J (γ1,γ2)
(Np) (t1, . . . , tp)

(2.6)

Here the subscripts (H), (L), (J) indicate Hermite, Laguerre and Jacobi, respectively,

and Hλ, Lγ
λ, J (γ1,γ2)

λ 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 λ =
(λ1, λ2, . . . , λN),

∑

j λj ≤ N , define

Cλ(N) =
N∏

j=1

(λj +N − j)!

(N − j)!
,

Gλ(N, γ) =
N∏

j=1

Γ(λj +N − j + γ + 1).

(2.7)
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The constants Cλ(N) and Gλ(N, γ) have several interesting combinatorial interpretations
which are discussed in Sec. 5.1.

Theorem 2.2. Let M be an N ×N GUE, LUE or JUE matrix and let µ = (µ1, . . . , µl) be
a partition such that |µ| =

∑l
j=1 µl ≤ N . Then

(a)

E
(H)
N

[ l∏

j=1

TrMµj

]

=







1

2
|µ|
2

|µ|
2

!

∑

λ⊢|µ| χ
λ
(2|λ|/2)

χλ
µCλ(N), |µ| is even,

0, otherwise,
(2.8)

which is a polynomial in N .

(b)

E
(L)
N

[ l∏

j=1

TrMµj

]

=
1

|µ|!
∑

λ⊢|µ|

Gλ(N, γ)

G0(N, γ)
Cλ(N)χλ

(1|λ|)χ
λ
µ. (2.9)

(c)

E
(J)
N

[ l∏

j=1

TrMµj

]

=
∑

λ⊢|µ|

Gλ(N, γ1)

G0(N, γ1)
Cλ(N)χλ

µD
(J)
λ0 , (2.10)

where

D
(J)
λ0 = det

[

1λi−i+j≥0
1

(λi − i+ j)!

Γ(2N − 2i+ γ1 + γ2 + 2)

Γ(2N + λi − i− j + γ1 + γ2 + 2)

]

i,j=1,...,N

. (2.11)

In the above equations χλ
µ are the characters of the symmetric group Sm, m = |λ| = |µ|,

associated to the λth irreducible representation on the µth conjugacy class.
Next, we now focus our attention on the GUE with rescaled matrices MR = M/

√
2N .

Define the random variables

Xk := TrTk(MR) − E
(H)
N [TrTk(MR)]. (2.12)

Here Tk is the Chebyshev polynomial of degree k. Johansson proved the following multi-
dimensional central limit theorem for Xk [38]:

(X1, . . . , X2m)
d
=⇒ (

1

2
r1, . . . ,

√
2m

2
r2m), (2.13)

where rj are independent standard normal random variables and
d
=⇒ means convergence in

distribution [38].
Define

En,k := E
(H)
N [Xn

k ] −
(√

k

2

)n

E[rn
k ] (2.14)

The formalism that we developed to study moments of traces allow us to derive explicit
estimates for the error En,k 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)
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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(x) = O(g(x)) as x → ∞ interchangeably.
More precisely, we write f(x) . g(x) (f(x) = O(g(x))) if and only if there exist a x0 and a
positive constant K such that

|f(x)| ≤ K|g(x)| for all x > x0. (2.15)

More in general, if t belongs to the extended real line, then f(x) . g(x) (f(x) = O(g(x)))
as x → t if and only if

lim sup
x→t

|f(x)|
|g(x)| < ∞. (2.16)

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 → ∞.

1. For k odd and k > 1,

En,k =







0, if n is odd,

d1(n, k) 1
N2 +O

(
1

N4

)

, if n is even,
(2.17)

where

d1(n, k) . A
3n
k π− n

2 2
7nk

8
− 13n

8
+ n

6k k
3n
8

(k+2)+ n
8

+ n
4kn

3n
8

(k+1)− k
4

+ 7
8e− n

8
(k+1)+ 9n

4
+ 5n

8k
+π

√
n
3

(k+1),
(2.18)

as n → ∞ and k fixed.

2. For k even,

En,k =







d2(n, k) 1
N

+O
(

1
N3

)

, if n is odd,

d3(n, k) 1
N2 +O

(
1

N4

)

, if n is even,
(2.19)

where

d2(n, k) . A
3n
k π− n

2 2
3nk

8
−3n+ n

6kk
3nk

8
+ n

2
+ 9n

4k n
3nk

8
+ 2n

k
− k

2
− 3

8e− n
8

(k−18)+π
√

nk
3

− 19n
8k ,

d3(n, k) . A
3n
k π− n

2 2
3nk

8
−3n+ n

6kk
3nk

8
+ n

2
+ 9n

4k n
3nk

8
+ 2n

k
− k

2
+ 5

8e− n
8

(k−18)+π
√

nk
3

− 19n
8k ,

(2.20)

as n → ∞ and k fixed. 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
Xk. 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 nth moment of Xk converges to the
nth moment of independent scaled Gaussian variable as N−1 or N−2 depending on the parity
of n; and the nth cumulant of Xk converges to 0 as Nn−2 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 λ is a sequence of non-negative integers such that λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ · · · ≥ λl > 0. We
call the maximum l such that λl > 0 the length of the partition l(λ) and |λ| =

∑l
i=1 λi the

weight. A partition can be represented with a Young diagram which is a left adjusted table
of |λ| boxes and l(λ) rows such that the first row contains λ1 boxes, the second row contains
λ2 boxes, and so on. The conjugate partition λ′ is defined by transposing the Young diagram
of λ.

Young diagram of λ Young diagram of λ′

(3.1)

In the above example λ = (4, 2, 2, 1), |λ| = 9 and l(λ) = 4. We denote a sub-partition µ of
λ by µ ⊆ λ if the Young diagram of µ is contained in the Young diagram of λ.

Another way to represent a partition is as follows: if λ has b1 1’s, b2 2’s and so on,
then λ = (1b12b2 . . . kbk). In this representation, the weight |λ| =

∑k
j=1 jbj and length

l(λ) =
∑k

j=1 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 λ = 0 or λ = ().

The elementary symmetric functions er(x1, . . . , xN ) are defined by

er(x1, . . . , xN ) =
∑

i1<···<ir

xi1 . . . xir (3.2)

and the complete symmetric functions hr(x1, . . . , xN) by

hr(x1, . . . , xN ) =
∑

i1≤···≤ir

xi1 . . . xir . (3.3)

Given a partition λ, we define

eλ(x1, . . . , xN) =
∏

j

eλj
(x1, . . . , xN),

hλ(x1, . . . , xN) =
∏

j

hλj
(x1, . . . , xN).

(3.4)

7



The Schur polynomials are symmetric polynomials indexed by partitions. Given a parti-
tion λ such that l(λ) ≤ N , we write

Sλ(x1, . . . , xN) =
det

[

x
λj+N−j
i

]

i,j=1,...,N

det
[

xN−j
i

]

i,j=1,...,N

=
1

∆(x)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

xλ1+N−1
1 xλ1+N−1

2 . . . xλ1+N−1
N

xλ2+N−2
1 xλ2+N−2

2 . . . xλ2+N−2
N

...
...

...

xλN
1 xλN

2 . . . xλN
N

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

,

(3.5)

where ∆(x) is the Vandermonde determinant:

∆(x) = det
[

xN−j
i

]

i,j=1,...,N
=

∏

1≤i<j≤N

(xi − xj). (3.6)

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

Sλ = det [hλi+j−i]i,j=1,...,l(λ) = det
[

eλ′
i+j−i

]

i,j=1,...,l(λ′)
. (3.7)

Let µ = 1b12b2 . . . kbk and write

pj(x) =
N∑

i=1

xj
i , j ∈ N. (3.8)

The power sum is defined by

Pµ =
k∏

j=1

p
bj

j . (3.9)

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

Pµ =
∑

λ

χλ
µSλ, Sλ =

∑

µ

χλ
µ

zµ

Pµ,

zµ =
∏

j

jbjbj !,
(3.10)

where χλ
µ are the characters of the symmetric group Sm, m = |λ| = |µ| and zµ is the size of

the centraliser of an element of conjugacy class µ.

Proposition 3.1 (Cauchy Identity [48]). Let t1, t2, . . . and x1, x2, . . . be two finite or infinite
sequences of independent variables. Then,

∏

i,j

(1 − tixj)
−1 =

∑

λ

Sλ(t)Sλ(x). (3.11)

8



When the sequences ti and xj are finite,

p
∏

i=1

q
∏

j=1

(1 − tixj)
−1 =

∑

λ

Sλ(t1, . . . , tp)Sλ(x1, . . . , xq), (3.12)

where λ runs over all partitions of length l(λ) ≤ min(p, q). We also have the dual Cauchy
identity [48]:

p
∏

i=1

q
∏

j=1

(1 + tixj) =
∑

λ

Sλ(t1, . . . , tp)Sλ′(x1, . . . , xq). (3.13)

Since Sλ = 0 or Sλ′ = 0 unless l(λ) ≤ p or l(λ′) ≤ q, λ runs over a finite number of partitions
such that the Young diagram of λ fits inside a p× q rectangle.

Changing xj → x−1
j in the dual Cauchy identity and simplifying the fractions gives

p
∏

i=1

q
∏

j=1

(ti + xj) =
∑

λ⊆(qp)

Sλ(t1, . . . , tp)Sλ̃(x1, . . . , xq), (3.14)

where (qp) ≡ (q, . . . , q
︸ ︷︷ ︸

p

) and λ̃ = (p − λ′
q, . . . , p − λ′

1). Since the Schur polynomials are

homogeneous, we have

Sµ(−x1, . . . ,−xq) = (−1)|µ|Sµ(x1, . . . , xq). (3.15)

Thus (3.14) becomes

p
∏

i=1

q
∏

j=1

(ti − xj) =
∑

λ⊆(qp)

(−1)|λ̃|Sλ(t1, . . . , tp)Sλ̃(x1, . . . , xq). (3.16)

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]

Φµ(x) :=
1

∆(x)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

ϕµ1+N−1(x1) ϕµ1+N−1(x2) . . . ϕµ1+N−1(xN )
ϕµ2+N−2(x1) ϕµ2+N−2(x2) . . . ϕµ2+N−2(xN )

...
...

...
ϕµN

(x1) ϕµN
(x2) . . . ϕµN

(xN)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

, (3.17)

where l(µ) ≤ N and ϕi, i = 0, 1, . . . , are a sequence of polynomials orthogonal with respect
to the weight w(x). One can check by straightforward substitution that, up-to a constant,
the multivariate polynomials (3.17) coincide with those in (2.1). When ϕj in (3.17) are
the Hermite, Laguerre and Jacobi polynomials we have the multivariate generalizations Hµ,

9



L(γ)
µ and J (γ1,γ2)

µ . These polynomials can be expressed as a linear combination of Schur
polynomials, i.e.

Φµ(x) =
∑

ν⊆µ

κµνSν(x). (3.18)

For the Hermite, Laguerre and Jacobi multivariate polynomials we set the leading coefficient
κµµ in consistency with the definitions (2.5) and (3.17),

κ(H)
µµ = 1, κ(L)

µµ =
(−1)|λ|+ 1

2
N(N−1)

Gλ(N, 0)
,

κ(J)
µµ =

(−1)|λ|+ 1
2

N(N−1)

Gλ(N, γ1 + γ2)Gλ(N, 0)

N∏

j=1

Γ(2N + 2λj − 2j + γ1 + γ2 + 1).

(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,

H(H) =
N∑

j=1

(

∂2

∂x2
j

− xj
∂

∂xj

)

+ 2
N∑

j,k=1
k 6=j

1

xj − xk

∂

∂xj

H(L) =
N∑

j=1

(

xj
∂2

∂x2
j

+ (γ − xj + 1)
∂

∂xj

)

+ 2
N∑

j,k=1
k 6=j

xj

xj − xk

∂

∂xj

H(J) =
N∑

j=1

(

xj(1 − xj)
∂2

∂x2
j

+ (γ1 + 1 − xj(γ1 + γ2 + 2))
∂

∂xj

)

+ 2
N∑

j,k=1
k 6=j

xj(1 − xj)

xj − xk

∂

∂xj

(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 Ξp,q consist of all permutations σ ∈ Sp+q such
that

σ(1) < · · · < σ(p), σ(p+ 1) < · · · < σ(p+ q). (4.1)
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Let A = aij be a (p + q) × (p+ q) matrix, then Laplace expansion in the first p rows can be
written as

det[aij ] =
∑

σ∈Ξp,q

sgn(σ)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

a1,σ(1) . . . a1,σ(p)
...

...
ap,σ(1) . . . ap,σ(p)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

×

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

ap+1,σ(p+1) . . . ap+1,σ(p+q)
...

...
ap+q,σ(p+1) . . . ap+q,σ(p+q)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

. (4.2)

Proposition 4.2. Let λ be a partition such that λ1 ≤ q and λ′
1 ≤ p. Then the p+ q numbers

λi + p− i (1 ≤ i ≤ p), p− 1 + j − λ′
j (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 ϕjs 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

1

∆p(t)

1

∆q(x)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

ϕp+q−1(t1) ϕp+q−2(t1) . . . 1
...

...
...

ϕp+q−1(tp) ϕp+q−2(tp) . . . 1
ϕp+q−1(x1) ϕp+q−2(x1) . . . 1

...
...

...
ϕp+q−1(xq) ϕp+q−2(xq) . . . 1

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

. (4.4)

Now using column operations we arrive at

1

∆p(t)

1

∆q(x)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

tp+q−1
1 tp+q−2

1 . . . 1
...

...
...

tp+q−1
p tp+q−2

p . . . 1

xp+q−1
1 xp+q−2

1 . . . 1
...

...
...

xp+q−1
q xp+q−2

q . . . 1

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

. (4.5)

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

∏

1≤i<j≤p

(ti − tj)
∏

1≤i<j≤q

(xi − xj)
p
∏

i=1

q
∏

j=1

(ti − xj). (4.6)

Combining eqs. (4.4) to (4.6) proves the lemma. �

If ϕj(−x) = (−1)jϕj(x), as for Hermite polynomials, then

Φµ(−x1, . . . ,−xN) = (−1)|µ|Φµ(x1, . . . , xN). (4.7)

It follows that (2.2) becomes

p
∏

i=1

q
∏

j=1

(ti + xj) =
∑

λ⊆(qp)

Φλ(t1, . . . , tp)Φλ̃(x1, . . . , xq). (4.8)
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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,

p
∏

i=1

N∏

j=1

(ti − xj) =
∑

λ⊆(Np)

(−1)|λ̃|Hλ(t1, . . . , tp)Hλ̃(x1, . . . , xN)

p
∏

i=1

N∏

j=1

(ti − xj) =





p+N−1
∏

j=0

(−1)jj!




∑

λ⊆(Np)

(−1)|λ̃|L(γ)
λ (t1, . . . , tp)L(γ)

λ̃
(x1, . . . , xN )

p
∏

i=1

N∏

j=1

(ti − xj) =





p+N−1
∏

j=0

(−1)jj!
Γ(j + γ1 + γ2 + 1)

Γ(2j + γ1 + γ2 + 1)





×
∑

λ⊆(Np)

(−1)|λ̃|J (γ1,γ2)
λ (t1, . . . , tp)J (γ1,γ2)

λ̃
(x1, . . . , xN )

(4.9)

After taking the expectation value, the non-zero contribution comes from λ̃ = 0 because of
(2.1). Thus λ′ = (pN) which implies λ = (Np). Now using

H0 = 1, L(γ)
0 =

N−1∏

j=0

(−1)j

j!
, J (γ1,γ2)

0 =
N−1∏

j=0

(−1)j

j!

Γ(2j + γ1 + γ2 + 1)

Γ(j + γ1 + γ2 + 1)
, (4.10)

proves the result. �

5 Correlations

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

Pµ(x) =
∏

j

(Tr(M j))bj , (5.1)

where x = (x1, . . . , xN) are the eigenvalues of M . The power symmetric functions form a
basis in the space of symmetric polynomials of degree |µ|. 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 ×N GUE matrix. The j.p.d.f. of the eigenvalues is

ρ(H)(x1, . . . , xN ) =
1

Z
(H)
N

∆2(x)
N∏

i=1

e−
x2

i
2 ,

Z
(H)
N = (2π)

N
2

N∏

j=1

j!.

(5.2)
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Denote by Hn(x) the Hermite polynomials normalised according to (2.5a). Given a partition
λ with l(λ) ≤ N , the multivariate Hermite polynomials are given by

Hλ(x) =
1

∆(x)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

Hλ1+N−1(x1) Hλ1+N−1(x2) . . . Hλ1+N−1(xN)
Hλ2+N−2(x1) Hλ2+N−2(x2) . . . Hλ2+N−2(xN)

...
...

...
HλN

(x1) HλN
(x2) . . . HλN

(xN )

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

(5.3)

and satisfy the orthogonality relation

〈Hλ,Hµ〉 :=
1

Z
(H)
N

∫

RN
Hλ(x)Hµ(x)∆2(x)

∏

i

e−
x2

i
2 dxi = Cλ(N)δµλ,

Cλ(N) =
N∏

i=1

(λi +N − i)!

(N − i)!
.

(5.4)

Since λi ≥ 0, the constant Cλ(N) is a polynomial in N of degree |λ|. It turns out that
it has a nice interpretation in terms of characters of the symmetric group. Let (i, j) ∈ λ,
1 ≤ j ≤ λi denote a node in the Young diagram of λ. The roots of Cλ(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 λ = (4, 3, 3, 1), the roots of Cλ(N) are

0 −1 −2 −3

1 0 −1

2 1 0

3

(5.5)

It is shown in [40] that

Cλ(N) =
l(λ)
∏

j=1

(λj +N − j)!

(N − j)!
=

∏

(i,j)∈λ

(N − i+ j)

=
|λ|!

dim Vλ

∑

µ⊢|λ|

χλ
µ

zµ
N l(µ) = |λ|!Sλ(1N)

dimVλ
.

(5.6)

The constant zλ is defined in (3.10) and dim Vλ is the dimension of the irreducible represen-
tation labelled by λ of the symmetric group S|λ|.

dim Vλ = |λ|!
∏

1≤j<k≤l(λ)(λj − λk − j + k)
∏l(λ)

j=1(λj + l(λ) − j)!
, (5.7)

and

Sλ(1N) =
∏

1≤j<k≤N

λj − λk − j + k

k − j
. (5.8)

Schur polynomials can be expressed in terms of multivariate Hermite polynomials,

Sλ =
∑

ν⊆λ

ψ
(H)
λν Hν =

⌊
|λ|
2

⌋
∑

j=0

∑

ν⊢g(j)

ψ
(H)
λν Hν , g(j) =







2j, |λ| is even,

2j + 1, |λ| is odd.
(5.9)

13



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 Hλ are, unlike Sλ, not homogeneous polynomials. For
example, when |λ| is even, the only partitions that appear in (5.9) are those with weight

|ν| = |λ| − 2k, k = 0, . . . , |λ|
2

, and ν ⊆ λ. The following proposition gives an explicit

expression for the coefficients ψ
(H)
λν .

Proposition 5.1. If λ is a partition of length L and ν is a sub-partition of λ such that
|λ| − |ν| = 0 mod 2 and N ≥ L, then ψ

(H)
λν is the following polynomial in N :

ψ
(H)
λν =

1

2
|λ|−|ν|

2

D
(H)
λν

L∏

j=1

(λj +N − j)!

(νj +N − j)!
, (5.10)

where

D
(H)
λν = det




1λj−νk−j+k=0 mod 2

((

λj − νk − j + k

2

)

!

)−1




j,k=1,...,L

. (5.11)

Proof. Let λ = (λ1, . . . , λL, 0, . . . , 0) and ν = (ν1, . . . , νl, 0, . . . , 0). Here l is the length of ν
and N − l is the length of the sequence of zeros added to ν. From (5.4) and the fact that
ν ⊆ λ, l ≤ L, it follows that

ψ
(H)
λν =

〈Sλ,Hν〉
〈Hν ,Hν〉 =

1

Z
(H)
N 〈Hν ,Hν〉

∫

RN
Sλ(x)Hν(x)∆2

N (x)
N∏

i=1

e−
x2

i
2 dxi,

=
1

Z
(H)
N 〈Hν ,Hν〉

∫

RN

N∏

i=1

e−
x2

i
2 dxi

×

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

xλ1+N−1
1 . . . xλL+N−L

1 HN−L−1(x1) . . . 1

xλ1+N−1
2 . . . xλL+N−L

2 HN−L−1(x2) . . . 1
...

...
...

...

xλ1+N−1
N . . . xλL+N−L

N HN−L−1(xN ) . . . 1

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

×

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

Hν1+N−1(x1) . . . Hνl+N−l(x1) HN−l−1(x1) . . . 1
Hν1+N−1(x2) . . . Hνl+N−l(x2) HN−l−1(x2) . . . 1

...
...

...
...

Hν1+N−1(xN ) . . . Hνl+N−l(xN) HN−l−1(xN ) . . . 1

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

.

(5.12)

The last N −L and N − l columns in Sλ and in Hν , respectively, are written in terms of the
Hermite polynomials using column operations. In addition, ψ

(H)
λν can be expanded as a sum
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over the permutations of N :

ψ
(H)
λν

=
1

Z
(H)
N 〈Hν ,Hν〉

∑

σ∈SN

sgn(σ)
∫

RN

N∏

i=1

e−
x2

i
2 dxi

(

xλ1+N−1
σ(1) . . . xλL+N−L

σ(L) HN−L−1(xσ(N−L−1)) . . .H0(xσ(0))
)

×

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

Hν1+N−1(x1) . . . Hνl+N−l(x1) HN−l−1(x1) . . . 1
Hν1+N−1(x2) . . . Hνl+N−l(x2) HN−l−1(x2) . . . 1

...
...

...
...

Hν1+N−1(xN) . . . Hνl+N−l(xN ) HN−l−1(xN) . . . 1

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

.

(5.13)

Since the integrand is symmetric in xi, 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 jth row with x

λj+N−j
j if j ≤ L and with

HN−j(xN−j) if N ≥ j > L. Then using orthogonality of Hermite polynomials (2.5a) for the
last N − L rows gives

ψ
(H)
λν =

N !

Z
(H)
N 〈Hν ,Hν〉

(2π)
N−L

2

N∏

i=L+1

(N − i)! det

[
∫

R

x
λj+N−j
j Hνk+N−k(xj)e

−
x2

j
2

dxj

]

j,k=1,...,L

.

(5.14)

Expanding monomials in terms of Hermite polynomials with the formula

xn = n!

⌊ n
2

⌋
∑

m=0

1

2mm!(n− 2m)!
Hn−2m(x) (5.15)

and using orthogonality leads to (5.10). The determinant D
(H)
λν is independent of N and ψ

(H)
λν

is a polynomial in N , since ν ⊆ λ. �

Corollary 5.1. The roots of coefficients ψ
(H)
λν are integers given by the content of the skew

diagram λ/ν.

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

ψ
(H)
λν =

1

2
|λ|−|ν|

2

Cλ(N)

Cν(N)
D

(H)
λν . (5.16)

Since ν ⊆ λ, the roots of ψ
(H)
λν are integers and can be read from the skew diagram λ/ν

whenever D
(H)
λν 6= 0. For example, if λ = (4, 1, 1) and ν = (2), then the roots of ψ

(H)
λν are

{−3,−2, 1, 2}:

0 −1 −2 −3

1

2

(5.17)

�
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Corollary 5.2. The coefficient ψ
(H)
λλ = 1.

Proof. If ν = λ,

ψ
(H)
λλ =

N !

Z
(H)
N 〈Hλ,Hλ〉

det

[
∫

R

x
λj+N−j
j Hλk+N−k(xj)e

−
x2

j
2 dxj

]

j=1,...,N

. (5.18)

By expanding monomials in terms of Hermite polynomials only the diagonal terms survive.
�

Proposition 5.2. The coefficient

ψ
(H)
λ0 =







Cλ(N)

2
|λ|
2

|λ|
2

!
χλ

(2|λ|/2)
, |λ| is even,

0, |λ| is odd,
(5.19)

where χλ
(2|λ|/2)

is the character of λth irreducible representation evaluated on the elements of

cycle-type (2|λ|/2).

Proof. Since Hermite polynomials of odd and even degree do not mix, ψ
(H)
λ0 = 0 when |λ| is

odd. When |λ| is even,

D
(H)
λ0 = det




1λj−j+k=0 mod 2

1
(

λj−j+k

2

)

!



 . (5.20)

Let n = |λ|/2 and L = l(λ). Let g(x1, . . . , xL) be a formal power series in variables xi, and
(k1, . . . , kL) be a partition constructed from λ such that kj = λj + L− j, j = 1, . . . , L. Let

[g(x1, . . . , xL)](k1,...,kL) = coefficient of xk1
1 . . . xkL

L . (5.21)

Using Frobenius formula for characters of the symmetric group

χλ
(2n) =

[

∆(x1, . . . , xL)(x2
1 + · · · + x2

L)n
]

(k1,...,kL)

=
∑

n1+···+nL=n

n!

n1! . . . nL!

[

det
[

xL−j
i

]

x2n1
1 x2n2

2 . . . x2nL
L

]

(λ1+L−1,λ2+L−2,...,λL)
.

(5.22)

After absorbing x2ni
i into the ith row of the determinant, for each ni at most one term in the ith

row has the exponent λi+L−i, say the (i, j)th element x2ni+L−j
i , which implies 2ni = λi−i+j.

For L-tuples {n1, . . . , nL} such that there is exactly one term in each row that has the required
exponent, the non-zero summands are given by n! sgn(σ)

∏

i((λi−i+σ(i)/2)!)−1 where σ ∈ SL.
Considering all such L-tuples and using Laplace expansion for the determinant proves the
proposition. �

Therefore the expansion of Schur polynomials in terms of multivariate Hermite polyno-
mials can be written as

Sλ(x1, . . . , xN ) = Cλ(N)
∑

ν⊆λ

1

2
|λ|−|ν|

2

1

Cν(λ)
D

(H)
λν Hν(x1, . . . , xN ). (5.23)
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In a similar way, by expanding Hermite polynomials in terms of monomials in the definition
of Hλ, multivariate Hermite polynomials can be written in the Schur basis as follows:

Hλ =
∑

ν⊆λ

κ
(H)
λν Sν =

⌊
|λ|
2

⌋
∑

j=0

∑

ν⊢g(j)

κ
(H)
λν Sν , g(j) =







2j, |λ| is even,

2j + 1, |λ| is odd,
(5.24)

where

κ
(H)
λν =

(−1

2

) |λ|−|ν|
2

D
(H)
λν

L∏

j=1

(λj +N − j)!

(νj +N − j)!
. (5.25)

Alternatively,

Hλ(x1, . . . , xN ) = Cλ(N)
∑

ν⊆λ

(−1

2

) |λ|−|ν|
2 1

Cν(N)
D

(H)
λν Sν(x1, . . . , xN ), (5.26)

where |λ| − |ν| = 0 mod 2.
Laguerre ensemble. Let M be an N × N LUE matrix with eigenvalues x1, . . . , xN . For
γ > −1, the j.p.d.f. of eigenvalues is

ρ(L)(x1, . . . , xN) =
1

Z
(L)
N

∆2(x)
N∏

i=1

xγ
i e

−xi ,

Z
(L)
N = N !G0(N, γ)G0(N, 0),

(5.27)

where Gλ(N, γ) is given in (2.7).
The multivariate Laguerre polynomials defined by

L(γ)
λ (x) =

1

∆N

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

L
(γ)
λ1+N−1(x1) L

(γ)
λ1+N−1(x2) . . . L

(γ)
λ1+N−1(xN)

L
(γ)
λ2+N−2(x1) L

(γ)
λ2+N−2(x2) . . . L

(γ)
λ2+N−2(xN)

...
...

...

L
(γ)
λN

(x1) L
(γ)
λN

(x2) . . . L
(γ)
λN

(xN )

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

, (5.28)

l(λ) ≤ N , satisfy the orthogonality relation

〈

L(γ)
λ ,L(γ)

µ

〉

:=
1

Z
(L)
N

∫

RN
+

L(γ)
λ (x)L(γ)

µ (x)∆2(x)
N∏

i=1

xγ
i e

−x dxi

=
Gλ(N, γ)

G0(N, γ)

1

Gλ(N, 0)

1

G0(N, 0)
δλµ.

(5.29)

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

Sλ =
∑

ν⊆λ

ψ
(L)
λν L(γ)

ν , (5.30)
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where

ψ
(L)
λν = (−1)|ν|+ 1

2
N(N−1)Gλ(N, γ)

Gν(N, γ)
Gλ(N, 0)D

(L)
λν

D
(L)
λν = det

[

1λi−νj−i+j≥0 1
(λi−νj−i+j)!

]

i,j=1,...,l(λ)
.

(5.31)

The coefficients ψ
(L)
λν in (5.31) can be computed in a similar way as in Prop. 5.1. It is

interesting to note that the quantity |λ/ν|!D(L)
λν gives the number of standard Young tableaux

(SYT) of shape λ/ν [57, p.344].
Multivariate Laguerre polynomials can also be expanded in the Schur basis:

L(γ)
λ =

∑

ν⊆λ

κ
(L)
λν Sν ,

κ
(L)
λν = (−1)|ν|+ 1

2
N(N−1)Gλ(N, γ)

Gν(N, γ)

1

Gν(N, 0)
D

(L)
λν .

(5.32)

Similar to the Hermite case, D
(L)
λ0 turns out to be a character of the symmetric group.

Proposition 5.3. We have

D
(L)
λ0 =

χλ
(1|λ|)

|λ|! =
dim Vλ

|λ|! . (5.33)

Proof. Same as Prop. 5.2. Note that |λ|!D(L)
λ0 gives the number of standard Young tableaux

of shape λ. �

Jacobi ensemble. Let M be an N ×N JUE matrix with eigenvalues x1, . . . , xN . For γ1, γ2 >
−1, the j.p.d.f. of eigenvalues is

ρ(J)(x1, . . . , xN ) =
1

Z
(J)
N

∆2(x)
N∏

i=1

xγ1
i (1 − xi)

γ2 ,

Z
(J)
N = N !

N−1∏

j=0

j! Γ(j + γ1 + 1)Γ(j + γ2 + 1)Γ(j + γ1 + γ2 + 1)

Γ(2j + γ1 + γ2 + 2)Γ(2j + γ1 + γ2 + 1)
.

(5.34)

Classical Jacobi polynomials are given by

J (γ1,γ2)
n (x) =

Γ(n + γ1 + 1)

Γ(n + γ1 + γ2 + 1)

n∑

j=0

(−1)j

j!(n− j)!

Γ(n+ j + γ1 + γ2 + 1)

Γ(j + γ1 + 1)
xj (5.35)

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

J (γ1,γ2)
λ (x) =

1

∆N

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

J
(γ1,γ2)
λ1+N−1(x1) J

(γ1,γ2)
λ1+N−1(x2) . . . J

(γ1,γ2)
λ1+N−1(xN )

J
(γ1,γ2)
λ2+N−2(x1) J

(γ1,γ2)
λ2+N−2(x2) . . . J

(γ1,γ2)
λ2+N−2(xN )

...
...

...

J
(γ1,γ2)
λN

(x1) J
(γ1,γ2)
λN

(x2) . . . J
(γ1,γ2)
λN

(xN )

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

, (5.36)
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l(λ) ≤ N , and obey the orthogonality relation

〈

J (γ1,γ2)
λ ,J (γ1,γ2)

µ

〉

:=
1

Z
(J)
N

∫

[0,1]N
J (γ1,γ2)

λ (x)J (γ1,γ2)
µ (x)∆2(x)

N∏

i=1

xγ1
i (1 − xi)

γ2 dxi

=
N !

Z
(J)
N

Gλ(N, γ1)Gλ(N, γ2)

Gλ(N, γ1 + γ2)Gλ(N, 0)

N∏

j=1

(2λj + 2N − 2j + γ1 + γ2 + 1)−1δλµ.

(5.37)

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

Sλ =
∑

ν⊆λ

ψ
(J)
λν J (γ1,γ2)

ν , (5.38)

where

ψ
(J)
λν = (−1)|ν|+ 1

2
N(N−1)Gλ(N, γ1)

Gν(N, γ1)
Gν(N, γ1 + γ2)Gλ(N, 0)

× D(J)
λν

N∏

j=1

(2νj + 2N − 2j + γ1 + γ2 + 1),

D(J)
λν = det

[

1λj−νk−j+k≥0((λj − νk − j + k)! Γ(2N + λj + νk − j − k + γ1 + γ2 + 2))−1
]N

j,k=1
.

(5.39)

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

xn = n! Γ(n+ γ1 + 1)
n∑

j=0

(−1)j

(n− j)!

(2j + γ1 + γ2 + 1)Γ(j + γ1 + γ2 + 1)

Γ(j + γ1 + 1)Γ(n+ j + γ1 + γ2 + 2)
J

(γ1,γ2)
j (x). (5.40)

Multivariate Jacobi polynomials can be expanded in Schur polynomials via

J (γ1,γ2)
λ =

∑

ν⊆λ

κ
(J)
λν Sν , (5.41)

where

κ
(J)
λν = (−1)|ν|+ 1

2
N(N−1)Gλ(N, γ1)

Gν(N, γ1)

1

Gλ(N, γ1 + γ2)Gν(N, 0)
D̃(J)

λν ,

D̃(J)
λν = det

[

1λj−νk−j+k≥0
Γ(2N + λj + νk − j − k + γ1 + γ2 + 1)

(λj − νk − j + k)!

]N

j,k=1

.

(5.42)

5.2 Moments of Schur polynomials

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

1√
2π

∫

R

x2ne− x2

2 dx = (−1)nH2n(0) =
2n!

2nn!
,

1√
2π

∫

R

x2n+1e− x2

2 dx = 0,
(5.43)
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the moments of Schur polynomials associated to a partition λ are given by

E
(H)
N [Sλ] =







(−1)
|λ|
2 Hλ(0N), |λ| is even,

0, |λ| is odd,
(5.44)

where

Hλ(0N) =
(−1)

|λ|
2

2
|λ|
2

|λ|
2

!
Cλ(N)χλ

(2|λ|/2). (5.45)

This can be easily seen from (5.9), (5.19), (5.26), and the fact that Sλ = 1 for λ = () and

Sλ(0N) = 0 for any non-empty partition λ. Using (5.4), E
(H)
N [Sλ] is a polynomial in N with

integer roots given by the content of λ whenever χλ
2|λ|/2 is non-zero.

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

E
(H)
N [S4] = 1

8
N(N + 1)(N + 2)(N + 3) E

(H)
N [S3,1] = −1

8
(N − 1)N(N + 1)(N + 2)

E
(H)
N [S2,2] = 1

4
(N − 1)N2(N + 1) E

(H)
N [S2,1,1] = −1

8
(N − 2)(N − 1)N(N + 1)

E
(H)
N [S14 ] = 1

8
(N − 3)(N − 2)(N − 1)N

(5.46)
Laguerre case. The univariate moments are

1

Γ(γ + 1)

∫ ∞

0
xn+γe−x dx =

Γ(n+ γ + 1)

Γ(γ + 1)
= n!L(γ)

n (0). (5.47)

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

E
(L)
N [Sλ] =

Cλ(N)

|λ|!
Gλ(N, γ)

G0(N, γ)
χλ

(1|λ|)

= (−1)
N(N−1)

2 Gλ(N, 0)L(γ)
λ (0N).

(5.48)

Like in the the Hermite case, E
(L)
N (Sλ) are polynomials in N with roots i− j and i− j − γ,

where (i, j) ∈ λ as discussed in Sec. 5.1.
Jacobi case. We have

∫ 1

0
xn+γ1(1 − x)γ2 dx = n!

Γ(γ1 + 1)Γ(γ2 + 1)

Γ(n+ γ1 + γ2 + 2)
J (γ1,γ2)

n (0)

=
Γ(n + γ1 + 1)Γ(γ2 + 1)

Γ(n + γ1 + γ2 + 2)
.

(5.49)

Similarly,

E
(J)
N [Sλ] =

Gλ(N, γ1)

G0(N, γ1)
Cλ(N)D

(J)
λ0

= (−1)
N(N−1)

2
D

(J)
λ0

D̃(J)
λ0

Gλ(N, γ1 + γ2)Gλ(N, 0)J (γ1,γ2)
λ (0N),

(5.50)

where D
(J)
λ0 and D̃(J)

λ0 are given in (2.11) and (5.42), respectively, and

J (γ1,γ2)
λ (0N) = (−1)

N(N−1)
2

Gλ(N, γ1)

Gλ(N, γ1 + γ2)G0(N, γ1)G0(N, 0)
D̃(J)

λ0 . (5.51)
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5.3 Moments of characteristic polynomials

The Cauchy identity can be written as

q
∏

i=1

N∏

j=1

1

(Ti − xj)
=

1
∏q

j=1 T
N
j

∑

λ

∑

µ⊆λ

ψλµSλ(T−1
1 , . . . , T−1

q )Φµ(x1, . . . , xN), (5.52)

where Φµ is one of the generalised polynomials Hµ, L(γ)
µ or J (γ1,γ2)

µ . By using orthogonality
of multivariate polynomials (5.4), (5.29) and (5.37) we have the following proposition.

Proposition 5.4. Let t1, . . . , tp and T1, . . . , Tq be two sets of variables. Then

p
∏

j=1

q
∏

k=1

E
(H)
N

[

det(tj −M)

det(Tk −M)

]

=
q
∏

j=1

1

TN
j

∑

λ⊆(Np)

s.t. λ̃=ν

∑

µ

∑

ν⊆µ

(−1)|ν|

2
|µ|−|ν|

2

Cµ(N)D(H)
µν Hλ(t)Sµ(T−1)

p
∏

j=1

q
∏

k=1

E
(L)
N

[

det(tj −M)

det(Tk −M)

]

=
p+N−1
∏

j=N

(−1)jj!
q
∏

k=1

1

TN
k

×
∑

λ⊆(Np)

s.t. λ̃=ν

∑

µ

∑

ν⊆µ

Gµ(N, γ)

G0(N, γ)

Cµ(N)

Cν(N)
D(L)

µν L(γ)
λ (t)Sµ(T−1)

p
∏

j=1

q
∏

k=1

E
(J)
N

[

det(tj −M)

det(Tk −M)

]

=
p+N−1
∏

j=N

(−1)jj!
Γ(j + γ1 + γ2 + 1)

Γ(2j + γ1 + γ2 + 1)

N−1∏

k=0

Γ(2k + γ1 + γ2 + 2)
q
∏

l=1

1

TN
l

×
∑

λ⊆(Np)

s.t. λ̃=ν

∑

µ

∑

ν⊆µ

Gµ(N, γ1)

G0(N, γ1)

Gν(N, γ2)

G0(N, γ2)

Cµ(N)

Cν(N)
D(J)

µν J (γ1,γ2)
λ (t)Sµ(T−1)

(5.53)

hhNote that the RHS is a formal power series in the variables T.

Corollary 5.3. Let λ = (Np). If ti = t in Thm. 2.1, then

E
(H)
N [(det(t−M))p] = Cλ(p)

∑

ν⊆λ

(−1

2

) |λ|−|ν|
2 dimVν

|ν|! D
(H)
λν t|ν|,

E
(L)
N [(det(t−M))p] = (−1)p(p+N−1)Gλ(p, γ)

Gλ(p, 0)

G0(p, 0)

∑

ν⊆λ

(−1)|ν|

|ν|!Gν(p, γ)
dimVνD

(L)
λν t

|ν|,

E
(J)
N [(det(t−M))p] =





p+N−1
∏

j=N

1

Γ(2j + γ1 + γ2 + 1)



 (−1)p(p+N−1)Gλ(p, γ1)Gλ(p, 0)

G0(p, 0)

×
∑

ν⊆λ

(−1)|ν|

|ν|!Gν(p, γ1)
dim VνD̃(J)

λν t
|ν|,

(5.54)

where dim Vν is given in (5.7).

Proof. Let us consider the GUE case. We have

E
(H)
N [(det(t−M))p] = H(Np)(t

p). (5.55)
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Using (5.26) and calculating Cλ in (5.4) for λ = (Np),

C(Np)(p) =
p
∏

j=1

(N + p− j)!

(p− j)!
, (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

Pµ =
∑

λ

∑

ν⊆λ

χλ
µψ

(H)
λν Hν . (5.57)

Proof of Thm. 2.2. When |µ| is odd Pµ is a sum of product of monomials in xi with the

degree of at least one xi being odd. Since the generalised weight ∆2
N (x)

∏N
i=1 e

−
x2

i
2 is an even

function and Pµ(x) is odd, E
(H)
N [Pµ] vanishes.

When |µ| is even, writing Pµ in terms of multivariate Hermite polynomials (5.57) and
using orthogonality of the Hν along with (5.19) proves the first line of (2.8). �

Remark. When |µ| is even, the orthogonality of characters indicate that E
(H)
N [(TrM2)

|µ|
2 ] is

a polynomial in N of degree |µ|. The polynomial degree of all other joint moments corre-
sponding to the partitions of |µ| is strictly less than |µ|.

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

E
(H)
N [Pµ] l(µ) |µ|/2

Even polynomial
even even
odd odd

Odd polynomial
even odd
odd even

Proof. Let |µ| be even. Since E
(H)
N [Sµ] is a polynomial in N of degree |µ| and the characters

χµ
λ are integers, E

(H)
N [Pλ] is also a polynomial in N . Now for any partitions λ and µ,

χλ′

µ = (−1)|µ|−l(µ)χλ
µ,

Cµ′(N) = Cµ(−N).
(5.58)
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Thus,

E
(H)
N [Pµ] =

1

2

∑

λ

(

χλ
µE

(H)
N [Sλ] + χλ′

µ E
(H)
N [Sλ′]

)

=
1

2
|µ|+2

2
|µ|
2

!

∑

λ

χλ
(2|λ|/2)χ

λ
µ

(

Cλ(N) + (−1)
|µ|
2

−l(µ)Cλ(−N)
)

.
(5.59)

The corollary is proved by noticing that the symmetric and anti-symmetric combination of
Cλ(N) and Cλ(−N) is an even and odd polynomial in N , respectively. �

Since E
(H)
N [Pµ] 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
(H)
N [TrM2j ], j ∈ N, are

Meixner-Pollaczek polynomials which are a family of orthogonal polynomials,

E
(H)
N

[

TrM2j
]

= N(2j − 1)!!i−j 1

j + 1
P

(1)
j

(

iN,
π

2

)

= N(2j − 1)!!2F1

(

−j, 1 −N

2
; 2

) (5.60)

where P
(1)
k (iN, π/2) is a Meixner-Pollaczek polynomial and 2F1(. . . ) is a terminating hyper-

geometric series. These polynomials P (λ)
n (x, φ) satisfy

∫ ∞

−∞
P (λ)

m (x, φ)P (λ)
n (x, φ) |Γ(λ+ ix)|2e(2φ−π)x dx =

2πΓ(n+ 2λ)

(2 sin φ)2λn!
δnm. (5.61)

Clearly, the zeros of E
(H)
N [TrM2j ] 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

E
(H)
N

[

TrM2k−1TrM
]

= (2k − 1)E
(H)
N [TrM2k−2]

= N(2k − 1)!!i−k+1 1

k
P

(1)
k−1

(

iN,
π

2

)

.
(5.62)

Thus E
(H)
N [Pµ], µ = (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 pj = TrM j .

E
(H)
N [p6] = 5N2(N2 + 2) E

(H)
N [p5p1] = 5N(2N2 + 1)

E
(H)
N [p4p2] = N(2N2 + 1)(N2 + 4) E

(H)
N [p4p

2
1] = N2(2N2 + 13)

E
(H)
N [p2

3] = 3N(4N2 + 1) E
(H)
N [p3p2p1] = 3N2(N2 + 4)

E
(H)
N [p3p

3
1] = 3N(3N2 + 2) E

(H)
N [p3

2] = N2(N2 + 2)(N2 + 4)

E
(H)
N [p2

2p
2
1] = N(N2 + 2)(N2 + 4) E

(H)
N [p2p

4
1] = 3N2(N2 + 4)

E
(H)
N [p6

1] = 15N3

(5.63)
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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 MR = M/

√
4N of size N with j.p.d.f.

(4N)
N2

2

(2π)
N
2
∏N

j=1 j!

∏

1≤i<j≤N

(xi − xj)
2

N∏

j=1

e−2Nx2
j (6.1)

The limiting eigenvalue density is

ρsc(x) =
2

π

√
1 − x2. (6.2)

Proposition 6.1. We have

E
(H)
N

[

(TrMR)2n
]

=
2n!

23nn!
. (6.3)

Proof. When µ = (12n) in (2.8), using (5.6) and the fact that χλ
(12n) = dim Vλ,

E
(H)
N

[

(TrMR)2n
]

=
2n!

23nn!

1

Nn

∑

λ⊢2n

χλ
(2n)Sλ(1N). (6.4)

Using (3.10) and Pν(1N) = N l(ν),

E
(H)
N

[

(TrMR)2n
]

=
2n!

23nn!

1

Nn
P(2n)(1

N) =
2n!

23nn!
. (6.5)

�

The R.H.S. is the 2nth moment of r1/2 where r1 ∼ N (0, 1). This exact equality of

moments with the moments of Gaussian normals is special to E
(H)
N [(TrMR)2n]. In general,

one can consider moments of the form E
(H)
N [(Tr g(M))n] 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

Xk = TrTk(MR) − E
(H)
N [TrTk(MR)], 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

E
(H)
N [Xn

k ] =

(√
k

2

)n
n!

2
n
2

(
n
2

)

!
ηn + d(n, k)

1

N1+mk,n
+O(N−2), (6.7)

where ηn = 1 if n is even and 0 otherwise, and where mk,n is either 0 or 1, with asymptotic
estimates for d(n, k). Results for k = 1 are already discussed in Prop. 6.1. We first consider
X2 and discuss results for general values of k in Sec. 6.1.2.
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6.1.1 Second degree

We have that

E
(H)
N [(TrM2

R)n] =
1

(4N)n

n−1∏

j=0

(N2 + 2j). (6.8)

For a fixed n, this can be obtained by substituting in the character values of S2n in (2.8).
Alternatively, a proof by counting topologically invariant ribbon graphs is sketched in App. B.
Clearly,

E
(H)
N [Xn

2 ] = E
(H)
N

[(

2TrM2
R − N

2

)n
]

=
n∑

j=0

(

n

j

)(

−N

2

)n−j

E
(H)
N [(2TrM2

R)j]

=
Nn

2n+1

n∑

j=0

(−1)n−j2jN2−2j

(

n

j

)
Γ
(

N2

2
+ j

)

Γ
(

N2

2
+ 1

)

(6.9)

The asymptotic expansion for the ratios of Gamma functions is [28]

Γ(z + a)

Γ(z + b)
∼ za−b

∞∑

l=0

1

zl

(

a− b

l

)

B
(a−b+1)
l (a), a, b ∈ C, z → ∞, (6.10)

where B
(l)
j are generalised Bernoulli polynomials. Hence

E
(H)
N [Xn

2 ] =
Nn

2n

n∑

j=1

j−1
∑

l=0

(−1)n−j+l 2l

N2l

(

n

j

)(

j − 1

l

)

B
(j)
l (0). (6.11)

In arriving at (6.11) we used

B
(j)
l (j) = (−1)lB

(j)
l (0). (6.12)

Here B
(j)
l (0) are generalised Bernoulli numbers and the first few numbers are given below.

B
(j)
0 (0) = 1

B
(j)
1 (0) = −j

2

B
(j)
2 (0) =

j2

4
− j

12

B
(j)
3 (0) = −j3

8
+
j2

8
.

(6.13)

By inserting (6.13) into (6.11),

Coef. of Nn :
1

2n

n∑

j=1

(−1)n−j

(

n

j

)

= 0

Coef. of Nn−2 :
1

2n

n∑

j=2

(−1)n−j

(

n

j

)

j(j − 1)

=
n

2n

n∑

j=2

(−1)n−j(j − 1)

(

n− 1

j − 1

)

= 0.

(6.14)
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Calculating the coefficient of Nn−2l for arbitrary n and l 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 l. It can be shown for a given n that

Coef. of Nn−2k = 0, for 0 ≤ k < ⌊n/2⌋,

Coef. of N0 =
n!

2n
(

n
2

)

!
ηn,

(6.15)

where ηn = 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 Xk show a
similar behaviour as in Corollary. 5.4.

E
(H)
N [Xn

2 ] =







d2(n, 2) 1
N

+O(N−3), if n is odd,
n!

2n(n
2 )!

+ d3(n, 2) 1
N2 +O(N−4), if n is even.

(6.16)

Coefficients d2(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, Xk converges to a normal random variable. For a fixed k and n,

Xk →
√
k

2
N (0, 1) as N → ∞. (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

∑

λ

χλ
µχ

λ
2|µ|/2Cλ(N) (6.18)

and in the Chebyshev expansion

TrTk(MR) =
k

2

⌊ k
2

⌋
∑

j=0

(−1)j (k − j − 1)!

j!(k − 2j)!
2k−2jMk−2j

R . (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

Laurent series of E
(H)
N [Pµ] of rescaled matrices which leads to estimating the characters of

the symmetric group.
All the characters of the symmetric group are integers and satisfy

|χλ
µ|

χλ
(1|µ|)

< 1. (6.20)
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It turns out that under suitable assumptions, the ratios |χλ
µ|/χλ

(1|µ|)
are very small, sometimes

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

|χλ
µ| ≤ (χλ

(1|µ|))
aµ , (6.21)

where aµ depends on µ.
The frequency representation of a partition µ = (1b1 , 2b2, . . . , kbk) also represents a per-

mutation cycle of an element in S|µ|. The number bj gives the number of j−cycles in µ,
1 ≤ j ≤ k. For example, if b1 = 0 then are no 1-cycles. In other words, there are no fixed
points when b1 = 0.

The only obstruction to the small character values of |χλ
µ| is when µ has many short

cycles [46]. With this information,

Proposition 6.2.

(a) Given any λ ∈ Irr(Sn), let µ = (mn/m), then [23]

|χλ
µ| ≤ c n

1
2 (1− 1

m)
(

χλ
(1|µ|)

) 1
m , (6.22)

where c is an absolute constant.

(b) If µ ∈ Sn is fixed-point-free, or has no(1) fixed points, then for any λ ∈ Irr(Sn) [46],

|χλ
µ| ≤

(

χλ
1|µ|

) 1
2

+o(1)
. (6.23)

(c) Fix a ≤ 1 and let µ ∈ Sn with at most na cycles. Then for any λ ∈ Irr(Sn) [46],

|χλ
µ| ≤

(

χλ
(1|µ|)

)a+o(1)
. (6.24)

Proposition 6.3. For a given µ, E
(H)
N [Pµ] is a Laurent polynomial in N with

Coefficient of 1/N q in E
(H)
N [Pµ] . 2−

|µ|
2

−q− 3
2 |µ| 3|µ|

4
− 11

8
+qe−

|µ|
4

+π
√

2
3

|µ|, q ∈ N, (6.25)

as |µ| → ∞.

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

E
(H)
N

[ l∏

j=1

TrM
µj

R

]

=







1

(8N)
|µ|
2

|µ|
2

!

∑

λ⊢|µ| χ
λ
(2|λ|/2)

χλ
µCλ(N), |µ| is even,

0, otherwise,
(6.26)

Using (5.6) we obtain

Γ(N + 1)

Γ(N − |λ| + 1)
≤ Cλ(N) ≤ Γ(N + |λ|)

Γ(N)
. (6.27)
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Using the asymptotics of Gamma functions, as N → ∞,

Γ(N + |λ|)
Γ(N)

∼ N |λ|
∞∑

l=0

1

N l

(

|λ|
l

)

B
(|λ|+1)
l (|λ|), (6.28)

where B
(j)
l (x) are generalised Bernoulli polynomials of degree l. Thus, the coefficient of 1/N q

in (2.8) is bounded by

Coefficient of 1/N q in E
(H)
N [Pµ] ≤ 1

8
|µ|
2

|µ|
2

!

( |µ|
|µ|
2

+ q

)

B
(|µ|+1)
|µ|
2

+q
(|µ|)

∑

λ

|χλ
µ||χλ

2|µ|/2|. (6.29)

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

c

8
|µ|
2

|µ|
2

!

( |µ|
|µ|
2

+ q

)

|µ| 1
4 (χλ

1|µ|)
aµ+ 1

2
max #par(|µ|)B(|µ|+1)

|µ|
2

+q
(|µ|) (6.30)

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

(χλ
1|µ|)max ≤ (2π)

1
4 |µ| |µ|

2
+ 1

4 e−
|µ|
2 (6.31)

and number of partitions grow as [35, 61]

#par(|µ|) ∼ 1

4
√

3|µ| exp



π

√

2|µ|
3



 , as |µ| → ∞. (6.32)

Polynomials B
(j)
l (x) satisfy

B
(j+1)
l (x) =

(

1 − l

j

)

B
(j)
l (x) + l

(

x

j
− 1

)

B
(j)
l−1(x). (6.33)

Hence,

B
(|µ|+1)
|µ|
2

+q
(|µ|) =

(

1

2
− q

|µ|

)

B
(|µ|)
|µ|
2

+q
(|µ|) . 1

2
|µ|
2

+q+1
|µ| |µ|

2
+q, as |µ| → ∞. (6.34)

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

coefficient of 1/N q in E
(H)
N [Pµ] .

1

22|µ|+q+3

1
|µ|
2

!

( |µ|
|µ|
2

+ q

)

|µ| 5|µ|
4

− 3
8

+qe−3
|µ|
4

+π
√

2
3

|µ|, (6.35)

as |µ| → ∞. 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 Xk(MR) converges
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in distribution to a normal random variable as N → ∞, E
(H)
N [Xn

k ] 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
(H)
N [Xn

k ], we consider k even and odd cases sepa-
rately.
(1) For k odd, E

(H)
N [TrTk(MR)] = 0. Using the expansion of Chebyshev polynomials of the

first kind,

E
(H)
N [Xn

k ] = E
(H)
N [(TrTk(MR))n]

= E
(H)
N









k

k−1
2∑

j=0

(−1)
k−1

2
−j (k−1

2
+ j)!

(k−1
2

− j)!(2j + 1)!
22jTrM2j+1






n




= kn
∑

n0+···+n k−1
2

=n

(

n

n0, . . . , nk−1
2

) k−1
2∏

j=0

(−1)
k−1

2
nj−jnj

(

(k−1
2

+ j)!

(k−1
2

− j)!(2j + 1)!

)nj

22jnj

× E
(H)
N [Pµ] ,

(6.36)

where

E
(H)
N [Pµ] = E

(H)
N






k−1
2∏

l=0

(TrM2l+1
R )nl




 , µ = (1n0 , 3n1, . . . , k

n k−1
2 ). (6.37)

The odd moments of TrTk(MR) are identically zero because E
(H)
N [Pµ] = 0 when |µ| is odd, see

(6.26). When n is even, the leading term is given by the nth moment of
√
krk/2, rk ∼ N (0, 1),

according to Szegő’s theorem. For n even, l(µ) 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).

The maximum possible degree of µ is |µ| = nk when nk−1
2

= n, nj = 0 for j = 0, . . . , k−3
2

and the minimum degree is |µ| = n when n0 = n, nj = 0 for j = 1, . . . , k−1
2

. The coefficient
of 1/N2 in (6.36) is estimated using (6.25) by choosing an appropriate µ. Note that the
multinomial coefficient is maximum when all nj’s are approximately equal. In this case

µ = (1
2n

k+1 , 3
2n

k+1 , . . . , k
2n

k+1 ) and |µ| = n(k + 1)/2. For a fixed k as n increases, the number of
short cycles in µ increases. Using (6.24),

|χλ
µ| ≤ χλ

1|µ| , (6.38)

which implies aµ = 1 in (6.25).
Let

d1(n, k) =
[

E
(H)
N [(TrTk(MR))n]

]

1/N2
(6.39)

denote the coefficient of 1/N2 in E
(H)
N [(TrTk(MR))n]. Putting q = 2 in (6.25),

d1(n, k) ∼ kn n!
(

2n
k+1

!
)k+1

2






k−1
2∏

j=0

(k−1
2

+ j)!

(k−1
2

− j)!(2j + 1)!






2n
k+1

22|µ|
[

E
(H)
N [Pµ]

]

1/N2
, as n → ∞.

(6.40)

29



Now,

k−1
2∏

j=0

(k−1
2

+ j)!

(k−1
2

− j)!(2j + 1)!
= 2− 5

24
− 1

4
k(k+2)e

1
8π

1
4

(k+2) 1

A
3
2

G(k + 1)

G
(

k
2

+ 2
)

G
(

k+1
2

) (

G
(

k+3
2

))2 (6.41)

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






k−1
2∏

j=0

(k−1
2

+ j)!

(k−1
2

− j)!(2j + 1)!






2n
k+1

∼ A
3n
k π− n

2 2
nk
2

−n+ n
6kk− 3n

2
+ n

4k e
9n
4

+ 5n
8k ,

n!
(

2n
k+1

!
)k+1

2

∼ 1

π
k−1

4

1

2n+ k
2

n− k−1
4 (k + 1)n+ k+1

4 , as n → ∞.

(6.42)

By combining the previous equations we arrive at

d1(n, k) . A
3n
k π− 1

4
(2n+k)2

7nk
8

− 13n
8

+ n
6k

− k
2n

3n
8

(k+1)− k
4

+ 7
8k

3n
8

(k+2)+ n
8

+ n
4k

+ k
4

+ 7
8 e− n

8
(k+1)+ 9n

4
+ 5n

8k
+π

√
n
3

(k+1),
(6.43)

as n → ∞. 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

d1(n, k) .A
3n
k π− n

2 2
7nk

8
− 13n

8
+ n

6kk
3n
8

(k+2)+ n
8

+ n
4kn

3n
8

(k+1)− k
4

+ 7
8 e− n

8
(k+1)+ 9n

4
+ 5n

8k
+π

√
n
3

(k+1) (6.44)

(2) When k is even, let

ck =
1

N
E

(H)
N [TrTk(MR)]. (6.45)

We have,

E
(H)
N [Xn

k ] = E
(H)
N [(TrTk(MR) −Nck)n]

= E
(H)
N









N

(

(−1)
k
2 − ck

)

+ k

k
2∑

j=1

(−1)
k
2

−j (k
2

+ j − 1)!

(k
2

− j)!(2j)!
22j−1TrM2j

R






n




=
∑

n0+···+n k
2

=n

(

n

n0, . . . , nk
2

)

Nn0

(

(−1)
k
2 − ck

)n0

×
k
2∏

j=1

(−1)
k
2

nj−jnjknj

(

(k
2

+ j − 1)!

(k
2

− j)!(2j)!

)nj

2(2j−1)njE
(H)
N [Pµ] ,

(6.46)

where

E
(H)
N [Pµ] = EN






k
2∏

l=0

(TrM2l
R )nl




 , µ = (2n1, 4n2, . . . , k

n k
2 ). (6.47)

According to Szegő’s theorem, when n is even the leading order term in the R.H.S. of (6.46) is
given by E[(

√
krk/2)n], rk ∼ N (0, 1). The sub-leading term is d3(n, k)N−2. When n is odd,
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the leading term in the R.H.S. is given by d2(n, k)N−1. Next we compute the coefficients
d2(n, k) and d3(n, k).
Coefficient d2(n, k): ck decays as 1/N2 for k > 2, so we neglect it in (6.46). Note that µ
in (6.47) doesn’t have any 1-cycles. So µ is fixed-point-free and (6.23) can also be used to
estimate characters χλ

µ in Prop. 6.3. Here we just use (6.25) for q = 2 and follow the exact
same calculation as k odd. In the limit n → ∞ this leads to

d2(n, k) . A
3n
k π− n

2 2
3nk

8
−3n+ n

6k k
3nk

8
+ n

2
+ 9n

4k n
3nk

8
+ 2n

k
− k

2
− 3

8e− n
8

(k−18)+π
√

nk
3

− 19n
8k

. (6.48)

Similarly, d3(n, k) can be approximated as

d3(n, k) . A
3n
k π− n

2 2
3nk

8
−3n+ n

6k k
3nk

8
+ n

2
+ 9n

4k n
3nk

8
+ 2n

k
− k

2
+ 5

8e− n
8

(k−18)+π
√

nk
3

− 19n
8k

. (6.49)

�

Since Xk converges to independent Gaussian normals, the correlators of Xk also converges
to random Gaussian variables as N → ∞. For instance,

E
(H)
N [XiXj ] =

√
ij

4
E[rirj ] +O(N−1). (6.50)

Given below are the moments corresponding to partitions of 6.

E
(H)
N [X6] = 0 E

(H)
N [X5X1] = 5

4N2

E
(H)
N [X4X2] = 1

N2 E
(H)
N [X4X

2
1 ] = 1

2N

E
(H)
N [X2

3 ] = 3
4

+ 3
4N2 E

(H)
N [X3X2X1] = 3

4N

E
(H)
N [X3X

3
1 ] = 3

8N2 E
(H)
N [X3

2 ] = 1
N

E
(H)
N [X2

2X
2
1 ] = 1

8
+ 1

2N2 E
(H)
N [X2X

4
1 ] = 3

8N

E
(H)
N [X6

1 ] = 15
64

(6.51)

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

6.2 Cumulants

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

κn = mn −
n−1∑

j=1

(

n− 1

j − 1

)

κjmn−j . (6.52)

Cumulants and moments can also be expressed in terms of each other through a more elegant
formula. Let λ = (λ1, . . . , λl) ≡ (1b1 , 2b2, . . . rbr) be a partition of n. Define

κλ :=
l∏

j=1

κj =
r∏

j=1

κ
bj

j , mλ :=
l∏

j=1

mj =
r∏

j=1

m
bj

j . (6.53)

31



We have

mn =
∑

λ

dλκλ

κn =
∑

λ

(−1)l(λ)−1(l(λ) − 1)!dλmλ

(6.54)

where

dλ =
n!

(1!)b1b1! . . . (r!)brbr!
(6.55)

is the number of decompositions of a set of n elements into disjoint subsets containing
λ1, . . . , λl elements.

In this section, we give an estimate on the cumulants of random variables Xk 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 ×N rescaled GUE matrices.

ZN(s, ξ) = es0Nξ
∫

e−2NTr M2

eξTr V (M). dM (6.56)

Here the formal series V (M) depending on the parameters s = {s0, s1, . . . , sk} has the form

V (M) =
k∑

j=1

sjM
j . (6.57)

The integral in (6.56) can be considered as a formal expansion in the set of parameters sj

and ξ. Now,

Z(s, ξ)

Z(0, ξ)
=

∑

n0,n1,...,nk

ξ
∑

nj
(s0N)n0

n0!

sn1
1

n1!
. . .

snk
k

nk!
E

(H)
N





k∏

j=1

(TrM j
R)nj





=
∑

n≥0

ξn
∑

n0+···+nk=n

(s0N)n0

n0!

sn1
1

n1!
. . .

snk
k

nk!
E

(H)
N





k∏

j=1

(TrM j
R)nj



 .

(6.58)

By choosing sj to be the coefficients of Chebyshev polynomials in (6.58), we recover the
moments of Xk. Thus, (6.58) is the moment generating function of Xk. For a given k, by
fixing sj to be the Chebyshev coefficients in Tk,

E
(H)
N

[

eξXk

]

=
∑

n≥0

ξn

n!
E

(H)
N [Xn

k ] =
Z(s, ξ)

Z(0, ξ)
. (6.59)

By matching the terms in the L.H.S. and R.H.S. of (6.59) by powers in ξ we recover the
moments of Xk. The correlators of TrM j

R 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,

logE
(H)
N

[

eξXk

]

= log
Z(s, ξ)

Z(0, ξ)
=
∑

n≥1

ξn

n!
κn

= s0Nξ +
∑

n≥1

ξn
∑

n1···+nk=n

sn1
1

n1!
. . .

snk
k

nk!
E

(H)
N





k∏

j=1

(TrM j
R)nj





c

(6.60)

keeps only connected ribbon graphs indicated by subscript c. For µ = (1n1, . . . , knk) ≡
(µ1, . . . , µl), the connected correlators are given by

E
(H)
N





l∏

j=1

TrM
µj

R





c

≡ E
(H)
N





k∏

j=1

(TrM j
R)nj





c

=
∑

0≤g≤
|µ|
4

− l
2

+ 1
2

1

2|µ|
ag(µ1, . . . , µl)N

2−2g−l, |µ| is even.

(6.61)
Here

ag(µ1, . . . , µl) = #{connected oriented labelled ribbon graphs

of genus g with l vertices of valencies µ1, . . . , µl}

= l!
∑

Γ

1

#Sym(Γ)
,

(6.62)

where Γ is a connected (unlabelled) ribbon graph of genus g with l vertices of valencies
µ1, . . . , µl, #Sym(Γ) is the order of the symmetry group of Γ, and the last summation is
taken over all such Γ. For the explicit expressions of connected correlators of the GUE see
[20].

We are now ready to estimate the cumulants of Xk. We treat k even and odd cases
separately.
(1) k odd : In this case, the parameters s2j = 0 for 0 ≤ j ≤ k−1

2
and

s2j+1 = (−1)
k−1

2
−jk

(k−1
2

+ j)!

(k−1
2

− j)!(2j + 1)!
22j, 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 1

2
. (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

κ2n =
2n!

N2n−2

∑

g

∑

n1+n3+···+nk=2n

1

2
∑

j
jnj

ag

N2g

sn1
1

n1!

sn3
3

n3!
. . .

snk
k

nk!
. (6.64)

(2) k even: In this case, the parameters s2j+1 = 0 for 0 ≤ j ≤ k
2

− 1 and

s0 = (−1)
k
2 − ck,

s2j = (−1)
k
2

−jk
(k

2
+ j − 1)!

(k
2

− j)!(2j)!
22j−1, 1 ≤ j ≤ k

2
.

(6.65)
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The first cumulant is zero by definition of Xk. So the first term in (6.60) is cancelled by
n = 1 contribution from the second term. Hence,

logE
(H)
N

[

eξXk

]

=
∑

n≥2

ξn
∑

n2···+nk=n

sn2
2

n2!

sn4
4

n4!
. . .

snk
k

nk!
E

(H)
N





k/2
∏

j=1

(TrM2j
R )n2j





c

(6.66)

By inserting (6.61) in (6.60), the cumulants are given by

κn =
n!

Nn−2

∑

g

∑

n2+···+nk=n

1

2
∑

j
jnj

ag

N2g

sn2
2

n2!

sn4
4

n4!
. . .

snk
k

nk!
, n ≥ 2. (6.67)

Third and higher order cumulants of Gaussian random variable are identically zero. Since
Xk converges to N (0, k/4) as N → ∞, cumulants of Xk, κn → 0 as N → ∞ for all n ≥ 3.
For a fixed n, we see from (6.64) and (6.67) that κn decay as N−n+2.
Example: The simplest non-trivial example is to calculate the cumulants of X2. By mapping
the problem to counting ribbon graphs (see App. B),

E
(H)
N [(TrM2

R)n]c =
1

(4N)n
2n−1(n− 1)!N2 = (n− 1)!

1

2n+1

1

Nn−2
. (6.68)

For X2, s0 = −1
2
, s2 = 2, and sj = 0 for j 6= 0, 2. Hence

κn = sn
2 E

(H)
N [Tr(M2

R)n]c =
1

2

(n− 1)!

Nn−2
. (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,

Hn(x) = n!
n∑

j=0

1n−j=0 mod 2
1

(
n−j

2

)

!

(−1)
n−j

2

2
n−j

2 j!
xj , (A.1)
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which have the generating function

∑

j

Hj(x)

j!
tj = ext− t2

2 . (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 Cλ(N). With this analogy the generating function of Hλ is [3]

∑

λ

Hλ(x)

Cλ(N)
Sλ(t) =

(
∑

µ

Sµ(x)Sµ(t)

Cµ(N)

)



∞∑

n=0

∑

ν⊢2n

(−1)
|ν|
2

2
|ν|
2

Sν(t)D
(H)
ν0



 . (A.3)

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

Proposition A.1. Let t1, t2, . . . be a set of variables, then

∏

j

exp

(

−t2j
2

)

=
∞∑

n=0

∑

ν⊢2n

(−1)
|ν|
2

2
|ν|
2

Sν(t)D
(H)
ν0 . (A.4)

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

D
(H)
ν0 =

1

n!
χν

(2n). (A.5)

Now using (3.10) proves the proposition. �

Proposition A.2. Let x1, . . . , xN and t1, . . . , tN be two sets of variables. The multivariate
Hermite polynomials defined in (5.3) have the following generating function [3]:

∑

λ

Hλ(x)

Cλ(N)
Sλ(t) =

(
∑

µ

Sµ(x)Sµ(t)

Cµ(N)

)
∏

j

exp

(

−t2j
2

)

. (A.6)

Several other analogues of properties of the classical Hermite polynomials, including an
integral representation, summation, integration and differentiation formulae, are given for
β−ensembles in [3]. Note that in [3] Cα

µ (α ∈ R) is used to denote Schur polynomials with
a specific normalisation where as in this work Cµ(N) is a constant in N given in (5.6).

Laguerre case. When N = 1, L(γ)
λ coincides with the classical Laguerre polynomials

L(γ)
n (x) =

n∑

j=0

(−1)j Γ(n+ γ + 1)

Γ(j + γ + 1)(n− j)!

xj

j!
, (A.7)

whose generating function is

∞∑

j=0

1

Γ(j + γ + 1)
L

(γ)
j (x)tj = etJγ(2

√
tx)

(tx)
γ
2

= et
∞∑

m=0

(−1)m

m!Γ(m+ γ + 1)
(tx)m, (A.8)
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where Jγ is the Bessel function. By comparing (5.32) and (A.7), the generating function for
multivariate Laguerre polynomials [3] is

∑

ν

1

Gν(N, γ)
L(γ)

ν (x)Sν(t) = (−1)
N(N−1)

2

(
∑

λ

Sλ(t)D
(L)
λ0

)(
∑

µ

(−1)|µ|

Gµ(N, γ)

Sµ(x)Sµ(t)

Gµ(N, 0)

)

,

(A.9)
or equivalently using (5.33),

∑

ν

1

Gν(N, γ)
L(γ)

ν (x)Sν(t) = (−1)
N(N−1)

2

(
∑

µ

(−1)|µ|

Gµ(N, γ)

Sµ(x)Sµ(t)

Gµ(N, 0)

)
N∏

j=1

etj . (A.10)

B Ribbon graphs and matrix integrals

Let x = (x1, . . . , xN ) be an N−dimensional random variable. Consider the normalised
Gaussian measure

dµ(x) = (2π)− N
2

√
detAe− 1

2

∑

i,j
xiAijxj

∏

k

dxk, (B.1)

where A is a positive definite symmetric matrix. The inverse

Bij = (A−1)ij (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

E[xi1xi2 . . . xin ] =







0 if n is odd,

Bi1i2 if n = 2,
∑

pairings of (i1,...,in)

∏

pairs (k,l)Bikil
, if n ≥ 2 and even.

(B.3)

For example,
E[xi1xi2xi3xi4 ] = Bi1i2Bi3i4 +Bi1i3Bi2i4 +Bi1i4Bi2i3 . (B.4)

Wick’s theorem becomes particularly useful when the indices ij are repeated. The prob-
lem of computing the expectation values E[xb1

i1
. . . xbn

in
] can be mapped to counting the number

of ways of gluing n vertices with valencies b1, . . . bn, whose weights are determined by the
propagators that correspond to their edges.

E[xb1
i1
. . . xbn

in
] =

∑

Graphs G with n vertices
of valencies bj

∏

(ik, il) edge of G

Bikil
. (B.5)

For example,
E[x2

i1
x2

i2
] = Bi1i1Bi2i2 + 2B2

i1i2
. (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) × #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

#G
E

[∏

j

x
bj

ij

]

=
∑

Non-equivalent graphs G

1

#Aut(G)

∏

(i,j) edge of G

Bij. (B.8)

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

dµ0(MR) =
1

Z0
e−2NTrM2

R

N∏

j=1

dMRjj

∏

j<k

dReMRjk
dImMRjk

, (B.9)

where

Z0 =
1

2N(N−1)

(
π

N

)N2

2

. (B.10)

The Wick’s propagator is

E
(H)
N [MRij

MRkl
] ≡ 〈MRij

MRkl
〉 =

1

4N
δilδjk. (B.11)

As an example, consider

E
(H)
N [(TrM3

R)2] =
∑

i,j,k,
l,m,n

E
(H)
N [MRij

MRjk
MRki

MRlm
MRmnMRnl

] (B.12)

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

TrM3
R

i

i

k k

j

j
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to form a double line edge of the graph. Thus,

E
(H)
N [(TrM3

R)2] =
∑

i,j,k
l,m,n

〈MRij
MRjk

〉〈MRki
MRlm

〉〈MRmnMRnl
〉 + 〈MRij

MRki
〉〈MRjk

MRlm
〉〈MRmnMRnl

〉 + . . .

=
1

(4N)3

∑

i,j,k
l,m,n

δikδkmδilδml + δjkδjmδklδml + . . .

=
1

43

(

12 +
3

N2

)

.

(B.13)

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

j

k

i

j

i

k

m

l

m

n

n

l

i j m n

l n

j

k

i k

m

l

N0 N−2

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−1 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#vertices−#edges+#faces = Nχ(G), (B.14)

where χ(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 E
(H)
N [

∏

j(TrM j
R)bj ]. When divided by

∏

j j
bjbj !, 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]

E
(H)
N





n∏

j=1

1

bj !

(

N

j
TrM j

R

)bj


 =
∑

Ribbon Graphs G

1

#Aut(G)
4−#edgesNχ(G), (B.15)

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 (

∑

j jbj − 1)!! graphs (counting equivalent and
non-equivalent graphs). The total number of vertices is b =

∑

j bj with j valencies for each
vertex and the total number of edges is (

∑

j jbj)/2.
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B.1 Special cases

Here we consider two cases (i) E
(H)
N [TrM2k−1

R TrMR] and (ii) E
(H)
N [(TrM2

R)n].

(i) E
(H)
N [TrM2k−1

R TrMR]: We represent TrM2k−1
R TrMR as two vertices with 2k − 1 and 1

valencies, respectively.

i1 i2

i2k−1
i1

i2k−1

i2k−2

i2ki2k

TrM2k−1
R TrMR

Since index i2k has 2k − 1 choices, by gluing the half-edges using (B.11),

E
(H)
N [TrM2k−1

R TrMR] =
(2k − 1)

4N
E

(H)
N [TrM2k−2

R ]

=
N

k(4N)k
(2k − 1)!!i−k+1P

(1)
k−1

(

iN,
π

2

)

,
(B.16)

where P
(1)
k−1

(

iN, π
2

)

is a Meixner-Pollaczek polynomial.

(ii) E
(H)
N [(TrM2

R)n]: Here we sketch the idea to calculate moments of TrM2
R. We represent

(TrM2
R)n as n vertices each with two valencies as shown below. There are several ways of

i2i1

i2i1

i4i3

i4i3

i2ni2n−1

i2ni2n−1

TrM2
R TrM2

R TrM2
R

gluing this set of vertices and half-edges. Trivially ij can be glued with itself for j = 1, . . . , 2n
which gives a total contribution of N2n/(4N)n.

The next non-trivial contribution comes from choosing any two vertices and gluing their
valencies to form an edge between them. There are

(
n
2

)

ways of choosing two vertices. Let

(ip, ip+1) and (iq, iq+1), 1 ≤ p, q ≤ 2n, be the indices of the valencies of these two vertices.
There are two ways to pair (ip, ip+1) and (iq, iq+1). This gives a contribution of n(n −
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1)N2/(4N)2. The remaining n−2 disconnected graphs multiplicatively gives N2n−4/(4N)n−2.
Hence the first two leading terms are

E
(H)
N [(TrM2

R)n] =
1

(4N)n
(N2n + n(n− 1)N2n−2 + . . . ) (B.17)

Remaining terms in the nth moment can be likewise computed.

E
(H)
N [(TrM2

R)n] =
1

(4N)n

n−1∏

j=0

(N2 + 2j). (B.18)

Similar arguments can be used to show that

E
(H)
N [(TrM2

R)k(TrMR)2n−2k] = (2n− 2k − 1)!!
1

(4N)n
Nn−k

n−1∏

l=n−k

(N2 + 2l) (B.19)

for k = 1, . . . , n− 1.

References

[1] 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.

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

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

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