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ON THE CARTAN DECOMPOSITION FOR CLASSICAL
RANDOM MATRIX ENSEMBLES

ALAN EDELMAN AND SUNGWOO JEONG

ABSTRACT. We complete Dyson’s dream by cementing the links between sym-
metric spaces and classical random matrix ensembles. Previous work has fo-
cused on a one-to-one correspondence between symmetric spaces and many
but not all of the classical random matrix ensembles. This work shows that
we can completely capture all of the classical random matrix ensembles from
Cartan’s symmetric spaces through the use of alternative coordinate systems.
In the end, we have to let go of the notion of a one-to-one correspondence.

We emphasize that the KAK decomposition traditionally favored by math-
ematicians is merely one coordinate system on the symmetric space, albeit a
beautiful one. However, other matrix factorizations, especially the generalized
singular value decomposition from numerical linear algebra, reveal themselves
to be perfectly valid coordinate systems that one symmetric space can lead to
many classical random matrix theories.

We establish the connection between this numerical linear algebra view-
point and the theory of generalized Cartan decompositions. This in turn al-
lows us to produce yet more random matrix theories from a single symmetric
space. Yet again these random matrix theories arise from matrix factoriza-
tions, though ones that we are not aware have appeared in the literature.

1. INTRODUCTION

Random matrix theory (RMT) is a big subject touching so many fields of math-
ematics, science, and engineering. For such a big subject it is helpful to have a
means of cataloging the objects to be studied and a theory that covers the objects
in the catalog. In 1962, Freeman Dyson [I7, (18, 19, 20] was the first to propose a
systematic approach to RMT. In the beginning of [20] he states his noble intent:

To bring together and unify three trends of thought which have
grown up independently during the last thirty years.

which he enumerates as (i) group representations including time-inversion (ii) Weyl’s
theory of matrix algebras and (iii) RMT.

Around a decade later, Dyson hit upon the idea that symmetric spaces should
play a key role [21], Section V]. Dyson’s suggestion was taken up in famous papers by
Zirnbauer [I1,[69] and others [10}[44]. These papers mainly focus on the noncompact
cases. On the mathematical side, inspired by Katz and Sarnak [46, 47], Duenez
detailed connections to RMT for the compact symmetric spaces [14} [15].

Nonetheless we felt there was a gap. When one juxtaposes (i) the well established
theory of classical random matrix ensembles with (ii) the RMTs associated with
symmetric spaces, ensembles are missing. In particular, only very special Jacobi
ensembles (the left side of Figure |2)) seem to be making the symmetric space list.
More precisely, if one starts with a symmetric space, one has to make what we call
a coordinate system choice, what others might call a matrix factorization choice.
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This choice has been the map ® : K x A — G/K;(k,a) — kaK of Cartan, which
we could call the KAK decompositionﬂ See Figure
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FIGURE 1. Families of matrix factorizations associated with a symmet-
ric space, its tangent space, and its isometry group: Shown above are
the five factorizations skeleton associated with noncompact (left) and
compact (right) symmetric spaces. Each serve as coordinate systems
on the respective manifolds. Previous approaches (manifold, coordinate
system, and measure) are shown in magenta. Examples of the linked
factorizations/coordinate systems are shown.

We show that coordinate systems from the generalized Cartan (K; AKs) decom-
position associate a single symmetric space to multiple RMTs. Letting go of the
historical bias of the KAK decomposition, the full set of Jacobi ensembles (the right
side of Figure |2|) emerges, thereby leading to the complete list of classical random
matrix ensembles. Of course, there is much mathematical precedent in differential
geometry to letting go of any one special coordinate system.

1.1. Classical Random Matrix Ensembles. The objects that we are interested
in are the classical random matrix ensembles. Well established conventiond? in

1Although it is often called Cartan’s KAK decomposition, Cartan was not aware of G = KAK.
2The term “classical random matrix ensembles” may be found in well-known references:

e Chapter 1 of Forrester’s paper [29] has the title “Classical Random Matrix Ensembles,”
and the even sections (1.2, 1.4, 1.6, 1.8) are explicitly Hermite, circular, Laguerre, Jacobi
in that order. (Odd sections have discussions related to these ensembles.) Forrester’s
comprehensive book [30] deals exclusively Hermite, Laguerre, Jacobi and circular ensem-
bles in Chapter 1-3 where the preface states: “eigenvalue p.d.f. of the various classical
[B-ensembles given in Chapter 1-3.” Then, later in Chapter 5.4, he further justifies the
terminology by pointing out the four weights from classical orthogonal polynomial theory.

e Anderson, Guionnet, Zeitouni [3]: Chapter 4.1 is entitled “Joint distribution of eigen-
values in the classical matrix ensembles” and specifically covers exactly the Hermite,
Laguerre, Jacobi, and circular ensembles.

e The first author’s 2005 Acta Numerica article [22], Section 4.
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Possible parameters (aq, ag) of the § = 2 Jacobi ensemble
q
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FIGURE 2. The parameter space (a1, az2) € (—1,00)? of the § = 2 Ja-
cobi ensemble obtained from Cartan’s coordinates (KAK) (left) and the
generalized singular value decomposition coordinates (K;AK3) (right).

random matrix theory agree that the ensembles in this class consist of the Hermite,
Laguerre, Jacobi and circular ensembles built from matrices of integer sizes and
involve entries that are real, complex, or quaternion. (What Dyson denoted 8 =
1,2,4, and other authors in mathematics denote o = 2/ = 2,1,1/2.)

If one starts with the list of ten infinite families of Cartan’s symmetric spaced’]
and asks to characterize which classical random matrix ensembles are covered,
answers could be found in [I0, Table 1], [44, Table 1] (noncompact cases) and
[15, Table 1] (compact cases). However, turning the question around, if one starts
with the classical random matrix ensembles, and asks whether symmetric spaces are
adequate to explain all of them, we find the answer is a big “almost”, as the Jacobi
ensembles are not adequately covered. To be precise, the Jacobi densities associated
to compact symmetric spaces BDI, AIII, CII from the previous attempts by the
KAK decomposition are the following joint probability densities with § = 1,2,4
(up to constant) and integers p > ¢:

q
B_ o
(1.1) KAK decomposition : H |z; — 21 )P H z? 1(1 - xj)ﬂi(p S -1

i<k j=1

which we observe the powers of x;’s restricted to g — 1. The possible parameters of
(1.1) are described in the left side of Figure [2l Additional four compact symmetric
spaces DIII, BD, C, CI add four more Jacobi ensembles [I5] but they are not
sufficient to cover the two dimensional parameter set of the Jacobi ensembles.

1.2. Coordinate systems on the Grassmannian manifold. It is always in-
teresting when a branch of applied mathematics reverses direction and provides
guidance to pure mathematics. In this work, we focus on the role of the generalized
singular value decomposition (GSVD) from numerical linear algebra [61], [65].

3We will not discuss finite families of the exceptional types.
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From an applied viewpoint, the Jacobi ensembles are elegantly generated in soft-
ware with commands such as svdvals(randn(p,s) ,randn(q,s)) in languages such
as Julia, which is computed by taking the GSVD of two i.i.d. normal matrices with
the same number of columns [23] 24]. From a pure viewpoint this is a pushforward
of the uniform measure on the Grassmannian manifold onto a maximal abelian
subgroup A (with a fixed Weyl chamber) along the generalized Cartan (K;AKs)
decomposition [27, [40].

Grassmannian point Cartan’s GSVD
O(n)/(O(n — s) x O(s)) Coordinates Coordinates

uc
n—s UC p

Hvs (VS

S

FIGURE 3. Cartan’s coordinate system (KAK) and GSVD coordinate
systems (K;AK3) on the Grassmannian manifold O(n)/(O(n—s)x0O(s))

For example, take a Grassmannian point with any 8 = 1,2, 4 from O(n)/(O(n —
s) x O(s)) (resp. with complex or quaternionic unitary groups) and represent it by
the n x s orthogonal (resp. complex or quaternionic unitary) matrixﬂ X. For any
p,q > s satisfying p + ¢ = n, we have the following coordinate system of X arising
from the GSVIﬂ [25] of the first p rows and the last g rows of X:

[ -5

where U,V are p x s, ¢ X s orthogonal (resp. complex or quaternionic unitary)
matrices and C, .S are s X s diagonal matrices with cosine and sine values. Deduced
joint probability densities [24] (p,q > s) are the following: (up to constant)

Ba— S+1) 1 Blp—s+1)

K;AK5 decomposition (GSVD) H |33j — wk\ﬂ Hx (1— xj)f_ ,

i<k

where the case ¢ = s represents the usual KAK decomposmlon case (1.1)).

As can be seen, the classical Jacobi parameters are quantized as they are integer
multiples of 5/2. Random matrix models that remove this quantization, thereby
going beyond the classical, appear in [16], 23] [48]. In Section [7| we also illustrate
that some Jacobi ensembles can arise from symmetric spaces that are outside the
traditional quantization (Figure [6).

1.3. Contributions of this paper. This work shows that a symmetric space can
be associated to multiple random matrix theories (Figure . Letting go of the

4View the Grassmannian manifold as the quotient Vs (R™)/O(s) where Vi (R™) is the Stiefel man-
ifold. We are allowed to multiply any O € O(s) on the right side of X.

E’Alternahtively7 one can imagine the partial format of the CS decomposition. This is also equivalent
to the bi-Stiefel decomposition with another quotient by the orthogonal group on the right.
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Example: Two symmetric spaces and Six corresponding RMTs

C(f)a,z ~ H |z —:ck|'8Hxa1 (1—x;)°

i<k

Complex Grassmannian

U(7)/(U(5) x U(2))

Real Grassmannian

0(8)/(0(6) x O(2))

FIGURE 4. Examples illustrating the lack of a one-to-one relationship
between symmetric spaces and classical random matrix theories: A
complex Grassmannian (top) obtains three Jacobi ensembles. A real
Grassmannian (bottom) obtains four Jacobi ensembles. Particularly,
the 8 = 1 Jacobi ensemble Jé,ll)’2 can be obtained from both symmetric
spaces. Interestingly, a complex Grassmannian can lead to (top purple)
a real RMT in the sense that f§ = 1. Similarly a real Grassmannian
obtains 8 =2 RMT (bottom purple).

arbitrariness of the choice of the KAK decomposition coordinate system allows us
to choose other coordinate systems on symmetric spaces, thereby leading us to the
complete list of classical random matrix ensembles (Sections [B [6] [§] [9). Many of
these coordinate systems are sometimes better known as matrix factorizations, used
widely in matrix models of the classical ensembles [16] 22] 23] [30] [48]. However,
in Section [7, we compute new families of the Jacobi ensemble parameters from
coordinate systems that have not been known before.

This work also endeavors to make the Lie theory more widely accessible, by
simplifying and modernizing key ideas and proofs in [36]. Cartan’s theory [6] 7] 8 9]
as developed by Helgason [35 [36] is a crowning mathematical achievement, and it
is our hope to open up this theory for the benefit of all. Indeed, in [63] p. 428],
Helgason writes about the difficulty of understanding Cartan’s writings:

[Cartan] was one of the great mathematicians of the period, but his papers

were quite a challenge. Hermann Weyl, in reviewing a book by Cartan
from 1937 writes: “Cartan is undoubtedly the greatest living master in
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differential geometry... I must admit that I found the book like most of
Cartan’s papers, hard reading.”
In the same vein, while we are admirers of Helgason’s extensive work, we authors
must admit that we in turn found [35], 6] hard reading as well, and this paper
attempts to introduce the theory by couching the ideas in terms of what we call
ping pong operators.
Summarizing our work:

e We use the coordinate systems of the Ky AKy decomposition which con-
nects a single symmetric space to multiple random matrices (Figure |4),
completing the list of associated classical random matrix ensembles.

e We translate some of the key concepts in Cartan’s theory of symmetric
spaces into easier to follow linear algebra (Section [3)).

e We provide coordinate systems (matrix factorizations) of symmetric spaces
that have not been discussed in random matrix context, obtaining new
parameter families of Jacobi ensemble (Section [7)).

2. BACKGROUND

2.1. Joint densities of classical random matrix ensembles. Dyson intro-
duced the 8 = 1,2,4 circular ensembles [I7, 20] in 1962. Earlier expositions on
circular ensembles could be found on Hurwitz [43], and Weyl [66]. Hermite ensem-
bles were introduced by Wignerﬂ [67, 68]. Laguerre and Jacobi ensembles could be
found as early as 1939 in the statistics literature by Fisher [26], Roy [62] or Hsu [42].
The physics literature first touches upon the idea of Laguerre and Jacobi with the
1963 thesis of Leff [54]. The following list is the joint probability densities (without
normalization constants) of classical random matrix ensembles (8 = 1,2,4):

e Circular : H e’ — ek |P (61,...,0,) €0,2m)"
i<k -
e Hermite : H|)\j*)\kx|ﬁ€727‘7 (A1,--,An) €R™
i<k .
As
e Laguerre : H 1A, — Ael? H /\?efZ k3 (A1, -, Am) € [0,00)™
i<k mI=1
e Jacobi : H lz; — x| H it (1 — ;)™ (x1,...,zm) € [0,1]™
j<k j=1

In particular the parameters a, a1,y > —1 are quantized as integer multiples of

g, ie., g(N + 1) — 1 for some nonnegative integer N.

2.2. Symmetric space and the generalized Cartan decomposition. In this
section we introduce the theory related to the generalized Cartan decomposition.
For readers without preliminary knowledge in Lie theory, we recommend skipping
to Section [3] which follows a more modern linear algebra approach.

Let G/K, be a Riemannian symmetric space with a real reductive noncompact
Lie group G and its maximal compact subgroup K,. Let o be the Cartan involution
on g := Lie(G). Then g = ¢, + p, is the Cartan decomposition. Let 7 be another
involution on g such that 7¢ = o7 and let g = €. + p, be the £1 eigenspace
decomposition by 7. Denote by K, the analytic subgroup of G with tangent space

6[5]] credits [d2] for the GOE. In fact [42] has the Jacobian for the symmetric real eigenvalue
problem, and indeed works with AAT where A=randn(m,n) but does not work with A + AT. No
doubt [42] could have instantly written down the GOE distribution if he had only been asked.
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€. Let a be a maximal abelian subalgebra of p, N p, and define A := exp(a). We
introduce the (noncompact) generalized Cartan decomposition [27, Theorem 4.1].

Theorem 2.1 (generalized Cartan decomposition, K1 AKs decomposition). With
the above setting, we have the following decomposition of G:

(2.1) G =K, AK,.
That is, for any g € G, we have k1 € K, ko € K, and a € A such that g = kiaks.

We often use the equivalent name “K;AKs decomposition” for simplicity. Note
that if 7 = o (l.e., K = K, = K,) we recover the usual KAK decomposition,
G = KAK. The generalized Cartan decomposition in Flensted-Jensen’s work [27]
is originally intended for the case where G is noncompact. The compact analogue
is developed by Hoogenboom [40, Theorem 3.6].

Theorem 2.2 (generalized Cartan decomposition, compact case). Let G/K, and
G/K. be two compact Riemannian symmetric spaces. Let g = £, + p, and g =
E- +p, be the corresponding eigenspace decompositions of g = Lie(G). Then, for a
mazimal abelian subalgebra a of p, Np, and A = exp(a) we have

G = K, AK,.

From the space of linear functionals a*, we collect eigenvalues of an adjoint

representation (the commutator) of a on g and call these eigenvalues the roots of
the K1 AK, decomposition. By fixing the Weyl chamber, we obtain a set of positive
roots ¥T. Details of the theory of the K;AK, decomposition and its root system
can be found in Flensted-Jensen [27) 28], Hoogenboom [40], Matsuki [55] (6, [57]
and Kobayashi [52]. The K;AKs decomposition is also studied in the context of
spherical harmonics and intertwining functions [41], [45]. Refine the root space g,
of a root o by +1 eigenspaces of o7. Let the two dimensions be mZ.

Let dk,, dk,; be the Haar measures of K,, K., respectively. Let dH be the
Euclidean measure on a. The Jacobian of the Ky AKy decomposition is the following.

Theorem 2.3 (Jacobian of the K;AKy decomposition [28, 40]). Let dg be the
Haar measure on G and let H € a. We have the Jacobian and the integral formula
corresponding to the change of variables associated with the K1 AKy decomposition,

/G faig = | , / <, / ko exp(ER)du( )bk,

where for noncompact G
(2.2) du(H) o< [ (sinha(H))™ (cosha(H))™= dH,
aext
and for compact G
(2.3) du(H) o< ] (sina(H))™s (cos a(H))™= dH.
aext

Similar results on the KAK decomposition and the restricted roots of symmetric
spaces can be found in standard Lie group textbooks [B B2 35, 36, 5I]. In the
KAK case, the Jacobian (2.2]) reduces down to [] (sinh a(H))™= as we do not have
—1 eigenspace of o7 so that m, = m} [35] 49, 50].

Theorems 2.1] 2-2] and [2:3] are decompositions of the group G. These decom-
positions can also be applied to the symmetric space G/K,. The following map
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® is the K;AKs decomposition of the Riemannian symmetric space G/K,. The
map P is also called the Hermann action [37), 53], nonstandard polar coordinates
[70], non-Cartan parametrization [11]. In the KAK case (K = K, = K, ), Helgason
called this the polar coordinate decomposition [35] and credits Cartan [7] for this
map. Since the G-invariant measure of G/K inherits the Haar measure of G, the
identical Jacobian is obtained for the decomposition of a symmetric spaceﬂ

Theorem 2.4 (K;AK; decomposition of G/K,). Given a K1 AKs decomposition
G = K, AK, with the Riemannian symmetric space G/K,, we have the map @,

(2.4) : K, x A—> G/K; (kr,a) — kraK.

Suppose H € a, a = exp(H). For the G-invariant measure dx of G/K,, dk, =
Haar(K;) and the Euclidean measure dH on a, de = dk,du(H) holds where the
Jacobian du(H) is given in (2.2)) if G is noncompact and (2.3) if G is compact.

Remark 2.5 (Representing G/K = P: gK (coset) or p € P?). In the standard KAK
decomposition, the Jacobian (resp. (2.3) only has sinh (resp. sin) terms as
we discussed above. This result could be found in many literature, where some
authors [28 [34] (36, 50] use [[sinh«a(H) as the Jacobian, whereas other authors
[15, [49] [64] use []sinh(a(H)/2). This gap is due to the difference in the realization
of a symmetric space G/K as a subset P C G. The former uses the right coset
representative, i.e., G/K — P as gK +— p where g = pk is its group level Cartan
decomposition. Then the action of G on G/K is given as (g1, g2K) — g192K. The
latter authors use the map G/K — P such that gK + g(og)~! where o is the
group level involution. The G-action is (g1, g2) — g192(0g1)™1, 91 € G, g2 € P. In
terms of Theorem the latter gives the map ® such that (k,a) — ka?k~! since

g(og) ™! = pko(pk) ™ = pk(p™ k)™ = pkk~'p = p* = kak™'kak™' = ka®k ™!

which explains the extra factor 1 applied to H where a = exp(H). Moreover, these
two identifications define the map ® : K x A — P with the same k, a as

(2.5) ®: (k,a) = kaK or ®:(k,a)— ka®k™?,

depending on the author’s notational choice explained above. This coordinate sys-
tem @ is sometimes called the polar coordinate decomposition, e.g., see Helgason
[35, p.402].

Example 2.6 (G/K vs. P: A symmetric positive definite matrix). Let us take a
look at the two realizations in Remark for G/K = GL(n,R)/O(n), where P is
the set of all symmetric positive definite matrices. Let S be a fixed positive definite
symmetric matrix, with its eigendecomposition S = QAQT, with @ € O(n). The
coset representation of S is QA - O(n) € G/K as QA = (QAQT)Q is the polar
decomposition. With the realization of P = G/ K, the point in G/K is represented
by the matrix S = QAQT.

Finally we have the Lie algebra counterpart of Theorem[2.4)when K = K, = K.

"The actual development of the Jacobians , was done the other way around. In [34],
Helgason credits Cartan [9] for the derivation of these Jacobians which was then computed only
for symmetric spaces. The KAK decomposition was discovered later in 1950s and the Jacobians
are identically extended from the decomposition of G/K to the decomposition of G.
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Theorem 2.7. For a noncompact Riemannian symmetric space G/K with the
Cartan decomposition g = €+p let a be a maximal abelian subalgebra of p. We have

(2.6) U:Kxa—p; (kH)— kHE?,
equivalently the decomposition p = Upcckak™! with the Jacobian du given as
(2.7) du(H) x T la(H)™,

aeXt

where H € a and X is the restricted root system with dimensions my. The measure
on p is the Euclidean measure.

2.3. A symmetric space: one RMT or many RMTs? The answer to the title
question of this section is that both one and many can be construed as correct. To
explain how this is possible requires teasing apart the assumptions behind the words
“associated with.” Certainly, [T}, [0 [15] [44] associate one random matrix with one
symmetric space. However the example of the GSVD coordinate systems discussed
in Section .2 associates multiple Jacobi densities with one symmetric space, the
Grassmannian manifold. In [I1] another example is illustrated as the “non-Cartan
parameterization,” for the special case of (G, K, K;) = (U(n), O(n), U(p) x U(q)).
(A similar approach may be found in [2].) This is discussed in Section

The reconciliation is that indeed it is true that the required maps (2.4)) when
K=K, =K, ie., ®k,a) = kaK = kak™' (compact) or the map (k,H) =
kHE~! (noncompact) leads to a unique random matrix theory associated to a given
symmetric space G/K. This is unique in a sense that any geodesic on the symmetric
space G/K could be transformed to the geodesic on A with the above maps.

However, if we relax the condition so that we are allowed to choose K, under
the generalized Cartan decomposition framework, we can associate multiple random
matrix theories to one symmetric space. The GSVD coordinate systems in Section
[L.2)illustrate this viewpoint. The real Grassmannian manifold G/K = O(n)/(O(n—
s) x O(s)) has the map @ : (k,a) — kaK for K = K, = K, explicitly written as

X = {U V] {g] -O(s) where U,V are (r — s) X s, s X s orthogonal matrices. On the

other hand, if we let K; = O(p) x O(q), we have multiple maps ® : (k,,a) — kraK

written as X = [U V] [ga O(s) where U,V are p x s,q x s orthogonal matrices.

Starting from Section |5 we discuss (i) random matrices arising from the K;AKy
decompositions of compact symmetric spaces (Theorem or and (ii) ran-
dom matrices arising from the Lie algebra decomposition of noncompact symmetric
spaces (Theorem . The associated decompositions are well explained by matrix
factorizations in numerical linear algebra. As we pointed out, the resulting Jacobi
ensembles cover the full parameter set of the classical Jacobi densities, thereby
completing the classification from the classical RMT point of view.

3. CARTAN’S IDEA: A MODERNIZED APPROACH

The Jacobian of the KAK (K;AK5) decomposition, equivalently the determinant
of the differential of the map ® : K x A — P (in Theorem and Remark [2.5)), is
computed in several references [36] 49}, [50]. The proof of can also be found in
[28,[40]. However the proof can be inaccessible to some audiences. Meanwhile, indi-
vidual cases of the KAK decomposition, recognized as matrix factorizations, show
up in many areas of mathematics, and some were discovered in various formats by
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specialists in numerical linear algebra. Motivated by Random Matrix Theory (and
sometimes perturbation theory in numerical analysis), Jacobians of these factoriza-
tions were often computed case-by-case using the matrix differentials and wedging
of independent elements [16] 24] 30, (9.

In this section, we provide a generalization of such individual Jacobian computa-
tions and compare it to the general technique Helgason proposed. With appropriate
translation of terminologies and maps in Lie theory into linear algebra, we observe
both methods are indeed the same process but have been illustrated in different
languages for a long time. We start out by introducing some important concepts
in Lie theory accessible to an audience with a good background in linear algebra
and perhaps some basic geometry. Then, in Table [2] we present a line-by-line cor-
respondence between Helgason’s derivation and the proof by matrix differentials.

3.1. The ping pong operator, ping pong vectors and ping pong subspaces.
We will start with a concrete 2 x 2 linear operator so as to establish the notions of
the ping pong operator, ping pong vectors, ping pong subspaces and the relationship
to eigenvectors. Then we will define a “bigger” linear operator ady that acts on
2 X 2 spaces exactly in the manner we are about to describe.

We introduce the 2 x 2 matrix

= o i el o)

which we will call a 2 by 2 ping pong operator and we will call [(ﬂ and [ﬂ the ping

pong vectors of M, in that M bounces these two vectors into « times the other,

wlof =l 2B =elo]

Furthermore M has eigenvectors {ﬂ , [_11], with eigenvalues a, —a. We will call
the eigenvalue a root of M.

Also worth pointing out are the matrix exponential and matrix sinh of M,

1 0

M _ |cosha  sinha
" |sinha cosha

1
} and  sinhM = 5(eM +e M) =sinho- {0 1] ,

and thus we see that sinh M is another ping pong operator with scaling sinh a.
Figure [5| plots the action of a ping pong matrix and its exponential, with notations
that we will use in the next sections, i.e, the ping pong operator is denoted adg, p;
and k; are the ping pong vectors, and z; and 0x; are the eigenvectors. The right
side of Figure [5| shows the action of eM and portrays sinh(M) as a projection of
eM on the p; direction.

We now go beyond 2 x 2 matrices, and suggest the more general 2N x 2N
ping pong matrix My, with N roots, ai,...,ay, N pairs of ping pong vectors
(k1,p1), .., (kn,pn) along with eigenvectors (z1,y1), ..., (ZN, YN),

0 a;
Ot10

My =
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1 0
kj7pj7x]7y]: ol 11

where the 2j — 1 and 2j positions are 0 or £1 and all other entries of these vectors
are 0. The matrices exp(My) and sinh My are block versions of the 2 x 2 case.

We may define the subspaces, ¢ and p (using the “mathfrak” Fraktur letters “k”
and “p”) to be the span of the k; and p; respectively. Notice that £ and p are
orthogonal complements as subspaces. A key “ping pong” relationship between
these subspaces is that

Mykepifket,
Mypetif pep.

Thus, if we consider My ¢, the restriction of My to £ we have an operator from
t to p. Evidently, My|e as a matrix may be obtained by taking the even rows and
odd columns of My. The result is a diagonal matrix with the o;; on the diagonal.
Similarly sinh(Mpy)[e is a diagonal matrix with sinh(ca;) on the diagonal. We then
get the important result that

N
det(sinh(My)[e) = | [ sinha;,
j=1

the product of the hyperbolic sines of the roots.
Given a linear operator £ on a vector space with nonzero eigenvalues +\, the
following lemma constructs a pair of ping pong vectors from L.

Lemma 3.1. For a linear operator L defined on any vector space, assume £\ are
both mnonzero eigenvalues of L. Let x and y be the corresponding eigenvectors, i.e.,
Lx = A x and Ly = —\y. Define two vectors k :=x+y,p:=x —vy. Then, k,p are
ping pong vectors. Furthermore we have for the operator exp(L),

ek = cosh Ak + sinh \p,  e“p = sinh Ak + cosh Ap.
The proof is a straightforward extension of the discussion in previous paragraphs.

Remark 3.2. For the reader who wants to know the upcoming significance of this
fact for Jacobians of matrix factorizations, it turns out (or maybe as the reader
already observed in Section [2)) that the Jacobian will be the product of sinh«’s.
Just as the matrix sinh ([2 ¢]) takes one of the ping pong vectors to sinh v times
the other, the key piece of the differential map will consist of multiple ping pong
relationships, each one sending one ping pong vector to another.

3.2. The Kronecker product, linear operator adx and its exponential.
Lie theory picks out operators £ that exactly have the properties in Section 3.1
Our vector spaces are now matrix spaces, and our operators are linear operators
on a matrix space. We introduce the Lie bracket, denoted by [X,Y], defined as
[X,Y] = XY — Y X(the commutator). The Kronecker product notation is very
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helpful in this context. We define the Kronecker product notatior] as a linear
operator on a matrix space.

(3.1) (A® B)X = BXAT.
With this, we can express the Lie bracket with Kronecker products.
IeX-XTeI)Y =XY -YX.

Consider the Lie bracket as a linear operator (determined by X) applied to Y, and
call this operator adx: (abbreviation for “adjoint”)

ady =10 X -X"®I
adx(Y) = [X,Y].
This will be the important ping pong operator £. The operator exponential of ad x
(equivalently, the matrix exponential of I ® X — X ® I) is given in the following.

oo (adx)”

Lemma 3.3. For the linear operator adx, the following holds for e*4x := ijo m

and sinhad, = (e*dx e~ 8dx)/2:
(3.2) X —expI@ X —XT@1) = (e )T ®e¥,
(3.3)  exyY =¢XYe X and  (sinhad,)Y = (eXVe X — e XveX)/2.
Proof. The proof is straightforward by the identity (3.1). e¥Ye ¥ = ((e7*)T ®
eX)Y and e*XY = exp(I ® X — XT @ I)Y. It is left to prove (e=)T @ X =
exp(I® X — XT ®1I). Since I ® X commutes with X7 ® I, we have
expI@X - XT®I) = I®X =XTOI _ IT@eX) (e T eI) = ()T ®eX,
proving the result. The sinh result follows trivially. (]
3.3. Antisymmetric and symmetric matrices: an important first example
of symmetric space as ping pong spaces. In our first example, our vector space
is n X n real matrices. Consider
t = { Antisymmetric matrices}
p = {Symmetric matrices}.
The ping pong operator that will bounce £ and p around will be ady = I ® H —
HT ® I, where H is the diagonal matrix
hy
H =
hn

Notice that the operator ad g sends an antisymmetric matrix to a symmetric matrix,
and a symmetric matrix to an antisymmetric matrix.

What does this have to do with Jacobians of matrix factorizations such as the
symmetric positive definite eigenvalue factorization? Consider a perturbation of
Q when forming S = QAQ”. An infinitesimal antisymmetric perturbation Q7 dQ

is mapped into a dS, an infinitesimal symmetric perturbation. This is the very
linear map from the tangent space of ) to that of S that we wish to understand,

8Many authors would write vec(BXAT) = (A ® B)vec(X), but we omit the “vec” as be believe
it is always clear from context. In a computer language such as Julia, one would write kron(A,B)
* vec(X) = vec(BxX*A’)
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so perhaps it is not surprising we would want to restrict our ping pong operator
from ¢ to p. We invite the reader to check that the corresponding eigenmatrices
and ping pong matrices of ady may be found in the first column of Table

3.4. General t and p arise from an involution 6. We proceed to construct
more important general operators £ that have the property in the assumption of
Lemma [3.1] This is where the theory of Lie groups and symmetric spaces need to
be brought in. Upon doing so, we will obtain two linear spaces of matrices ¢, p and
also a space a.

For the reader not familiar with Lie groups, one need only imagine a continuous
set of matrices which are a subgroup of real, complex, or quaternion matrices. The
tangent space g is just a vector space of matrix differentials at the identity. One key
example is the compact Lie group O(n) (the group of square orthogonal matrices)
and its tangent space at the identity go(n): the set of antisymmetric matrices.
Another key example is all n-by-n invertible matrices GL(n,R) (a noncompact Lie
group), and its tangent space gar,(n,r), consisting of all n-by-n matrices.

Cartan noticed that important matrix factorizations start with two ingredients:
the tangent space g (at the identity) of a Lie group G and an involution 6 on
g. (i.e., 9 =Id and 0[X,Y] = [#X,0Y]) An example of 0 is 0(X) = —XT on g,
for G = GL(n,R). Among matrices in g, we select two kinds of matrices. The ones
fixed by the involution 6 and the ones negated by 6. Denote each set by ¢ and p.

t:={geg:0(g) =g}, p:={g€g:0(9) =—-g}
(For GL(n,R), these are the antisymmetric and symmetric matrices respectively.)

The next important player is a C p. Readers familiar with the singular value
decomposition know the special role of diagonal matrices in the SVD as they list the
very important “singular values”. Diagonal matrices have the nice property that
linear combinations are still diagonal, they commute (the Lie bracket of any two
are zero), and they are symmetric (the p of our first example). The generalization
of this is to take a p, and find a maximal subalgebra where every matrix commutes.
This is the maximal subspace a C p such that for all aq,as € a, [a1,as] = 0.

If H € a, then S = QAQT is a symmetric positive definite eigendecomposition,
with A = ef. In the rest of the section we will be focusing on factorizations of
the form QAQ ™! where A is a matrix exponential of H € a. (These will be more
general than eigendecompositions, as () may not be orthogonal, and A may not
be diagonal.) In particular, we will compute the Jacobian of perturbations with
respect to @), holding H constant, and thus necessarily the Jacobian will be defined
in terms of H.

From here we assume that the Lie group G is noncompact. The compact case
will be discussed after completing the noncompact case. Pick H € a, and recall that
ady is a linear operator on g. The operator ady will play the role of £, the ping
pong operator. We decompose g into the eigenspaces of ady. For any eigenpair
(aj, ;) of ady, i.e., adu(z;) = [H, z;] = a;x;, we observe (for a; # 0)

ady (0z;) = [H,0x;] = —[-H, 0x,] = —[0H, 0x;] = —0([H, z;]) = —a;0z;,

which implies the eigenvalues £a; always exist in pairs, with corresponding eigen-
matrices x; and fz;. This satisfies the assumption of Lemma from which we
can now construct our ping pong matrices,

(34) kj = l’j —+ G:nj pj = l’j — G:Ej,
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with the ping pong relationship by the operator ady,

(3.5) adg kj = a;p; adm pj; = ojk;.
Also the relationship by the operator e*d# follows,

(3.6) ™ k; = cosh ajk;j + sinh a;p;,
(3.7) e p; = sinh ajk; + cosh a;p;.

The ping pong matrices k;, p;, eigenmatrices x;, fx; and the relationships (3.5)),
(3.6) are illustrated in Figure

Ox;

Eq (3.5) Eq (3.6) (sinh a;)p;

FIGURE 5. The eigenmatrices z;, fx; and ping pong matrices kj,p;
in the tangent space g. The operators are illustrated in blue lines.
The operator ady and ping pong relationship (left), the operator e*d#
on k;j to p; (right). The left map shows the factor of «;, which is a
building block of the Jacobian [[; [a; (H)l, (2.7). The factor of sinha;
in the right map builds the Jacobian [[; |sinh a; (H)|, 22).

As we mentioned in Remark [3:2] and Section [3.3] the role of ping pong matrices
kj,p; are crucial. The map e?d# (particularly, sinh adg) is the main ingre-
dient constructing the differential map d® of the factorization ® : (Q,A) —
QAQ~!. The operator e*d# is applied to k; and then projected to the span of p;
as in Figure [5| (right), leaving only the sinh a; factor.

We now compute the full basis of ¢ and p. The collection U;{x;,0z;} is a full
basis for the union of eigenspaces with nonzero eigenvalues. Since span({z;,0z;}) =
span({k;,p;}) for any j, U;{k;,p;} is another full basis for the eigenspaces with
nonzero eigenvalues. Interestingly, we observe 0k; = k; and 0p; = —p;, which
identifies U;{k;} and U;{p;} as subsets of the basis of £ and p respectively. The
remaining case is the zero eigenspace. When «a; = 0, there are two possibilities.
Firstly, if ; and fz; are independent of each other, we can still obtain k; and p; as
before and add them to U;{k;} and U;{p,}. Secondly, if x; and fz; are colinear, Ox;
is either x; or —x;. If 0x; = x; we collect such z; and name the set K. Similarly,
if 0x; = —x; then we put them in P,. Since we analyzed both nonzero and zero
eigenspaces, we have obtained a full basis of g, which is (Uj {kj,pj}) UK, UP,.
Refining once more, span((U;{k;}) U K.) = ¢ and span((U;{p;}) U P.) = p.



ON THE CARTAN DECOMPOSITION FOR CLASSICAL ENSEMBLES 15

3.5. The operators ady,e*d#, and the subspaces & p. In Section we ob-
tained the basis of ¥ and p, in terms of ping pong matrices, by linearly combining
eigenmatrices of the operator ady. We now illustrate the relationship of the basis
of € and p under e?d# | just like we illustrated the operator My in Section In

the k1,...,kx and p1,...,py basis we have the following:
ky coshay sinh oy kq
P sinha; coshag D1
(3.8) erdn | | = :
kn coshay sinhay| |ky
PN sinhay coshay| |pn

We are now ready to carefully investigate the map d®, using ((3.8)).

Remark 3.4. Results in Lie theory imply that the eigenmatrices z; and 6x; of ady
are independent of the choice of H € a. In other words, the complete basis of g
and £, p obtained above does not care about a specific choice of H. Furthermore,
the eigenvalues +a; are functions of H and these eigenvalue assigning functions
&; : H — a; € R are more properly called the restricted roots. It can be inferred
from the separation of the basis that €, p together form the whole tangent space g.

(3.9) g==t+p.

3.6. Symmetric spaces. The reader may have noticed that our discussions have
focused on the Lie algebras rather than the Lie groups themselves. It is a point of
fact, that Lie groups are mostly useful to define the factorizations of our interest,
but Lie algebras are where the Jacobian “lives” and hence this is the most important
place to concentrate. For the interested reader, the subgroup K of G is picked such
that its tangent space is exactly ¢ (one easy way to imagine such a subgroup is to
define K := exp(t)), and we now obtain a symmetric space G/K.

It can be proven that for the noncompact Lie group, there exists a unique in-
volution € such that the subgroup K is the maximal compact subgroup of G. We
call § the Cartan involution and is called the Cartan decomposition. Fur-
thermore the subset P := exp(p) plays an important role as its elements serve as
representatives of the cosets in G/K. Regarding the identification of G/K as el-
ements in P, refer to the remark where we point out as an example, taking
G/K = GL(n,R)/O(n) that an element of G/K has the form of a coset gK, then
ggT may be a representative of the coset in p. While some authors use (ggT)l/ 2 the
key point being each choice is well defined independent of choice of representative.

3.7. When G is a compact Lie group. Upon considering the compact cases,
it is helpful to make use of a certain duality between compact and noncompact
symmetric spaces. We again start with a noncompact Lie group GG and the Cartan
involution 6. Let g = £+ p be the Cartan decomposition. Then, define a new space,

(3.10) gc =t +p,

where ¢ is the imaginary unit. The result in Lie theory implies that the new
vector space g¢ is the tangent space of a compact Lie group, say G¢. In table
the first and third columns labeled GL(n,R)/O(n), O(p,q)/(O(p) x O(q)) are
noncompact tangent spaces. Their compact duals are, respectively, the second and
fourth columns labeled U(n)/O(n), O(n)/(O(p) x O(q)).
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G GL(n,R) U(n) O(p, q) O(n)
K O(n) O(n) O(p) x O(q) O(p) x O(q)
j k j/ k/
ik J
j |0 1 k
w40 0] : ; :
kl
j k J
j |0 0 k
91‘[ k |:_1 0] = j/ -
k/
ik ik j ki K
Jj k Jj k J 1 J 1
j o 1 j o 1 k [—1 ‘ -‘ k [—1 ‘ W
ki kE[-1 o0 E [-1 o 3§’ L 1J §' [ 1J
k' ‘—1 K’ ‘—1
i k ik
k i k J 1 J
7 |0 1 7 |10 < k 1 k
P k |1 0 k i O 3’ 1 7’
koL k'

TABLE 1. Examples of eigenmatrices x;,0x; and ping pong matrices
ki,pi. ki = x1 + 0x; and p; = x; — Ox; as defined in . ki, pi are
normalized to have +1 entries. A block structure on row/columns j, k
and j' :==p+j and k' := p + k are filled up with 0 and 1.

Matrixwise, the ping pong matrices k; € £,p; € p of g are brought back to a new
set of ping pong matrices k; € £c,ip; € pc in go. Let’s denote them by l;j =k
and p; := ip;. The role of the subspace a is now played by ia. replacing adg by
ad;y. We deduce a set of similar relationships for I%j, p; under ad; g,

adzH(icj) = Oéjﬁj, adzH(ﬁj) = —Oz]‘kj.

In matrix form,

ki 0  «;] [k;
3.11 ad;g || = J} {J] ,
(8:11) & {pj] {%‘ 0 [P
which leads to the compact version of (3.6]) and (3.7]),

' I%j . cosa; sina; l~cj

(3.12) exp(ad;g) Lﬁj} = [ —sina, cosa, 5l

At the group level,the symmetric spaces G/K and G¢/K are called the duals of
each other, and they appear in the same row of standard symmetric space charts.
An example of eigenmatrices x;,0z; and ping pong matrices for some symmetric
spaces and their duals are presented in Table

3.8. Jacobian of the map ®. We provide a generalized algorithm for finding a
Jacobian of the decomposition ®(Q,A) = QAQ™! (as we defined in (2.5)) where
A € A:=exp(a),Q € K. The ¢ and p from the previous section are the tangent
spaces of K and P, respectively. As mentioned, we follow Helgason’s derivation [36,
Theorem 5.8 of Ch.I] and start by directly translating his proof into simple linear
algebra terms. In Table [2| we have Helgason’s derivation (Left) compared in the
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same row with linear algebra (Right). Table [2|is using the noncompact symmetric
space G/K but the compact case are identical with replacing sin «; by sinh ;.

Classical notation Linear algebra notation
([36] p.187], Pf of Theorem 5.8, Ch.I) (Matrix factorizations)
Definitions
®:KxA—G/K P:KxA—P
d: (k,a) — kaK QA QAQ™" (A2 =a, Q = k)
dr(g0) : (G/K)o = (G/K)gp0 d7(g0) : X > goX (6g0) "
dr:g— (G/K)o k=kkeK,0p=p1,pcP)
At k € K, fix a tangent vector d7 (k)T | At Q € K, fix a tangent vector d@
At Id, basis element T € ¢ At 1d, basis element Q™ 'dQ = k; € ¢
Derivations
24P (dr(k)T2,0)* d®(dQ,0) = d(QAQ™) (With dA = 0)
= drn(2kT ) = dQAQ™ + QAdQ™!
= dr(ka)dr(2Ad(a)T?)* = d7F(QA?)[A 7 (QdQA + AdQ ' Q)A 2]
= dr(ka)dn(Ad(a™)TY — Ad(a)TS) = dF(QA2)[A 2 kjAZ — AZk;A 3]
(Let H be such that exp(H) = a = A2) (Note that d7(QAZ)X = QAZ XAZQ)
= dr(ka)dr(e*H T — edHTe) = d7F(QA?)exp(HT @ I —I@ H)k;
—exp(I®H—H"®1I)k;] (by (33))
= dr(ka)dn(~a(H)[H, T#]2sinha(H)) | = d%(QA% )[(—2sinh o;)p;] (by (3-8))
*Qince A% = a, we have 2d® = d® ©Both dQAQ ™! and QAdQ™ are at QAQ™!, should
**This is (dr(ka) o dr)(Ad(a™)TF) be brought back to identity (inside bracket).

TABLE 2. Line-by-line translation of the classical proof to linear algebra
proof
From the last line of Table [2] we can finish the story with two different di-

rections, depending on the choice of the volume measure. First, if we use a G-
invariant measure (the “canonical measure”) of P, the measure is invariant under
the map d7 or d7 (by definition of the invariant measure). Thus we can disregard
d7(QA2)(or dr(ka)) so that the Jacobian of d® (or d®) only depends on the differ-
ential map k; — (sinh a;)p;. Since U;{k;} and U;{p;} are both orthonormal bases,
we obtain the Jacobian

Note that eigenvalues +a; belong to x; and fz;, has the same corresponding k;.
(See and above.) Thus we only take the positive roots X1 above.

The second choice of measure is the Euclidean measure, which is a wedge prod-
uct of independent entrywise differentials. In this case the procedure is identical up
to the factor sinh cyj, but the map d7(QA?2) (equivalently dr(ka)) cannot be ignored.
One needs to carefully compute the differential map di’(QA%)pj = QA%ij%Q’l
under the Euclidean measure. We can further use the fact that conjugation by the
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matrix @ always preserves the Fuclidean measure, since the subgroup K is always
a set of matrices with an Orthogonal/Unitary type of property. Thus, one needs to
compute the map p; — A%ij% and multiply its Jacobian by [],cy+ sinha(H).

Remark 3.5. For the compact Lie group G, we have sinh«a; replaced by sin«;
everywhere. Moreover, the last Jacobian computation step p; Az ij% can be
omitted for the compact cases, since AZ is an orthogonal /unitary matrix for the
compact cases. The map d%(A%) preserves the Euclidean measure as d7(Q).

3.9. Extension to the generalized Cartan decomposition. In the previous
paragraphs, we studied the Jacobian of the usual Cartan decomposition. We now
proceed to consider the generalized Cartan decomposition (Theorems and ,
its Jacobian 7 and the extension of Table The derivations are analogous,
analyzing subspaces of g but one should now proceed with four tangent subspaces,
t N, € Np,, prNE,, prNp,. Earlier work on these Jacobian related derivations
may be found in [28][40]. The maximal subspace a is now defined inside p,Np,. We
start with the same strategy: the tangent space g is decomposed into the eigenspaces
of the linear operator ady with H € a. The eigenvalues +a; still come in pairs
but we have two eigenmatrices =, Tox; for eigenvalue o, and two eigenmatrices
Txj,0x; for eigenvalue —a;. We define four vectors vy, va, w1, ws with the same
roles as k; and p; played before,

v =2 +Tx; Hoxy +HTox; €8 NE,, vi=x; —Ta; —ox; +Tox; € PrNPs
Wy i=T; —TT; +0x; —Tox; €prNEy,  woi=x;+7T; —0ox; —T0T; € NP,
and these have similar ping pong relationships by adg like k; and p;,
adg(v1) = ajve adg (v2) = aju1
adg(w1) = ajws adg (w2) = ajw.

We can similarly extend (3.8]) and other relationships, and proceed as in Table [2| to
obtain (2.2 and (2.3)).

4. RANDOM MATRIX ENSEMBLES: COMPACT AND NONCOMPACT

4.1. Compact symmetric spaces. In compact cases the random matrices could
be simply determined from the Haar measure of the compact Lie group G [14, [15],
since the compactness of G turns the Haar measure into a probability measure. In
the following sections we discuss random matrix ensembles based on 10 types of
Riemannian symmetric space classification by Cartan. For the triple (G, Ky, K,),
we start with the cases where G/K, and G/K, are of the same types in Sections
and @ Then, in Section [7] we will discuss the “mixed types” where G/K, and
G/K. are different types under Cartan’s classification.

4.2. Noncompact symmetric spaces. Sections [§ and [J] discuss classical ran-
dom matrix ensembles associated to noncompact symmetric spaces. Hermite and
Laguerre eigenvalue joint densities arise as result of 7 using Theorem on
noncompact symmetric spaces. As opposed to compact Lie groups and symmetric
spaces where the Haar measure or G-invariant measure can be normalized by a
constant to a probability measure, invariant measures on noncompact manifolds
cannot be normalized to one by constants. A normalizing factor S should be intro-
duced to complete the construction of a probability measure. Therefore, random
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matrices on a noncompact manifold face an innate problem if we proceed analogous
to Sections [B] and [G

e The choice of the probability measure on noncompact G/K is not unique.

In [I5], Dueriez also addresses this problem along the noncompact duals.

As we push the measure forward to the subgroup A, the resulting measure should
be a symmetric function of independent generators of A. Hence the probability
measure Z(g) of the random matrix ensemble is the Haar or G-invariant measure
on G or G/K, multiplied by some symmetric function S on A,

Z(g) = S(a)u(g),

where g = kyaky or g = kak™! and pu(g) is an invariant measure. Using (2.2), the
measure on A is induced,

Z(g) = dk - S(a)< 11 sinha(H))dHl - dHgim(A)
aext
which means even though the measure Z changes, the measure on A still differs
only by a normalization function. The traditional choice of S has been made such
that Z(g) can be constructed from independent Gaussian distributions endowed
on matrix entries. In fact, one could also endow a Gaussian distribution on the
Riemannian manifold (symmetric space) itself [3§].

An alternative approach which appears in [I] is to put a probability measure
on the tangent space of the symmetric space, p. In particular, independent Gauss-
ian distribution endowed on the elements of p give rise to Hermite and Laguerre
ensembles by Theorem We will follow this alternative approach.

4.3. Non-probability measure of noncompact groups. As discussed in Sec-
tion the Haar measure of a noncompact group G or a noncompact symmetric
space G/K is not a probability measure. However, we can force an analogue of a
random matrix theory. Imagine for example a noncompact K; AKy decomposition
G = K, AK, with (G, K,,K;) = (GL(n,R),0(n),O(p, q)). This is called the Hy-
perbolic SVD [60] where any real invertible matrix M is factored into the product of
an orthogonal matrix O, a positive diagonal matrix A and an indefinite orthogonal
matrix V. From the Haar measure and of GL(n,R) one obtains the Jacobian,

IT =2l T W+ xel TT I 72 d . d,
j=1

1<j<k<p 1<j<p
p<j<k<n p<j<n

where )\; is the squared diagonal entries of A for all j’s.

One can impose a Gaussian-like density function (although not a probability
density) on the group GL(n,R), such as exp(—tr(gl,,97)/2) [1dg;x, where I, , =
diag(I,, —I4). In terms of independent entries of ¢ this is

(4.1) 1T e~ In/2 11 egf-k/zndgjk.

first p columns last g columns

Since the Haar measure of GL(n,R) is |det(g)|~" [[dg;x, (4.1]) becomes (after in-
tegrating out O(n) and O(p, q)),

N Ml TT N e 227200, . d),,
J
i<k j=1
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where A1, ..., A, > 0 are the first p squared diagonal values of A and Apy1,...,An <
0 are the last ¢ squared diagonal values of A, multiplied by —1. Extending this
approach to find a proper random matrix probability measure on noncompact Lie
groups and symmetric spaces with joint probability densities on the subgroup A4, is
still an open problem.

5. CompacT Al, A, AIl: CIRCULAR ENSEMBLES

The joint probability density of the circular ensemble is (8 = 1,2,4),
EP)(0) H |eti — 0|8,
j<k
Circular ensembles 8 = 1,2,4 (COE, CUE, CSE) arise as the eigenvalues of spe-
cial unitary matrices. As we discuss in the introduction, circular ensembles are
completely classified by (compact) symmetric spaces of the types Al, A and AII,
respectively [21),[15]. The K1 AKs decomposition associated to each symmetric space

recovers the KAK decomposition. The restricted root system (and dimensions) of
AT, A, ATl are given as the following: (1 <j <k <mn)

a(H) | £(hj — hg)
M B

Since we have compact symmetric spaces, we use (2.3)) from either Theorem [2.2] or
with these root systems.

(5.1)

5.1. Compact AI, 8 = 1 COE. The compact symmetric space Al is G/K =
U(n)/O(n). The involution on U(n) has no free parameter and the K;AK, decom-
position is equivalent to the KAK decomposition of U(n)/O(n). (In other words,
we only have Cartan’s coordinate system.) The maximal abelian torus A is,

A = {Diagonal matrices with entries e/, where h; € R}.

From the KAK decomposition, we obtain U = O1 DO, a factorization of a unitary
matrix U into the product of two orthogonal matrices O1,02 € O(n) and a unit
complex diagonal matrix D € A. This decomposition first appears in [31] and we
will call this the ODO decomposition. The corresponding Jacobian (up to constant)

from (2.3)) using (5.1]), B =1 is (with the change of variables §; = 2h;),

< H sin(h; — hk)>dh1 co-dh, H et — %% |df, - - db,.
j<k j<k
This is the joint density of the COE. In other words, doubled angles in the diagonal
of D from the ODO decomposition of a Haar distributed unitary matrix is the
COE distribution. Moreover if we identify G/K as the set of unitary symmetric
matrices P, the map is the factorization S = OAOT, the eigendecomposition
of a unitary symmetric matrix S with real eigenvectors O. In terms of Remark [2.5]
U = O1D0; becomes S = UUT = O;D?0T where A = D?. To obtain the COE,
we can utilize both factorizations:
e Two times the angles of the unit diagonal values of D from the ODO de-
composition of U € Haar(U(n)).
e The angles of the (unit) eigenvalues of a unitary symmetric matrix obtained
from UUT, U € Haar(U(n)).
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Remark 5.1. The second algorithm above would be obvious since the days of Dyson
[I7, 20] while we are not aware of the first algorithm appearing in the literature.

5.2. Compact A, 8 = 2 CUE. The symmetric space of the compact type A is
G/K = U(n) x U(n)/U(n). The restricted root system returns to the usual root
system A, of the classical semisimple Lie algebra. A maximal torus of U(n) is a
Cartan subalgebra of U(n). Weyl’s integration formula agrees with obtaining
the CUE, which is the eigenvalues of a Haar distributed unitary matrix. The
derivation of the CUE can be found in many random matrix textbooks [4, [30} [59].

5.3. Compact AII, 8 = 4 CSE. The involution X + —JI' X7 J, where J, :=
[_(}n Ig’] on the tangent space of U(2n) results the symmetric space U(2n)/Sp(n)

where Sp(n) = Sp(2n,C) N U(2n). A choice of maximal abelian torus A is
A = {diag(D, D) : D = diag(e™,... e""), h; € R}.

Again from the KAK decomposition, we obtain U = Q1 D@2, a factorization of
a 2n X 2n unitary matrix U into the product of two unitary symplectic matrices
Q1,Q2 € Sp(n) and a unit complex diagonal matrix D € A. We call this the QDQ
decomposition. The corresponding Jacobian from using , b =4is,

( [ sin*(n; - hk)>dh1 coodhy, o [ €% — e [*doy - - b,
i<k <k

with the change of variables §; = 2h;. This is the CSE distribution. Similarly
as in Section the eigendecomposition of unitary skew-Hamiltonian matrix ob-
tained by UJ,,UTJI U € Haar(2n) is equivalent to the map (2.5). Two numerical
algorithms for sampling the CSE are the following:

e Two times the angles of the first n unit diagonal values of D from the QDQ

decomposition of U € Haar(U(2n)).

e The angles of the first n (unit) eigenvalues of a unitary skew-Hamiltonian
matrix obtained by UJ,UT JI with U € Haar(U(2n)).

6. CompacT BDI, AIII, CII: JACOBI ENSEMBLES

The joint probability density of the Jacobi ensemble is (8 = 1,2,4),

8), m _ a1
o an () o |2 :Ek| (1 —a5)”
i<k

In [14,[15], Jacobi ensembles 8 = 1, 2,4 arise from the KAK decompositions of seven
compact symmetric spaces, BDI, AIII, CII, DIII, BD, C, CI. Especially, types BDI,
ATII, CII give multiple Jacobi densities as follows: (for integeres p > q)

ﬂ(p—fz+1)7
H\wjfxﬂﬁﬂx (1—x;) = 1

i<k

and the powers of z;’s are fixed to 2 5 — 1. The remaining four cases add four more
parameter points, which could be found in [I5, I4]. In this paper we omit these
four cases as these do not have any further results, as they only have Cartan’s
coordinates (no free parameter for the Cartan involution).

The K;AKs decomposition G = K AK, of the compact types BDI-I, AIII-III,
CII-II are exactly the CS decomposition (CSD) [12, 3] of orthogonal, unitary,
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unitary symplectic matrices, respectively. The decomposition ® of the symmetric
space (Theorem is the GSVD coordinate systems we discussed in Sections
and Assume r > p > g > s and n = p+ ¢ = r + s throughout this section. We
note that with the KAK decomposition, only the cases p = r, ¢ = s are obtained for
the CSD. The root system associated to the K; AKy decomposition is the following
1<j<k<s).

a(H) j:(ﬁj + ﬁk) :|:9j :|:26‘j
(6.1) mg B Blp—s) | B-1
Mg 0 Bla—=s)| 0

For all three 8 we have the identical maximal abelian subgroup A,

c s
A = {n x n matrices with the block Structure[ g Ip—q C}}
where C, S € R*** are diagonal matrices with cosine, sine values of 61,...,0, on
diagonal entries, respectively

6.1. Compact BDI-I, 8 =1 Jacobi. With the involution X — I, ;. XI, , on the
tangent space of O(n) we obtain the symmetric space BDI, G/K = O(n)/(O(p) x
O(q)), where I, , := diag(l,, —I;). With two symmetric pairs (O(n), O(p) x O(q))
and (O(n), O(r) x O(s)), we obtain the K; AKy decompositiorﬂ BDI-I:

c S

n-by-n _ Oy I O,
Orthogonal O, _g no2s o Og|"

This is the real CSD. From (2.3]) using (6.1)) 8 = 1, we obtain the Jacobian

dp(H) o [ (sin(0; — 0x) sin(0; + 0x)) [ ] ((sin 0;)~) (cos 6,)=))d6), . .. db..
J<k J
1+-cos(26;)

Using trigonometric identities with change of variables z; = cos? 0; = 5 ,

du(H) H |z; — x| H xjé(q_sﬂ)_l(l - xj)%(pf‘”l)*ld:cl . dxs.
i<k j=1

which is the joint density of the 8 = 1 Jacobi ensemble J&R& if we let a; =
1g—s+1)—1, as = 3(p—s+1) — 1. This result agrees with [23, Theorem
1.5], where the squared CSD cosine values of a Haar distributed orthogonal matrix
are distributed as 8 = 1 Jacobi ensemble. Moreover, recall the fact that the QL
decomposition G = QL (a lower triangular analogue of the QR decomposition) of
an n X n independent Gaussian matrix G obtains a Haar distributed orthogonal
matrix @. Since the GSVD [61I] [65] is equivalent to the combination of the QL
decomposition and the CSD, one can take the GSVD of a real independent Gaussian
matrix to obtain the same S = 1 Jacobi ensemble. Two associated numerical
algorithms are the following. (a = ¢—s,b=p— )
e The squared CSD cosine values of a Haar distributed m x m orthogonal
matrix (m = 2s + a + b) with row/column partitions (s + a,s + b) and
(s,s+a+b).

9Equivalently, one can imagine the GSVD of (L.2).
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e The squared cosine values, where the tangent values are the generalized
singular values of real (s + a) x s and (s 4+ b) x s Gaussian matrices.

6.2. Compact AIII-ITII, 8 = 2 Jacobi. Two symmetric pairs of compact AIII
type are (U(n),U(p) x U(q)) and (U(n),U(r) x U(s)). The K;AKs decomposition
of the group G is the CSD of unitary matrices, and the decomposition of G/K, =
U(n)/(U(r) x U(s)) is the complex GSVD described in Section and equation

(1.2). Using (2.3) with the root system (6.1), 5 = 2 and change of variables
T = cos? 0; as above, we obtain the Jacobian,

H (sin(6; — 6x) sin(0; + Qk))2 H ((sin 0;)2P=*) (cos §,)?=) sin(26;))d6b; . . . b,

Jj<k J

o H |zj — o |? Hm?75(1 —z;)P ey .. das,
J<k J

which is the 8 = 2 Jacobi density J((fl)’ofz with a; = ¢ — s, a9 = p — s. Numerically

)

the following could be utilized to obtain 8 = 2 Jacobi densities. (a = g—s,b = p—3s)

e The squared CSD cosine values of a Haar distributed m x m unitary matrix
(m = 2s+4 a+b) with row/column partitions (s+a,s+b) and (s,s+a+Db).

e The squared cosine values, where the tangent values are the generalized
singular values of complex (s + a) x s and (s + b) x s Gaussian matrices.

6.3. Compact CII-II, 5 = 4 Jacobi. Jacobi densities with § = 4 are similarly
obtained from two symmetric spaces Sp(n)/(Sp(p) x Sp(q)) and Sp(n)/(Sp(r) x
Sp(s)), where both are compact type CII. We identify Sp(n) as the quaternionic
unitary group, U(n, H) := {g € GL(n,H)|g”g = I,}. The K;AK5 decomposition is
the CSD of a quaternionic unitary matrix. Using with the root system
B = 4, we obtain the following Jacobian with the change of variables z; = cos® 6,

H (sin(6; — k) sin(6; + Gk))4 H ((sin 0;)*P=%) (cos §,;)*4=*) sin3(29j))d91 ...dls
Jj<k J
x H lzj — z|* H x?(q78)+1(1 — ;)2 gy L dxy,
Jj<k J
which is the 8 = 4 Jacobi density Jc(ﬁ),}fz with g =2(¢g—s)+ 1L, az =2(p—s) + 1.
The associated numerical algorithm is the following. (a = ¢ —s,b=p —s)
e The squared cosine CS values of a Haar distributed m x m quaternionic

unitary matrix (m = 2s + a + b) with row/column partitions (s 4+ a,s + b)
and (s,s+a+Db).

Remark 6.1. Again, one can use the GSVD on quaternionic Gaussian matrices to
obtain the classical 8 = 4 Jacobi ensemble.

7. COMPACT MIXED TYPES: MORE CIRCULAR AND JACOBI

In this section we show even more cases such that a single symmetric space
leading to multiple random matrix theories. We introduce K;AKy decomposi-
tions with two compact symmetric spaces, each from different Cartan types. The
classification of such K;AKs decompositions is studied in [57], with the compu-
tation of corresponding root systems. As always the names of these decomposi-
tions are combinations of two Cartan types, i.e., AI-II represents (G, K,, K,;) =

(U(2n), 0(2n), Sp(2n)).
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Possible parameters (aq, ag) of the § = 2 Jacobi ensemble
m

Joran (@) ~ [ g — o ] 250 (1 — 2)*
j=1

j<k

c 0000 O e o o o

[
5 0000 O o o o o

n GSVD Coordinates ®
(Complex Grassmannian) «: 0000 O O o o o

[ ]
. “2; o000 © © o o o

m New Coordinates (Sec 7.2) °
(Quaternion Grassmannian) : 90000 © © © o o

[
u New Coordinates (Sec 7.3) 1 0600 o o o o o
(Real Grassmannian) ® ¢ o o o o o

FIGURE 6. The parameter space (a1, a2) € (—1,00)% of the 8 = 2 Jacobi
ensemble covered by symmetric spaces. The GSVD coordinate systems
on the complex Grassmannian manifold (AIII-III) discussed in Section
|§| covers red dots. A new coordinate system on the quaternionic (resp.
real) Grassmannian manifold discussed in Section (resp. [7.3) of type
CI-II (resp. DI-III) represent blue (resp. green) dots.

7.1. Compact AI-II. The two compact symmetric spaces are types Al and AlI,
U(2n)/0(2n) and U(2n)/Usp(2n). A maximal abelian subalgebra a C p, N p, is
the set of all matrices diag(iby,...,i0,,i01,...,10,) for (61,...,60,) € R™. The
subgroup A is the following:

A= {diag(D, D) D= diag(eiel’ o ew")},

The root system is given as

a(H) | £(0; — 6k)
(7.1) m 2
2

Using ([2.3), we obtain the Jacobian (&; = 46;)
|ei€j _ %k |2d§1 S dEp,

which is the joint probability density of the CUE. Hence, we obtain another sam-
pling method for the CUE.

7.2. Compact AI-III, CI-II. The two symmetric spaces in each case is the fol-
lowing:

G/K;, G/Ks = U(n)/O(n),U(n)/(U(p) x Ulq))

G/K:,G/Ky =U(n,H)/U(n), U(n,H)/(U(p, H) x U(q, H))
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The subgroup A is computed as follows.
c
A = {n x n matrices with the block Structure[ Ip—q } 1,
nS C

where C,S are ¢ x ¢ diagonal matrices with cosine and sine values of ¢ angles

61,...,0, on their diagonals. The imaginary unit 5 is ¢ for AI-III (8 = 1) and

n = j,k for CI-II (8 = 2)@ The root system is the following. (8 =1,2)

(7.2) mg B Bp—q) | B-1
My B Bp—q)| B

Using ([2.3) with the above root system above we obtain the following Jacobian:

(73) [Tl — il Hx
j<k

where z; = sin? 20; for all j. The B =1 case of ([7.3) can be obtained from the CS

decomposition approach too, with (n+1) x (n+1) orthogonal matrix and partitions

(p,g+1) and (p+ 1,q). See Figure |4 The parameters of § = 2 ([7.3)) cannot be
obtained by the complex CSD, thus fall outside of the classical parameters.

B(p— q+1)71 B—1
—Z'j) 7,

7.3. Compact DI-III, AII-III. Another family of the K;AKs decomposition
arise from the following pairs of compact symmetric spaces. (8 = 2,4)
G/K.,G/K, = 0(2n)/U(n), 0(2n)/(0(2p) x O(2q))
G/K:,G/K; =U(2n)/U(n,H), U(2n)/(U(2p) x U(2q)).
Under Cartan’s classification they are types DI-III and AII-III, respectively. The
subgroup A can be computed as

IP—’Z

IP*‘I
A = {2n x 2n matrices with the block structure[ cehL S®J1] 1,
S®J1 C®I;

where I is the 2 x 2 identity matrix and J; = [ % §], and C, S are ¢ x ¢ diagonal

matrices with cosines and sines of 0y, ..., 0, on their diagonals. The root system is

given as the following: (5 = 2,4)

(7.4) m B Sh—q) [ B-1
m ; Sp—q |51

Again, using[2.3] with the root system above we obtain the following Jacobian, with

the change of variables x; = sin? 0; for all j.

(7.5) Hx 1 — ;vj)% H lz; — a1|P.

i<k
They are g = 2,4 Jacobl ensembles. Both cases could not be obtained from the
classical CSD approach, so they are all non-classical parameters of the Jacobi en-
semble. To see this at once, we compare three § = 2 Jacobi densities each from

9| o+

B(p—a+2) q+2)

101y fact, if we select the subgroup K of U(n,H)/U(n) to be the unitary group with the imaginary
unit j, we can also obtain n = i.
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Section[6.2] [7.:2]and [7.3] Figure[]shows the possible parameters oy, ag of the = 2
Jacobi ensemble obtained from each approach.

8. NoNcoMPACT AI, A, AIl: HERMITE ENSEMBLES

While Section [7] contains essentially new random matrix theories, Sections[§ and
|§| review the Hermite and Laguerre ensembles for completeness [11, [10] 111, [44] [69].
The joint probability density of the Hermite ensemble is (8 = 1,2,4),

HPO) o [T = Ml? [T e 72
i<k j=1

Hermite ensembles 8 = 1,2,4 (GOE, GUE, GSE) arise as the eigenvalues of sym-
metric, Hermitian and self-dual Gaussian matrices. Hermite ensembles can be
thought as the Gaussian measure endowed on the tangent space of noncompact
symmetric spaces of the types Al, A and AIl. The connection between these sym-
metric spaces and Hermite ensembles are made by Theorem The decomposi-
tion W, in Theorem is the eigendecomposition of symmetric, Hermitian
and self-dual matrices. The maximal abelian subalgebra a is the collection of all
real diagonal matrices, diag(h1, ..., h,). The restricted root system is the following
(1<j<k<n).

a(H) | £(h;j — hw)

Maq B

(8.1)

8.1. Noncompact AI, § = 1 GOE. The dual of the compact symmetric space
type AI, the noncompact symmetric space type Al is G/K = GL(n,R)/O(n),
represented by the set S, of all symmetric positive definite matrices. The tangent
space at the identity of S,,, p, is the set of all real symmetric matrices. The Gaussian
measure on p is, for p € p, exp(— tr(pTp)/2)dp where dp is the Euclidean measure

on p. From (2.7) using (8.1)) 8 = 1 we obtain (integrate out dk)

exp(— t2(p"p)/2)dp o T 1A = Ml [] e/2ds ... d,

i<k Jj=1

for the eigenvalues of p, A\; = h;. This is the joint density of the GOE.

8.2. Noncompact A, f =2 GUE. The noncompact symmetric space type A is
G/K = GL(n,C)/U(n), represented by #.,,, the set of all Hermitian positive definite
matrices. The tangent space at the identity of H,, p, is the set of all complex
Hermitian matrices. The Gaussian measure on p is, for p € p, exp(— tr(pp)/2)dp
where dp is the (real) Euclidean measure on p. From using 8 =2 we
obtain

exp(— tr(pfp)/2)dp H 1A — Ail? H e 5/2d\ .. d,
j<k j=1

for the eigenvalues of p, A\; = h;. This is the joint density of the GUE.
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8.3. Noncompact AII, 5 =4 GSE. The noncompact symmetric space type AIl
is G/K = GL(n,H)/U(n,H). We use U(n,H) instead of Sp(n) to clearly indicate
the quaternionic realization. G/K can be represented by the set of all quaternionic
self-dual positive definite matrices, QH,,. Again, the tangent space at the identity
p is the set of all quaternionic self-dual matrices. The Gaussian measure on J is,
for p € p, exp(— tr(p”p)/2)dp where dp is the (real) Euclidean measure on p. From

(2.7) using (8.1)) 8 =4 we obtain

exp(— tr(pPp)/2)dp o< [ I\ — Mel* [] e /%dAs .. d,
i<k j=1

for the eigenvalues of p, \; = h;. This is the joint density of the GSE.

9. NoncompacT BDI, AIII, CII: LAGUERRE ENSEMBLES

The joint probability density of the Laguerre ensemble is (8 = 1,2, 4),

L&) o [T 1y = al? [T Age 72

j<k j=1
Laguerre ensembles § = 1,2,4 arise from Theorem applied to noncompact
symmetric spaces BDI, AIIl, CII, DIII, BD, C, CI. The last four cases of types
DIII, BD, C, CT are well-studied in [I] and we again omit these cases as discussed in
Section[6} In particular, the first three symmetric spaces give the following Laguerre
densities (8 =1,2,4 and p > q):

B(p—q+1)

q
[T~ [ e
j=1

j<k

as these \; values are the squared singular values of p x ¢ i.i.d. Gaussian matrices.
Equivalently, the eigenvalues of the matrix ATA € F9%9 are frequently used for
sampling purpose, where t is the conjugate transposition. The tangent spaces of
noncompact symmetric spaces of the types BDI, AIII, CII are

9.1 0 X : X is p X ¢ matrix ¢,
Xt 0

and a choice of maximal abelian subalgebra a is the set with X being (nonsquare)
diagonal matrix with diagonal elements hq,...,h;. The KAK decomposition G =
KAK of the noncompact symmetric spaces BDI, AIII, CII is the hyperbolic CS
decomposition (HCSD) [33, [39]. The decomposition p = Upcxkak™! is the p x ¢
SVD on upper right p x ¢ corner. The restricted roots are the following (8 = 1,2,4).

My B ﬂ(p — Q) g—1
9.1. Noncompact BDI, § = 1 Laguerre. The noncompact symmetric space

type BDI is G/K = O(p,q)/(O(p) x O(q)). The tangent space p (9.1 has the
Gaussian measure as i.i.d. Gaussian distribution endowed on the elements of X.

For M € p it is exp(—tr(MT M))dp. From (2.7) using (9.2) 8 = 1 we obtain

(9.2)

p—gq—1

q
exp(—tr(MTM))dp o< [T 1A — el [ e77/2A, % ddy---d),,
i<k Jj=1



28 ALAN EDELMAN AND SUNGWOO JEONG

with the change of variables \; = h?. Thus the values Ay,..., A, are the squared
singular values of the upper right corner of M. The obtained measure is the joint
density of the 8 = 1 Laguerre ensemble.

9.2. Noncompact AIII, § = 2 Laguerre. The noncompact symmetric space
type Alllis G/K = U(p, q)/(U(p)xU(q)). The tangent space has the Gaussian
measure as i.i.d. complex Gaussian distribution endowed on the elements of X. For
M € p that is exp(— tr(M*7 M))dp. From using B = 2 we obtain

q
exp(— tr(M7M))dp o« TT 1A; = Mel® J] e7/2A879dA; - - d),,

j<k j=1

with the change of variables A\; = h?. Again the values Aq,...,\q are the squared
singular values of the upper right corner of M. The obtained measure is the joint
density of the 8 = 2 Laguerre ensemble.

9.3. Noncompact CII, g = 4 Laguerre. The noncompact symmetric space CII
is G/K = U(p, ¢, H)/(U(p, H) x U(q, H)). The tangent space has the Gaussian
measure as i.i.d. quaternionic Gaussian distribution endowed on the elements of
X. For M € p that is exp(— tr(MP M))dp. From using B = 4 we obtain

q
exp(— tr(MPM))dp o< [T 1Ay = Al [ e V2N~  an, - da,,

i<k j=1

with the change of variables \; = h?. The values Aq, ..., \q are the squared singular
values of the upper right corner of M. The obtained measure is the joint density
of the § = 4 Laguerre ensemble.
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