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Given a diagonalizable N x N matrix H, whose non-degenerate spectrum consists of p pairs of
complex conjugate eigenvalues and additional N — 2p real eigenvalues, we determine all metrics M,
of all possible signatures, with respect to which H is pseudo-hermitian. In particular, we show that
any compatible M must have p pairs of opposite eigenvalues in its spectrum so that p is the minimal
number of both positive and negative eigenvalues of M. We provide explicit parametrization of the
space of all admissible metrics and show that it is topologically a p-dimensional torus tensored with

an appropriate power of the group Zo.

I. INTRODUCTION

There is intensive ongoing interest in PT-symmetric
quantum mechanics (PTQM)! and its broader applica-
tions (see?? for recent reviews). The Hilbert space of
a PT-symmetric quantum mechanical model is endowed
with a non-trivial metric operator, with respect to which
the hamiltonian is hermitian. Hamiltonians of PTQM
models with proper metrics are sometimes referred to as
quasi-hermitian®>€. They are diagonalizable, and their
spectrum is real, because they are similar to convention-
ally hermitian hamiltonians.

In contrast, hamiltonians of PTQM models with bro-
ken PT-symmetry are associated with indefinite metrics,
and are referred to as pseudo-hermitian” 12. They act on
state vectors in Krein (or Pontryagin) spacell12. Their
eigenvalues are either real or come in complex-conjugate
pairsl:4:13-15

For a mathematically precise summary of the nomen-
clature of quasi-hermiticity and pseudo-hermiticity seel®.

Quasi-hermitian linear operators in finite dimensional
space are represented by quasi-hermitian (QH) matrices.
Thus, we say that the N x N matrix H (the “hamil-
tonian”) is quasi-hermitian with respect to the N x N
hermitian proper (non-negative) metric M, if H and its
adjoint fulfill the intertwining relation

H'M =MH. (1)

(Note that both sides of this equation are hermitian.)
The relation () simply means that H is hermitian in
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a vector space endowed with a non-trivial metric M,
namely,

(A1|HAz) v = (HA1|A2) (2)

with inner product (A1|As)y = (A1|MA) (and where,
of course, (A1]As) is the standard inner product, corre-
sponding to M = 1, with respect to which the adjoint
H' in (@) is defined).

Strictly-quasi-hermitian (SQH) matrices were intro-
duced int7 12, SQH matrices are hermitian with respect
to positive definite (and therefore invertible) metrics M.
This implies that H is similar to a hermitian matrix,
with the similarity matrix being essentially the (invert-
ible) square root of M. Consequently, SQH are diago-
nalizable and have purely real eigenvalue spectrum. In
contrast, merely quasi-hermitian matrices are associated
with non-negative possibly non-invertible metrics.

SQH random matrices arise, for example, in study-
ing the spectrum of stable small oscillations of large me-
chanical systems with large connectivityl”!8. The low-
frequency part of the spectrum of such systems was found
in1%18 to be universal, with the phonon density of states
tending to a non-zero constant at zero frequency. In other
words, phonons in such systems have universal spectral
dimension ds = 1.

An interesting SQH random matrix model was intro-
duced in2?. These authors fixed a metric M, and took
the hamiltonian H as random, with the aim of study-
ing numerically the dependence of the average density of
eigenvalues and level spacing statistics on the metric. Yet
another interesting example of an SQH random matrix
model, akin to the Dicke model of superradiance, was
provided by2!, in which a numerical study of the level
spacing distribution was carried out.
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Upon truncation to finite vector spaces, pseudo-
hermitian operators turn into pseudo-hermitian (PH)
matrices. Such matrices are still defined by the inter-
twining relation (), but now the metric M has indef-
inite signature. A PH matrix, in contrast fo an SQH
matrix, need not2® be similar to a hermitian matrix. In
this case, since according to (II) H is similar to its hermi-
tian adjoint, it follows that the characteristic polynomial
of H has real coefficients: (det(z — H))" = det(z* — H).
Thus, as was asserted above concerning PH operators,
the eigenvalues of H are either real, or come in complex-
conjugate pairs.

Recently, a family of pseudo-hermitian random matrix
models was introduced and reviewed int? and elaborated
on in detail in?2. The spectrum of these matrices, in the
large- N limit, typically occupies two two-dimensional is-
lands in the complex plane, symmetric with respect to
the real axis, together with a macroscopic fraction of real
eigenvalues, and exhibits interesting structural “phase
transitions” as some parameters are changed. Finally,
see2? for a discussion of real asymmetric PH random ma-
trices.

A generic N x N PH matrix H is diagonalizable

H=S8"'AS, ScGL(N,C) (3)
with non-degenerate spectrum

A =diag(A1, .. Ay 21,2750, 2, 2), A €ER 25 €C
(4)

consisting of distinct r real eigenvalues and p pairs of
complex conjugate eigenvalues, such that

r+2p=N. (5)

We can always choose S such that the eigenvalues are
ordered according to (). Note further that S is defined
up to a multiplication on the left by an invertible diagonal
complex matrix

D = diag(dy,...dn),

that is, S and DS lead to the same H, so in effect S €
GL(N,C)/D, where D C GL(N,C) is the subgroup of
invertible diagonal matrices.

The N eigenvectors of H on the right and on the left
are therefore, respectively,

det D # 0, (6)

R, = S'e,
L, =8, p=1,.. N (7)
where e, is the p-th Cartesian unit vector, and they
comprise a complete biorthogonal basis. Thus, chang-
ing § — DS has the effect of rescaling R, — d;lR#
and L, — dj,L,, which does not affect completeness nor
biorthogonality of the basis vectors.

In this paper we consider () as a linear equation for
determining the metric M, given a generic diagonalizable
PH matrix H with non-degenerate spectrum (). That
is, given (@), our aim is to find all hermitian matrices M,

of all possible signatures, which fulfill the intertwining
relation ().

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In
Section [[I] we derive the general solution of () for M,
which depends on r real parameters and p complex ones.
In Section [l we disentangle the redundant degrees of
freedom in that solution from the significant ones, and
bring the resulting metric to its canonical form, which
depends only on its inertia and an additional set of p
phases. We also specify the topology of the resulting
space of solutions of (. We conclude with a brief
discussion of our results in Section [V1

II. SOLVING FOR M

We shall concentrate on finding invertible solutions M
to (). The problem at hand clearly simplifies upon trans-
forming to the diagonalizing basis (7)) of H. To this end,
we parametrize the unknown metric M by another her-
mitian matrix m as

M = S'msS. (8)

Thus, m and M are congruent, and by Sylvester’s Law
of Inertia??, these two matrices have the same numbers
of positive and negative (and by assumption, no zero)
eigenvalues. By substituting (8) in (1) we obtain

ATm =mA, 9)
or equivalently, by taking the pr matrix element of (),

(A}, = A)my, =0, pvi=1,...,N. (10)
(Cf. Eq. (8) in®.) According to (@), the set of N indices is
split naturally into a subset of indices R = {1,2,...,r}
corresponding to the real eigenvalues, and a subset of
indices C = {r + 1,7 + 2,..., N} corresponding to the
complex eigenvalues. This induces a natural splitting of
m into four blocks as

m = (mff"‘ e ) (11)

Mpc Mco

in self-evident notation, with hermitian diagonal blocks.
Upon substituting in ([I0) two indices u,v € R we ob-

tain (A, — Ay)mpru = 0. Based on non-degeneracy of

the spectrum () we conclude that mppg,, = 0, unless

1 = v. Therefore

w; € R (12)

Mmprr = diag(ulu e 7/1'7‘)7

must be diagonal, with real eigenvalues p1, ..., t.. Upon
substituting a pair of indices belonging to two different
subsets we immediately conclude that

mpc = 0. (13)



Finally, upon substituting two indices p,v € C it is
straightforward to see from (I0)), based on the non-
degeneracy of the spectrum, that mcc,, =0, unless p
and v correspond to a pair of complex conjugate eigen-
values, that is, one of the indices, say = r+2s+ 1 and
v=r+2s+2 with0 < s < p-—1 (or the other way
around). In this case, the 2 x 2 block of m¢c ¢ associated
with these two indices must be of the form?27

Mccu = (7(_)5 % > = Rers0, + Im7s0,, 75€C,
(14)
where o0,,0, are Pauli matrices. For notational conve-
nience, let us introduce the planar vector 7, = £Rers +
yIm7, and write the matrix in (I4) as 75 -0, where
0 = (04,04,0;). Let us now gather the results (I2)-(I4)

and express our solution of () as

m = block diag(u1, t2, ..., fr, T10,T20, ..., Tp0o). (15)
Thus, our solution for m is in fact a family of metrics,
parametrized by the r real parameters p; and the p com-
plex parameters ;.

IIT. DIAGONALIZATION OF m AND
CANONICAL FORM OF THE METRIC

The 2 x 2 block 740 in m has eigenvalues £|75|. It can
be diagonalized by first rotating it in the xy plane onto
the z-axis, followed by a rotation around the y-axis onto
the z-direction:

SngT

Use! 3 o 0”5 0 Ul = (=1)" |74|0.

(e (16)

carg Tg

j
Us=e"1%¢

with ns € {0,1} chosen at will for each such block. Let us

now pack the p unitary blocks Use?“2 7= into the unitary
matrix

Npm

P

2 Uz)
b)

W = block diag(1,...,1,Use" 3 7= ... Uy

r a7)
which fully diagonalizes m in (I5):

my = WmW'T =

block diag (u1, 2, .« iy (1) 71|02, . ..

It would be constructive to display the inertia of m ex-
plicitly by rewriting the RHS of (I8) as

myg = DomoDy with
my =
block diag (signpy, .. .,signp,, (—=1)" 0, ..., (=1)"?0;,)
and
Dy = block diag(|p |, ..., |ue|%, 71> 12, ..., 7] 212).
(19)

(=) |Tp|02) .
(18)

The diagonal matrix Dy is hermitian and positive, with
det Dy # 0, because detm # 0 by assumption. Each of
the o, blocks in mg in ([9) has eigenvalues +1, and thus,
the inertia of m, which equals that of M, is

i+ = #tpositive eigenvalues = p + #positive y;s
i = #negative eigenvalues = p + #negative j.s
(20)

(and by assumption, ig = #null eigenvalues = 0). There-
fore, the fact that the given PH matrix H has p pairs of
complex conjugate eigenvalues sets a floor p to the num-
bers of positive and negative eigenvalues of the metric,
and any additional positive or negative eigenvalue of m
originate from the free parameters ;.

The metric m can be expressed in terms of its diagonal
form mg in ([I9) as

m = U' Dymo DoU = Dy U mo UD,, (21)
where
U = block diag(1,...,1,Un,...,U,) (22)
——

r

is obtained by setting all ny, = 0 in (IT), and where in the
last equality in ([2I) we have used [Dg, U] = 0. Plugging
EI) in @) we thus obtain

M = (DS)"U my U(D,S), (23)

which suggests, borrowing terminology from gauge the-
ory, that Dy could be “gauged away” by absorbing it in
the diagonalizing matrix S of H. According to the dis-
cussion around Egs.([8) and (), changing S — DS does
not affect H. Therefore, the data stored in Dy, namely,
the absolute values of eigenvalues of m, are completely
“pure gauge”. Only the inertia 20) stored in mg, and
the phases arg7s stored in U, are “physical” and affect
m and M. Thus, we arrive at the canonical (or “unitary
gauge”) form of our solution of () for the metric M as

M = S™UTm, US. (24)

The r signs signy; = +1 as well as the p choices of
ng = 0,1 are independent of each other. Thus, there are
27+P = 2N =P independent possibilities to choose them, or
equivalently, 2V P possible matrices mgo. Therefore, the
set of all possible my’s is essentially Zév_p . The matrix
m in ([H)) is 27-periodic in each of the phases arg 7. For
each choice of mg, the p phases 0 < arg7s < 27 vary
independently, thus comprising a p-dimensional torus TP.
We therefore conclude that the space M of all solutions
of () for the metric M is isomorphic to Zy * @ T?.

To be more precise, the latter should be modded out by
one global Zo factor corresponding to M — —M , because
inverting the sign of the metric does not affect the inter-
twining relation (). Equivalently, H and —H should
obviously lead to the same set of metrics. Thus,

M = ZéV—P ® Tp/Zgl()bal. (25)



IV. DISCUSSION

Each choice of an element M € M corresponds to an
inner product vector space Vjyy, possibly of indefinite sig-
nature, which accommodates the given PH matrix H as
an element of the linear space (with real coefficients) of
PH matrices which act on its vectors. Each such PH

matrix @ can be expressed uniquelyl?:22:25 5528

®=AM, A=A, (26)

provided det M = 0, which is what we assume in the first
place.

The special case in which both A and M are real sym-
metric matrices leads to the real pseudo-symmetric ma-
trices constructed in?2. On the other hand, a generic
diagonalizable real matrix H, whose spectrum automati-
cally consists of either real or pairs of complex conjugate
eigenvalues, will be diagonalized by a complex matrix S
as in ([@]), and is of no exception to the general analysis
in this paper. As was observed in23, such an H fulfills

the intertwining relation H? (S78) = (STS)H, meaning
that H and H” are similar. However, S7'S is in general
not hermitian and therefore cannot serve as metric.

For the special case in which H is SQH, that is, has
purely real spectrum of eigenvalues ({l), we have r = N,
p = 0 and (28] becomes simply Z2'/ Z%l(’bal. The simplest
element in this set obviously corresponds to my = 1y, in
which case we obtain from (24)) the well-known factoriza-
tion M = STS. (Cf. Eq.(13) in?, or equivalently, Eq.(22)
int.)

However, note that even for this special case of an SQH
matrix H, there are exponentially many more possibili-
ties for m( with all possible sign assignment, all of which
lead to vector spaces Vjs of indefinite metric, which ac-
commodate H as an observable.

As a final remark for this paper, the next step along
the lines presented here, is to extend our results to non-
diagonalizable matrices H with a given Jordan form.
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