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We consider non-Hermitian Dirac operators in QCD-like theories coupled to a chiral U(1) potential
or an imaginary chiral chemical potential. We show that in the continuum they fall into the recently
discovered universality classes AI† or AII† of random matrix theory if the fermions transform in
pseudoreal or real representations of the gauge group, respectively. For staggered fermions on the
lattice this correspondence is reversed. We verify our predictions by computing spacing ratios of
complex eigenvalues, whose distribution is universal without the need for unfolding.
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1. Introduction

Random matrix theory (RMT) is known to describe so-called universal features of eigenvalue
spectra. Universal in this context means that these features are determined by global symmetries and
independent of the details of the dynamics. Universal features have turned out to be useful in many
applications in physics and beyond. In (lattice) QCD they can be used, e.g., to determine low-energy
constants or to derive spectral sum rules [1]. In the last few years, interest in non-Hermitian systems
has increased, and we shall see that these new developments are also relevant for (lattice) QCD.

Physical systems fall into distinct symmetry classes. In the Hermitian case, there are 10
symmetry classes [2], while in the non-Hermitian case there are 38 symmetry classes [3, 4].
The difference between these symmetry classes lies in certain anti-unitary symmetries and in the
behavior of the spectrum near the origin. However, if we concentrate on short-range correlations in
the bulk of the spectrum, different symmetry classes can yield the same results, and it turns out that
both in the Hermitian and in the non-Hermitian case the bulk spectral correlations are described by
only 3 distinct universality classes. In Hermitian RMT, these are the well-known Wigner-Dyson
ensembles, i.e., the Gaussian Unitary, Orthogonal and Symplectic Ensembles (GOE, GUE, GSE),
while in non-Hermitian RMT the universality classes are called Ginibre, AI† and AII† [5–7]. The
latter differ in their transposition symmetries: the Ginibre class does not possess such a symmetry,
in AI† the matrices are complex symmetric (𝑋𝑇 = 𝑋), and in AII† the matrices satisfy 𝑋𝑇 = 𝜎2𝑋𝜎2.

The Ginibre class has been known for a long time, and it was shown that the spectral correlations
of the lattice QCD Dirac operator at nonzero chemical potential follow the Ginibre predictions [8].
In this contribution, we will show that the recently discovered classes AI† and AII† are also realized
in the spectrum of the Dirac operator for QCD-like theories in the continuum and on the lattice [9].

2. Non-Hermitian Dirac operators: continuum and lattice symmetries

We take the continuum Euclidean Dirac operator and couple it to a chiral U(1) gauge field 𝐵,

𝐷 = 𝛾𝜈 (𝜕𝜈 − 𝑖𝐴𝑎
𝜈𝜏𝑎 − 𝑖𝛾5𝐵𝜈) . (1)

Here, the 𝛾𝜈 are the Euclidean Dirac matrices with 𝛾5 = 𝛾1𝛾2𝛾3𝛾4, 𝐴𝑎
𝜈 is the usual gauge field, and

the 𝜏𝑎 are the generators of the gauge group. If instead of a chiral U(1) field we add 𝐵𝜈 = −𝑖𝜇5𝛿𝜈4

with a chiral chemical potential 𝜇5, the last term in (1) becomes 𝜇5𝛾5𝛾4 and represents a chirality
imbalance (for real 𝜇5) or a source term for a spatially inhomogeneous chiral condensate (for
imaginary 𝜇5) [9]. For 𝐵 = 0 (or 𝜇5 ∈ R) the eigenvalues of 𝐷 are purely imaginary, but for 𝐵 ≠ 0
(or 𝜇5 ∉ R) they are generically complex. We now consider gauge groups with pseudoreal and
real representations, such as SU(2) for which the fundamental representation is pseudoreal and the
adjoint representation is real, respectively. In the following, 𝐾 denotes the operator of complex
conjugation and 𝐶 = 𝑖𝛾4𝛾2 the charge-conjugation operator. For pseudoreal representations, the
Dirac operator without the 𝐵 field has the antiunitary symmetry [𝑖𝐷, 𝐶𝜏2𝐾] = 0. This symmetry
is broken by 𝐵, but 𝐷 retains the transposition symmetry 𝐷𝑇 = 𝐶𝜏2𝐷𝐶𝜏2. In this case a basis
can be chosen in which 𝐷𝑇 = 𝐷. For real representations, the Dirac operator without 𝐵 has the
antiunitary symmetry [𝑖𝐷, 𝐶𝐾] = 0. Again this is broken by 𝐵, but the transposition symmetry
𝐷𝑇 = 𝐶𝐷𝐶 remains. In this case a basis can be chosen in which 𝐷𝑇 = 𝜎2𝐷𝜎2, where 𝜎2 is the
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Representation Symmetry of 𝐷 Matrix form Matrix elements Class

pseudoreal 𝐷𝑇 = 𝐷

(
0 𝑉

𝑉𝑇 0

)
complex AI†

real 𝐷𝑇 = Σ2𝐷Σ2

(
0 𝑉

𝜎2𝑉
𝑇𝜎2 0

)
complex

quaternion AII†

Table 1: Symmetries of the continuum Dirac operator with chiral U(1) field in a suitable basis and corre-
sponding random matrix ensembles. Here, Σ2 = 𝜎2 ⊕𝜎2. The block structure is due to the fact that we always
have chiral symmetry, {𝐷, 𝛾5} = 0. For AII†, every eigenvalue is twofold degenerate (Kramers degeneracy).

second Pauli matrix acting on the Dirac indices. In Table 1 we summarize the symmetry properties
of the continuum Dirac operator and the form of the corresponding random matrix.

We now turn to the lattice and consider the staggered Dirac operator,1 which has the remnant
chiral symmetry {𝐷, 𝜀} = 0 with 𝜀𝑥𝑦 = 𝜀(𝑥)𝛿𝑥𝑦 and 𝜀(𝑥) = (−1)𝑥1+𝑥2+𝑥3+𝑥4 . Coupling the
staggered Dirac operator to a chiral U(1) field 𝜃𝜇 (𝑥) = exp(𝑖𝜀(𝑥)𝜑𝜇 (𝑥)) with real 𝜑𝜇 (𝑥) we have

𝐷 (𝜃)𝑥𝑦 =
1
2

4∑︁
𝜇=1

𝜂𝜇 (𝑥)
[
𝑈𝜇 (𝑥)𝜃𝜇 (𝑥)𝛿𝑥+𝜇,𝑦 −𝑈𝜇 (𝑦)†𝜃𝜇 (𝑦)𝛿𝑥,𝑦+𝜇

]
(2)

with the usual link variables 𝑈𝜇 (𝑥) and the staggered phases 𝜂𝜇 (𝑥). We consider SU(2) gauge
fields in the fundamental and adjoint representation, denoted by𝑈𝐹 and𝑈𝐴, respectively. They are
related by

𝑈𝐴
𝜇 (𝑥)𝑎𝑏 =

1
2

tr(𝜏𝑎𝑈𝐹
𝜇 (𝑥)𝜏𝑏𝑈𝐹

𝜇 (𝑥)†) . (3)

In the presence of the chiral U(1) field, the transposition symmetries are now given by 𝐷𝐹 (𝜃)𝑇 =

−𝜏2𝐷𝐹 (𝜃)𝜏2, which corresponds to class AII†, and 𝐷𝐴(𝜃)𝑇 = −𝐷𝐴(𝜃), which corresponds to class
AI†, respectively.2 Hence the staggered symmetries are reversed in these two cases compared to
the continuum, just as in the Hermitian case [10].

Instead of the chiral U(1) field we can also introduce a chiral chemical potential 𝜇5. Following
[11] but with slightly different notation we have

𝐷 (𝜇5)𝑥𝑦 = 𝐷 (𝜃 = 1)𝑥𝑦 +
1
2
𝜇5𝑠(𝑥)

[
𝑈̄𝛿 (𝑥)𝛿𝑥+𝛿,𝑦 + 𝑈̄𝛿 (𝑦)†𝛿𝑥,𝑦+𝛿

]
, (4)

where the first term on the RHS is the usual staggered operator, i.e., Eq. (2) with 𝜃𝜇 (𝑥) = 1, and

𝑠(𝑥) = (−1)𝑥2 , 𝛿 = (1, 1, 1, 0) , 𝑈̄𝛿 (𝑥) =
1
6

∑︁
𝑖, 𝑗 ,𝑘=perm(1,2,3)

𝑈𝑖 (𝑥)𝑈 𝑗 (𝑥 + 𝑖)𝑈𝑘 (𝑥 + 𝑖 + 𝑗) . (5)

This operator has the same symmetries as 𝐷 (𝜃). In the continuum limit, the 𝜇5 term gives 𝜇5𝛾5𝛾4

as required [11]. For 𝜇5 ∉ R the eigenvalues move into the complex plane, and in our simulations
we use 𝜇5 ∈ 𝑖R.

1We use the same symbol 𝐷 for the continuum and lattice Dirac operator.
2The minus signs in these two relations lead to an additional factor of −1 in one of the off-diagonal blocks in Table 1.

This gives a relative factor of 𝑖 in the eigenvalues and leaves the bulk spectral correlations unchanged.
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Exact spectral sum rules are a useful check for the correct computation of eigenvalues. For the
standard massless staggered Dirac operator it is well known that

tr𝐷2 =
∑︁
𝑛

𝜆2
𝑛 = −2𝑁rep𝑉 , (6)

where 𝑉 is the lattice volume and 𝑁rep is the dimension of the repesentation of the gauge field in
which the fermions transform, e.g., 𝑁rep = 2 for SU(2) fundamental and 𝑁rep = 3 for SU(2) adjoint.
The generalization to a chiral U(1) field and a chiral chemical potential reads

tr𝐷2 =
∑︁
𝑛

𝜆2
𝑛 = −𝑉

[
2𝑁rep〈𝜃2

𝜇 (𝑥)〉𝑥𝜇 + 1
2
𝜇2

5
〈
tr 𝑈̄𝛿 (𝑥)𝑈̄𝛿 (𝑥)†

〉
𝑥

]
,

where 〈· · · 〉𝑥𝜇 and 〈· · · 〉𝑥 denote averages over links and sites, respectively. Note that 𝑈̄𝛿 (𝑥) is not
unitary. All of our numerical results were checked against this sumrule. A mass term can be added
trivially [9].

3. Complex spacing ratios

To test our predictions for the universality classes of the staggered Dirac operator with chiral
U(1) field or chiral chemical potential we compute all eigenvalues of the operator in the complex
plane. A well-known universal quantity is the nearest-neighbor spacing distribution 𝑃(𝑠), but to
construct this quantity the eigenvalues would need to be unfolded first. Unfolding in the complex
plane is a difficult problem [8, 12], and recently another universal quantity was proposed [13] that
avoids this problem, i.e., the distribution of the complex spacing ratios

𝑧𝑘 =
𝜆NN
𝑘

− 𝜆𝑘
𝜆NNN
𝑘

− 𝜆𝑘
, (7)

where 𝜆NN
𝑘

and 𝜆NNN
𝑘

are the nearest and next-to-nearest neighbor of 𝜆𝑘 in the complex plane.
Writing 𝑧 = 𝑟𝑒𝑖 𝜃 we have |𝑟 | ≤ 1 by construction.3 The distribution 𝑃(𝑧) is universal and
described by RMT. Analytical results are not available yet, and therefore we generated the RMT
predictions numerically from random matrices of dimension 𝑁 = 4000 with a Gaussian distribution
of the matrix elements. We also compute the marginal distributions 𝑃(𝑟) and 𝑃(𝜃) (obtained by
integrating over 𝑑𝜃 and 𝑟𝑑𝑟, respectively) as well as several moments of 𝑃(𝑧).

4. Numerical results

We performed lattice simulations with gauge group SU(2) and staggered fermions using the
Grid/gpt framework [14, 15]. We considered 2 · 3 = 6 cases. The factor of 2 refers to the two
representations of SU(2) (fundamental and adjoint) in which the fermions transform. For each
representation we included either a chiral U(1) field or a chiral chemical potential. The factor of 3
arises since we considered two different values of the latter (𝜇5 = 𝑖 and 𝜇5 = 2𝑖 in lattice units).

Our simulations are quenched, which is sufficient since the presence of the fermion determinant
does not change the universality class. The coupling constants were chosen to be 𝛽SU(2) = 2.0 and

3The angle 𝜃 is not to be confused with the chiral U(1) field 𝜃𝜇 (𝑥) in Sec. 2.
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Representation U(1) 𝜇5 = 𝑖 𝜇5 = 2𝑖

SU(2) fundamental 271 415 415
SU(2) adjoint 267 267 266

Table 2: Number of configurations for the six cases we considered. The lattice volume is always 83 × 16.

𝛽U(1) = 0.9, corresponding to the confined phase. For the generation of the SU(2) and U(1) fields we
employed the Creutz–Kennedy-Pendleton [16, 17] and Hattori-Nakajima [18] heatbath algorithms,
respectively. Our lattice volume is 83 × 16, for which we can easily compute all eigenvalues. The
number of configurations is given in Table 2. For the nearest-neighbor search needed in Eq. (7) we
used a 𝑘-d tree algorithm.

In Figure 1 we show typical scatter plots of the eigenvalues. As expected, the spectra are
non-universal, i.e., the shape of the support of the spectrum and the eigenvalue density depend on
the simulation parameters. The main purpose of this figure is to show that the density is smooth
and the support is simply connected. Hence Eq. (7) can be applied without the need to consider
separate clusters of eigenvalues.

In Figure 2 we show the distribution 𝑃(𝑧) of the complex spacing ratio 𝑧 defined in Eq. (7).
The plots confirm our prediction that for the staggered Dirac operator with chiral U(1) field or chiral
chemical potential, the fundamental and adjoint representation of gauge group SU(2) corresponds to
universality class AII† and AI†, respectively. Since such two-dimensional plots are not completely
unambiguous we also plot the marginal distributions 𝑃(𝑟) and 𝑃(𝜃) as well as several moments
of 𝑃(𝑧), see Fig. 3 for SU(2) fundamental and Fig. 4 for SU(2) adjoint. These plots confirm our
predictions within the numerical errors, which are partly statistical and partly due to the finite
lattice, which leads to boundary effects in Eq. (7) [13].
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Figure 1: Scatter plots of the complex Dirac eigenvalues for typical configurations.
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Figure 2: Probability distribution 𝑃(𝑧) of the complex spacing ratio 𝑧 in Eq. (7). The top row shows
the three universality classes of RMT. The middle row shows lattice results for SU(2) in the fundamental
representation. In all three cases 𝑃(𝑧) agrees with universality class AII†. The bottom row shows the lattice
results for the adjoint representation of SU(2), which agree with universality class AI†.
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Figure 3: Lattice results for SU(2) fundamental and our three cases (chiral U(1) field, 𝜇5 = 𝑖 and 𝜇5 = 2𝑖) for
the marginal distributions 𝑃(𝑟) (first column) and 𝑃(𝜃) (second column) as well as for moments of 𝑃(𝑧) (third
and fourth column), compared with the RMT predictions. The plots for Δ𝑃(𝑟) and Δ𝑃(𝜃) show differences
with respect to the Ginibre class, which makes it easier to see that the lattice results agree with AII†.
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Figure 4: Same as Fig. (3) but for SU(2) adjoint. The lattice results now agree with universality class AI†.

5. Summary

We have shown that the nonstandard universality classes AI† and AII† of non-Hermitian RMT
are realized in the bulk spectral correlations of the Dirac operator coupled to a chiral U(1) gauge
field or an imaginary chiral chemical potential. In the continuum we find AI† for pseudoreal
representations and AII† for real ones. For the staggered lattice Dirac operator these symmetries are
reversed. The numerical results of our lattice simulations for the complex spacing ratios of Eq. (7)
confirm our predictions for the universality classes. We have also derived novel spectral sum rules
that serve as a useful check on the eigenvalues computed numerically.

In future work it would be interesting (a) to consider the deconfined phase, (b) to take a closer
look at the spectral correlations near zero, and (c) to study the continuum limit, in which the
“correct” universality classes should be recovered. It would also be interesting to derive analytical
RMT results for 𝑃(𝑧).
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