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Fam ily ofSolvable G eneralized R andom M atrix Ensem bles w ith U nitary Sym m etry

K . A. M uttalib and J. R. K lauder�

Departm ent ofPhysics,University ofFlorida,P.O .Box 118440, G ainesville,FL 32611-8440

W econstructa very generalfam ily ofcharacteristic functionsdescribing Random M atrix Ensem -

bles(RM E)having a globalunitary invariance,and containing an arbitrary,one-variableprobability

m easurewhich wecharacterizeby a ‘spread function’.Variouschoicesofthespread function lead to

a variety ofpossible generalized RM Es,which show deviationsfrom thewell-known G aussian RM E

originally proposed by W igner. W e obtain the correlation functions ofsuch generalized ensem bles

exactly,and show exam plesofhow particularchoicesofthespread function can describe ensem bles

with arbitrary eigenvalue densitiesaswellascriticalensem bleswith m ultifractality.

PACS num bers:05.40.-a,05.60.-k,05.90.+ m

The concept of Random M atrix Ensem bles (RM E),

originally proposed by W igner to describe statistical

propertiesofthe eigenvaluesand eigenfunctionsofcom -

plex nuclei[1],haveproved tobeavery usefulideain the

studies ofa wide variety ofphysicalsystem s including

equilibrium and transportpropertiesofdisordered quan-

tum system s,quantum chaos,two-dim ensionalquantum

gravity,conform al�eld theory and chiralphase transi-

tions in quantum chrom odynam ics as wellas �nancial

correlationsand wirelesscom m unications[2,3].Theun-

derlying reason for such a wide range ofapplications is

the universality ofthe correlations between eigenvalues

ofgiven classesofRM Es.Forexam ple,onceappropriate

variablesare chosen in which the m ean spacing between

eigenvalues is unity,the G aussian ensem bles ofrandom

N � N m atrices (with given sym m etries) have,in the

N ! 1 lim it, a universal(zero param eter) form for

thenearestneighborspacing distribution orthespectral

rigidity (num bervarianceofeigenvaluesin agiven range)

known generally as the W igner-Dyson distribution [1].

Theappropriately scaled energy levelsofcom plex nuclei

and transm ission levelsofweakly disordered m esoscopic

m etalsboth follow theaboveuniversaldistributionseven

though the physicalsizesofthe system sdi�erby about

nine ordersofm agnitude [4].

M ore recently, m uch interest has been generated in

�nding RM Esthatdeviate from theuniversalproperties

ofthe G aussian Ensem blesin speci�c ways.O ne partic-

ular exam ple is the attem pt to �nd ‘critical’ensem bles

relevantforsystem satthecriticalpointofe.g.theAnder-

son transition in disordered conductorswherethespacing

distribution orthe spectralrigidity is known to deviate

from thoseofG aussian RM Es[5,6,7].Anotherexam ple

isthe attem ptto �nd a one-param etergeneralization of

theG aussian RM E thatcan describeam onotonicchange

from the universalW igner-Dyson distribution to a com -

pletely uncorrelated Poisson distribution asthe param e-

terischanged,which m ayberelevantforacrossoverfrom

a chaoticto an integrablesystem [8].Yetanotherexam -

ple isthe observation for�nancialcross-correlation m a-

tricesin which statisticsofm osteigenvaluesagree with

the universalpredictions ofG aussian RM Es but there

are deviationsfora few ofthe largesteigenvalues[9]. It

is therefore ofgreat interest to a wide variety ofareas

and disciplines to study RM Es that are in som e sense

generalizationsofthe G aussian RM Es.

In seeking generalizations of G aussian RM Es, suit-

ableforarbitrarily m any variables,itisnaturalto begin

with the probability distributions PN (X ),where X de-

notesan N � N Herm itian m atrix. G aussian ensem bles

havecentered distributionsthatarein fact(exponential)

functions ofthe single variable tr(X 2). It is naturalto

restrict our generalizations to probability distributions

PN (X ) = W N (tr(X
2)). O ne such exam ple that m ight

com e to m ind could be PN (X ) / exp(� [tr(X2)]2),but

although such a proposalis satisfactory for any �nite

N ,it fails to generalize to a valid new distribution as

N ! 1 . The clue to discovering the proper class of

generalizations is to work not directly with the distri-

bution PN (X )them selves,butwith theirFouriertrans-

form s,i.e.,with the associated characteristic functions

[11]CN (T)given by

CN (T)=

Z

e
i tr(T X )

PN (X )dVX (1)

with CN (0) = 1. The integration is over the invariant

Haarm easure thatpreservesherm iticity. In the present

work we�rstprovethatifC N (T)isa function oftr(T
2)

only,then the m ostgeneralCN (T),valid forarbitrarily

largeN ,can alwaysbe written as

CN (T)=

Z 1

0

e
�b tr(T

2
)
f(b)db;

Z 1

0

f(b)db= 1 (2)

where f(b)is any non-negative function,which m ay be

chosen phenom enologically.W hile Eq.(2)isevidently a

positivesuperposition ofG aussians,a vastfam ily ofdis-

tributions is thereby included,e.g.,Cauchy,Levy,etc.;

this result generalizes the specialized and m ore restric-

tive exam ples of[12]. W e then show that the n-point

correlation function forthe corresponding unitary RM E

[10]ofthem atricesX with eigenvaluesxi can bewritten
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down exactly as

R n(x1 � � � xn)=

Z 1

0

dbf(b)

(4b)n=2
det[K G

N (�xi;�xj)]i;j= 1;2;���n:

(3)

Here we have de�ned �xi = xi=2
p
b,and K G

N (xi;xj) =P N �1

n= 0
’n(xi)’n(xj)isthe well-known 2-pointkernelof

the G aussian RM E [1],where ’n(x)/ e�x
2
=2H n(x)are

orthonorm alfunctionsassociated with theHerm itepoly-

nom ials H n(x). In particular,the one-pointfunction is

justthedensity oflevels,given (in the largeN lim it)by

�N (x)=

p
2N

2�

Z 1

x2=8N

dbf(b)

b1=2

p
1� x2=8N b; (4)

where we have used the known result that for large N ,

K G
N (x;x) � �GN (x) =

p
2N � x2=� for jxj<

p
2N and

zero otherwise [1]. It is clear that one can obtain dif-

ferentx and N dependenceforthedensitiesby choosing

di�erent f(b). Sim ilarly,the two point cluster function

de�ned asT2(x1;x2)� � R2(x1;x2)+ R 1(x1)R 1(x2)has

the form T2 = T 0
2 � �T2,where

T
0

2(x1;x2)=

Z 1

0

dbf(b)

4b
[K G

N (�x1;�x2]
2 (5)

and

�T2 =

Z 1

0

dbf(b)

4b
�
G
N (�x1)�

G
N (�x2)� �N (x1)�N (x2): (6)

W e callf(b)the ‘spread function’. Note thatthe G aus-

sian RM E corresponds to the choice f(b) = �(b� b0),

for which �T2 is identically zero. O ther choices ofthe

spread function can describe a variety ofpossible gen-

eralized RM Es. Alternatively, correlation functions of

a physically relevant RM E ofm atrices X characterized

by a given CN (T)can be obtained exactly ifthe corre-

sponding spread function f(b)can be identi�ed.Forex-

am ple,CN (T)= e�b 0

p
tr T 2

willcorrespond to a choice

off(b) / b�3=2 e�b
2

0
=b, for which the exact correlation

functionscan be easily written down.

The universalfeaturesofG aussian RM Esarise in the

N ! 1 lim itand when thevariablesarechosen in which

them ean levelspacing isunity (thisisknown as‘unfold-

ing’). In place ofx1 and x2 one de�nesnew variables�

and � such thatd� = �(x1)dx1,d� = �(x2)dx2,and the

new clusterfunction

Y2(�;�)d�d� � T2(x1;x2)dx1dx2 (7)

is wellde�ned everywhere in the lim it N ! 1 . For

G aussian RM Es,thereexiststhe sum rulethatthe inte-

gralofY2(�;�)over� isalwaysunity.Ithasbeen argued

[13,14]thatthe violation ofthissum rule isa signature

ofcriticalensem bles,where the de�cit ofthe sum rule

(fortranslationally invariantclusterfunctions)

� � 1�

Z 1

�1

Y2(�;�)d� (8)

isrelated to them ulti-fractality ofwavefunctionsatthe

criticalpoint [15]. W e willshow that there are choices

forf(b)forwhich thesum ruleisviolated.Thesechoices

would then correspond to criticalensem bles.

W e begin by proving that if C (T) is a function of

tr(T 2),then them ostgeneralCN (T),valid forarbitrar-

ily largeN ,can bewritten in theform Eq.(2).Notethat

ifC (T)is a function oftr (T 2)only,then from Eq.(1)

wehavePN (U
yX U )= PN (X )whereU isunitary.Thus

the distribution isinvariantundera rotation ofbasis.

ProofofEq.(2):W e suppose that

C (T)� E (kTk22)�

Z

e
itr(T X )

d�(X ); (9)

forallHerm itian T with kTk22 � tr(T2)< 1 ,where� is

asuitableprobabilitym easure.ItfollowsthatC (T� S)=

E (kT � Sk22) is a real,continuous function ofpositive

type,and theG NS Theorem [16]ensuresthatthereexist

vectorsjTiand jSiin aseparableHilbertspacesuch that

hSjTi� E (kT � Sk22): (10)

A fam ily ofoperatorsV (U )m ay be de�ned by

hSjV (U )jTi� hSjT + U i= E (kT + U � Sk22); (11)

and itreadily followsthatV (U )isan Abelian group of

unitaryoperatorsforwhich theoperatornorm kV (U )k =

1.Now considerthe sequenceU (M ) = fU
(M )
rs g where

U
(M )

rs �
p
u �rM �sM ; u � 0 ; 1 � M < 1 : (12)

Itfollowsthatthe weak operatorlim it

lim
M ! 1

hSjV (U (M ))jTi= E (kT � Sk22 + u)� hSjA(u)jTi;

(13)

an expression thatde�nesthe operatorA(u)forallu �

0. Clearly,A(u)y = A(u),A(u)A(v) = A(u + v),and

kA(u)k � 1,and therefore A(u) = e�uB ,where B y =

B � 0.Hence,

E (u)= h0je�uB j0i=

Z 1

0

e
�ub

dm (b); (14)

wherem isa probability m easure,and thelatterrelation

followsfrom thespectralrepresentation forB .Finally,if

we assum e that m is absolutely continuous and replace

u by kTk22,werecoverEq.(2).Thiscom pletestheproof

ofEq.(2).

W e nextshow thatgiven Eq.(2),the n-pointcorrela-

tion function isgiven by Eq.(3).

Proof of Eq. (3): G iven the characteristic function

Eq.2,the probability density is,from Eq.1,

PN (X )/

Z 1

0

dbf(b)

Z

e
�i tr(T X )

e
�b tr(T

2
)
dVT : (15)
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The integraloverN 2 independentelem entsofT results

in

PN (X )/

Z 1

0

dbf(b)

bN
2=2

e
�tr(X

2
)=4b

: (16)

Thejointprobability distribution oftheeigenvaluesofX

isthen given by [1]

PN (fxig)/

Z 1

0

dbf(b)

bN
2=2

Y

i< j

(xi� xj)
2
e
�
P

i
x
2

i
=4b

; (17)

where
Q

i< j
(xi � xj)

2 is just the Jacobian of trans-

form ation from the m atrix elem ent to the eigen-

value/eigenvector coordinates. W e now take advantage

ofthe known results for G aussian Random M atrix En-

sem blesby noting thatbeforetheb-integral,a changeof

variables�xi = xi=2
p
bchangesthedistribution toexactly

G aussian RM E with som eadditionalb-dependentterm s;

this leadsdirectly to Eq.(3). Thiscom pletes the proof

ofEq.(3).

As an exam ple, let us consider the spread function

f(b)/ bN
2
=2+ ��1 e�"

2
=4be�b.Then

PN (X )/

�
"2 + tr (X 2)

4

� �=2

K �

�p
("2 + tr (X 2))

�

;

(18)

where K � is a m odi�ed Besselfunction. In the lim it

 ! 0, choices of � would include ensem bles of L�evy

m atrices [17]. If� = � n where n is a positive integer,

then in thesam elim it ! 0 thisgivesriseto PN (X )/

("2 + tr (X 2))�n ,while in the opposite lim it ! 1 we

getPN (X )/ ("2 + tr (X 2))�(n=2+ 1=4)e�
p
("2+ tr (X 2)).

The 2-point correlation function for all and " can be

written down exactly from Eqs.(5)and (6).

As an explicit exam ple ofhow novelbehavior ofthe

correlation functions m ay arise forsom e choicesoff(b)

in the largeN lim it,letusconsiderthe leveldensity for

f(b) = cN
2�b+ 1

[�b(�b+ 1)]3=2
; b< b0;

= 0; b> b0 (19)

where �b �
p
8N b and b0 is determ ined from the nor-

m alization condition. W e choose cN such that �b0 �p
8N b0 � 1. Then the density obtained from Eq.(4)

isgiven by

�N (x)�
1

�

cN
p
x(x + 1)

; (20)

which is sim ilar to that satis�ed by the transm ission

eigenvaluesin disordered conductorsand isknown tolead

to deviationsfrom G aussian RM E [4,7]. Note thatthe

density divergesas1=
p
x in the lim itx ! 0. Itisclear

thatby appropriately choosing thespread function f(b),

onecan obtain a variety ofdensitiesthatcan go to zero,

a constantorin�nity asa function ofx asx ! 0. O ne

can also choose f(b) to obtain an N -dependent density

atthe origin thatgoesto zero,a constantorin�nity in

the N ! 1 lim it. An N -independent �nite density at

theorigin wasconjectured to be im portantforthenovel

propertiesofthe q-Random M atrix Ensem blesreviewed

in [18].

In particular,f(b)can bede�ned such thatin thelim it

N ! 1 both �(x) and �T2(x;y) becom e constant. In

such casesifwede�ne

�(�)=

Z 1

0

dbf(b)e��=
p
b
; (21)

then �(0)= 1,�(x)= �0 = �
p
2N

2�
�0(0)and �T2(x;y)=

N

2�2 [�
00(0)� (�0(0))2]. W e now choose � = �0x,� = �0y

to scale the density to unity. Then the scaled cluster

function de�ned in Eq.(7)hasthesim pleform Y2(�;�)=

T2(x1;x2)=�
2
0. Using Eqs.(5)and (6)to de�ne Y 0

2 and

�Y2,we�nd

Y
0

2 (�;�)=
1

�2

Z 1

0

dbf(b)

(� � �)2
sin2

 r
N

2b

(� � �)

�0

!

; (22)

where we have used the known large N behavior for

K G
N (x;y)[1],and

�Y2(�;�)=
�00(0)

(�0(0))2
� 1: (23)

Thede�citofthe sum ruleEq.(8)then takesthe form

� = 1�

Z N =2

�N =2

d�Y
0

2 (�;�)+ N

�
�00(0)

(�0(0))2
� 1

�

: (24)

If�0 /
p
N ,theargum entofthesinefunction in Y 0

2 is

independentofN .Then the integralofY 0
2 isjustunity

forallf(b)in the lim itN ! 1 .Using the inequality

Z

dbf(b)b�1=2 �

s
Z

dbf(b)b�1

Z

dbf(b) (25)

and the norm alization off(b),we obtain � � 0. The

equality sign holdsonly iff(b)/ �(b� b0),which isthe

G aussian RM E.Asan explicitexam pleof�nite positive

� in thelargeN lim it,letuschoose

f(b)/ b
�
e
��=

p
b
e
�

p
b
: (26)

W ith � = � 3=4,thisim m ediately leadsto � = N =2
p
�.

If
p
� / N ,we get a wellde�ned criticalensem ble in

thetherm odynam iclim it.Notethatfor�nite�,Eq.(23)

gives�Y2 = �=N ! 0 in the N ! 1 lim it.

Thevariance�(s)= hn 2i� hni2 ofthenum berofeigen-

valuesn in an interval(� s=2;s=2)isgiven by

�(s)=

Z s=2

�s=2

d�

Z s=2

�s=2

d�[�(� � �)� Y2(� � �)]: (27)
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ForG aussian RM E,�(s)/ lns forlarge s. Forcritical

ensem bles discussed in the literature [5, 7], �(s) / s.

O urchoiceofthespread function f(b)in Eq.(26),which

gives rise to a constant �Y2, produces a term �(s) /

s2 in addition to term s �(s)/ lns from Y 0
2 . However,

as m entioned earlier,this term is proportionalto �=N ,

which vanishesin thelargeN lim itfor�nite �.Eq.(26)

thereforecorrespondsto a novelkind ofcriticalensem ble

with �(s)/ lns forlarges.

Note from Eq.(5) that in general�T2 is not transla-

tionally invariant;clearly the criticalensem bles in such

cases willnot give rise to num ber variance �(s)/ lns,

and willcorrespond toadi�erentclass.W ealsogetadif-

ferentclassofcriticalensem blesifthe contribution to �

from Y 0
2 isdi�erentfrom unity.Forchoicesoff(b)which

divergeasb! 0,changing theorderoftheintegralsover

� and bin Eq.(8)m ay notbe justi�ed,and the integral

in Eq.(22)m ay depend on the choiceofsuch f(b).

In sum m ary,we have constructed a generalized Ran-

dom M atrix Ensem blewhosecharacteristicfunction con-

tainsan arbitrarynon-negativespread function f(b)with

the only condition that
R1
0

f(b)db= 1. The correlation

functions ofthe generalized ensem bles are exactly solv-

able for any given f(b). Variouschoicesoff(b)lead to

a variety ofpossible density oflevels �N (x),which can

depend on x orN in a variety ofdi�erentways,leading

to possibledeviationsfrom G aussian Ensem bles.In par-

ticular,we showed thatitispossible to choose form sof

f(b)thatlead to violationsofthesum ruleforthescaled

2-pointclusterfunction Y2(�;�)where the de�citofthe

sum rule�,asgiven in Eq.(8),isa characteristicofcrit-

icalensem bleswith m ultifractalwave functions. Unlike

criticalensem blesdiscussed in the literature,these sum

rule violationscan correspond to di�erentform sforthe

num bervariance�(s),corresponding to di�erentclasses

ofcriticalensem bles. These solvable generalized ensem -

blesshould thereforebeofinterestin a widerangeofar-

easwhereRandom M atrix Ensem blesplay an im portant

role.W hilethereareonlyafew knownexam plesofgener-

alized RM Esforwhich correlation functionscan beeval-

uated exactly [6,7],a given m odelofCN (T)orPN (X )

characterizinga physically relevantgeneralized RM E be-

com esexactly solvableifthe corresponding spread func-

tion f(b) can be found. This opens up the possibility

to obtain exact results for a variety ofinteresting and

physically usefulgeneralized RM Es.

�
Also D epartm entofM athem atics.
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