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Abstract

The sm oothed correlation function for the eigenvalues of large herm itian

m atrices,derived recently by Br�ezin and Zee [Nucl.Phys.B402 (1993)613],

isgeneralized to allrandom -m atrix ensem blesofW igner-Dyson type.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

A basicproblem in random -m atrix theory istocom putethecorrelation oftheeigenvalue

density attwo pointsin the spectrum ,from the W igner-Dyson probability distribution of

the eigenvalues[1]. The correlation isa m anifestation ofthe levelrepulsion resulting from

the jacobian
Q

i< jj�i� �jj
�,which is associated with the transform ation from the space

ofN � N herm itian m atrices to the sm aller space ofN eigenvalues �1;�2;:::�N . [The

power � depends on whether the m atrix elem ents are real(� = 1,orthogonalensem ble),

com plex (� = 2,unitary ensem ble),orquaternion real(� = 4,sym plectic ensem ble).] The

W igner-Dyson probability distribution

P(f�ng)= Z
� 1 exp[� �W (f�ng)]; (1a)

with Z a norm alization constantand

W (f�ng)= �
X

i< j

lnj�i� �jj+
X

i

V (�i); (1b)

describesan ensem blewherealleigenvaluecorrelationsaredueto thejacobian.Thepoten-

tialV (�)determ ines the m ean density �(�)ofthe eigenvalues,which isnon-zero in som e

interval(a;b).

In m any applications ofrandom -m atrix theory,it is su�cient to know the eigenvalue

correlations in the bulk ofthe spectrum , far from the end points at a and b. In som e

applications,however,the presence ofan edge in the spectrum is an essentialpartofthe

problem ,and itse�ecton the spectralcorrelationscan notbe ignored. The application to

\universalconductance uctuations" in m esoscopic conductors is one exam ple [2{5]. The

application to random surfaces and two-dim ensionalquantum gravity is another exam ple

[6{8].
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Recently,Br�ezin and Zee [9,10]reported a rem arkably sim ple result for the two-level

clusterfunction

T2(�;�)= �

*
X

i6= j

�(�� �i)�(�� �j)

+

+ �(�)�(�); (2)

which included thee�ectsofan upperand lowerbound on thespectrum .(Hereh� � � idenotes

an averagewith distribution (1),and �(�)= h
P

i�(�� �i)iisthem ean eigenvaluedensity.)

ForN � 1,the correlation function (2)oscillatesrapidly on the scale ofthespectralband

width (a;b). These oscillationsare irrelevantwhen integrating overthe spectrum ,so that

in the large-N lim ititissu�cientto know the sm oothed correlation function. Br�ezin and

Zee considered the unitary ensem ble (� = 2),with V (�)=
P p

k= 1ck�
2k an even polynom ial

function of�,so that a = � b. (The case a 6= b can then be obtained by translation of

the entire spectrum .) Using the m ethod oforthogonalpolynom ials[1],they com puted the

sm oothed correlation function,with theresult

T2(�;�)=
1

2�2

1

(�� �)2

a2 � ��

[(a2 � �2)(a2 � �2)]1=2
: (3)

Thepurposeofthepresentpaperisto show how Eq.(3)can begeneralized to arbitrary

(non-polynom ial,non-even)potentialsV (�),and to allthreesym m etry classes(� = 1;2;4).

Thisuniversality isachieved byafunctionalderivativem ethod [3],which providesapowerful

alternative to the classicalm ethod oforthogonalpolynom ials. In Ref.[3]we applied this

m ethod tothecasea = 0,b! 1 ofasingle spectralboundary.Hereweextend theanalysis

to includea �niteupperand lowerbound on thespectrum .

II.M ET H O D O F FU N C T IO N A L D ER IVAT IV ES

W econsiderthetwo-pointcorrelation function

K 2(�;�)= �

*
X

i;j

�(�� �i)�(�� �j)

+

+ �(�)�(�) (4)

(note the unrestricted sum overiand j),which isrelated to the two-levelclusterfunction

(2)by

K 2(�;�)= T 2(�;�)� �(�)�(�� �): (5)

For � 6= � the two correlation functions coincide,so that we can com pare with Eq.(3).

W epreferto work with K 2 instead ofT2 fora technicalreason:Sm oothing,in com bination

with thelarge-N lim it,introducesaspuriousnon-integrablesingularity in T2(�;�)at�= �,

whileK 2(�;�)rem ainsintegrable.
1

1Thedistinction between T2(�;�)and K 2(�;�)wasnotm ade explicitly in Ref.[9],because only

the case � 6= � wasconsidered.
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Ouranalysisisbased on theexactrelation [3]between thetwo-pointcorrelation function

K 2(�;�) and the functionalderivative ofthe eigenvalue density �(�) with respect to the

potentialV (�),

K 2(�;�)=
1

�

��(�)

�V (�)
: (6)

Thesm oothed correlatorisobtained byevaluatingthefunctionalderivativeusingtheasym p-

totic(N ! 1 )integralrelation between V and �,

P

Z
b

a

d�
�(�)

�� �
=

d

d�
V (�); a < �< b: (7)

(The sym bolP denotes the principalvalue ofthe integral.) Corrections to Eq.(7) are

sm allerby an orderN � 1 for� = 1 or4,and by an orderN � 2 for� = 2 [11]. Variation of

Eq.(7)gives

�b
�(b)

�� b
� �a

�(a)

�� a
+ P

Z
b

a

d�
��(�)

�� �
=

d

d�
�V (�); (8)

with theconstraint

Z b

a

d���(�)= 0 (9)

(since the variation of� isto be carried outatconstant N ). The end pointa iseither a

�xed boundary,in which case�a = 0,ora freeboundary,in which case�(a)= 0.Sim ilarly,

either�b= 0 or�(b)= 0.W econcludethatwem ay disregard the�rsttwo term sin Eq.(8),

containing thevariation oftheend points.W hatrem ainsisthesingularintegralequation

P

Z b

a

d�
��(�)

�� �
=

d

d�
�V (�); a < �< b; (10)

which weneed to invertin orderto obtain thefunctionalderivative��=�V .

Thegeneralsolution to Eq.(10)is[12]

��(�)=
1

�2

1

[(�� a)(b� �)]1=2

 

C � P

Z b

a

d�
[(�� a)(b� �)]1=2

�� �

d

d�
�V (�)

!

: (11)

Thecoe�cientC isdeterm ined by

C = �

Z b

a

d���(�): (12)

In view ofEq.(9),we have C = 0. Com bination ofEqs.(6)and (11)yieldsthe two-point

correlation function

K 2(�;�)=
1

��2

1

[(�� a)(b� �)]1=2

@

@�

@

@�

�

[(�� a)(b� �)]1=2lnj�� �j
�

: (13)
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(W ehavesubstituted therepresentation Px� 1 = (d=dx)lnjxjfortheprincipalvalue.)

The two-point correlation function (13) has an integrable singularity for � = �. For

� 6= � onecan carry outthedi�erentiations,with theresult

K 2(�;�)=
1

��2

1

(�� �)2

1

2
(a+ b)(�+ �)� ab� ��

[(�� a)(b� �)(�� a)(b� �)]1=2
if�6= �: (14)

Fora = � band � = 2 werecovertheform ula (3)ofRef.[9]foreven polynom ialpotentials

in theunitary ensem ble.Fora = 0 and b! 1 werecoverthecorrelatorofRef.[3],

K 2(�;�)=
1

��2

@

@�

@

@�
ln

�
�
�
�
�

p
��

p
�

p
�+

p
�

�
�
�
�
�

=
1

2��2
(�� �)� 2(�+ �)(��)� 1=2 if�6= �; (15)

forthecaseofa singlespectraledge.

An im portantapplication ofthesm oothed two-pointcorrelation function isto com pute

the large-N lim itofthe variance VarA � hA2i� hAi2 ofa linearstatistic A =
P N

n= 1a(�n)

on theeigenvalues,by m eansoftherelationship

VarA = �

Z b

a

d�

Z b

a

d�a(�)a(�)K 2(�;�): (16)

Substituting Eq.(13)weobtain,upon partialintegration,

VarA =
1

��2
P

Z b

a

d�

Z b

a

d�

"

(�� a)(b� �)

(�� a)(b� �)

#
1=2

a(�)

�� �

d

d�
a(�): (17)

Note thathere itisessentialto work with the expression (13)forK 2(�;�),which isinte-

grable,and thatone can notuse the expression (14),which hasa spuriousnon-integrable

singularity at� = �. The form ula (17)isthe generalization to a spectrum bounded from

aboveandbelow ofpreviousform ulasbyDyson and M ehta[13](foran unbounded spectrum )

and by theauthor[3](fora spectrum bounded from below).

III.C O N C LU SIO N

Theresult(13)forthesm oothed two-pointcorrelation function in thelarge-N lim itholds

forallrandom -m atrix ensem blesofW igner-Dyson type,i.e.with a probability distribution

ofthe generalform (1). The form ofthe eigenvalue potentialV (�)isirrelevant. Itisalso

irrelevantwhether the end pointat� = a (oratb)isa �xed ora free boundary. This is

rem arkable,because the eigenvalue density behavesentirely di�erentin the two cases: At

a �xed boundary �(�) diverges as (�� a)� 1=2,while ata free boundary �(�) vanishes as

(�� a)1=2.Both casesareofinterestforapplications:Thespectrum considered in Ref.[9],

in connection with two-dim ensionalgravity,hasfree boundaries;The spectrum considered

in Ref.[3],in connection with m esoscopicconductors,hasa �xed boundary.

W hiletheform oftheeigenvaluepotentialisirrelevant,theform oftheeigenvalueinter-

action doesm atter.Consideran eigenvaluedistribution function oftheform (1),butwith a
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non-logarithm iceigenvalueinteraction u(�;�)6= lnj�� �j.Such adistribution describesthe

energy levelstatistics ofdisordered m etalparticles [14],and the statistics oftransm ission

eigenvaluesin disordered m etalwires[15]. The analysisofSec.2 carriesoverto thiscase,

buttheintegralkernel(�� �)� 1 in Eqs.(7)and (10)hastobereplaced by thekernel@u=@�.

Thetwo-pointcorrelation function now equals1=� tim estheinverse ofthisintegralkernel,

and di�ersfrom theresult(13)fora logarithm icinteraction.

So farwe have only considered the two-pointcorrelation function K 2 = �� 1��=�V and

theclosely related two-levelclusterfunction T2.Br�ezin and Zee[9]alsocom puted thethree-

and four-levelcluster functions,and found that they vanish identically upon sm oothing.

The linearity ofthe relation (7) between � and V im plies in fact that this holds for all

higher-orderclusterfunctions.Thisargum entisequivalentto Politzer’sproof[16]thatany

linearstatisticon theeigenvalueshasa gaussian distribution in thelarge-N lim it.
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