
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/9
71

00
40

v1
  3

 O
ct

 1
99

7

NSF-ITP-97-115

SpectralC urves ofN on-H erm itean H am iltonians

J.Feinberga & A.Zeeb

a) Departm entofPhysics,

Oranim -University ofHaifa,Tivon 36006,Israel

b) InstituteforTheoreticalPhysics,

University ofCalifornia,Santa Barbara,CA 93106,USA

A bstract

Recentanalyticaland num ericalwork have shown thatthe spectrum of

the random non-herm itean Ham iltonian on a ring which m odels the physics of

vortex linepinningin superconductorsisonedim ensional.In them axim ally non-

herm itean lim it,wegivea sim ple\one-line" proofofthisfeature.W ethen study

thespectralcurvesforvariousdistributionsoftherandom siteenergies.W e�nd

thata criticaltransition occurswhen theaverageofthelogarithm oftherandom

site energy squared vanishes.Fora largeclassofprobability distributionsofthe

site energies,we �nd that as the random nessincreases the energy E � at which

the localization-delocalization transition occurs increases,reaches a m axim um ,

and then decreases. The Cauchy distribution studied previously in the litera-

ture does not have this generic behavior. W e determ ine c1,the criticalvalue

ofthe random ness at which \wings" �rst appear in the energy spectrum . For

distributions,such asCauchy,with in�nitely long tails,weshow thatc1 = 0+ .

W e determ ine the density ofeigenvalueson the wingsforany probability distri-

bution. W e show that the localization length on the wings diverge generically

as L(E ) � 1

jE � E �j
as E approaches E �. These results are allobtained in the

m axim ally non-herm itean lim itbutforagenericclassofprobability distributions

oftherandom site energies.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9710040v1


1 Introduction

Recently,therehasbeen agreatdealofworkon non-herm itean m atrices[1],operators

[2],[3],and Ham iltonians[4].Tom akethispaperasself-contained aspossible,wewill

begin with a briefreview ofthe m aterialrelevantforourdiscussion.Non-herm itean

operatorsappearin abroad classofproblem sin statisticalphysicsdescribingdi�usion

and growth [5]exem pli�ed by theequation

dPj

dt
= wj+ 1;j Pj+ 1 + wj� 1;j Pj� 1 + wj;jPj (1)

with Pj representing for exam ple the concentration on site j or the population of

speciesj.Thew’sdenote varioustransition probabilitiesand growth rates.W riting

(1)as

d
!

P

dt
= L

!

P (2)

weseethattheoperatorL isin generalnon-herm itean.

A non-herm itean Ham iltonian inspired by the problem ofvortex line pinning in

superconductorshasattracted theattention ofanum berofauthors[6,7,8,9,10,11].

In oneversion,weareto study theeigenvalueproblem

X

j

H ij j =
t

2

�

e
h
 i+ 1 + e

� h
 i� 1

�

+ wi i = E  i;i;j = 1;:::;N (3)

with the periodic identi�cation i+ N � i ofsite indices. Here the realnum bers

wi aredrawn independently from som eprobability distribution P (w)(which wewill

henceforth take to be even for sim plicity.) This Ham iltonian describes a particle

hopping on a ring,with itsclockwise hopping am plitude di�erentfrom itscounter-

clockwisehopping am plitude.On each sitethereisa random potential.Thenum ber

ofsites N is understood to be tending to in�nity. W e willalso take tand h to be

positiveforde�niteness.(Thehoppingam plitudetcan bescaled to2forinstancebut

we willkeep itforlaterconvenience.) Note thatthe Ham iltonian isnon-herm itean
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for h non-zero and thus has com plex eigenvalues. It is represented by a realnon-

sym m etric m atrix,with the reality im plying that ifE is an eigenvalue,then E � is

alsoan eigenvalue.ForP (w)even,foreach particularrealization fwigoftherandom

siteenergies,therealization f�wig isequally likely to occur,and thusthespectrum

ofH averaged with P (w)hastheadditionalsym m etry E ! � E .Thiseigenvalue

problem isclearly a specialcaseof(1).

W ithoutnon-herm iticity (h = 0),alleigenvaluesareofcoursereal,and Anderson

and collaborators[12]showed thatallstatesarelocalized.W ithoutim purities(wi=

0),Bloch told usthattheHam iltonian isim m ediately solvablewith theeigenvalues

E n = tcos(
2�n

N
� ih); (n = 0;1;� � � ;N � 1); (4)

tracing out an ellipse. The corresponding wave functions  
(n)

j � exp 2�inj=N are

obviously extended. W e are to study what happens in the presence ofboth non-

herm iticity and theim purities.
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Figure1:Theeigenvaluesofoneparticularrealization oftheHam iltonian in (3)with

N = 300,t= 2,h = 0:5 and with the site energiesdrawn from the box distribution

(13)with V = 1:8.

W ith im puritiespresent,two \wings," a rightwing and a leftwing,em ergeoutof

thetwo endsoftheellipse.(See�gure1.) Som eeigenvaluesarenow real.Evidently,
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the\forks"wherethetwowingsem ergeoutofthe\ellipse-like"curverepresentanon-

perturbativee�ect,and cannotbeobtained by treatingtheim puritiesperturbatively.

ForP (w)even,we can focuson the rightwing in lightofthe sym m etry m entioned

above.

LeDoussal[13]and Hatanoand Nelson [4]em phasized thatH hasaspecialprop-

erty,nam ely thatby a (non-unitary)gaugetransform ation [14,15] j = e� jh ~ j,all

thenon-herm iticity can beconcentrated on onearbitrarily chosen bond,on which the

hopping am plitudesare t

2
e� N h,withoutchanging thespectrum .Indeed,perform ing

thistransform ation on (3)weobtain theeigenvalueproblem ~H ~ = E ~ with

~H ij =
t

2
(�i+ 1;j + �i� 1;j) + wj �ij

~H N 1 =
t

2
e
N h
;

~H 1N =
t

2
e
� N h (5)

The non-herm iticity hasbeen m oved to be on only one particularlink,which in (5)

isbetween sites1 and N ,butitisclearthatby a suitabletransform ation wecan put

thehopping am plitude t

2
e� N h on any link.

Thisleadstoan extraordinarily sim pleargum ent[4]thatthestatescorresponding

to com plex eigenvaluesareextended,thatis,delocalized.Assum ethatan eigenstate

of~ of~H islocalizedaroundsom esitej.W ecanalwaysgaugethenon-herm iticitytoa

link which islocated asfaraway from thesitejaspossible,wherej~ jisexponentially

sm all.Thus,ifwecuttheringopenatthatlink,thee�ectontheSchr�odingerequation

would be exponentially sm all,ifthe localization length ofthe state issm aller than

h� 1. The state does not know that the Ham iltonian is non-herm itean and so its

eigenvalue m ust be real. Transform ing back to H ,we have a localized state whose

eigenvalueisreal.On theotherhand,ifh islargerthan theinverselocalization length

ofthis state,we no longerhave a norm alized eigenstate ofH . Hatano and Nelson

[4]argued thatsuch statesof ~H and extended statesof ~H correspond to statesofH

with com plex eigenvalues. They thusconcluded thatthe statesofH corresponding
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to com plex eigenvaluesareextended,thatis,delocalized.

Rem arkably,non-herm itean localization theory issim plerin thisrespectthan the

standard herm itean localization theory ofAnderson and others[12]. To understand

thelocalization transition,wehaveto study only theenergy spectrum ofH .

One way to think aboutthisproblem isto im agine starting with H 0 (thatis,H

with fwig settozero)and then increasing therandom ness(m easured by aparam eter

,say)andaskifthereisacriticalstrength ofrandom nessc1 atwhich localized states

�rstappear.Therem ay also beanothercriticalstrength c atwhich alltheextended

statesbecom e localized.Obviously anotherway ofthinking abouttheproblem isto

startwith the herm itean random problem (h = 0)in which allstatesare localized.

W e then increase the non-herm iticity and ask about the criticalstrength hc ofthe

non-herm iticity atwhich extended states�rstappear.Sim ilarly,wecan ask,forgiven

h and ,thecriticalhoppingam plitudetc needed forthestatestobecom edelocalized.

Aswehavem entioned,anum berofauthorshaveconsidered (3).In thispaper,we

willreferextensively to[10]and [11]which wewilldenoteby FZ and BZ respectively.

Here,asin FZ and BZ,theem phasisistounderstand analyticallytheessentialphysics

involved.

W e willnow describe som e of the results from FZ and BZ,partly to �x the

fram ework foroursubsequentdiscussion.Asisstandard,wearetostudy theGreen’s

function

G(z)=
1

z� H
(6)

Theaveraged density ofeigenvalues,de�ned by

�(x;y) � h
1

N

X

i

�(x� ReEi)�(y� Im Ei)i; (7)

isthen obtained (upon recalling theidentity @

@z�
1

z
= ��(x)�(y))as

�(x;y) =
1

�

@

@z�
G (z) (8)
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with z = x + iy.Herewede�ne

G (z)� h
1

N
trG (z)i (9)

and < :::> denotes,as usual,averaging with respect to the probability ensem ble

from which H isdrawn.A sm allsubtlety isthatwhile G(z)isostensibly a function

ofz only,hG(z)idependson both z and z�.A carefuldiscussion isgiven in [7].Itis

also usefulto de�ne the Green’sfunction G 0(z)=
1

z� H 0
in the absence ofim purities

and thecorrespondingG 0(z)�
1

N
tr 1

z� H 0
.Forthespectrum in (4),wecan determ ine

G 0(z)explicitly [11].

In theliterature[1],thepotential

�(z;z�) �
1

2N
hTrlog (z� H )(z� � H

y)i (10)

hasalso been introduced.W eseethatthedensity ofeigenvaluesisgiven by

�(x;y) =
2

�

@2

@z @z�
�(z;z�) (11)

which can be interpreted asthe charge density generating the two-dim ensionalelec-

trostaticspotential�(z;z�).See[7]fora carefuldiscussion.

The following probability distributionswere studied in FZ and BZ:the sign dis-

tribution

P(w)=
1

2
[�(w � r)+ �(w + r)] (12)

with som escaler,thebox distribution

P(w)=
1

2V
�(V2 � w

2) (13)

obtained by \sm earing" thesign distribution,and theCauchy distribution

P(w)=


�

1

w 2 + 2
; (14)

with itslong tailsextending to in�nity.
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W e m ight also wish to consider the e�ect ofdiluting the im purities by setting

random ly som e fraction d ofthe wk’s to zero. In other words,given P(w)we can

consider

Pd(w) = d �(w) + (1� d)P(w) (15)

with 0� d � 1.Asd increases,thereshould bem oreextended states.

In BZ,a generalform alism forstudying thisproblem wasestablished.A form ula

fortheGreen’sfunction

G =

"

1�
X

k

�
�kG 0Pk

1+ �kG 0Pk

�#� 1

G 0 =

"

1�
X

k

�kG 0Pk

1+ �kG 0

#� 1

G 0 (16)

wasobtained.Herewehavede�ned theprojection operator

Pk = jkihk j (17)

onto the site k and the repeated scattering am plitude on the im purity potentialat

sitek

�k �
wk

1� wkhk jG 0 jki
(18)

Thereaderisinvited toaveragethetraceof(16)with hisorherfavoriteP (w),and

thenceto obtain thedensity ofeigenvalues�(x;y)by (8).Foran arbitrary P(w)itis

presum ably notpossibleto average(16)explicitly and obtain hG(z)iin closed form ,

notany m ore than itispossible to obtain hG(z)i in closed form forthe herm itean

problem . Indeed,(16)wasderived by only assum ing translation invariance forH 0,

whetherherm itean ornon-herm itean.Itis,however,alwayspossible to expand (16)

to any desired powersof� and average.Som eresultsaregiven in BZ.

Rem arkably, explicit results can be given for the Cauchy distribution. These

resultswere also obtained independently by Goldsheid and Khoruzhenko [16]. Here

westatetheresultsfrom BZ.

Thedensity ofeigenvaluesconsistsoftwo arcsand twowings.Away from thereal

axiswehave
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�(x;y) = �0(x;y+ )�(y) + �0(x;y� )�(�y) (19)

with �0 the eigenvalue density corresponding to G 0(z).In otherwords,the two arcs

oftheellipsearepushed towardstherealaxisby a distance.On thetwo wings,the

eigenvaluedensity is

�w ing(x;y) =
1

p
2�

�(y)�(x2 � x
2

m in())

q

2 � x2 + t2 + B (x;;t)

B (x;;t)
(20)

where

B (x;;t) �
q

(x2 + 2)2 + 2t2(2 � x2) + t4 (21)

and

xm in() � (
q

(tsinh h)2 � 2)tanh h (22)

Thecriticalvalueof atwhich thearcsdisappearisgiven by

c = tsinh h (23)

Allstatesarenow localized.

In thism odel,c1 is 0+ .The wingsappearassoon as > 0.W esee thatfor

insu�cientnon-herm iticity,h < h c where

hc = sinh
� 1

(


t
); (24)

allstates are localized. Note that in accordance with Anderson et al[12],for any

�nitenon-zero ,no m atterhow sm all,therearelocalized statesforh sm allenough.

Trivially,we can express (23) in yet another way,by saying that for a given non-

herm iticity h and siterandom ness,weneed thehoppingtoexceed acriticalstrength

tc =


sinh h
(25)
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beforestatesbecom edelocalized.

ForP (w)otherthan Cauchy,wearenotableto obtain �(x;y)explicitly.

In FZ,it was pointed outthe the problem (3)sim pli�es in the m axim ally non-

herm itean or\oneway" lim it,in which theparam etersin (3)areallowed to tend to

the(m axim ally non-herm itean)lim ith ! 1 and t! 0 such that

t

2
e
h ! 1 (26)

Theparticlein (3)can only hop oneway.Thespectrum (4)changesinto

E n = exp
2�in

N
; (n = 0;1;� � � ;N � 1); (27)

and the ellipse associated with (4)expands into the unit circle. In BZ,bounds on

the dom ain over which the density ofeigenvalues is non-zero were obtained forar-

bitrary P(w)’swith bounded support. Furtherm ore,itwasshown thatforthe sign

distribution the originalunitcircle spectrum ofthe determ inistic H 0 isdistorted by

random nessinto thecurve

z
2 = r

2 + e
i�
; 0� � < 2� (28)

inthecom plexzplane.(See�gure2.) Clearly,rc = 1isacriticalvalueofr.Forr< 1,

the curve (28)isconnected,enclosing a dum b-bellregion free ofenergy eigenvalues.

Atr = rc,the curve tracesouta �gure eight. Forr > 1 itbreaksinto two disjoint

sym m etric lobesthatarelocated to therightand to theleftoftheim aginary axis.

Incidentally,itisinstructive to understand thisphase transition in the language

of(1)and in particulartheappearanceofa zero eigenvalueatr= 1.In theoneway

lim itwehaveforr= 1

dPj

dt
= Pj+ 1 + wjPj (29)

A staticsolution
dPj

dt
= 0 isobtained with Pj+ 1 = � wjPj.Sincewj = � 1 occur

with equalprobability,we have a 50% chance ofm atching the boundary condition
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Figure 2: The spectralcurve forthe sign m odel,for(a)r = 0:9,(b)r = 1,and (c)

r= 1:2. 9



PN + 1 = P1. Thus,we have a zero eigenvalue in the averaged density ofeigenvalues

and hencea staticstate.

Here we should m ention that,strictly speaking,it is not clear that the sim ple

argum ent m entioned above showing that localized states have realeigenvalues and

thatcom plex eigenvaluesim ply extended stateswould stillhold in theoneway lim it.

The spectrum should certainly behave sm oothly since afterallwe aresim ply letting

the clockwise hopping am plitude go to 1 and the anti-clockwise hopping am plitude

go to 0.W ehavechecked thisnum erically and can easily check thisin theexplicitly

solvable Cauchy m odel. W e have studied in FZ and BZ the localization properties

ofvariousm odelsin the sim plifying lim itofhaving only one im purity present,and

showed analytically thatthestateson thewingsarelocalized.Indeed,wefound that

thelocalization length L(E )divergesas

L(E ) �
1

log j E

E �
j
�

1

jE � E � j
(30)

asE variesalong the wingsand approachesthe points�E � atwhich the wingsare

attached to thearcsofcom plex eigenvalues.W econjectured in BZ thatthebehavior

in (30)isgeneric.W ehaveveri�ed num erically thatin theoneway lim itthestateson

thewingsareindeed localized.W ewillthustakeasourworking assum ption thatthe

argum entm entioned abovecontinuesto hold in theoneway lim it,and hencereferto

E � asthe energy ofthelocalization-delocalization transition in theone way lim itas

wellasin them oregeneraltwo way case.In thenextsection,wegivea sim pleproof

thatthisassum ption isindeed correct.
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2 SpectralC urvesofN on-H erm itean H am iltonians

In the explicitsolutionsm entioned here,the eigenvalue density �(x;y)tracesouta

one-dim ensionalcurve.Thisfeaturealsoappearstohold in variousnum ericalstudies

of�(x;y).Recently,Goldsheid and Khoruzhenko [16](to bereferred to asGK)gave

a rathernice proofofthisfact. W e willdescribe a sim pli�ed version oftheirproof

in the appendix. (W e m ention in passing that the spectra ofsom e ofthe random

hopping m odelsstudied in FZ areexplicitly (and interestingly)two dim ensional,but

itcan bereadily checked thatthesem odelsviolatetheassum ptionsm adein GK.)

W enow give,in them axim allynon-herm itean lim it,asim ple\one-line"proofthat

thespectrum ofH isonedim ensional.In FZ itwasfound by directevaluation thatin

them axim ally non-herm itean lim itthedeterm inantof(z� H )sim pli�esdrastically

to (wetakeN to beeven forde�niteness)

det(z� H )=

 
NY

i= 1

(z� wi)

!

� 1 (31)

(Forarbitrary tand h thecorresponding form ula isconsiderably m orecom plicated.)

Note that (31) is com pletely sym m etric in the fwig,and thus,for a given set of

siteenergiesitisindependentoftheway theim puritiesarearranged along thering.

(Incidentally,thisproperty isdestroyed ifweincludeanextnearestneighborhopping

H i;i+ 2 = s in addition to H i;i+ 1 = 1,and thusisnotsolely a consequence ofthe

particlehopping oneway.)

Foran alternative derivation of(31)letuswrite down Schr�odinger’sequation in

them axim ally non-herm itean lim it

(E � wj) j =  j+ 1 (32)

Starting with  1 =  N + 1,we have  N = (E � wN )
� 1  1, N � 1 =

NQ

j= N � 1

(E �

wj)
� 1  1,and so on,until�nally  1 =

NQ

j= 1

(E � wj)
� 1  1. Hence the eigenvalue

equation isindeed obtained by setting therighthand sideof(31)to zero.

W ith thissim pleform fordet(z� H )weobtain thepotentialde�ned in (10)as
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�(z;z�) =
1

2N
hlog j

�

� N
i= 1 (z� wi)

�

� 1j2i (33)

Letus understand the behavior ofthisfunction. Sim ply stated,the essence ofour

proofis to note that the quantity
Q N
i= 1 (z� wi)in (33)goes suddenly from being

neglibible com pared to the 1 in (33)to being com pletely dom inantoverthe 1. The

suddennessofthetransition isdueto thelargeN lim it.Thequantity in question is

the productofN factors,with N tending to in�nity. Thus,ifeach ofthe factorsis

largerthan 1on averagethisquantity isexponentially large,and ifeach ofthefactors

issm allerthan 1 on average,exponentially sm all.

W e can esh outthisargum entsom ewhat. Consider the absolute m agnitude of

� N
i= 1 (z� wi)and ask ifitislargerorsm allerthan 1 in (33).Forconvenience,de�ne

q(z) �
1

N
log j

NY

i= 1

(z� wi)j

�
1

N

NX

i= 1

log jz� wij (34)

Ratherthan dressup ourproofwith m athem aticalabstractions,wewilldescribe

what actually happens in speci�c num ericalterm s. To focus our thoughts,let us

im agine we are doing num ericalcom putation with N = 103 with P (w) the box

distribution with V = 1,thatis,thewi’sareevenly distributed between �1 and +1.

Considerq(1:5),say,theaverageof103 num bersranging between log 0:5 and log 2:5

and equalto log 1:5 on the average. Obviously,q(1:5) is m ost likely positive. In

contrast,considerq(0:5),the average of103 num bersranging between log j�0:5 j

and log 1:5.Evidently,thefunction q(x)ism ostlikely negativeforx lessthan som e

criticalvaluex� and then m ostlikely goespositiveforx greaterthan x�.(Foragiven

realization fwig,the function Q(z) � eN q(z) is the absolute value ofa perfectly

sm ooth polynom ialwith N zeroes at the wi’s,and does not uctuate signi�cantly

from realization torealization sinceforN large,realizationsin which m ostofthewi’s

are alm ostequalto +1,say,are exponentially unlikely.) In the N ! 1 lim it,the
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function Q(x) jum ps from zero for x < x� to in�nity for x > x�. To see that

thisjum p isabruptin the large N lim it,considerthatin going from N = 103 to

N = 106,we basically take the Q(x)forN = 103 and raise itto the power103.

Sim ilarly,fora�xed �,asweincreaserthereisacriticalr�(�)atwhich Q(re
i�)jum ps

from zero to in�nity.

From (33) we see that for a given N and for a given realization,�(z;z�) goes

from essentially zero (when Q(z) = j
Q N
i= 1 (z� wi)jissm allcom pared to 1)to

a non-zero value (when Q(z) islarge and the 1 inside the logarithm is(33)can be

neglected.) Thetransition occurswhen Q(z) = 1 and henceq(z)= 0.AsN ! 1 ,

the transition region becom esnarrowerand narrowerand so the transition region is

one-dim ensional.

Hence we see that in the com plex plane there is a curve across which �(z;z�)

changesfrom

�(z;z�) = 0 (35)

to

�(z;z�) = h
1

2N
log j� N

i= 1 (z� wi)j
2i

= hlog jz� w ji (36)

W e have proved thatthe spectrum in them axim ally non-herm itean lim itisone-

dim ensionaland that the spectralcurve is given by the dividing line between (35)

and (36):

hlog jz� w ji = 0 (37)

Ourproofcan bem adem orem athem atically rigorousby theusualconsiderations

thatforN largethepropertiesofH fora given realization fwig arethesam easthe

averaged propertiesofH forN = 1 .
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To sum m arize,wewantto em phasizehow sim pleourproofis.First,wenotethat

in them axim ally non-herm itean lim itthedeterm inantof(z� H )isgiven sim ply by

(31).Then wejustlook at(31)and ask which ofthetwo term son itsrighthand side

islarger.Thetransition between thetwo regim esgivesthespectralcurve.

W e are now in a position to understand the wings in an extraordinarily sim ple

fashion.In theregion where(36)holdsthedensity ofeigenvaluesisgiven,according

to (11)by sim ply

�w ing (x;y) = �(y)�(x� x�)P(x) (38)

Here x� isde�ned by the region where (36)holds. W e see thatthe wingsstick out

from thecentral\elliptical"region,sinceinsidethecurvede�ned by(37)thepotential

� vanishesand hence� vanishes.

Thisdiscussion alsoshowsthatthedensity ofeigenvalueson thewingssim ply fol-

lowstheprobability distribution ofthesiteenergies.W ecan check thisresultagainst

ourexplicitresultin (20).In theoneway lim it,t ! 0 and hence B ! x2 + 2.

W eseethat(20)indeed reducesto (38).W ealso understand why thereareno wings

in thesign m odelin theoneway lim it.

W hile (38) is not im m ediately obvious from the Schr�odinger equation (32),we

can see heuristically from (31)thatfora given wk how onem ightbeableto �nd an

eigenvalue near wk by writing E = wk + �k for z in (31). The condition for a

solution isthatthe product
Q

i6= k(wk � wi)isapproxim ately equalto
1

�k
. According

to (38),thisispossiblein a statisticalsenseforwk largeenough (largerthan x�.) W e

seefrom (32)thatthesolution isclearly peaked on thekth site.

Thereaderwho hasread FZ and BZ m ay recognizethattheway wederived (37)

wasessentially how the spectralcurve (28)forthe sign m odelwasobtained. In the

sign m odel,each wi isequalto either+r or�r with equalprobability.ForN large,

in a given realization,m ost likely about halfofthe wi’s are equalto +r,and the

rest equalto �r. Thus Q(z) = j� N
i= 1 (z� wi) j ’ jz2 � r2 j

N

2 . Thus,for

jz2 � r2 j > 1 the1 in (33)iscom pletely overwhelm ed,whileforjz2 � r2 j < 1,
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the1 dom inates.Thespectralcurveisgiven by jz2 � r2 j = 1 asin (28).

W ealso m ention thattheboundsin BZ,alluded to in section I,wereobtained by

a related argum entbased on whetherj h
�

1

z� w

�l
ijislessthan 1 forsom eintegerl.

TheproofofGoldsheid and Khoruzhenko ism oreinvolved butalso m oregeneral,

and applies to the non-m axim ally non-herm itean lim it. In the appendix we give a

m uch sim pli�ed version oftheirproof,purging whatwedo notneed forourpurposes.

Finally,thediscussion in thissection enablesustocalculatethelocalization length

L (E )on thewings.According to thediscussion following (32),ifwem oven lattice

spacings away from the site where the wave function attains its peak value, the

absolutevalueofthewave function j jdecreasesby a factor

1

j� (E � w j)j
= e

� � log jE � w jj

= e
� n (

1

n
� log jE � w jj) (39)

where the product and sum in (39) involve n term s. For n large,we see that the

localization length L(E )isnone otherthan the inverse ofthe function q(E )de�ned

in (34):

L (E ) =
1

q(E )
(40)

Indeed,q(E )ispositive on the wings. AsE approachesE � (also called x� in som e

contexts)atwhich the wingsare attached to the arcsofcom plex eigenvalues,q(E )

vanishesaccording to (35)and hencegenerically

L(E ) �
1

jE � E � j
(41)

asweconjectured.
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3 C riticalPointsin M axim ally N on-H erm itean M od-

els

W e willtry to extractasm uch aswe can from (37)fora generalprobability distri-

bution P(w)ofthesiteenergies.(Forsim plicity,wewill,asbefore,takeP(w)to be

even.) Later,wewillobtain explicitresultsforspeci�cchoicesofP(w).Theequation

(37)which wewriteas

hlog
�

(x � w)
2
+ y

2
�

i = 0 (42)

de�nes a curve s(x;y) = 0 in the com plex plane. W ith P (w) even, we have

s(x;y) = s(�x;y)andsowewillhenceforth focusonthe�rstquadrantx � 0;y � 0.

Letusfocuson thepointy� atwhich thespectralcurvesintersectstheim aginary

axis. In general,the probability distribution P (w)ischaracterized by one orm ore

param eters  which m easure the random ness. W e willby convention take  = 0

to describe no random ness,and associate increasing random ness with increasing .

De�ne

f(y;) = hlog (y2 + w
2)i (43)

Thedesired function y�()isdeterm ined by

f(y�();) = 0 (44)

W e know thatwith no random ness y�(0) = 1,and we expectthatas increases,

y�()decreasesuntila criticalpointc atwhich pointy�(c) = 0.

These expectationsareeasy to prove.First,note

df

dy
= 2yh

1

y2 + w 2
i > 0 (45)

(recallthatwe restrictourselvesto the �rstquadrant)and hence f(y;)isa m ono-

tonically increasing function ofy. At y = 0, the function starts with the value

f(0;) = hlogw2i,and increasestof � logy2 forlargey.Thus,ifhlogw 2 i < 0,
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thefunction f(y;)vanishesatsom ey�().Butifhlog w
2 i > 0,thereisno y�().

Hence,thecriticalvaluec isdeterm ined sim ply by

hlog w 2 i = 0 (46)

A criticaltransition occurs when the average ofthe logarithm ofthe site energy

squared vanishes.

Letusgiveaspeci�cexam ple,thebox distribution in (13).Noteforourpurposes

an overallm ultiplicative factorin f(y;)isirrelevant and thus we can justas well

write

f(y;) =

Z V

0

dw log (y2 + w
2)

= 2y arctan
V

y
+ V

�

�2 + log(y2 + V
2)
�

(47)

(Here the generic param eter isdenoted by V .) In particular,up to an irrelevant

overallfactor,wem ay write(46)as

� 2 + log V
2

c = 0 (48)

and thuswe�nd

Vc = e (49)

Aswe increase the random ness(asm easure by ),we expectthe eigenvaluesto

m igratetowardstherealaxis,and hence y�()to decrease.Thisexpectation can be

easily proved fora generalP (w).To avoid notationalclutter,letP (w)contain only

one param eter relative to which therandom site energy w ism easured so thatwe

can write P (w) = c() p(w

). (Thus,for exam ple,forthe box distribution (13),

the one param eter  is called V ,and c() = 1

2V
,and p(w


) = �

�

1 � (w

)2
�

.)

Di�erentiating thede�ning equation fory�()
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Z 1

0

dw p(
w


)log (y2� + w

2) = 0 (50)

with respectto  and integrating by parts,weobtain

Z
1

0

dw

 

y�
dy�

d
+

w 2



!

p

 
w



!  
1

w 2 + y2�

!

= 0 (51)

thusproving that dy�

d
< 0,asdesired.

Indeed,itiseasy toobtain ageneralresultforsm allrandom ness.Expanding (44)

hlog
�

y
2

� + w
2
�

i = 0 (52)

fory� = 1� �y,weobtain h�2�y + w2i = 0 and henceim m ediately

y�() = 1 �
1

2
hw 2i+ � � � (53)

forsm allrandom ness.In particular,forthebox distribution,y�(V ) = 1� 1

6
V 2+ � � �.

Also,for the box distribution,in the other extrem e,when random ness reaches the

criticalvalueVc given in (49),y�(V ) ’ 2

�
(Vc� V )vanisheslinearly.

Itisnow justa m atterofdoing the appropriate integralto obtain c forvarious

probability distributionsofthereader’schoice.Noticethatin m any caseswem ay be

able to determ ine c analytically withoutbeing able to determ ine y()analytically.

Let us give som e exam ples. The sim plest is the sign distribution (12) for which

f(y;r) = log (y2 + r2)and thus

y� =
p
1� r2 (54)

giving rc = 1 in agreem ent with (28). It is also interesting to look at the Cauchy

distribution (14)forwhich we�nd

Z 1

0

dw
log w 2

w 2 + 2
=

�


log  (55)

and thus
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c = 1 (56)

in agreem entwith (23).

A class ofprobability distributions forwhich hlog w 2i is easily evaluated is the

generalization ofthe box distribution de�ned by P (w) / jw jk �(V2 � w 2).W e

obtain

Vc = e
1

k+ 1 (57)

and thusrecover(49)fork = 0.Num erically,wehaveVc = (2:718;1:649;1:395;� � �)

fork = (0;1;2;� � �).Thegeneraltrend agreeswith ourintuition:foragiven V ,ask

increases,therandom siteenergiesbecom elarger,and henceVc should decrease.As

k ! 1 we have Vc = 1,in agreem entwith rc = 1 forthe sign m odelasexpected.

Sim ilarly,wecan study the\parabolic"distribution P (w) / (V 2 � w 2) �(V2� w 2)

and distributionssim ilarto it.W e�nd

Vc = e
4

3 = 3:794 (58)

FortheGaussian distribution P (w) / e
�

w
2

a2 weobtain

ac = 2e
E

2 = 2:669 (59)

whereE denotesEuler’sconstant0:577.FortheexponentialdistributionP (w) / e�
jw j

a

weobtain

ac = e
E = 1:781 (60)

For the sam e a,the exponentialdistribution is \m ore random " than the Gaussian

distribution,and hence we expectac to be sm allerforthe exponentialthan forthe

Gaussian distribution.

W ehaveobtained thevalueofc,thecriticalm easureofrandom ness,foravariety

ofprobability distributionsP (w). W hathappenswhen the random nessreachesits
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criticalstrength? In the Cauchy m odel,we know thatatc alleigenvaluesbecom e

realand the extended states disappear. In general, with increasing random ness,

eigenvaluestend to drifttowardstherealaxis,and thuswem ightguessthatatc all

eigenvaluesbecom ereal,asin theCauchy m odel.Thishoweverisnottruein general.

In fact,we have already encountered a counter-exam ple,the sign m odel. According

to (28),forr> rc = 1,thespectrum splitsinto two disjointlobes.Itisindeed true,

however,thaty�(r)goesto zero asr increasestowardsrc,asindicated by (54).

Thisinstructive exam ple tellsusthatto determ ine whethertheeigenvalueshave

allcollapsed onto the realaxis, it is not enough to study the intersection ofthe

spectralcurve with the im aginary axis. W e have to study the intersection ofthe

spectralcurvewith therealaxis.

According to (42),thepointx�()atwhich thespectralcurve intersectsthereal

axisisdeterm ined by

hlog (x� � w)2i = 0 (61)

W ith P (w)even,wecan sym m etrize in w and de�ne

g(x;) = hlog(x2 � w
2)2i (62)

From (42)directly,orfrom (43),we see thatg(x;)isgiven by the analytic contin-

uation of2f(y;). The sign ip between f(y;)and g(x;) m akes a di�erence of

course:itisno longertruethatg(x;)isa m onotonically increasing function ofx.

However,we willnow prove that ifP (w) does not increase for w positive and

increasing,then g(x;)isindeed m onotonically increasing asx increases.The proof

is straightforward. Using P (w) � P(x)forw < x and �P (w) � � P(x)for

w > x,we�nd that

1

4x

@g(x;)

@x
� P(x)

Z 1

0

dw
1

x2 � w 2
= 0 (63)

(where the last integralis understood in the principalvalue sense,ofcourse.) For
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large x, g(x;) � log x4. Thus,ifg(0;) = hlog w4iisnegative there existsa

solution x� ()to theequation

hlog (x2� � w
2)2i = 0 (64)

W hen g(0;)goespositive,there is no solution,and thus the criticalvalue ofran-

dom nessisgiven by

hlog w 2i = 0 (65)

in agreem entwith (46),asitshould.

The behavior of x�() for sm allrandom ness is also easy to extract. W riting

x�() = 1+ �x and expanding (64),we�nd im m ediately that

x�() = 1 +
1

2
hw 2i+ ::: (66)

(Thisresultand (52)areofcoursein agreem entwith theappendix in FZ.)Thatx�()

vanishesas ! c im ply thatx�()hasa m axim um atsom ecriticalvalue�.

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

Figure3:Theenergyatwhich thelocalization-delocalizationtransition occurs,x�(V ),

as a funtion ofV for the box distribution. It has a m axim um at V� � 1:81 and

vanishesatVc = e.
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W e show the behaviorofx�()as variesforthe box distribution in �g(3). W e

can evaluateg(x;V )exactly to �nd (up to irrelevantoverallfactors)

g(x;V ) = (V � x)log (V � x)2 + (V + x)log (V + x)2 � 4V (67)

(whereasbeforewerem ind thereaderthatthegenericparam eter iscalled V forthe

boxdistribution.) Todeterm ine� (thatis,V� in thiscontext),wesim plydi�erentiate

g(x;V )to obtain

V
2

� � x
2

�(V�) = 1 (68)

Inserting thisinto g(x�(V�);V�) = 0 we�nd readily thatV� = cosh �� ’ 1:81 and

x�(V�) ’ 1:51 where�� isthesolution oftheequation �� tanh �� = 1.

ForV � Vc = e we �nd x�(V ) ’
q

2Vc (Vc� V ). W e can evidently de�ne a

variety ofcriticalexponentshere:forexam ple,

x� (V ) ’ (Vc� V )� (69)

Thealertreaderm ayhavenoticedthatfortheCauchydistributionx�() =
p
1� 2

and instead ofincreasing with  asshown in (66)x�()decreaseswith .Thisisin

factconsistentwith (66)sincethesecond m om enthw 2idoesnotexistfortheCauchy

distribution.Thecriticalexponent� again takesthegenericvalue� = 1

2
.

Fora P (w)which increasesasw positiveincreases,thebehaviorwejustsketched

forx�()fails.Ourcounter-exam pleisthesign m odel,in which

g(x;r) = log (x2 � r
2)2 (70)

a function which startsatlog r4,goesto �1 to x = r,and then risesfrom �1 .

Thus,atrc = 1 we go from a single solution forx�()to two. (Assaid before,we

alwayswork in the�rstquadrant.) Thisisconsistentwith (28).

In sum m ary,forP (w)which doesnotincreaseasw positiveincreasesand which

hasa second m om ent,x�()increasesasthe random ness increases,reach a m ax-
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im um at �,and then decreases towards zero as  ! c. M eanwhile,y�() de-

creases m onotonically towards zero as increases towards c. Note thatx�()has

theim portantphysicalm eaningasthecriticalenergy E �()atwhich thelocalization-

delocalization transition occursfora given m easureofrandom ness.

Letususetheterm inology the\arcpart"torefertothespectrum ofH consisting

ofcom plex eigenvalues. Thus,increasing random nesssquashesthe arc parttowards

the realaxis,elongating itin the x direction,untilthe criticalrandom ness�,after

which itshrinkssteadily,giving up spectralweightto the wings,untilitdisappears

altogetheratc,atwhich pointallstatesbecom elocalized.

Using thesortoftechniquesdeveloped here,thereadercan readily deducefurther

propertiesofthespectralcurve.Forinstance,with P (w)even and writingz = rei�,

onehas

hlog j(z� w)(z+ w)j i = hlog
�

r
4 � 2 r2 w 2

cos 2� + w
4
�

i = 0 (71)

For� > �

4
in the�rstquadrant,cos2� isnegative,and onecan deducethat dr

d�
< 0

upon di�erentiating (71).
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4 A ppearance and D isappearance ofW ings

Starting with the spectrum with no disorderpresent,we expectthataswe increase

therandom nesswingsappearatsom ecriticalvalueoftherandom nessc1,asde�ned

earlier.FortheCauchy distribution wesaw explicitly thatc1 = 0+ ;in otherwords,

wings appearassoon asthe random site energies are switched on. Aswe willsee,

thisisdueto thefactthattheCauchy distribution hasin�nitely long tails.

In thissection we considerP (w)with supportup to wm ax = . (Forexam ple,

for the box distribution the m axim um value ofw is V ,which is what we denote

the generic param eter by forthisdistribution.) According to (38),the rightwing

extendsouttowm ax = .On theotherhand,therightwingstartsatx�().Clearly,

the wingsdisappearwhen x�()becom eslargerthan . Thus,we conclude thatfor

thisclassofdistributionsc1 isdeterm ined by

x� (c1) = c1 (72)

Again assum ing asbeforethatP (w)containsonly oneparam eter,weseethatc1

isthesolution of

Z 

0

dw p

 
w



!

log(2 � w
2)2 = 0 (73)

Changing variablein (73)by w = u,weobtain theresult

log 
2

c1 = �

R
1

0
du p(u)log(1� u2)

R
1

0
du p(u)

= � hlog(1� u
2)i (74)

which isto becom pared to

log 
2

c = �

R
1

0
du p(u)log u2

R
1

0
du p(u)

= � hlog u2i (75)

In particular,forthebox distribution wehave

Vc1 =
1

2
e (76)
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com pared to

Vc = e (77)

Forthe\parabolic" distribution m entioned earlierwehave

Vc1 =
1

2
e
5

6 (78)

com pared to

Vc = e
4

3 (79)

Noticethattheargum entshowsthatifwm ax = 1 ,asisthecasefortheCauchy

distribution,then the right wing extends out to in�nity,and the wings are always

presentaslong as > 0.Thus,c1 = 0+ aswehavealready learned fortheCauchy

distribution.Physically,forP (w)with wm ax = 1 thesiteenergieshavea non-zero

probability ofattaining arbitrarily large values and a sm allam ount ofrandom ness

can causethewingsto appear.

Itiseasy to show thatifP (w)doesnotincrease forw positive and increasing,

then 2c1 < 2c. Startby noting that(1� u)2 � (1� u2)for0 � u � 1,and

that for the class ofP (w)’s under consideration h� log u2i � h� log (1� u)2i.

Com bining thesetwo inequalitieswe�nd thedesired result.

25



5 SpectralC urve for the B ox D istribution

In thepreceding section,westudied thepointsx�()and y�()atwhich thespectral

curve s(x;y) = 0 intersects the realand im aginary axes for generaldistributions

P (w) ofthe site energies. In this section,we determ ine the entire spectralcurve

s(x;y) = 0 forthebox distribution (13).

First,weevaluate(36)to obtain

�(z = V u;V ) =
1

2

 

log j
(u+ 1)u+ 1

(u� 1)u� 1
V
2 j

!

� 1 (80)

where we scale z = V u forconvenience. Thus,thespectralcurve isdeterm ined by

theinteresting equation

j
(u + 1)u+ 1

(u � 1)u� 1
j =

e2

V 2
(81)

Letuswriteu = s + itand de�nethelefthand sideof(81)asb(s;t).W e�nd

b(s;t) =
�

(s+ 1)2 + t
2
� 1+ s

2

�

(s� 1)2 + t
2
� 1�s

2

e
� t arc tan

2t

1�s 2�t 2 (82)

Thespectralcurve(with z = x + iy )isthen de�ned by

b(
x

V
;
y

V
) =

e2

V 2
(83)

In particular,x�(),the criticalenergy atwhich localization-delocalization tran-

sition occurs,isdeterm ined by therem arkablefunction

b(s;0) = (s2 � 1)(
s+ 1

s� 1
)s (84)

In solving (83)itisessentialtopick thecorrectbranch ofthearctan function,which

isde�ned up to m ultiplesof�.Letustaketheconventionalde�nition ofarctan as

a function ranging between � �

2
and �

2
.Then weseethatfort2 < 1� s2,b(s;t)has

to bem ultiplied by a factorofe�t.Thisensuresthatb(s;t)iscontinuousastpasses

through
p
1� s2.W eshow in �gure(4)thesolution of(83)forV = 1.Thespectral
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Figure 4: SpectralCurve for the box distribution with V = 1,plotted in the �rst

quadrant

curve is\elliptical" in shape. W e �nd num erically thatasV approachesVc = e the

uctuation between runseven forN = 200to bequitesigni�cant.Theseuctuations

aredescribed by thedensity-denstity correlation function discussed in BZ.

W eshowedin�gure(3)thebehavioroftheenergyofthelocalization-delocalization

transition x�(V ),de�ned by

b(
x�

V
;0) =

e2

V 2
(85)

The function x�(V )behavesasdiscussed in thelastsection.In particular,atV = 1

thesolution of

(x2 � 1)(
x+ 1

x � 1
)x = e

2 (86)

isgiven by x = 1:17697. Note also thatb(1;0) = 4 and so forV = e

2
,we have

x�(V ) = V .Recallfrom thepreceding section thatVc1 forthism odelisprecisely
e

2
.

W eseethatindeed thewingsdisappearatthiscriticalvalueoftherandom ness.

Given the com plexity of(83)it would be a challenge to determ ine the spectral

curvein thenon-m axim ally non-herm itean case.
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6 D ilution

Asm entioned in the Introduction,the e�ectsofdilution were considered in BZ.W e

point out here that the e�ects ofdilution can be quite drastic. The sign m odelis

m ostam enableto analyticstudy with (15)

Pd(w) = d �(w) +
1

2
(1� d)(�(w � r) + �(w + r)) (87)

Thespectralcurveisdeterm ined by

(x2 + y
2)d

��

x
2 � y

2 � r
2
�2

+ 4x2y2
�1�d

2

= 1 (88)

Considerforsim plicity theequation fory�(r).Forno dilution d = 0,thisbecom es

y
2

� + r
2 = 1 (89)

asin (69).Forany am ountofdilution,d > 0,wehave

y
2d
� (y

2

� + r
2)1� d = 1 (90)

Notethelefthand sideofboth (89)and (90)arem onotonicin y�,butthelefthand

sideof(90)startsat0 instead ofr2 and so a solution of(90)fory� alwaysexistsfor

any d > 0. This isin sharp contrastwith (89),forwhich y� exists only forr < 1.

Asshown in �g(5),forr > 1 and any d > 0 a new \lobe" centered atthe origin

appears in the spectrum ,with this lobe intersecting the im aginary axis aty�(r;d).

W ecan easily solve(90)ford = 1

2
,obtaining

y�(r;d =
1

2
) =

s

1

2
(
p
r4 + 4 � r2) (91)

M oregenerally,forany d,weseethatforsm allr,

y�(r;d) !
1

2
(1� d)r2 + � � � (92)

and forlarger
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y�(r;d) !
1

r
(1�d)

d

+ � � � (93)

Forinterm ediater,y�(r;d)interpolatessm oothly between (92)and (93).

-1.5 -1 -0.5 0.5 1 1.5
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Figure5:Thediluted sign m odelwith d = 0:1 and r= 1:2

W eseethatthereisa criticaltransition with dc = 0,asem phasized in particular

by (93).

M ore generally,recalling the de�nition off(y;) = hlog (y2 + w 2)ifrom (43)

associated with P (w),wehaveassociated with Pd(w)thefunction

f(y;;d) = d log y
2 + (1� d)f(y;) (94)

with the intersection ofthe spectralcurve with the im aginary axisy�(;d)given by

f(y�;;d)= 0asin (44).Evidently,asthedilution goestoitsm axim um valued ! 1,

y� ! 1.

FortheCauchy distribution,wehave

f(y;) = log (y+ )2 (95)

W ith no dilution,y�() = 1�  asin FZ.Forsm alld,
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y�(;d) = 1�  � (log(1� ))d + � � � (96)

Clearly as nearsitscriticalvalue1,a sm alldilution hasa big e�ect.Ford
<
� 1,

y�(;d) = 1 � (log (1+ ))(1� d) + � � � (97)

Furtherstudy ofthee�ectsofdilution would beinteresting.
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7 A ppendix: T he Proof of G oldsheid and

K horuzhenko Sim pli�ed

Here we give a sim pli�ed version ofthe proofofGoldshied and Khoruzhenko. Let

usgo back to (5).TheHam iltonian ~H would beherm itean had theentries ~H N 1 and

~H 1N been absent.Itisnaturalto de�netheherm itean Ham iltonian H h by

~H = H h + V (98)

whereallentriesofV arezero except

VN 1 =
t

2
e
N h

V1N =
t

2
e
� N h (99)

(At�rstsight,thetransform ation ofH into ~H appearsto bea potentially dangerous

m anuever[17]as ~H isan N by N m atix with an entry which explodesexponentially

asN ! 1 ;in fact,wearegoing to exploitprecisely thisfeature.)

Since H and ~H have the sam e spectrum ,we can obtain the desired density of

eigenvaluesofH by

�(x;y) =
2

�

@2

@z @z�
~�(z;z�) (100)

with

~�(z;z�) �
1

2N
hlog jdet(z� ~H )j2i (101)

In analogy to (101)wealso de�ne

�h(z;z
�) �

1

2N
hlog jdet(z� H h)j

2i (102)

corresponding to theherm itean Ham iltonian H h.Using

(z� ~H ) = (I� V G) (z� H h) (103)
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with

G �
1

z� H h

(104)

(notto be confused with the G we de�ned in (6);we use the sam e sym bolto avoid

notationalclutter)wehaveim m ediately

~�(z;z�) = �h(z;z
�) +

1

2N
hlog jdet(I� V G)j2i (105)

Since V has only two non-zero entries,the determ inant in (105) can be evaluated

im m ediately to be

det(I� V G) = (1 �
t

2
e
� N h

G N 1)(1 �
t

2
e
N h
G 1N ) �

t2

4
G 11 G N N (106)

The large N behaviorofdet(I� V G)thusdependson whetherG 1N vanishesfaster

than e� N h ornot.

IfG 1N vanishesfasterthan e� N h,det(I � V G)isbounded.(Since 1

N
trG isthe

Green’s function ofa herm itean Ham iltonian ithasa �nite large N lim it,and G 11

and G N N areexpected tobethesam eorderofm agnitudeas 1

N
trG.) Then from (105)

wehave

~�(z;z�) = �h(z;z
�) (107)

In contrast,ifG 1N doesnotvanish fasterthan e� N h,then

det(I � V G) ! �
t

2
e
N h

G 1N (108)

asN ! 1 ,and wehaveto keep thesecond term in (105).From thede�nition (104)

and theform ofH h weobtain im m ediately

jG 1N j =

�
t

2

�N � 1

j det (z� H h)j
(109)

and hencefrom (102)
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hlog jG 1N ji = log

�
t

2

�N � 1

� hlog jdet(z� H h)ji

= log

�
t

2

�N � 1

� N �h(z;z
�) (110)

Inserting (110)in (108)weobtain

1

N
hlog jdet(I� V G)ji =

1

N

"

log

 �
t

2

�N

e
N h

!

� N �h(z;z
�)

#

= log

�
t

2
e
h

�

� �h(z;z
�) (111)

Atthispointwe m ightaswellset t= 2. Thus,com bining (105)and (111)we see

thatifG 1N doesnotvanish too fastwehave

~�(z;z�) = h (112)

According to (100), ~H and henceH do nothaveany eigenvaluesin thisregion.

W e thusobtain the resultofGK thatthe dividing line between (107)and (112)

isthecurvede�ned by

�h(z;z
�) = h (113)

Thisform sthe \arcs" ofthe spectralcurve ofH . The wingsare determ ined by the

solution of(107)which liesoutsidethecurvede�ned by (113).

Thede�ning equation (113)forthespectralcurve,whileelegantly com pact,can-

notbeexplicitly solved in general.W eneed an exactanalyticexpression for�h(z;z
�)

which am ounts to an exact determ ination ofthe density ofeigenvalues ofthe her-

m itean Ham iltonian H h.To the bestofourknowledge,thisisavailableonly forthe

Cauchy distribution(14).Indeed,Goldsheid and Khoruzhenko [16]arethen led tothe

curvein (19),which wasderived in BZ by a di�erentm ethod.

Thus,in order to obtain explicit expressions for the spectralcurves for various

P (w)’s,we are com pelled to gotto the m axim ally non-herm itean orone way lim it
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(26). Going back to (111) we see that in this lim it the spectralcurve is actually

de�ned by setting h = 0 in (113).

Nextweobserveanotherdrasticsim pli�cation.In thislim it,theherm itean Ham il-

tonian H h goesoverto a purely diagonalm atrix with thej
th diagonalelem entequal

to wj,and thusthefunction �h(z;z
�)de�ned in (102)sim pli�esdrastically to

�h(z;z
�) =

1

2
hlog jz� w j2i (114)

Thus,in them axim ally non-herm itean lim it,thespectralcurveofthenon-herm itean

Ham iltonian H in (3)isdeterm ined by therem arkably com pactequation

hlog jz� w j2i = 0 (115)

in com pleteagreem entwith (37)and oursim ple\one-line" proof.Itisinteresting to

note thatin thisrespect the non-herm itean problem isagain sim plerthan the her-

m itean problem .Thereisnoanalogoussim plifyinglim itwecan takein theherm itean

localization problem .
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