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A bstract

W e com pute the large scale (m acroscopic)correlationsin ensem blesofnorm al

random m atriceswith a generalnon-G aussian m easureand in ensem blesofgeneral

non-Herm ition m atrices with a class of non-G aussian m easures. In both cases

theeigenvaluesarecom plex and in thelarge N lim itthey occupy a dom ain in the

com plexplane.Forthecasewhen thesupportofeigenvaluesisaconnected com pact

dom ain,wecom putetwo-,three-and four-pointconnected correlation functionsin

the�rstnon-vanishing orderin 1=N in a m annerthatthealgorithm ofcom puting

highercorrelationsbecom esclear.Thecorrelation functionsareexpressed through

the solution ofthe Dirichlet boundary problem in the dom ain com plem entary to

thesupportofeigenvalues.
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1 Introduction

A m atrix M iscalled norm alifitcom m uteswith itsHerm itian conjugated:[M ;M y]= 0.

The both m atrices can be sim ultaneously diagonalized,the eigenvalues being com plex

num bers.Thepartition function ofnorm alm atriceshasthegeneralform

ZN =

Z

norm al

d�(M )e
1

�h
trW (M ;M y)

: (1)

Here �h isa param eter,and the m easure ofintegration overnorm alN � N m atricesis

induced from theatm etricon thespaceofallcom plex m atrices.Likein otherrandom

m atrix m odels,the large N lim it ofinterest im plies N ! 1 ,�h ! 0,while N �h stays

�nite.

In a particularcase,when Laplacian ofthe potentialW (z;�z)isa constantin a big

dom ain ofa com plex plane,i.e.,

W = �M M
y + V (M )+ �V (M y); (2)

whereV (z)and �V (z)areholom orphicfunctions,thenorm alm atrixensem bleisequivalent

to theensem ble ofgeneralcom plex m atrices.Itgeneralizesthe Ginibre-Girko Gaussian

ensem ble[1].In this,perhapsthem ostinteresting caseforapplications,them odelbears

som e form alsim ilaritieswith the m odeloftwo Herm itian random m atrices[2]and the

m atrix quantum m echanics in a singlet sector [3,4]. Unlike m odels offew Herm itian

m atrices,thenorm alm atrix m odelisintegrableforageneralclassofpotentials,notonly

oftheform (2).

Applicationsand studiesofm atrixensem bleswith com plex eigenvaluesarenum erous.

A largelistofreferencescan befound in recentpapers[5].New applicationsto di�usion

lim ited growth m odels (Laplacian growth) [6],com plex analysis [7]-[10]and Quantum

Halle�ect[11]werefound recently.

Despiteofacom prehensiveliteratureonthem odelofoneandtwoHerm itian m atrices,

interest to the norm alm atrix ensem ble,�rst introduced in [12]and further studied in

[13],aswellasto a m odelofgeneralcom plex m atriceswith potential(2),juststartsto

grow.In thispaperwerevisittheensem ble ofnorm alrandom m atricesto calculate the

largeN lim itofcorrelation functionsundercondition thatseparation between argum ents

ism uch m ore than an average distance between eigenvalues(m acroscopic,orsm oothed

correlations). Shortscale (m icroscopic)correlationsin the ensem ble with the potential

(2)arewellstudied (seee.g.[15]fora review).

Atlarge N the eigenvaluesofthe random m atricesare distributed within a dom ain

(with sharp edges)ofacom plex planewith adensity proportionalto�h� 1�W ,where�is

the2D Laplaceoperator.W eassum ethatthesupportofeigenvaluesisasingleconnected

bounded dom ain D ,and thatthe boundary isa Jordan curve. Analyticalpropertiesof

thiscurvedeterm inesthecorrelation functions.

W e willshow that correlation functions are expressed through the objects ofthe

Dirichletboundary problem ofthedom ain com plim entary to thesupportofeigenvalues.

Nam ely,the two-pointcorrelationsare expressed through the DirichletGreen function,

while higherm ulti-pointcorrelationsare expressed through the Neum ann jum p on the

boundary,through theBergm an kerneland through thecurvatureoftheboundary.The
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objects sim ilar to the correlation functions previously appeared in studies oftherm al

uctuations in classicalcon�ned Coulom b plasm a [14](see also [15]for a review) and

in recent studies ofintegrable structure ofthe Dirichlet boundary problem in [10]. If

thepotentialW issuch thatthesupportofeigenvaluescollapsesto a cut(orcuts),the

norm alm atrix m odelreproducesknown largeN -lim itfeaturesofthe Herm itian m atrix

m odel.

W ecom putetwo-,three-and four-pointconnected functionsofdensity ofeigenvalues

in theleadingorderin N ,in am annerthatthealgorithm ofcom putinghighercorrelation

functionsbecom esclear. Connected density correlatorsare localized atthe edge ofthe

supportofeigenvaluesand show som euniversalfeatures.They depend on thepotential

only through a shape ofthe supportofthe eigenvaluesand boundary valuesofa �nite

num berofderivativesofthe potential. In the literature on Herm itian random m atrices

the universalcharacterofcorrelationshasbeen em phasized in Refs. [16,17]. The two-

pointfunctions are distinguished since they depends on the supportofthe eigenvalues

only. The two-pointfunction hasbeen previously com puted in Refs. [14]in the course

ofstudiesofcon�ned Coulom b plasm a.

Otheraspects,including integrable structure ofthe m odel(discussed already in [13,

18]),sem iclassicalproperties ofbiorthogonalpolynom ials,criticalpoints (a boundary

with cusps),disconnected supportsofeigenvalues,correlationsatshortdistances,etc.,

willbeaddressed elsewhere.

2 Prelim inaries

T he m easure ofnorm alm atrices. Them easurein (1)isinduced from theatm etric

jj�M jj2 = tr(�M �M y) in the space ofallcom plex m atrices. Form ally,one can write

d�(M ) = �([M ;M y])dM dM y,where the delta-function selects the subspace ofnorm al

m atrices. To introduce coordinates in this subspace, one uses of the decom position

M = UZU y ,whereU isa unitary m atrix and Z = diag(z1;:::;zN )isa diagonalm atrix

ofeigenvalues.Them easureisthen given by

d�(M )=
d�0(U)

N !Vol(U(N ))
j� N (z)j

2

NY

i= 1

d
2
zi; (3)

here d2z � dxdy forz = x + iy,d�0 isthe Haarm easure on the unitary group U(N ),

and � N (z)= det(zi� 1j )1� i;j� N =
Q N
i> j(zi� zj)istheVanderm ondedeterm inant.

IfA(M ) is any invariant function (i.e.,a sym m etric function ofeigenvalues) ofa

m atrix M (and M y),then them ean value

hAi=

R
d�(M )A(M )e

1

�h
W

R
d�(M )e

1

�h
W

(4)

isexpressed through theintegralovereigenvalues

hAi=
1

N !ZN

Z

A(z)j� N (z)j
2

NY

j= 1

�

e
1

�h
W (zj;�zj)d

2
zj

�

; (5)
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wherethepartition function is

ZN =
1

N !

Z

j� N (z)j
2

NY

j= 1

�

e
1

�h
W (zj;�zj)d

2
zj

�

: (6)

Potential. For notationalsim plicity,we shallwrite sim ply W (z) instead ofW (z;�z).

W eassum ethatW isa real-valued function with (atleastlocal)m inim um attheorigin

and setW (0)= 0 forconvenience. W e also assum e thatthe integral(6)convergesand

thatW isa regularfunction in both variablesattheorigin.W eshallalso set

�(z)= �
1

�
@z@�zW (z)= �

1

4�
�W ; (7)

and assum ethat�(z)> 0.

A specialinteresting case[11]occursifthepotentialisharm onicin som ebig dom ain

around theorigin.Then in thisdom ain �(z)= constant,say,setto be�� 1,and

W = �jzj2 + V (z)+ �V (�z); (8)

whereV (z)isa holom orphicfunction.

T he m easure ofcom plex m atrices. Ifthepotentialischosen in theform (8),then

the sam e m easure,up to a num ericalfactor,appearsin com plex random m atrices. In

this case the relevant decom position reads: M = U(Z + R)U y,where U,Z are again

unitary and diagonalm atrix respectively,and R is an upper triangular m atrix. The

m easure(3)acquiresam ultiplicativefactor
Q

ijdR ije
� R 2

ij (weusethefactthattrM M y =

trZZ y + trRR y).Asa resulttherepresentation (5)holds[19].

C oherent states ofparticles in m agnetic �eld. M ostoftheknown m atrix ensem -

blesrepresentcoherentstatesofN ferm ions. Ferm onic representationsare wellknown

in the case ofHerm itian m atrices(see,e.g.,[20]),where ferm ionslive on a line and are

con�ned by a potential.

Com plex m atrix ensem blesalso enjoy a ferm ionicrepresentation [21,11].In thiscase

ferm ionsaresituated on a planeand occupy thelowestenergy levelofa strong m agnetic

�eld B (z),them agnetic�eld isnotnecessarily uniform .Itisrelated to thepotentialby

B (z)= 2��(z).Thecoherentstateofthefully occupied lowestlevelis

	(z 1;:::;zN )=
1

p
N !

� N (z)e

P N

j= 1

1

2�h
W (zj); ZN =

Z

j	(z 1;:::;zN )j
2
Y

d
2
zi: (9)

So ZN ,in thispicture,isthenorm alization factorofthewavefunction.

Exam ple: G aussian m odel. In thecase

W (z)= ���jzj2 + 2R e(t1z+ t2z
2); � > 0;
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(theGinibre-Girkoensem ble)thepartition function can befound explicitly even for�nite

N (seee.g.[21]):

ZN (�;t1;t2)= Z
(0)

N (��)
1

2
(N 2� N )(�2�2 � 4t2�t2)

�
1

2
N 2

exp

 

N

�h

t2
1
�t2 + �t2

1
t2 + ��jt1j

2

�2�2 � 4t2�t2

!

; (10)

where Z
(0)

N = �h
1

2
N (N + 1)

�N
Q N � 1
j= 1 j!isthe partition function forW = �jzj2. Correlation

functionsinthiscaseareexpressed throughHerm itepolynom ialsandareknown explicitly

forany N .

C orrelation functionsoftraces. In thispaper,weareinterested in correlation func-

tionsofproductsofn traces,h
Q n
i= 1 trfi(M )i.Clearly,theyareexpressed throughn-point

correlation functionsofthedensity ofeigenvalues,

�(z)= �h

NX

i= 1

�
(2)(z� zi):

W eobviously have:

�h
n

*
nY

i= 1

trfi(M )

+

=

Z

h�(z1):::�(zn)if1(z1):::fn(zn)

nY

j= 1

d
2
zj: (11)

So,thedensity correlation functionscarry thenecessary inform ation.

Itiscustom ary to dealwith connected partofa correlation function. In case ofthe

2-pointfunction itis

h�(z1)�(z2)iconn = h�(z1)�(z2)i� h�(z1)ih�(z2)i:

As N ! 1 ,the n-point correlation function ofdensities is O (1) while the connected

partofthen-pointfunction isO (N 2� 2n).

T he m ethod of functional derivatives. Correlation functions are the linear re-

sponses to a sm allvariation ofthe potential. Variation ofthe partition function (6)

overa generalpotentialW (z)inserts 1

�h

P

i�
(2)(z� zi)into theintegral.Then

h�(z)i= �h
2
� logZN

�W (z)
; h�(z1)�(z2)iconn = �h

2
� h�(z1)i

�W (z2)
; (12)

and,m oregenerally,

h�(z1):::�(zn)iconn = �h
2n �n logZN

�W (z1):::�W (zn)
:

W eshallusethism ethod in thefollowing version.Set�W (z)= "g(z),whereg isan

arbitrary sm ooth function on theplaneand "! 0.Then,in the�rstorderin ",

�h
2
� htrf(M )i= "htrf(M )trg(M )i

conn
: (13)
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Itisoften convenientto considercorrelationsofthepotential

’(z)=

Z

logjz� z
0j2�(z0)d2z0= �h tr

�

log(z� M )(�z� M
y)
�

; (14)

and ofthecurrent�eld

J(z)� @’(z)= �htr

�
1

z� M

�

; (15)

ratherthan correlationsofdensity.The potentialisthe Bose �eld ortheloop �eld ofa

(collective)�eld theory ofthem atrix m odel(m oreaccurately,’ isa negativem odepart

ofaBose�eld).The�eld theory isproved tobesuccessfulapproach toHerm itian m atrix

ensem bles[22].Elsewherewewilldevelop thisapproach forthenon-Herm itian ensem bles.

The potentialisharm onicoutside thesupportofeigenvaluesexceptatin�nity where it

behavesas2N �hlogjzj.Thecurrentisholom orphicoutsidethesupportofeigenvalues.

In order to obtain the correlations ofthe potentials,one has to vary the partition

function by W (z) ! W (z)+ "logjz � �j2 where � is a param eter. W e denote this

particulardeform ation ofthepotentialby ��:

��W (z)= "logjz� �j2: (16)

Underthisvariation thecorrelation function changesby insertion ofthe�eld ’(�):

�h
2
��hAi= "hA ’(�)i

conn
: (17)

Thisisthelinearresponcerelation used in theCoulom b gastheory [15].

W hilevarying thepotentialitisim portantto distinguish a harm onicvariation ofthe

potentialW (z;�z)! W (z;�z)+ V (z)+ �V (�z),whereV (z)isa holom orphicfunction.This

variation does not change �W . To im plem ent a harm onic variation one m ay extend

the potentialby adding a harm onic function W ! W + 2R e
P

k� 1tkz
k and apply the

operator D (z) =
P

k� 1
z� k

k
@tk used in Refrs.[7]-[10]. Then correlators ofholom orphic

partsofthepotential�(z)= �htrlog(z� M )are

h�(z)i= �hN logz� �h
2
D (z)logZN ;

*
nY

i= 1

�(zi)

+

conn

= (�1)n�h
2n

nY

i= 1

D (zi)logZN ; n � 2:

(18)

D irichletboundary problem . W elistsom eelem entsoftheexternalDirichletbound-

ary problem ,which areextensively used below.M oredetailscan befound in [23,24].

Let D be a closed connected dom ain ofthe com plex plane bounded by a sm ooth

curve.Given a realanalyticfunction f(z)in a vicinity oftheboundary,wem ay restrict

ittotheboundary ofD .TheexternalDirichletproblem isto�nd aharm onicfunction in

theexteriorofD ,whose valueon theboundary isf(z).W ecallthisharm onicfunction

theharm onicextension off(z)to theexteriorand denoteitby fH (z).Itisgiven by the

� Dirichletform ula:

f
H (z)= �

1

2�

I

@n0G(z;z
0)f(z0)jdz0j;
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where @n0 is the norm alderivative at the boundary with respect to the second

variable,with thenorm alvectorbeing directed to theexteriorofthedom ain D .

The Green function G(z;z0) for the exterior problem is a harm onic function ev-

erywhere outside D including in�nity except the point z = z0, where it has a

logarithm ic singularity: G(z;z0) ! logjz � z0j as z ! z0. If z0 ! 1 , then

G(z;1 ) ! � logjzj. The Green function is sym m etric in z;z0 and vanishes on

theboundary.In particular,theharm onicextension oflogjz� �jin z is

(logjz� �j)H = logjz� �j� G(z;�)+ G(z;1 ): (19)

Ifthepoint� happenstobeinside,G(z;�)in thisform ulaisunderstood tobenull.

� The Green function can be expressed through a conform alm ap w(z)from C nD

(theexteriorofD )onto theexterioroftheunitdisk:

G(z;z0)= log

�
�
�
�
�

w(z)� w(z0)

1� w(z)w(z0)

�
�
�
�
�
: (20)

Thisform ula doesnotdepend on the norm alization ofthe m ap. Itisconvenient

to �x w(z)by the condition thatitsendsin�nity to in�nity and the coe�cientin

frontoftheleading term asz ! 1 isrealpositive.

� Neum ann externaljum p isthe di�erence between norm alderivativesofa sm ooth

function attheboundary and itsharm onicextension.TheNeum ann externaljum p

operatorR actsasfollows:

f(z)7! (Rf)(z)= @
�
n (f(z)� f

H (z)); z2 @D : (21)

Theupperscriptindicatesthatthederivativeistaken in theexteriorofthebound-

ary. As it follows from the Dirichlet form ula,the Neum ann jum p is an integral

operatoron the boundary curve with the kernelgiven by norm alderivative ofthe

Green function in both argum ents:(Rf)(z)= @nf(z)+
1

2�

H
@n@n0G(z;z

0)f(z0)jdz0j.

Infactthisintegralisnotyetwell-de�ned sincethekernelhasasecond orderpoleon

thecontour.Theoperationsoftakingnorm alderivativeand contourintegration do

notcom m ute.Theaboveform ula hasto beunderstood as@n
H
@n0G(z;z

0)f(z0)jdz0j

Alternatively theform ula isunderstood astheprincipalvalueintegral:

(Rf)(z)= @nf(z)+
1

2�
P.V.

I

@n@n0G(z;z
0)(f(z)� f(z0))jdz0j: (22)

� Hadam ard form ula describes deform ation ofthe Dirichlet Green function under

deform ation ofthedom ain.

A change oftheboundary can becharacterized by itsnorm aldisplacem ent�n(z),

such that �n(z) is a continuous function on the boundary (see Fig. 1). The

Hadam ard form ula [25]expresses the deform ation ofthe Green function through

theGreen function itself:

�G(z1;z2)=
1

2�

I

@D

@nG(z1;�)@nG(z2;�)�n(�)jd�j: (23)

A corollary ofthe Hadam ard form ula isthe variation ofthe boundary value ofa

harm onicfunction undervariation oftheboundary.Itreads

�f
H (z)= (Rf)(z)�n(z); z2 @D : (24)

7



Figure1:Thedom ain D and vectorsofnorm aldisplacem ent.

3 Large N lim it

ThelargeN lim itisunderstood asN ! 1 ,�h ! 0while�hN iskept�nite.Theexpansion

in N � 1 isthen equivalentto theexpansion in �h.W ecallita sem iclassicallim it.

Sem iclassicaldensity and the supportofthe eigenvalues. Toelaboratethesem i-

classicallim it,we have to �nd the m axim um ofthe integrand j	 N (z1;:::;zN )j
2 in (9).

At�niteN ,itisgiven by theconditions@logj	 N j=@zi= 0 forevery i:

�h

NX

j= 1;6= i

1

zi� zj
+ @ziW (zi)= 0;

orby theequation

@z(’0(z)+ W (z))= @�z(’0(z)+ W (z))= 0; z2 D (25)

inthelim it.Here’0(z)= h’(z)i=
R
logjz� z0j2h�(z)i(z0)d2z0andh�(z)iareexpectation

valuesofthe potentialand the density in the leading sem iclassicalapproxim ation. The

last equation holds inside the support ofeigenvalues,D . It does not hold outside it.

In the sem iclassicalapproxim ation,D isa dom ain with a well-de�ned sharp boundary

determ ined by thepotentialW .An assum ption thatthesupportisacom pactconnected

dom ain bounded by aJordan curveim pliesrestrictionson thepotential.Therestrictions

do not reduce the num ber ofparam eters in the potentialbut rather ranges oftheir

variation.W edo notdiscussthem here.Theassum ption isvalid,forexam ple,forsm all

perturbationsoftheGaussian potential.

Thesolution fordensity isobtained by applying @�z to eq.(25):

h�(z)i=

8
><

>:

�(z) if z 2 D

0 if z2 C nD :

(26)

Thefunction � isintroduced in (7).Consequently,’0(z)=

Z

D

logjz� z
0j2�(z0)d2z0.This

function is harm onic in the exterior ofthe dom ain except at in�nity where it has a

logarithm icsingularity.Eq.(25)m eansthatinsideD ,includingtheboundary,itisequal

8



to �W plusa constant.SinceW (0)= 0,theconstantis’0(0)=

Z

D

logj�j2�(�)d2�,and

so ’0(z)+ W (z)= ’0(0)forz2 D .M oreover,according to (25),

@n (’0(z)+ W (z))= 0; z 2 @D ; (27)

so both tangentialand norm alderivativesof’0 + W attheboundary vanish.

Since’0(z)� N �hlogjzj2 isharm onicoutside,theharm onicextension ofW is

W
H (z)= ’0(0)� ’0(z)+ N �h

�

logjzj2 �
�

logjzj2
�H

�

; (28)

whenceitfollowsthat

R

�

W (z)+ N �hlogjzj2
�

= 0: (29)

Thiscondition m eans,in otherwords,thatthedom ain D issuch thatthefunction @zW

on its boundary is the boundary value ofan analytic function in C n D . The latter,

togetherwith the norm alization condition
R

D �W d 2z = �4��hN ,determ ines the shape

ofthesupportofeigenvalues.

Forthe potentialofthe form (8)with V (z)=
P

k� 1tkz
k thiscondition issom ewhat

m oreexplicit.In thiscase,theshapeofthedom ain isdeterm ined,by therelations

�
1

�k

Z

D

z
� k
dz= tk ;

1

�

Z

D

d
2
z= �hN :

such that��hN isthe area ofD and ��ktk are harm onic m om ents ofthe dom ain com -

plem entary to D .Theproblem isthusequivalentto theinverseproblem of2D potential

theory.

Using the relation W (z)= ’0(0)� ’0(z),itiseasy to �nd the value of�h
2
logj	 N j

2

atthesaddlepoint,which wedenoteby F0:

F0 = �

Z

D

Z

D

log

�
�
�
�

1

z
�

1

z0

�
�
�
��(z)�(z

0)d2zd2z0: (30)

The leading asym ptote ofthe partition function as�h ! 0 istherefore ZN ’ eF0=�h
2

. By

inspection onecan check thattheaveragedensity (26)can bealso obtained by variation

of(30):h�(z)i= �F0=�W (z).

The function F0 playsan im portantrole in the com plex analysis. Itgeneratescon-

form alm apsfrom theexteriorofD onto theunitdisk and givesa form alsolution to the

Dirichletboundary problem .SeeSec.4 of[10]fordetails.

Variation ofthe supportofeigenvalues. Letusexam inethechangeofthesupport

ofeigenvalues D undera sm allchange ofthe potentialat�xed N . In general,we can

write:
R

�D f(z)d
2z =

H

@D �n(z)f(z)jdzjforany function f,where �D standsfora strip

between the dom ainsD (W + �W )and D (W )and �n hasthe sam e m eaning asin the

previoussection (Fig.1).

Thevariation ofthesaddlepointcondition ism ostconveniently found from (27):

�(@n(W + ’0))= �n@
2

n(W + ’0)+ @n�(W + ’0)= 0:

9



where z is on the boundary. Since both tangentialand norm alderivatives ofW + ’0

vanish on the boundary,one writes @2n(W + ’0)= �(W + ’ 0)= �W = �4��. This

givesthevariation oftheboundary:

�n(z)=
1

4��(z)
(R �W ): (31)

HereR �W = @n(�W � (�W )H )istheexternalNeum ann jum p operatorde�ned by (21).

(W e used the fact that ��’0 is,up to a constant,the harm onic extension of�W to

the exteriordom ain,asisseen from (28).) Note thatifthevariation ofthe potentialis

harm onicoutsideD including in�nity thedom ain doesnotchange.

Let us check that ourresult m eets the requirem ent thatN stays constant under a

variation ofthepotential.Since

I

�n(z)�(z)jdzj=
1

4�

I

@n�W (z)jdzj=
1

4�

Z

D

��W (z)d2
z

itiseasy to seethat

�

Z

h�(z)id2z=

I

�n(z)�(z)jdzj+

Z

D

��(z)d2z = 0;

so thatN iskeptconstantunderthisvariation.

Considerspecialvariationsofthepotentialoftheform ��W = "logjz� �j2.Then one

isableto expressR��W through theDirichletGreen function (cf.(19)).Itisconvenient

to introducethem odi�ed Green function:

G(z;�)= G(z;�)� G(z;1 )� G(1 ;�): (32)

Itiseasy to seethat

��n(z)=
1

2��(z)
@nG(z;�):

(Thelastterm in G vanishesunderthenorm alderivative.Itisincluded forthesym m etry

and futureconvenience.)

Variation of the boundary under variation of the size of the m atrix. Ifone

variesthe size ofthe m atrix,N ! N + �N ,keeping the potential�xed,the supportof

eigenvaluesalso changesitsshape. To �nd how itgrows,we note that�W = 0 m eans

that�’0(z)= �’0(0)forallz 2 D .Plugging here the integralrepresentation of’0,we

concludethat
H
logjz� 1 � �� 1j�n(�)�(�)jd�j= 0 forallz in D ,with thevariation ofthe

norm alization condition being �h�N =
H
�n(z)�(z)jdzj.These conditionsarem etwith

�n(z)= �
�h�N

2��(z)
@nG(z;1 ); (33)

whereG(z;1 )= � logjw(z)j.Thisdescribestheinterfacedynam icsin Laplacian growth

m odels,known asDarcy’slaw (cf.[6]).
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4 C onnected correlation functions in the �rst non-

vanishing order in �h.

C onnected tw o-point function. In orderto obtain the two-pointfunction one has

to vary theonepointfunction h�(z)i= �(z;D )�(z),where�(z;D )isthecharacteristic

function ofthe dom ain D : �(z;D ) = 1 for z 2 D and �(z;D ) = 0 for z =2 D . The

variation reads

� h�i= �� �(z;D )+ � ��(z;D ): (34)

Thesecond term islocalized on thecontour.Let�(z;@D )bea �-function located on the

boundary ofD ,de�ned by the condition that
R
f(z)�(z;@D )d2z =

H

@D f(z)jdzjforany

sm ooth function f. Itisclearthat��(z;D )= �n(z)�(z;@D ). Using the relation (31)

between a variation ofthepotentialand deform ation ofthedom ain,wewrite:

4�� h�i= ���W �(z;D )+ (R �W )�(z;@D ):

To keep track ofthesingularboundary term s,itishelpfulto integratethevariation

ofdensity with som ereasonablefunction f on theplane.Thisisequivalenttocalculating

� htrf(M )iinstead of� h�i.Setting �W = "g wehave:

4�

"

Z

� h�ifd2z = �

Z

D

�gfd 2
z+

I

@D

f(Rg)jdzj:

Theresultissym m etricwith respectto f $ g.W ith a help oftheGreen form ula,itcan

beexpressed through theBergm ann kernel(22):

�h
� 2
htrf(M )trg(M )i

conn
=
1

�
R e

Z

D

@zf(z)@�zg(z)d
2
z +

+
1

8�2

I I

f(z)@n@n0G(z;z
0)g(z0)jdzjjdz0j:

(35)

Choosingf(z)= logjz1� zj
2,g(z)= logjz2� zj

2,we�nd thepaircorrelation function

oftheBose�eld ’(z):

1

2�h
2
h’(z1)’(z2)iconn = G(z1;z2)� log

jz1 � z2j

r
; (36)

whereG isintroduced in (32)and logr= lim z! 1 (logjzj+ G(z;1 ))isRobin’sconstant

(r isthe exteriorconform alradiusofthe dom ain D ,see e.g. [26]). The function in the

r.h.s.isharm onicoutsidethedom ain.Ifoneofthepoints,say z1,islocated inside,one

setsthe corresponding Green functionsin (32)to be zero. In particular,ifboth points

areinside,thecorrelation function isjust

1

2�h
2
h’(z1)’(z2)iconn = � log

jz1 � z2j

r
: (37)

Thisresultisvalid forwellseparated points(jz1 � z2j
2 >> N �h=�).

Taking holom orphic orantiholom orphic derivativesof(36),we �nd paircorrelations

ofcurrents:

�h
� 2
hJ(z1)J(z2)iconn = �

1

(z1 � z2)
2
+ 2@z1@z2G(z1;z2); (38)
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�h
� 2

D

J(z1) �J(z2)
E

conn
= ���(2)(z1 � z2)+ 2@z1@�z2G(z1;z2) (39)

(here itisim plied thatboth pointsare outside). These results resem ble the two-point

functionsofthe Herm itian 2-m atrix m odelfound in [2];they were also obtained in [14]

in thestudy oftherm aluctuationsofa con�ned 2D Coulom b gas.

Outside the dom ain form ulas(36),(38)describe correlationsalso atm erging points

away from theboundary.In particular,them ean squareuctuation ofthecurrentis

�h
� 2

D

J
2(z)

E

conn
=
1

6
fw;zg; z2 C nD : (40)

Here

fw;zg=
w 000(z)

w 0(z)
�
3

2

 

w 00(z)

w 0(z)

! 2

= 6 lim
z0! z

 

2@z@z0G(z;z
0)�

1

(z� z0)2

!

(41)

istheSchwarzian derivativeoftheconform alm ap w(z).

These form ulas show thatthere are localcorrelations in the bulk as wellas strong

longrangecorrelationsattheedge.(See[27]forasim ilarresultin thecontextofclassical

Coulom b system s). At the sam e tim e further variation ofthe pair density correlation

function suggeststhat,starting from n = 3,the connected n-pointdensity correlations

vanish in thebulk in allordersof�h (in factthey areexponentialin 1=�h).Alltheleading

contribution (oforder�h
2n� 2

)com esfrom theboundary.

Notethattheresult(35)isuniversalin thesensethatitdependson thepotentialonly

through theform ofthedom ain D .Theuniversality holdsforany connected correlation

function oftwo traces.

Thekernelin theboundary term in (35)istheabsolutevalueoftheBergm an kernel

[28]ofthedom ain C nD attheboundary.Presum ably,thisresultcan begeneralized to

them orecom plicated caseofnon-connected supportsofeigenvalues,with theboundary

term beingexpressed through theBergm an kerneloftheSchottky doubleoftheRiem ann

surface C nD . Forthe Herm itian one-m atrix m odel,where the supportofeigenvalues

shrinks to a num ber ofcuts on the realaxis,a sim ilar result was recently obtained in

[29].

C onnected three-point function. The 3-pointfunction can beobtained by further

varying eq.(35). Letus�rsttransform the r.h.s.,to bring itto the form convenientfor

thevarying.Using theGreen form ula,onerewritesthetwo pointfunction asan integral

overtheentirecom plex planeplustheintegralovertheexteriorofthedom ain

4��h� 2htrf(M )trg(M )i
conn

= �

Z

C

f�gd 2
z+

Z

C nD

(g� g
H )�fd 2

z:

The variation ofthe �rst term is zero since it does not depend on the contour. The

variation ofthe second term consists oftwo parts: the one com ing from variation of

the boundary and anotherone from variation ofthe integrand. The �rstpartactually

vanishesbecausetheintegrand equalszeroon theboundary,whereg = gH .Thevariation

ofthe integrand is �

Z

C nD

(�gH )�fd 2
z=

I

(�gH )(Rf)jdzj(where we substituted f !

f � fH under the Laplace operatorand again used the Green form ula). Next,we use

theHadam ard form ula (23)to com putethe�gH ,theresponseoftheharm onicextension

12



ofthe function g to a sm allchange ofthe dom ain,taken on the boundary ofthe initial

dom ain (24).Theresultis

4��h
� 2
� htrf(M )trg(M )i

conn
=

I

(R f)(R g)�njdzj:

Now,let us rede�ne f = f1,g = f2 and plug (31) for the �n(z) with a function f3:

�n =
"

4��
Rf3.Using (17),weobtain thecorrelation function ofthreetraces:

*
3Y

j= 1

trfj(M )

+

conn

=
�h
4

16�2

I
jdzj

�(z)

3Y

j= 1

Rfi(z): (42)

The answer is non-universal,i.e.,it depends explicitly on the boundary value ofthe

Laplacian ofthe potential. Note thatifatleastone ofthe functionsfj isharm onic in

C nD ,then thecorrelation function vanishes(in thisleading orderin �h ofcourse).

Alternatively,onecan apply theHadam ard form uladirectly tothe2-pointcorrelation

function ofthepotentials’ (36).W ehave

h’(z1)’(z2)’(z3)iconn =
�h
2

"
�z3 h’(z1)’(z2)iconn = 2

�h
4

"
�z3 [G(z1;z2)+ logr]=

=
�h4

"�

I

@nG(z1;�)@nG(z2;�)�z3n(�)jd�j=

=
�h
4

2�2

I
jd�j

�(�)
@nG(z1;�)@nG(z2;�)@nG(z3;�):

The result agrees with the form ula for the third order derivatives ofthe tau-function

obtained in [10]within a di�erent approach (also based on the Hadam ard variational

form ula).

Forexam ple,in the case W = �jzj2,the supportisa disk ofthe radiusR =
p
�hN .

Theconform alm ap issim ply w(z)= z=R and theaboveform ula gives

*
3Y

j= 1

’(�j)

+

conn

= �2�hR 2R e

 

1

(�1��2 � R 2)(�1��3 � R 2)
+ [1$ 2];+ [1$ 3]

!

:

FiniteN form ulasforthegeneraln-pointcorrelationsreviewed in [15]should beableto

beused to reclaim thesam eresult.

Variation ofcontour integrals. Onem ay proceed in thesam eway to �nd thecon-

nected n-point correlation functions. Starting from n = 4,however, one encounters

technicaldi�culties.

W hen passing from 2-point to 3-point functions we transform ed integralover the

boundary into a bulk integralsince the latteriseasierto vary.Passing to 4-pointfunc-

tions,oneneedsto vary thecontourintegralin (42)which doesnotseem to benaturally

representable in a bulk form .W e have to learn how to vary contourintegrals.Here are

generalrules.

Considerthecontourintegralofthegeneralform
H
F(f(z);@nf(z))dswhereds= jdzj

isthelineelem entalongtheboundary curveand F isany �xed function.Calculatingthe

13



linearresponsetothedeform ation ofthecontour,oneshould varyallitem sin theintegral

independently and add theresults.Therearefourelem entsto bevaried:thesupportof

the integral
H
,the @n,the line elem entds and the function f.By variation ofthe

H
we

m ean integration ofthe old function overthe new contour.Thisgives
H
�n@nF ds:The

changeoftheslopeofthenorm alvectorresultsin � @

@n
= �@s(�n)

@

@s
:Therescaling ofthe

lineelem entgives�ds= ��nds,where�(z)isthelocalcurvatureoftheboundary curve.

The curvature is� = d�=ds where � isthe angle between the outward pointing norm al

vectorto thecurveand thex-axis.Theform ula �(z)= @n logjw(z)=w
0(z)jexpressesthe

curvature through the conform alm ap. Thisform ula isusefulin calculating the 5-point

function.W edonotattem pttodothishere.Anotherelem entistheLaplaceoperatoron

theboundary in term sofnorm al(@n)and tangential(@s)derivatives:�= @ 2
n + @

2
s+ �@n.

At last,we have to vary the function f ifit explicitly depends on the contour. In

particular,ifthisfunction isthe harm onic extension ofa contour-independentfunction

on theplane,itsvariation on theboundary isgiven by (24).

C onnected four-point function. Let us elaborate the case n = 4. In accordance

with (17),we �nd
DQ

4

j= 1trfj(M )
E

conn
from the response ofthe r.h.s. ofeq.(42)to the

variation ofthepotential�W = "f4,so that

�� = �
"

4�
�f 4; �n =

"

4��
Rf4: (43)

To gettheresult,weapply theaboverulesto thecontourintegral(42).Notethatin

thisparticularcaseachangeoftheslopeofthenorm alvectorgivesnocontribution since

thefunctionsunderthenorm alderivativedo notchangealong theboundary.Along this

way weobtain thefollowing result:

64�3

�h
6

*
4Y

j= 1

trfj(M )

+

conn

=

I
jdzj

�2

4X

i= 1

�f i

4Y

k= 1;6= i

Rfk �

�

I
jdzj

�2
(@n log� + 2�)

4Y

k= 1

Rfk �

�

I

jdzj

2

4
Rf1Rf2

�
@n

 

Rf3Rf4

�

! H

+ [1$ 3]+ [2$ 3]

3

5:

(44)

The�rsttwoterm sareexplicitlysym m etricwith respecttoallperm utationsof(1;2;3;4).

Thethird oneisseem ingly not,butin factitis,asisclearfrom theGreen form ula.

In the 4-pointcorrelation function the �rstterm in the r.h.s. of(44)vanishes. For

�(z)= 1=�,weget
*

4Y

j= 1

’(�j)

+

conn

=
�h
6

8�2

I

jdzj@n

I

jdz
0
j@n0G(z;z

0)�

�
�

@nG(�1;z)@nG(�2;z)@n0G(�3;z
0)@n0G(�4;z

0)+ [1$ 3]+ [2$ 3]
�

�

�
�h
6

2�

I

jdzj�(z)

4Y

j= 1

@nG(�j;z);

(45)
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whereG isde�ned by (32)and �j’sareassum ed to beoutside.

5 D iscussion

W e have shown thatlarge scale propertiesofthe norm alm atrix ensem ble are obtained

from theanalyticalpropertiesofacurveon thecom plex plane.Thecurveboundsasem i-

classicalsupportofeigenvaluesand isdeterm ined by therelation @W (z)= ��h
D

tr 1

z� M

E

.

Largescalecorrelation functionsoftheensem bleareobjectsoftheDirichletboundary

problem for the non-com pact exterior dom ain com plem entary to the com pact dom ain

D . The two pointfunction isessentially the DirichletGreen function,the higherorder

functionsarerelated to thedeform ation oftheGreen function underdeform ationsofthe

curve.They aredeterm ined by successiveapplicationsoftheHadam ard form ula and are

thereforeexpressed through theNeum ann jum p on thecurveand through theBergm an

kernel.

W eexpectthatotherobjectsofm atrix ensem bles,such asthegenus(1=N )expansion

ofthepartitionfunctionarerecorded intheanalyticpropertiesofthecurve.Inparticular,

we expectthatF1 -a genus1 correction to the partition function logZN (a correction

oforder�h0)isrelated to thedeterm inantoftheLaplaceoperatorin theexteriordom ain

C nD .
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