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The integrable structure of G inibre’s O rthogonal Ensem ble of random m atrices is looked at

through the prism of the probability pn;k to �nd exactly k realeigenvalues in the spectrum of

an n � n realasym m etric G aussian random m atrix.The exactsolution fortheprobability function

pn;k is presented,and its rem arkable connection to the theory ofsym m etric functions is revealed.

An extension ofthe D yson Integration Theorem isa key ingredientofthe theory presented.

PACS num bers:02.50.-r,05.40.-a,75.10.N r

Introduction.| In the m id-sixties ofthe last century,
Jean G inibreintroduced1 statisticalensem blesof(i)real,
(ii) com plex, and (iii) real quaternion random m atri-
ces whose eigenvalues m ay belong to any point ofthe
com plex plane C. They were derived from the cele-
brated G aussian O rthogonal(G O E),G aussian Unitary
(G UE),and G aussian Sym plectic (G SE)random m atrix
ensem bles2 in a purely form alway by dropping the Her-
m iticity constraintand,therefore,can be thought ofas
their direct non-Herm itean descendants. Respectively
coined as G inO E,G inUE,and G inSE,non-Herm itean
random m atrix m odelsexhibited intriguinglyrich m athe-
m aticalstructureswhosecom plexityexceeded byfarthat
ofHerm itean Random M atrix Theory (RM T).
From the physicalpoint ofview,non-Herm itean ran-

dom m atrices have proven to be as im portant3 astheir
Herm itean counterparts4. G inibre’s random m atrices
and their naturalextensions appear in the description
of dissipative quantum m aps5 and dynam ics of neural
networks6,7, in the characterisation oftwo-dim ensional
random space-�lling cellular structures8. They also
arise in the context of \directed quantum chaos"9,10

and help elucidate universalaspectsofthe phenom enon
of spontaneous chiral sym m etry breaking in quantum
chrom odynam ics11.M orerecent�ndings12 associatesta-
tisticalm odels ofnon-Herm itean random m atriceswith
integrablestructuresofconform alm apsand interfacedy-
nam icsatboth classical13 and quantum scales14. Fora
com prehensive review ofthese and otherphysicalappli-
cations,the readerisreferred to Ref.3.
O utofthethreenon-Herm itean m atrix m odels1,G ini-

bre’s O rthogonalEnsem ble de�ned by the probability
density PG inO E[H ] = �� n

2
=2 exp

�
� tr

�
H H T

��
for an

n � n realm atrix H to occur is the least studied and
the m ost challenging. Perhaps, the great di�culties
faced in statistical analysis of the G inO E can be at-
tributed to the fact that its,generically com plex,spec-
trum (w1;� � � ;wn) m ay contain a �nite fraction ofreal
eigenvalues. This very peculiar feature ofG inO E can
conveniently be accom m odated by dividing the entire
spaceT(n)spanned by allrealn � n m atricesH 2 T(n)
into (n+ 1)m utually exclusivesectorsT(n=k)associated
with them atriceshaving exactly k realeigenvalues,such
that T(n) =

S n

k= 0
T(n=k). The sectors T(n=k), char-

acterised by the partialj.p.d.f.’sPH 2T(n=k)(w1;� � � ;wn),
can beexplored separately becausethey contributeaddi-
tively to the j.p.d.f.ofalln eigenvaluesofH from T(n):

Pn(w1;� � � ;wn)=
nX

k= 0

PH 2T(n=k)(w1;� � � ;wn) (1)

By the Theorem ofTotalProbability,this can equiva-
lently be written

Pn(w1;� � � ;wn)=
nX

k= 0

pn;k Pnjk(w1;� � � ;wn) (2)

in term s of conditional j.p.d.f.’s Pnjk weighted by the
probability pn;k = Prob [H 2 T(n=k)]ofexactly k real
eigenvalues occuring. The otherwise com plex spectrum
additionallycontains‘pairsofcom plexconjugatedeigen-
values,so thatn = k+ 2‘.The probability function pn;k

isthecentralobjectofourstudy which,ifconsidered in a

wider context,aim s to highlightan exclusive r̂ole played

by sym m etric functionsin the description ofGinOE.
The m ost im portant and generalresult available for

G inO E is due to the breakthrough work by Lehm ann
and Som m ers15 who proved,quarter ofa century after
G inibre’swork,thatthek-th partialj.p.d.f.(0 � k � n)
equals16

PH 2T(n=k)(w1;� � � ;wn)=
22‘� n(n+ 1)=4

k!‘!
Q n

j= 1
�(j=2)

�

kY

i> j= 1

j�i� �jj

kY

j= 1

‘Y

i= 1

(�j � zi)(�j � �zi)
kY

j= 1

e
� �

2

j=2

�

‘Y

i> j= 1

jzi� zjj
2
jzi� �zjj

2

‘Y

j= 1

zj � �zj
2i

erfc

�
zj � �zj
i
p
2

�

� exp

�

�
1

2
(z2j + �z2j)

�

: (3)

In writing (3), we have used a representation due to
Edelm an17 who rediscovered the result15 a few years
later.The above j.p.d.f. issupported for(�1;� � � ;�k)2
R
k, (Rez1;� � � ;Rez‘) 2 R

‘, and (Im z1;� � � ;Im z‘) 2
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(R+ )‘. A particular case k = n of(3),corresponding
to the m atrices H 2 T(n=n) with alleigenvalues real,
was�rstderived by G inibre1.
Equations (1) and (3) solve the problem of �nding

the j.p.d.f. ofalln eigenvalues in G inO E.Despite this
trem endous progress, a calculation of the p-point cor-
relation function based on (3)turnsoutto be the prob-
lem ,particularly,becauseawell-developed m achinery2 of
RM T,that was at use in studies ofcom plex eigenvalue
correlationsin G inUE1 and G inSE18,19,failsto work in
this case. In particular,the fam ous Dyson Integration
Theorem 20 (Theorem 5.1.4 in Ref.2) is no longer appli-
cableto thestudy ofspectralstatisticsin G inO E,aswill
be reasoned below. This failure clearly signals ofnovel
m athem aticalstructureslurking behind (3).
Tounveiland explorethesestructures,wewish tocon-

centrate on the probability pn;k to �nd exactly k real
eigenvaluesin the com plex spectrum ofG inO E:

pn;k =
kY

i= 1

Z

R

d�i

‘Y

j= 1

Z

R

dRezj

Z

R+

dIm zjPH 2T(n=k):

(4)
Previous attem pts to attack this problem by Edelm an
and co-workers17,21 broughtno explicitform ula forpn;k
forgenerick.Theanalyticresultscurrently availablein-
clude:(i)theprobability ofhaving alln eigenvaluesreal
equals17 pn;n = 2� n(n� 1)=4 (thisisthesm allestprobabil-
ity outofallpn;k);(ii)for all0 � k � n,the pn;k isof
theform 17 pn;k = rn;k + sn;k

p
2,wherern;k and sn;k are

rational;(iii)the expected num berE n =
P n

k= 0
kpn;k of

realeigenvaluesisgiven by21

E n =
1

2
+
p
2 2F1(1;� 1=2;n;1=2)

B (n;1=2)
: (5)

M ain results.| The following four statem ents sum -
m arisethe new resultsreported in thisLetter.
Statem ent 1. The probability pn;k ofexactly k real

eigenvaluesoccurring equals

pn;k = pn;n� 2‘ = pn;n F‘(p1;� � � ;p‘): (6)

The universalm ultivariatepolynom ials

F‘(p1;� � � ;p‘)= (� 1)‘
X

j�j= ‘

gY

j= 1

1

�j!

�

�
p‘j

‘j

� �j

(7)

are exclusively determ ined by the partitions � of
the size j�j = ‘, where ‘ is the num ber of pairs
of com plex-conjugated eigenvalues. The form ula (7)
uses a frequency representation22 of those partitions
� = (‘�11 ;� � � ;‘

�g
g ). Experts in the theory ofsym m et-

ricfunctionsm ay readily recognisethatourF‘’sare,up
to a factorial,so-called zonalpolynom ials23

F‘(p1;� � � ;p‘)=
1

‘!
Z(1‘)(p1;� � � ;p‘): (8)

They are tabulated in the m anuscript24 by H.Jack and

can also be e�ciently calculated 23 by recursion.O n the
contrary,the argum entspj’softhe m ultivariate polyno-
m ialsin (6)arem atrix m odeldependent:

pj = tr(0;[n=2]� 1) %̂
j
: (9)

(The notation [x]standsforthe integerpartofx). The
non-universalm atrix %̂ issensitiveto theparity ofn.For
n = 2m even,itsentriesare

%̂
even
�;� =

Z 1

0

dyy
2(�� �)� 1

e
y
2

erfc(y
p
2)
h

(2� + 1)

� L
2(�� �)� 1

2�+ 1 (� 2y2)+ 2y2 L2(�� �)+ 1

2�� 1 (� 2y2)
i

;

(10)

while forn = 2m + 1 odd,

%̂
odd
�;� = %̂

even
�;� � (� 4)m � � m !

(2m )!

(2�)!

�!
%̂
even
�;m : (11)

Here,L�
j(x)aregeneralised Laguerrepolynom ials.

W ewish to stressthatzonalpolynom ialsZ(1‘) arethe
integralpartofthe�nalsolution (6),and notm erely the
m eans ofits derivation. This highlights a strong con-
nection between integrable structure ofG inO E,integer
partitions(7),and thetheory ofsym m etricfunctions(8).

k ExactSolution Appr. Num erics

0
29930323227453� 20772686238032

p

2

17592186044416
0:031452 0:031683

2
3(1899624551312

p

2� 2060941421503)

4398046511104
0:426689 0:427670

4
3(2079282320189� 505722262348

p

2)

8796093022208
0:465235 0:464098

6
252911550974

p

2� 27511352125

4398046511104
0:075070 0:075021

8
15(1834091507� 10083960

p

2)

17592186044416
0:001552 0:001526

10
3(1260495

p

2� 512)

2199023255552
0:000002 0:000002

12
1

8589934592
0:000000 0:000000

TABLE I:Exactsolution forp12;k (�rstand second colum n)

com pared to num eric sim ulations (third colum n) perform ed

by direct diagonalisation of 1;000;000 m atrices of the size

12� 12.
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Statem ent 2. The entire generating function for the
probabilitiespn;n� 2‘ can bereconstructed from (6).The
fairly com pactresult

G n(z)=
[n=2]
X

‘= 0

z
‘
pn;n� 2‘ = pn;n det(11[n=2]+ z%̂) (12)

with the %̂ ofneeded parity providesuswith yetanother
way ofcom puting the entire set ofpn;k’s at once! For
com parison ofouranalyticpredictionswith num ericsim -
ulations,seethe Table I.
Statem ent 3. The previously unknown j.p.d.f. of ‘

pairsofcom plex conjugated eigenvaluesofa m atrix H 2

T(n=k)isgiven by the form ula (16).
Statem ent4 is form ulated in the form ofthe Pfa�an

Integration Theorem (18)below.
Sketchofthederivation.| Duetothespacelim itations,

only key pointsofthederivation willbepresented below;
the technicaldetailswillbe reported elsewhere25.
To determ inetheprobability function pn;k,de�ned by

(4),we�rstintegrateoutall(�1;� � � ;�k)in (3)which can
beviewed asahybridofG O E2 and G inSE18,19.Them ost
e�cientway todosoistospotthatthesecond linein (3)
is proportionalto the average characteristic polynom ial
h
Q ‘

j= 1
det(zj � H )det(�zj � H )iofa k � k random m a-

trix H drawn from the G O E with the weight function

exp(� trH 2=2).Itadm itsthepfa�an representation 26,27

k!

n!

cn=ck

� 2‘(fz;�zg)
pf

"

K n(zi;zj) K n(zi;�zj)

K n(�zi;zj) K n(�zi;�zj)

#

2‘� 2‘

(13)

with the constant ck = 2k=2k!
Q k

j= 1
�(j=2) given by a

G O E Selberg’sintegral2.TheVanderm ondedeterm inant
� 2‘(fz;�zg)iscalculated on the setofcom plex eigenval-
ues(z1;� � � ;z‘;�z1;� � � ;�z‘).Thekernelfunction K n(z;z0)
in (13)isa so-called D -part28 oftheG O E m atrix kernel2

thatcan beexpressed29 in term sofarbitrarym onicpoly-
nom ialsqj:

K n(x;y)=
1

2

n� 1X

j;k= 0

qj(x)�̂jk qk(y): (14)

The realantisym m etric m atrix �̂ is determ ined by its
inverse

(̂�� 1)jk =
1

2

Z

R2

dxdye
� (x

2
+ y

2
)=2sgn(y� x)qj(x)qk(y):

(15)
Substituting (13) into (4) com pletes the �-integration
therein bringing a new result for the j.p.d.f. of‘ pairs
ofcom plex conjugated eigenvaluesofH 2 T(n=k):

PH 2T(n=k)(z1;�z1;� � � ;z‘;�z‘)= pn;n
2‘

i‘
2

‘!

‘Y

j= 1

erfc

�
zj � �zj
i
p
2

�

e
� (z

2

j
+ �z

2

j
)=2 pf

"

K n(zi;zj) K n(zi;�zj)

K n(�zi;zj) K n(�zi;�zj)

#

2‘� 2‘

: (16)

The structure of (16) m irrors that of the j.p.d.f. of
allcom plex eigenvalues in the G inSE [see,e.g.,Chap-
ter15.2 in Ref.2,and Ref.19],possibly triggering one to
think thattherem ainingz-integrationsin (4)could read-
ily be accom plished by virtue ofthe Dyson Integration
Theorem 2,20. Sadly,thisisnotthe case because the D -
partK n(z;z0) ofthe G O E m atrix kerneldoes notobey
the projection property in the com plex plane

Z

Im w > 0

d�(w)K n(z;�w)K n(w;z
0)6=

1

2
K n(z;z

0) (17)

with respectto the m easure d�(w)= erfc[(w � �w)=i
p
2]

� exp[� (w 2 + �w 2)=2]d2w from (16) [com pare to the
Lem m a 15.2.1 of Ref.2!]. Fortunately, the projection
property is not actually necessary to carry out the in-
tegrations. W e were able to prove the following pfa�an
integration theorem 25.

Theorem .| Letd�(z)beanybenign m easureon z 2 C,
and the kernelfunction K n(x;y) be an antisym m etric
function speci�ed by (14).Then,theintegration form ula

holds

2‘

i‘
2

‘Y

j= 1

Z

zj2C

d�(zj)pf

"

K n(zi;zj) K n(zi;�zj)

K n(�zi;zj) K n(�zi;�zj)

#

2‘� 2‘

= Z(1‘)

�
1

2
tr(0;n� 1)�̂

1
;� � � ;

1

2
tr(0;n� 1)�̂

‘

�

(18)

provided the integralsin the l.h.s.exist.
The pfa�an integration form ula contains particular

zonalpolynom ials23 Z(1‘) whoseargum entsaretracesof
�̂j with

�̂�;� = i

n� 1X

k= 0

�̂�;k

Z

d�(z)[qk(z)q�(�z)� q�(z)qk(�z)]:

(19)
O perationally,the proof25 is based on a topologicalin-
terpretation ofthe perm utationalexpansion ofpfa�an
in (18)com bined with term -by-term integration.
Equipped with thistheorem ,weareready to com plete

the z-integrations in (4). The calculation is m ost eco-
nom icin thebasiswherem onicpolynom ialsqj’scoincide
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with G O E skew-orthogonalpolynom ials. For n = 2m
even,they aregiven by2

q2j+ 1(x) = 2� (2j+ 1)H 2j+ 1(x)� 2� (2j� 1)jH 2j� 1(x);

q2j(x) = 2� 2jH 2j(x); (20)

so that

�̂jk =
1+ (� 1)k

21� kk!
p
�
�j;k+ 1 �

1+ (� 1)j

21� jj!
p
�
�j;k� 1: (21)

Substituting (20)and (21)into (19),and taking into ac-
count (18),we reproduce the announced solution (6) {
(10)aftera bitlengthy butstraightforward calculations.
Thecasen = 2m + 1odd can betreated sim ilarly25 lead-
ing to the sam esolution butwith (10)replaced by (11).
Itrem ainstoestablishtheresult(12)forthegenerating

function G n(z).Itstem sfrom the sum m ation form ula

1X

r= 0

zr

r!
Z(1r)(p1;� � � ;pr)= exp

 
X

r� 1

(� 1)r� 1
prz

r

r

!

(22)

wellknown in thetheory ofsym m etricfunctions23.Iden-
tifying pr = tr(0;[n=2]� 1)%̂

r,the exponentin (22) can be
evaluated explicitly to con�rm (12).

To conclude,we have presented the exactsolution for
the probability to �nd k realeigenvalues in the spec-
trum ofan n � n random m atrix drawn from G inO E.
Expressed in term s of zonalpolynom ials, the solution
revealsa strong connection between theintegrablestruc-
ture ofG inO E and the theory ofsym m etric functions.
An im portantingredientofouranalysisisan extension
ofthe Dyson Integration Theorem to the case when the
kernelfunction underthesign ofpfa�an doesnotobey a
projection property.Itishighly likely thatthisextended
theorem willhave im plications far beyond the scope of
the presentLetter. Last,butnotleast,extensive statis-
ticalanalysisofspectra of1,000,000 random m atricesof
thesize12� 12 from G inO E gavefurthersupportto the
theory presented.
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