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Abstract

The partly symmetric real Ginibre ensemble consists of matrices formed as linear combinations
of real symmetric and real anti-symmetric Gaussian random matrices. Such matrices typically
have both real and complex eigenvalues. For a fixed number of real eigenvalues, an earlier work
has given the explicit form of the joint eigenvalue probability density function. We use this
to derive a Pfaffian formula for the corresponding summed up generalized partition function.
This Pfaffian formula allows the probability that there are exactly k eigenvalues to be written
as a determinant with explicit entries. It can be used too to give the explicit form of the
correlation functions, provided certain skew orthogonal polynomials are computed. This task
is accomplished in terms of Hermite polynomials, and allows us to proceed to analyze various
scaling limits of the correlations, including that in which the matrices are only weakly non-
symmetric.


http://arxiv.org/abs/0806.0055v1

1 Introduction

In random matrix theory the Ginibre ensembles [12] refer to Gaussian random matrices with
either real, complex, or real quaternion entries, which are all independent. In distinction to
ensembles of Hermitian matrices, the support of the eigenvalues in the Ginibre ensembles is a
disk in the complex plane. Thus the eigenvalue distribution can be regarded as specifying a point
process in a two-dimensional domain. In this paper we will study the point process associated
with the eigenvalue distribution for random matrices which interpolate between the real Ginibre
ensemble and the Gaussian orthogonal ensemble (GOE) of real symmetric matrices.

The two-dimensional point process associated with the eigenvalue distribution for random
matrices which interpolate between the complex Ginibre ensemble and the Gaussian unitary
ensemble (GUE) of complex Hermitian matrices has been the subject of an earlier study [11].
Similarly, the eigenvalue distribution for random matrices interpolating between the real quater-
nion Ginibre ensemble and the Gaussian symplectic ensemble (GSE) of real quaternion Hermi-
tian matrices has also been analyzed as a point process [15]. The interpolating ensemble to be
studied herein is thus the last of those naturally associated with the Ginibre ensembles to be
considered from this viewpoint. Such studies are well motivated for their relevance to Efetov’s
theory of directional quantum chaos [6], in which a special role is played by the interpolating
ensembles in the weak non-Hermiticity limit.

The point processes associated with the Ginibre ensembles have the feature of being propor-
tional to e AV for potentials U which are the sum of one and two body terms, the two body
terms being logarithmic. As the logarithmic pair potential is that for two-dimensional charges,
there is thus an analogy with the equilibrium statistical mechanics of certain two-dimensional
one-component Coulomb systems (see e.g. [7] and references therein). This is most immediate in
the case of the complex Ginibre ensemble, for which the eigenvalue probability density function
(PDF) is proportional to e ™Y with f = 2 and

N
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The potential (LI]) is due to N unit two-dimensional charges, repelling via the logarithmic pair
potential —log |z — 2’|, and with a smeared out disk of uniform neutralizing charge centred about
the origin of charge density —1/7, which creates the one-body harmonic potential %\2]2. Note
that the disk must have radius v/N to neutralize the N mobile charges. As we expect equilibrium
Coulomb systems to be locally charge neutral (otherwise an electric field would be created, and
the system would go out of equilibrium), the particle density should to leading order also be a
disk centred about the origin of radius v/N, a fact which can be checked upon exact calculation
of the one-point correlation. We remark that recently variants on the eigenvalue problem for
complex Ginibre matrices have been formulated [I7], which have analogies with one-component
Coulomb systems on the surface of a sphere [3] and in a hyperbolic disk [I4] (in relation to the
latter see too the work [I9] on certain random complex polynomials).

The eigenvalue PDF for matrices interpolating between the complex Ginibre ensemble and
the Gaussian unitary ensemble (GUE) also has a Coulomb gas analogy. Such matrices can be
written in the form H+ivA where H and A are Hermitian matrices from the Gaussian unitary en-
semble (GUE), scaled so that the joint PDF of the elements is proportional to exp(—lJ%TTr X?),
7= (1—-2%)/(1 +v?). The eigenvalue PDF can be computed as being proportional to [L1]

exp(—1_17222(\2]-\2—;@%2?))) IR (1.2)
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Here the one-body potential can be interpreted as being due to a uniformly charged ellipse,
charge density —1/7(1 — 72), semi-axes A and B given by [10, [§]

A=VN@1+7), B=+VN1-1). (1.3)

Again, one can anticipate that the particle density will to leading order be of this same shape,
a fact which can be verified by exact computation of the one-point correlation [10].

As for the complex Ginibre ensemble, the leading eigenvalue support of the real Ginibre
ensemble is also a disk [5]. Moreover, in the case of matrices interpolating between the real
Ginibre ensemble and the GOE, it has been anticipated that the support will be an ellipse [I§].
By exact calculation of the one-point function, verification of this fact is given in Section 5.1
below.

We begin in Section 2 by defining matrices interpolating between the real Ginibre ensemble
and the GOE in terms of a linear combination of random real symmetric and anti-symmetric
matrices. Knowledge of the eigenvalue PDF for the real Ginibre ensemble allows the eigenvalue
PDF of such matrices to be computed exactly. The resulting functional form is of an identical
structure to that for the real Ginibre ensemble, allowing in particular the corresponding gener-
alized partition function to be written as a Pfaffian. This is considered in Section 3 and used
to give the probability py ny that an N x N (N even) member of the interpolating ensemble has
exactly k real eigenvalues as a determinant of size N/2. The Pfaffian formula for the generalized
partition function implies the k-point correlation functions can be written as a 2k x 2k Pfaffian,
with entries given in terms of skew orthogonal polynomials. The latter are with respect to the
skew inner product corresponding to the entries of the Pfaffian. The main technical task is the
computation of these skew orthogonal polynomials. In Section 4 simple expressions in terms
of Hermite polynomials are obtained. The final section, Section 5, is concerned with various
scaled limits of the real-real and complex-complex correlations. For fixed 7 the forms obtained
are identical to the 7 = 0 case (real Ginibre ensemble) except for a simple scaling of the coor-
dinates which accounts for the change in the two-dimensional density. The case 7 = 0 has been
previously studied in [9, 22] and most comprehensively in the work of Borodin and Sinclair [2]
(this latter work treats too the general real-complex correlations). The weakly non-symmetric
limit of the correlations is also computed.

2 Definition of the ensemble and the eigenvalue PDF

Let S be an element of the Gaussian orthogonal ensemble of N x N real symmetric matri-
ces, and thus have PDF of its independent elements proportional to e~ T* 5%/2 (equivalently, the
diagonal elements have distribution N[0,1] while the strictly upper triangular elements have
distribution N[0,1/+/2]). Let A be an element of the anti-symmetric Gaussian orthogonal en-
semble of real anti-symmetric matrices which has PDF of its independent elements proportional
to eTr4%/2 (each strictly upper triangular element is thus independently distributed according
to N[0,1/4/2]). With 0 < 7 < 1 and ¢ := (1 —7)/(1 4 7) define random matrices X according to

_
G

When 7 =0and b =1, X = S+ A. In this case each element of X is independently distributed
as a standard Gaussian N[0,1] and so X is a member of the real Ginibre ensemble. When 7 =1
and b =1, X = S and so X is a member of the GOE. Thus X interpolates between the real
Ginibre ensemble and the GOE as the parameter 7 is varied from 1 down to 0.

X (S +V/cA). (2.1)



The probability measure associated with the matrices S and A is
(2m) N2 NIN=D/2e = (I ST AD/2 (4.4 (4S). (2.2)
From (2I) we compute that
(dX) = 2VODR (NN ()T (dS) (dA),
and we observe too that S and A can be written in terms of X and X7. Thus we can change
variables in (Z.2)) to obtain for the PDF of the matrices X

A pexp ( - (Tr XXT —7Tr X2>>, (2.3)

b
2(1—71)

where

Arp = (Vo) NN (RN (27) N2, (2:4)

We seek the eigenvalue PDF corresponding to (2.3]).

A fundamental point is that because X is real, there is a non-zero probability that the
eigenvalue will be real, and furthermore all complex eigenvalues must occur in complex conjugate
pairs. Thus the eigenvalue PDF decomposes into a sum of PDFs Py, (v_gy/2({\j }j=1,..%; {zj
iYj}j=1,...(N—k)/2; T,b) corresponding to having k real eigenvalues {\;};=1 . and (N — k)/2
complex conjugate pairs of eigenvalues {z; £ iy; }j:17___7(N_k)/2 (for this to be non-zero k and N
must have the same parity, a condition which will henceforth be assumed). In the case 7 = 0
and b = 1 the probability P (xv_g)/2 has been computed explicitly in [I8] [5] to give

Py (v—ry2({N =1,k {5 £y} j=1,. (N—k)/2; 0, 1)
1 o(N—k)/2

— A _ oy b
2N(N+l)/4 Hiil P(l/2) k"((N — k‘)/2)' ‘ ({)‘l}l—l,...,k U {x] Zy]}j—l,...,(N—k)/Q)

(N—=Ek)/2

xem SRS D T erfe(V2y)) (2.5)
j=1

where A({zp}p=1,..m) = [[];(21 — 2;). In fact the eigenvalue PDF for general 7 and b is closely
related to this functional form.

In the case 7 = 0 and b = 1 we read off from (23] that the PDF of the elements of X is
given by Ao,le_TrXXT/? With X — vbX/(1 — 7)'/2 this latter PDF becomes

A le2/2(1 . 7_)—N2/2e—bTrXXT/2(1—7-)’ (26)
while the eigenvalue PDF is obtained from (Z.3]) by a simple scaling and so is equal to

B2 (1= 7) NP vy o (VBN /(L= )Y s
{(Vba; /(1 — 1)V £ ivoy; /(1 — 7)YV} 20 (veiyy2:0,1).

2(1-71)
immediately be written in terms of the eigenvalues of X. It follows from these considerations

Now (2.6]) is a factor in (2.3)) while the remaining factor, proportional to exp ( ™ Ty X 2) can



that [18]

P vk 2({Nj =1,k {5 iiyj}j 1 y(N—k)/2; T> D)
(N—k)/2
ATb

=701 - T)N(N—l)/2 (Z)‘2 19 Z $ _ yj ))Pk’(N_k)/z

Ao
(VBN /(1= 7)Y o s (Vb /(1= )12 & Z\/_y‘/(l — )2} (N—ky2:0,1)

VN2 TR )NIN-1)/2 o(N—k)/2
= (Vb) ( - ) ; ‘A { A\ }= 1.k U {l‘] izy]}j 1, k)/2)
QNWNHD/ATTY T(1/2) k! ((N k)/2)!

—k)/
2T V.
H erfc( —y;)- (27)

exp <

Integrating Py (v_k)/2 over Aj € R (j =1,...,k) and (x;,y;) € Ry (j=1,...,(N —k)/2),
where R} := {(z,y) € R? : y > 0} gives the probability px v say that a matrix of the form
([21) has exactly k real eigenvalues. The parameter b then scales out of the problem and so for
convenience may be set equal to unity. A discussion of a systematic approach to the calculation
of these probabilities is given in Section 3 below. The case k = N, when all eigenvalues are real,
is special and can be considered immediately. Thus, comparing (Z.5]) and (27) one sees that

Pro({0Yjmt v 1) = (VON 2T+ 7)NN=D2 Py o ({0} o1, v; 0, 1).

o =2~ N0~

But we know from [5] that py n|-= /4 and so for general 0 < 7 < 1
b=1

2 )—N(N—l)/4‘

1+7 (28)

PN,N = <

3 Generalized partition function and the probabilities p; v

The generalized partition function associated with the PDF (2.7) is defined by

Zo (N—k) 2l V] =/ d)\l“‘/ dAy, Hu ) / dxydyy - /]RZ dx(N—1) 2dY(N—1) /2
+

)/
H v(wy, Y1) P N— k(I =1, e {25 Y5} j=1, (Nv—k) /25 75 b)- (3.1)

In view of the functional form (Z7)) this is structurally identical to the case 7 = 0 and b = 1,
when a Pfaffian formula is known [2I]. Consequently (B.I]) too has a Pfaffian evaluation.

Proposition 1. Let {p;_i(z)}i=1,.. n be a set of monic polynomials of the indexed degree, and
let

ol / do u(x / dy u(y)e @ 2 (g ()senly —x)  (3.2)

Bjklv] = 21'/ dxdy v(x,y)eb(yz—rz)erfc< 2b y)
R 1—71

% (pj-1(@ + iy)per (@ = iy) = peoa (@ + i)y (@ — iy) ) (3.3)
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For k, N even we have

(\/H—T)N(N—l)ﬁ

ST el AT RN TR )

Zy (N—k)2lu, v] =

where [CP]f(C) denotes the coefficient of P in f(().

We remark that the Pfaffian operation applies to even-dimensional anti-symmetric matrices;
the formula (3.4) therefore requires modification for N odd. Such a modification is known [21],
but to avoid having to consider separately the cases N even and N odd, only the case N even
will be considered hereforth (it is planned to address the case N odd in a separate publication).

From the definitions, Zj (n_p)/2[1, 1] = pi,n and so we have

(\/H_—T)N(N—l)ﬂ
NN/ TN, T(1/2)

PEN = [CF2PE [Cayal1] + BjalL]]ji=t, .. N (3.5)

b=1

(it is valid to set b = 1 since as noted below (27 py n is independent of b). Suppose for
definiteness that in ([3:2) we choose p;(z) =27 (j =0,..., N —1). Changing variables z — —ux,
y — —y shows

agjok[l] = agj_12k-1[1] =0, (3.6)

while we see by introducing polar coordinates and changing variables § — 7 — 6 that furthermore

B2j2k[1] = Baj—1,26—1[1] = 0. (3.7)

The equations (B.6) and ([B.7]) give that the matrix in ([B.35]) has a checkerboard pattern of zeros.
Recalling the general formula (Pf A)? = det A, rearranging rows and columns in A so that all
non-zero entries are in the top right and bottom right N x N blocks, and using the fact that the
entries are anti-symmetric shows the Pfaffian can be written as a determinant of half its size.

Thus
(\/l—l——T)N(N_l)/2
INWHD/A TN, T(1/2)

where the quantities in the determinant have b = 1. It remains to evaluate these quantities.
In relation to agj_; 2x[1], integration by parts shows

Pk,N = [¢*/?] det[Cagj_10x[1] + Baj—1,26[1]j k=1,..N/2 (3.8)

aj—1,2k[1] = 2(k — 1)agj 19k —2[1] +2I'(j + &k — 3/2)

and thus we obtain the explicit formula

YT +p-3/2) (3.9)

agj1,0x[1] = 2" (k — 1)! 1)
p=1 '
For fB9j_1 2k[1] we see from the definition that
2 .
B2j—1,2k[1] = —4Im dxdy eyz_:”zerfc< —y) (z +iy) Y2 (x — iy)?k 1
’ R+ 1—7
27—-22k—1 ] _9 1
:_42 Z ( )( . >(—1)’T(j+/<:—1—(l+p)/2)Il+p (3.10)
l+p0dd



where

Sl 2 2
Ij = Jerfe( 4/ v d i odd).
j /0 yerC( 1_T>e y  (j odd)

Integration by parts shows

-1 1—7' /21 1
— 2 .
B I 2+ \/— 1+7' D) I'(j/2) - 2;1

I = —

This recurrence has solution

(]1 B j1/2
L= (-1) ] 1/2

1 - T>p(1/2)” - 1) (3.11)

1—|—7’ 1—|—7’ p!

which makes (;_12;[1] explicit. In the case 7 =0 (B.I1]) reduces to a result of Edelman [5].

In the case 7 = 0 explicit formulas for p, ny were first calculated in [5], by direct integration
of (Z.3). A formula closely related to ([B.5]) was given in [16], while the formula (3.3)) itself in the
case 7 = 0 was given in [9]. A determinant formula equivalent to ([B.8]) in the case 7 = 0, but
derived using a different strategy, is given in [1].

4 Correlations and skew orthogonal polynomials

As realizations of X are not conditioned on the number of real eigenvalues k, the generalized
partition function Zy[u,v] appropriate for calculation of the correlation functions is obtained
by summing (B.1)) over all allowed £,

N
ZNu,v] = Y D v-pyy2lu, v)-

k=0
k even

It follows from (B.4]) that
(\/m)N(N—l)m

Znlu,v] = Pf [Ca; ; = . 4.1
O ey XT3 [Cejalu] + Bjalollji=t....n (4.1)
Correlation functions can be calculated from this by functional differentiation. For example, the
n-point correlation function between real eigenvalues at x1,...,z, is given by
C () = o Znlu1] (4.2)
Pyt L= In) = 7 N dule) - - dulan) - M sy '

Moreover, all n-point correlation functions can be expressed in terms of a 2k x 2k Pfaffian
[2] (see also [9] in the case of all real eigenvalues in the correlation, or all complex eigenvalues).
The structure of these formulas is the same for all allowed 7 and b, which is a consequence of
the structure of the entries of (4.1l being the same for all allowed 7 and b. In particular, in the

case (4.2)

. _ —I"(zj,z)  S"(xj, )
Ao osan) =P | gt D 4
where with -
By (x) = / sgn(z — y)pely)e V2047 dy (4.4)



one has

N/2Z71 2 2(147)

Say) = Y o (Pa@paa ) — ok (D)) (45)
k=0
D) = 5-8ey). Flaw) = peay—0) - [ S@ade (49

We note too the explicit Pfaffian formula for the correlation between complex eigenvalues

p?n)((x17y1)7 oo (T, yn)) = H (Qie(ylz_xlz)/(l'f"f)erfc(“ 1 _27_2 yl))

=1
S(z5,Zk)  SL(Zj, k) ]
« Pf k) O7\Ej) , 47
Se(z5) Stz 2) 4.7
where z; := z; + iy; and with gaj_2(2) := —p2j_1(2), g2j—1(2) := paj—2(%),
SS(w, 2) Zpy 1(w)gj—1( ) (4.8)

UG-1)/2]

The dependence on 7 comes in through the requirements of the polynomials {p;(z)};j=01,...-
In addition to being monic of the appropriate degree as in Proposition [Il they must be skew
orthogonal with respect to the skew inner product associated with the matrix in ([@I]) for u =
v=1

Explicitly, this inner product reads

(fa g) = (fa g)r + (fa g)c (4'9)
with

fgr:—/ dx/ dye ™M (@) g (y)sen(y — )

(f,9)e =2 [  dody 0 Perie(\[2y) (fla + in)ale — iv) — ol + i) (o — i),

The set {pj(z)}j=0.1,.. is said to be skew orthogonal if

(p2j7p2k) = (p2j+17p2k+1) =0 (jvk = 07 17' . ) (p2j7p2k+1) =0 (]7]{7 = 0717 s ] 75 k)v

while (p2j,p2j+1) = uj # 0. The main technical task then is to compute these polynomials.
Note that the parameter b acts as a scale of the coordinates, and so there is no loss of generality
in setting b to a specific value. It turns out that a convenient choice is b = 1/(1 + 7). Making
this choice, the skew inner product of interest reads

(f,9) = (f,9)r + ([, 9)c (4.10)
with

(fig)r = /_oo dx /_Oo dye_%f(w)g(y)sgn(y - ),

(f,9)c = 22/ dw/ dye T erfe ( % y) [f(z +iy)g(z —iy) — g(z +iy) f(z —iy)] .



Theorem 1. Introduce the scaled monic Hermite polynomials

Clz) = (g)"/an<\/%) (4.11)

The family of monic polynomials {R;(2)}j=o,1,... with
R2n+1(2’) = an+1(2’) — 2ann_1(z), Rgn(z) = an(z) (4.12)

are skew orthogonal with respect to the skew inner product ({4.10). Furthermore, the normaliza-
tion ry, is given by
Tp i= <R2n7 R2n+1> = (271)'2\/%(1 + T)- (413)

Proof.  Note that Ro,4+1(2) is an odd polynomial while Ry, (z) is even. These properties are
sufficient for the derivation of (B.6) and (3.7)) so it is immediate that

<R2j,R2k> = <R2j+1,R2k+1> =0. (4.14)

It remains to verify that
(Rajy1, Rop) = 0 (4.15)

for k # j, and that for k& = j the normalization (4.I3)) results. This will be done by computing
the explicit form of the skew inner product between C;41 and Coy,

—9i+k+(3/2) i1 (k: + %) (1+7), j>Fk,
0, j<k.

(C2j41,Co) = (4.16)

Assuming ([4.10]), the explicit formulas (£12)) show that ([AI5]) is valid and furthermore give the
normalization (£.I3]). The task is thus reduced to proving (4.I0)). For this, repeated use will be
made of the properties of the Hermite polynomials (Z.IT])

d
gCn(z) =nCph_1(2), (4.17)
200 (2) = Cpy1(2) + n1Ch_1(2). (4.18)
Let us first define
0o 0o o242
Lk = / da;/ dye 2057 Cy 41 (x)Cok(y)sgn(y — ). (4.19)



Then a partial integration over x gives
Lk

9] 2 22 .
— / dye_ Z(i{k‘r) Czk( ) [e_ 2(1+7) C;Lﬂgsgn(y _ x)
_l’_

=00

T=—00

C2]+2( )
dx d ( T) n(y —
1 / / ye 2 1+ 2j + 2 C k(y)sg (y )

+ / da / dye‘W70;§+j(2)Czk(y)25(y — )

11
T lvr2it2 ) dx/ dye™ 514 Caj3(w)Car(y)sen(y — x)

+1 +7_/ dx/ dye_2<1+7> Cojr1(x)Co(y)sgn(y — )

+23+2/ dze” 1+TC’2J+2( )Car(z)

11 2 &k
1+72j+2 j+1’k+1+7' S S AT

(4.20)

where
o0 2

Eiw=(1+ T)/ dwe™ 157 Caja(2) Cap (). (4.21)

—0o0
Similarly a partial integration over y gives
Lk

e’} 22 2 C Yy=00
—00

+ 1 / diﬂ/ dye 2(1”>C'2 +1(z )7y02k+1(y)sgn(y_x)
1 + T

CL‘+2

1t 21<: 1 / dx/ dye ™ 2057 Cajp1 () Conya (y)sgn(y — )

1+7_/ dx/ dye 2(1“)02]4-1( )Cak(y)sgn(y — )

2 o0 _ 2
_2/<;+1/ dre” 7 Cyjq1(2)Copyr ()

11 T 2
= L N ik
I s T .

4.22
1+72k+1 ( )

where

o ac2
Nk = 1+ 7')/ dze” 7 Cyj11(x)Copq1 (). (4.23)

—0o0

Thus we obtain recursion relations

livie = (25 +2) Lk — 28k,
Liksr = (k4 DIk + 205 (4.24)
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Let us next derive the recursion relations for

00 0 2,2
Jik = 21’/ dx/ dyey1+f erfe(vyy)
—0o0 0

x [Cojr1(z + iy)Cop(z — iy) — Cop(x + iy)Cojy1(x — iy)]

(4.25)
with

2
1—72

’Y:

For that purpose, we consider an integral

0o 00 2,2
K= 22'/ da;/ dyey1+f erfc(yy)
—00 0

X

(4.26)

[Cojra(z + iy)Cop—1(z — iy) — Cop—1(x + iy)Cojr2(z — iy)] -

(4.27)
For k > 1, a partial integration over z gives

Kj i

oo 2 22 C. _ 3 T=00
= 22'/ dyel%erfc(vy) [e_HTC'2j+2(x + zy)w
0

T=—00
0o S 2_,2 C. o
+4i / dx/ dyey1+f elrfc(vy):EC’ngrg(x4—2’@/)M
1 + 7 — 00 0

2k
o) S 252 !
_%/ m/ﬁ@AﬁfaMnM%+%@ﬂW“””gﬁ%J@
—oo 0
+-c.c.

2t 1 0 o0 242 ‘ ’
T k14T / dx/o dyey”f erfe(yy)zCajya(z + iy)Cog(x — iy)
G [ [ . |
_22—]{; dx dye 1+7 erfc('yy)ng_l_l(x + Zy)02k(x — Zy)
—00 0
+c.c. (4.28)

11



On the other hand, a partial integration over y gives

Ky
22 2 - o Y=
=2i dre™ 147 [elﬁif erfe(yy)Cojqa(z + zy)w
y=0
1 y?—a? 1Cop(xr — iy
—4@1 n T/ dz dye T erfe(vy)yCojra(z + zy)%)
42 C _
+2i/ dm/ dye T erfc(’yy)(Qj+2)ng+1(a:+iy)2k(§7kzy)
+2i —/ dx/ dye e (W)’ Cy; +2(x+zy)%_1y) +c.c.

1 _a?
+E/ dze 1+702j+2(33)02k(x)

2 o?
T ITs / dm/ dye T erfe(yy)iyCojia(x + iy)Cop(x — iy)
] + 1 2 22

+2i%—— dx dye - erfe(vy) Caja (@ + iy) Oni (2 — iy)

——\/ 1_7_ / dil?/ dye” 1+ 1702g+2($+ly)02k($—ly)

Comparing (4.28]) and (4.29)), we obtain

(4.29)

k; 5 s / da;/ dye T erfc(’yy)(m + 1y)Coj2(z + 1y)Cop(x — iy)

J + 1 i
—di—— d:E dye - erfe(vy) Oy (2 + iy) O (x — i)™

—I—Cc

2 o
—_/ dxe™ 1”02 i+2(2)Cop(z)

2
1 2 / dx/ dye 1+‘r lyf_‘r
M — T

X [Cojt2(z + 1y)Cop(z — ty) + Cojya(x — iy)Cop(x + iy)] . (4.30)

Therefore, noting (£I8) and the orthogonality relation (see e.g. [10])
o o 12 y2
/ d:E/ dye” 1+7e” 1-7 Oy (z + 1y) Cp (x — iy) = 7m!V/ 1 — 720, p, (4.31)
—0o0 —00

we can derive

Jit1k = (27 +2) 5 + 2§, — 2V2m(2) + 2)1 (1 +7) Gjp1 k- (4.32)
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In order to derive another recursion relation, we similarly employ partial integrations to find

and

Kj 1 k11
12 Cojy1(w +1iy) N
—9i [ dyetert P AT W) -
z/ yet+7 erfe(yy) [ 511 ok+1(x — 1Y) .
—|—4z / da;/ dye Trr erfc(’yy) C2jgl(i—i_zy)x02k+1(az—iy)
C
—22’/ dx/ dye T erfc(yy)W(?k%—l)Cgk(:n—iy)
+c.c.

41 »2
~ 9 _ZF 1147 / da;/ dye T erfe(yy)Caji1(z + iy)xCopy1(x — iy)

22

2k +1 y2—
e I " dye" T exfe(yy) Caya (¢ + iy)Coxlz — i) + e

(4.33)

Kj 141

e’} 22 2 C X . Yy=0o0
= 22'/ dze 147 [elﬂ_ferfc(’yy)MCng(x —1y)
. (2j+1) =0

o1 2? Cojy1(x +iy) ,
_421 e / dz dye T erfc(vy)wycmrl(x —1y)

2
/ d:z:/ dye = erfc(vy)W(2k+l)Cgk(x—zy)

+24 2l / dx/ dye e (W)’ C2]Zr23(i—;)ly) Copr1(z —iy) + c.c.
= 2]+1/ dre 1+TC2J+1( )Cor41(x)
43 y2—a? N .
+2j 117 da; dye 1 erfe(yy)Cojt1(x + 1y)iyCopr1 (z — 1y)

2k +1 y2—a?
+21 57 11 / dx dye T erfc(yy)C’%H(;p + iy) Cop (z — iy)

2j+11/ 1_7_2 / dx/ dye™ 1+T = T02]+1(x+zy)02k+1(x—zy)

(4.34)
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A comparison of ([£33) and [@.34) yields

(137 (1 e eI‘i(?

xCaja( + Zy)(fv - Zy)02k+1($ —1y)
2]€ + 1 o0 o¢] y27x2 ) )
—4i— dz dye 7 erfe(vyy)Cojt1(z + 1y)Cox(z — iy) + c.c.
2] +1 —50 0
4 2

= — 11 / dxe_li_Tng_H(x)Cng(x)

2
2 +1 1 5 / daj/ dye 1+7' 17177—
¥ V — T

X [Coj41(z + iy) Cop1(x — iy) + Coj1(x — iy)Copp1 (7 + iy)] - (4.35)

As before it follows that
Jigr1 = 2k + 1), — 20 +2V2m (25 + 1! (1 +7) k- (4.36)
Let us employ the notation
Lij = [ng + J]"k. (4.37)
Then, from [@.24]), (@32]) and ([@36]), we obtain the recursion relations

Ljt1e = (27 +2)Ljp —2vV2m(2j +2)! (1 +7) dj41k, 720, k21,
Ljkt1= 2k + 1)Lk +2v2r(2j + ! (L+7) djp, j =0, k>0. (4.38)

Using these recursion relations and noting
L070 = -2V 271'(1 + T), (439)

we can readily find that (£I6]) holds. O
We remark that the two key Hermite polynomial properties (4I7) and (4I8) allow us to
verify that the first of the two formulas in (£I2)) can be rewritten to read

Ropsa(2) = —(1 + 7)622/2““)6% <e—z2/2<1+7> cgn(z)). (4.40)

Use will be made of this form in the analysis of the correlations (.3]).
Taking the limit 7 — 0 in Theorem [Il gives the family of skew orthogonal relevant to the real
Ginibre ensemble, a result which was announced and made use of in [9].

Corollary 2. The family of monic polynomials {p;(z)};=0,,.. specified by

2n—1

2+l _ opg?nl) pon(2) = 2°" (4.41)

P2n+1(2) =z

are skew orthogonal with respect to the skew inner product (4.10) in the case 7 = 0. The
corresponding normalization is given by

Un = (pan, Pans1) = (2n)12V/27. (4.42)
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5 Asymptotic properties of the correlations

5.1 Eigenvalue support

The eigenvalue support for the real Ginibre ensemble (7 = 0 case) is to leading order a circle of
radius v/ N. To gain some insight into its expected form for 0 < 7 < 1, consider the portion of
(2.7) which is dependent on {z; := x;+iy;};—1 . (v—k)/2- For y; large thls portion is proportional
to (IL2) with N — (N — k)/2. As remarked below the latter equation, previous analysis of the
one-point correlation has revealed that for the PDF (I.2]) the density is supported on an ellipse
with semi-axes A and B given by (L3)). The exact results obtained above can be combined with
the analysis of [I0] to verify that this result persists in the present setting.

In [I0] the boundary of the support is characterized by the values of (z,y) which maximize
the difference

o (@) N1 — o (@ 9) (5.1)

for large N. We know from (A7) and (4.8)) that

i (0) = 206 0 ente(y |22z, 2) 52)

To compute the asymptotic form of (5.1]), following the beginnings of a strategy used to analyze
the two-point correlation for (L2)) in [§], use will be made of an integral form of (5.2]). In this
regard, from a standard integral representation of the Hermite polynomials we have

Cr(2) \/_/ (z +V2rit)" d (5.3)

It follows from this and Corollary 2] that

1 o e}
ch_(’u), Z) = ﬁ / dtl e_t% / dtQ e_t% Sg(w + v 2T’it1, Z+V 2T’lt2) (54)
™ T)J—c0 —o0

On the other hand, substituting (4.41]) in (4.8]) gives for S§ the simple expression

Ss(w, z) (5.5)

2V2m Z F (j + 1)
Substituting (5.5]) in (5.4) and making further use of (5.3) it follows that for large N, z, y

p() (@ y) v vt — () (2, 9))

A (- (@ ) ) oo

This same function of z,y and N results from studying the difference (5.I]) in the case of the
PDF (L2). As remarked above, working in [I0] deduces from this that the boundary of the
support is given by an ellipse with semi-axes specified by (L3)).

‘ 2

5.2 Density of real eigenvalues

Next asymptotic properties of the density of real eigenvalues will be considered. According to
(43) and (45)

o—22/201+r) N1y

@) = 3 mmnry > @ (@260 Rai1 () = o (@) Ran (@)). (5.6)
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The mean number of real eigenvalues is obtained by integrating pEl) (x) over the real line. Making
use of (5.6)), (£4) (with py replaced by Ry), (£40]) and Theorem [ shows

/_ Pl (@ \f Z % ) /_ Ze‘mz/“*”(H%(x)fdx. (5.7)

Further, use of a tabulated integral [13] §7.373], and a Kummer transformation for o F}, gives

1—71
xoF1(1/2,1/2; =2k +1/2;—7/(1 — 1)). (5.8)

o0 1
/ e—27x2/(1+7)(H2k( )2 da — 92k 1/2(1+7> /2 —2k— 1/2F(2/<;+1/2)

For large k the o F function is to leading order equal to unity. Hence the leading order behaviour

of a general term in (5.7)) is
/i(l—i-T)l/? 1
2r\1—7 (2k)1/2

R 2N /14 7\1/2
/ oy de ~ (D) (5.9)

To analyze the density itself for large N, we again make use of (£4]) (with py replaced by
Ry,), as well as the identity

and so for large N

d

Raera(w) = (2K + D Ra(w) = —(1+ 1) /2050 = (7720500 ()

(cf. (440); this can be verified using [@I7), (£I8])) to rewrite (5.6]) in the simplified form

) = —:E2/ 14+7) N-2 l e_962/2(1+T) Cn_1(z)®y_o(z) (5.10)
70 2 T 2amirn) (N-2) |
Use can now be made of the classical summation formula
> tka(x)Hk(y) _ —2(22402) /(1—12) 2 42
> — == 12) Y2 @YD)/ (=80 2ayt/(1=15) -y < ] (5.11)
k=0
to conclude )
bulk
z) = lim = 5.12
P(1) (z) N_wop( )( ) or(l— 2 ( )

With the leading order support of the real eigenvalues the interval [—vN(1 + 1),V N(1 + 7)],
to leading order the mean number of eigenvalues must be equal to 2v/N(1 4 7) (the length of
this interval) times the density (512). This reclaims (B.9).

We turn our attention now to the neighbourhood of the spectrum edge. In the case of the
real Ginibre ensemble (7 = 0) the explicit form of the density profile about the spectrum edge
at = /N was exhibited as [J]

1 e X

lim pjy (\/——i-X) 0:\/%(2(1—erf\/_X) EWii

N—oo

1+ eer)) (5.13)
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For general 0 < 7 < 1 the density at the spectrum edge is analyzed by setting x = (1+T)\/N +X
in (5.10) then taking the limit N — co. As is distinct from the bulk scaling, the summation and
the term distinct from the summation both give O(1) contributions. Consider first the latter.

To calculate the explicit form of the contributions, our main tool is the Plancherel-Rotach
asymptotic formula [20] [4]

2?2 —zV22 -2n—n
H,(z) ~ (2n)" exp < Z 2 —nlog(z — Va2 — 2n)>

) \/% <1 * \/:c;c— 2n> (619

valid for n large and = > v/2n. Recalling ([A.I1)) we require this formula with z = \/N/2(\/7 +
1/v/7) + X/V271, n = N — k. A straightforward but tedious calculation gives that for k fixed

Hy_p(z) ~ NN "Fe=F(1 — 7)71/2
X2

k k
m +k+§log2N+§logT>.(5.l5)

N
X exp (5 (7’ —log 2N — log7’> +VNX —
Consider now the final term in (5.I0). The asymptotic form of Cy_1(z) can be read off (5.14])
by setting &k = 1. To use it to deduce the asymptotic form of ®y_o(z) we require the integral
evaluation [13]

| e anten ar = ViR 2 - 1.

—0o0

This formula allows us write

Pr-2(w) = (%)N/H( 2r(1+7) (J(v]\/r2_—2i!)!Tl_N/2
9 / b e—t2/2(1+r)HN_2(#) dt). (5.16)

It is in this form that we substitute (5.15) with £ = 2. Combining results and making use too
of Stirling’s formula allows us to compute the sought limiting form,

lim ( P20 Oy ()P -a(x)
N—oo \24/27r(1 4 1) (N —2)!
X2 /(1-7)

= - 71_2)1/2 NG (1 +erf(X/vV1— 7'2)). (5.17)

To analyze the sum in (5I0) the asymptotic expansion (G.I5]) must be extended to include
terms O(k/v'N). One finds these terms to be the multiplicative factor

:C:(l-i-T)\/N'f‘X)

exp ( k2T kX )).

C2N(1-7) JN(1-r
Noting too from Stirling’s formula that

! 1/2 k2
(N —k)! (2mN) eXP<N10gN—N—k:10gN+W),
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after rearranging the order of summation so that k — N — k, (k = 2,...,N) and recognizing
that a Riemann sum approximation to a definite integral results we find

—?/(147) N2 4
lim e 3" = (Cy(2))?

N—oo  +2m £ k! a=(147)VN+X
1 1

SN (1 — erf(V2X/(1 — 72)1/2)). (5.18)

Now adding together (B.17)) and (5.IR]) gives for the edge density
1
27(1 — 72)

e—X?/(1=12)
o <1—|—erf(X/(1—7-2)1/2))>.(5.19)

Pl (X) = lim py (14 7)VN + X) =

< (5(1 - erf(VEX/(1 - 7)) +

Note that this agrees with (5.I3)) in the case 7 = 0.

We observe from (5.19) that p'(a?)ge(X )dX for general 0 < 7 < 1 is obtained from the case
7 = 0 by the simple scaling X — X/v/1 — 72. Note that this same rule is valid for the bulk
density of real eigenvalues (5.12)). Indeed it is reasonable to expect that all local correlations are
only altered by this change of scale, as the point process for general 0 < 7 < 1 is locally identical
to that for the point process in the case 7 = 0, except that the two-dimensional bulk density is
scaled by a factor of 1/(1—72). We will now proceed to exhibit this fact for the general real-real
and complex-complex correlations in the bulk.

5.3 k-point correlations in the bulk

Consider first the complex-complex case. Setting
59 (w, 2) = e HHUN/2047) g (4 1),
we see that (L7]) can be rewritten

p?n)((xb Y1)s- - (TnsYn)) =

SN [ 2 S¢(z, 7)) S<(z5, 2k)
2ierfi Pf| w0 T 5.20
;l]l: ( - C< 1- szl) |: Snc-(zjvgk) S?(Zjvzk) ( )
Now, it is immediate from (5.5]) that
w—z
lim S§(w,z) = e"®
5ol 2) 221
Substituting this in (B3] and computing the resulting Gaussian integrals gives
lim S(w,z) = Mex <— 4(22 +w?) + ! zw) (5.21)
N=oo 70T 927 (1 = 72) P 2(1 —72) 1—72 ) ’
Consequently
g (w—2) (z —w)’
lim SY(w,?2) = —/————e€x <—7> 5.22
N, S, 2) a1 —r2) P\ 21— 72 22



Substituting in (5.20) gives the bulk complex-complex correlations. The feature that the bulk
limiting value of

p?n)((x:L?yl)?”’ 7(xn7yn)) deldyl (523)
=1

for general 0 < 7 < 1 is gotten from the 7 = 0 case by the replacements

(@1, 1) — xl/\/1_72ayl/\/1_72

is evident.
It remains to consider the real-real case. Proceeding as in the derivation of (5.10) shows that
([@3) can be rewritten

—(x24y?)/2(1471) N-2 1 —y2/2(147) C d

e e _ _

2 SOK)C) + Vo) el
V271 — k! 2v2m(1 +7) ( )!

As for the derivation of (5.12]), we use (5.II)) to both deduce that the final term vanishes as
N — oo (a consequence of the convergence of the sum) and to give a closed form evaluation of
the summation. It follows that

St (z,y) = (5.24)

1 2 2
lim S*(z,y) = ——— e (#=¥)7/20-77) 5.25
N—o00 ( y) 27‘(’(1 _ 7-2) ( )

In view of the formulas (4.0]) for the remaining quantities in (4.3]), as for (5.23)) we have that the
limiting bulk value of
pfn)(:nl, ey Tp)dxy - day,

for general 0 < 7 < 1 is gotten from the 7 = 0 case by the replacements z; — x;/v'1 — 72.

5.4 The weakly non-symmetric limit

In relation to the ensemble interpolating between the complex Ginibre ensemble and the GUE,
it was exhibited in [1I] that well defined correlations result by setting 7 = 1 —a? /N, then taking
N — oo. Similarly, scaled correlations were computed in this limit for the ensemble interpolating
between the real quaternion Ginibre ensemble and the GSE. Here the scaled correlations of the
real Ginibre/ GOE interpolating ensemble will be calculated. Note that with this scaling (.3])
gives that the eigenvalue support collapses onto the interval [—2\/N J2VN | of the real axis. The
mean spacing between eigenvalues is then O(1/v/N), suggesting that we should also multiply
coordinates by 7/ VN (the proportionality 7 is chosen for convenience; then a unit real density
results) before taking N — oc.
Now, using the asymptotic expansion

I'(n/2+1)

T+ 1) €_m2Hn(ZE) = cos <\/m$ _ n7r/2) I O(n_1/2)7

we deduce from (5.24]) that

e—ka? /N | \/?
r—1-a2j2N \/ oN Z 2k((k/2))2 COS( N(x_y))'
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Making use of Stirling’s formula, a Riemann sum approximation to a definite integral is obtained,
and we compute

e (270
N=oo /N "\V/N'V/N
Note that in contrast to the correlations implied by (5.25]), we see from (5.26]) that the correla-
tions in the present setting of the weakly non-symmetric limit exhibit an algebraic decay. For
the limiting form of the complex-complex correlations, we first note from (5.3)—(5.5]) that

1
/ e~ cos mu(r — y) du. (5.26)
0

T=1—a2/N N

5¢(w, 2) = ; 1 Nf Ci1(w)Cy(2) = Ci(w)Cipr(2)
=0

(1+7)V2r < LG +1)
Proceeding now as for the working which lead to (5.26]) shows

1
=z / ue " sin mu(w — z) du, (5.27)
T=1—a2/N 2 Jo

i ()’ se( 2L, 22)
N=oo \W/N/ "\V/N' VN
where on the LHS we have used the fact that the complex-complex correlations must be scaled

by (/v N)? for each independent two-dimensional coordinate (z,y) to account for the measure
in (5.23). Substituting this in (£7) and noting too that

Wi =)/ (147) orfe (\/Zyl) — erfc (%yz)

gives the explicit weakly non-symmetric limiting form of pfn).
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