arXiv:1012.1107v1 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 6 Dec 2010

How many eigenvalues of a Gaussian random matrix are positive?

Satya N. Majumdat,Céline Nadak Antonello Scardicchid;® and Pierpaolo Vivé

!Laboratoire de Physique Théorique et Modeéles StatistiglUMR 8626 du CNRS),
Univ. Paris-Sud, Batiment 100, 91405 Orsay Cedex, France
2Abdus Salam International Centre for Theoretical Phys&sada Costiera 11, 34151 Trieste, Italy
3INFN, Sezione di Trieste, Strada Costiera 11, 34151 Triclshdy
(Dated: September 19, 2018)

We study the probability distribution of the ind@x,, i.e., the number of positive eigenvalues oflsnx N
Gaussian random matrix. We show analytically that, fordahg and largeN, with the fraction0 < ¢ =
N4 /N < 1 of positive eigenvalues fixed, the index distribut®(N, = cN, N) ~ exp [-BN°®(c)| where
B is the Dyson index characterizing the Gaussian ensemble.a$éociated large deviation rate functibft)
is computed explicitly for alD < ¢ < 1. Itis independent of and displays a quadratic form modulated by a
logarithmic singularity around = 1/2. As a consequence, the distribution of the index has a Gauésim
near the peak, but with a variandg V) of index fluctuations growing a& (N) ~ log N/3x? for largeN. For
B = 2, this resultis independently confirmed against an exadefififormula, yieldingA (N) = log N/272 +
C + O(N™1) for large N, where the constar® has the nontrivial valu&' = (y + 1 + 3log2)/2n? ~
0.185248... and~y = 0.5772... is the Euler constant. We also determine for lafgehe probability that the
interval [C1, (2] is free of eigenvalues. Part of these results have been aoedun a recent lettePhys. Rev.
Lett. 103, 220603 (2009)].
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I. INTRODUCTION

Statistical properties of eigenvalues of random matriea®tbeen extensively studied for decades, stemming frorsetime
inal work of Wigner [[]. Random Matrix Theory (RMT) has successfully providedisomnd methods to disparate areas of
physics and mathematicg][ with countless applications so far. Statistics of seMeadom variables associated with random
eigenvalues have been studied extensively. This inclugekength of a gap in the eigenvalue spectra, number of eidees in
a given interval, the largest eigenvalue, the trace é}c.Nlost studies concerned with the probabilitytgpical fluctuation of
such a random variable around its mean.

However, various recent applications of random matrix thdwmve posed questions regardiatypical large fluctuations
of such random variables associated with the eigenvalhes, ttiggering a number of recent studies on the large dewiat
probabilities of such random variables. This includesijristance, the large deviation probability of the extremaximum and
minimum) eigenvalues of Gaussiai{/] and Wishart random matrices,[8, 9], of the number of stationary points of random
Gaussian landscapes(] 11], of the distribution of free energies in mean-field spinsglanodels ]2, 13], of the conductance
and shot noise power in chaotic mesoscopic cavitiégs 5], of the entanglement entropy of a pure random state of afitipa
guantum system1[5—19) and of the mutual information in multiple input multiple put (MIMO) channels2(]. In addition,
random matrix theory has been used to understand largetidevi@operties of various observables in the so calledovigi
walker (or nonintersecting Brownian motion) problemif24]. The purpose of the present paper is to provide a detailelysis
of the large deviation properties of another natural randariable for large Gaussian matrices, namely the fractioipositive
eigenvalues of atv x N Gaussian matrix. Part of the main results presented here averounced in a recent Lettérd]. We
will explain shortly why this fractiort is a natural observable that arises in a number of physitatgins. But before we do
that, it is useful to recall some well-known facts about Géars matrices.

There are three families of Gaussian random matrices wathspectrum: orthogonal (GOE), unitary (GUE) and symptecti
(GSE). TheN x N matrices belonging to these families are real symmetrimyaiex hermitian and quaternion self-dual respec-
tively, whose entries are independent Gaussian variatdat complex or quaternions) labeled by the Dyson index 1,2, 4
respectively. The probability distribution of the entrefsa matrixM is then given by the Gaussian weight:

P(M) ox exp <—§<M, M)) )
where(M, M) stands for the inner product on the space of matrices inviamiader orthogonal, unitary and symplectic trans-
formation respectively. Explicitly, one has:

(M, M) = Tr(M?), B=1 GOE )
(M, M) = Tr(M*M), B=2 GUE (3)
(M, M) = Tr(MTM), B=4 GSE (4)
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wherex denotes hermitian conjugation andhe quaternion self-dual. The celebrated result by Wigtetes that for large
matrix sizeN, the average density of eigenvalues (all real) for suchrabkes has &-independent semicircular form,[2]

9 AQ 1/2
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which vanishes identically at the two edges/2N and is normalized to unity. Clearly, the mean spacing betveigenvalues
in the bulk, i.e., close to the origin, behaves for laig@sdy = 1/(Nps.(0)) = 7/v/2N.

A natural and much studied question that goes back to Dysgng: how many eigenvalues are there in a given interval
[a,b] on the real line? Clearly this numbay, ; is a random variable that fluctuates from one sample to anotteemean
value, for largelV, is easy to compute by integrating the semi-circular avedepsity in §) over the intervala, b]: (Njq)) =

N f: psc(A, N)dA. But how does this number fluctuate from one sample to andtbBgson studied this number fluctuation in

the so called bulk limit, i.e., he focused on a small symméttierval around the origif-6n L /2, S5 L /2] wheredy = w/v/2N

is the mean bulk spacing aridis kept fixed while one takes th€ — oo limit. Let N, denote the number of eigenvalues in this
interval. Clearly, the mean number of eigenval(l¥s ) = L. But Dyson also computed the variancéNf in the largeN limit
(with L fixed) and showed that for largethe variance grows logarithmically with

<m¢—m%z;%mam+35 (6)

and the constanBs was computed by Dyson and Mehia/]. Thus thetypical fluctuations ofN;, grow as\/log L for largeL.
More recently, even the higher moment\of (in the N — oo limit with L fixed) were computed which proved that on a scale
of \/log L around the mean, the random variabl&; has a Gaussian distributiofd, 29).

Here our focus will be on a different limit, namely we stud thtatistics of the number of eigenvalues, not on a small
symmetric interval around the origin (i.e, the bulk limtyt rather on the full unbounded interval oc]. In other words, we are
interested simply in the distribution of the number of pesitigenvalued\, (called the index) of a Gaussian random matrix
M. Since the average density of states is symmetric ihis clear that on average there g, ) = N/2 positive eigenvalues.
Clearly the index\; fluctuates from one realization of the matrix to another antthis paper, we are precisely interested in the
fluctuation properties of the random variabe , i.e., in the full probability distributior(N,., N). Evidently,0 < N, < N.
Also, the number of negative eigenvaldés = N — N is distributed identically as the number of positive eigdnesN . by
virtue of the Gaussian symmetry, indicati®¢N, N) = P(N — N, N). Hence the distributio®(N., N) of N is clearly
symmetric around its mean val®, ) = N/2. It thus suffices to study the rang&/2 < N, < N.

So, why are we interested in this index distribution? Thiggjion naturally arises in the study of the stability paiser
associated with a multidimensional potential landscépe, , z», ..., zx) [3(]. For instance, in the context of glassy systems,
the point{z;} represents a configuration of the system &Hdx;}) is just the energy of the configuratiofl]. Similarly, in
the context of disordered systems or spin glasgd$;z; }) may represent the free energy landscape. In the contexting st
theory, V' may represent the potential associated with a moduli spade Typically such anN-dimensional landscape has
many stationary points (minima, maxima and saddles) withglex stability patterns that play an important role botistiatics
and dynamics of such system&]. The stability of a stationary point of thi&/-dimensional landscape is decided by fkie
real eigenvalues of th@V x N) Hessian matrix\/; ; = [82V/8xi8xj] which is symmetric. If all the eigenvalues are positive
(negative), the stationary point is a local minimum (locaximum). If some, but not all, are positive then the statigrmoint
is a saddle. The number of positive eigenvalues (the index), N, < N, is then a key object that determines in how many
directions the stationary point is stable. Given a randomemal V, the entries of the Hessian matrix at a stationary point
are usually correlated. However, in many situations, irtgrarinsights can be obtained by ignoring these correlatéond just
assuming the entries of the Hessian matrix are just indegrer@aussian variables. This then leads to the study of #tistits
of index for a GOE matrix. This toy model, called the randonssien model (RHM), has been studied extensively in the gbnte
of disordered systems$]], landscape based string theof#] and also in quantum cosmology4]. Although in RHM 5 = 1,
it is quite natural to study the index distribution for otl@@aussian ensembles, namely for GUE 2) and GSE § = 4).

For the GOE § = 1), the statistics ofN, was studied by Cavagret al. [31] using supersymmetric replica methods and
some additional approximations. They argued that arosméan valueV/2, the random variabld; hastypical fluctuations
of O(y/log N) for large N. Moreover, the distribution of these typical fluctuatioa$3aussian. In other words, over a region of
width y/log N, the distribution for largéeV is given by 1]

2

s
?(N+,N) ~ exp —m

(N4 — N/2)? ™

implying that for3 = 1, A(N) = (N, — N/2)?) ~ log(N)/=? for large N.
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On the other hand, this Gaussian form does not describatypéallylarge fluctuations oN,.. For example, in the extreme
limit when N = N, the probability that all eigenvalues are positREN; = N, N) was computed recently for larg€ and
for all 5 [3],

PNy = N,N) = exp [—BGNQ] ;0= ilog(?)). (8)

This question of the probability of extreme large fluctuataf N, (fluctuation on a scale- O(N) around its meanV/2)
naturally came up in several recent contexts such as indapésbased string theoryd], quantum cosmology3¢] and in the
distribution of the number of minima of a random polynomizi]|

These two rather different forms of the distributi®N, N) in the two limits, namely in the vicinity oN, = N/2 (over
a scale ofy/log N) (as in (7)) and wherilN,. = N (as in @)) raise an interesting question: what is the form of therithistion
P(N4, N) for intermediate values aV/2 << N; < N? In other words, how does one interpolate between the liofits
typically small andatypically large fluctuations? To answer this question, it is naturaeiN, = ¢ where the intensive
variable0 < ¢ < 1 denotes the fraction of positive eigenvalues and studyatgelV limit of the distribution®(c¢N, N) with
c fixed. Again, due to the Gaussian symmetPycN, N) = P((1 — ¢)N, N) and it is sufficient to restrict in the range
1/2<c¢<1.

In a recent Letter45], we computed the larg®’ limit of the distribution?(c¢N, N) in the full range) < ¢ < 1forall 5 > 0
and showed that

P(cN,N) = exp [-B N> ®(c)] 9

where the rate functiof(c) = ®(1 — ¢), independent off, was computed explicitly for all /2 < ¢ < 1. The fact that the
logarithm of the probability isv O(NN?) for fixed c is quite natural, as it represents the free energy of an eéedaCoulomb
fluid of V charges (eigenvalues) (to be discussed in detail late8 . Cdulomb energy oV charges clearly scales asO(N?).

In the limitc — 1, we get®(1) = 6 = log(3)/4 in agreement withg). The distribution is thus highly non-Gaussian near its
tails. In the opposite limit — 1/2, we find a marginally quadratic behavior, modulated by afitigaic singularity

72 (c—1/2)?

D(c) ~ " logle—1/2)° (10)

Settinge = N, /N and substituting this form in9, we find that in the vicinity ofN; = N/2 and over a scale of/log N,
indeed one recovers the Gaussian distribution

BT

PNy, N) =~ exp ~Tloa(V)

(N4 — N/2)? (11)

thus proving that the variana®(N) = (N, — N/2)2) =~ log(N)/B=? for large N and for all3. For 3 = 1, this perfectly
agrees with the results of Cavagetaal.[31].

In addition to obtaining the full distributiof®(cN, N') of the fraction of positive eigenvaluesour Coulomb gas approach
also provides a new method of finding solutions to singulegral equation with two disconnected supports, as discLiss
detail later. This method is rather general and can be filyitpplied to other related problems in RMT, an exampletsi
provided in the paper in calculating the probability thatieterval (1, (2] is free of eigenvalues, i.e., there is a dap (-] in
the spectrum. The details of these calculations are sontemitdved and were not presented in our previous Letté}.[The
purpose of this paper is to provide these details which wiewrill be important for other problems as well.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section Il.A we set w@pioblem and show that the rate function can be computed
via the solution of a singular integral equation on a disemted support. In subsections 11.B and II.C, we provide tifi@dent
strategies to find such a solution, the first based on a sca@ardhn-Hilbert ansatz and the second based on an itergdiidaap
tion of a theorem by Tricomi. In subsection 1.D we derive tree energy of the associated Coulomb gas and the largetidevia
function®(c¢) associated with the index distribution. In subsection Weéprovide an asymptotic analysis®fc) nearc = 1/2
and determine the variance of the index for large matrix 8izén section Il we provide details of numerical simulatiorss
an application of the general method for solving two-supjadegral equation, we compute in section IV, the probapihiat a
Gaussian random matrix has a dgp (2] in the spectrum. In section V we offer a derivation of a detaemtal formula for the
variance of the index at finit& for 8 = 2. Finally, we conclude with a summary in section VI.

1 Hereafter, the notatior: stands for the precise asymptotic l&nn y _, o %(ZNN) = ®(c).



II. THE PROBABILITY DISTRIBUTION OF THE INDEX
A. Setting and Notation

We consider the standard Gaussian ensembles of randontesatvith Dyson indexd = 1,2, 4, corresponding to real,
complex and quaternion entries respectively. The protbgdiktribution of the entries is given i) and consequently the joint
probability density of eigenvalues read$ [

?(/\1,...,/\]\/):%@7%2?7:1 A7 H|)\j_/\k|/5 (12)
j<k
whereZy is the normalization constant which can be explicitly coteplwia a Selberg-like integra?] and to leading order for
largeN, Zy =~ exp(—pQ20N?) whereQy = (3 + 21og2)/8 [3].
We wish to compute the probability distributiGi{N, N) of the index\;, defined as the number of positive eigenvalues of
the N x N matrix M:

N
Ny =Y 0(\) (13)
1=1
By definition:
1 N 42 N
T(M’N):E/( ) Hd)\e EPINRES IT 1N = Ml <N+—Ze(/\i)> (14)
00,00) NV j<k i=1

We will setN, = ¢N where0 < ¢ < 1 is the fraction of positive eigenvalues. As mentioned inittieoduction, due to the
Gaussian symmetry, the number of positive eigenvaliesvill have the same distribution as the number of negativereiglues
N_ =N —N,. HenceP(¢cN,N) =P ((1 — ¢)N, N) (the distribution is symmetric around= 1/2). Thus, it is sufficient to
focus only on the range/2 < ¢ < 1.

The evaluation of théV-fold integral (L4) in the largeN limit consists of the following steps: first, we write theegrand
(ignoring the delta function) asxp [—SE({\;})] with E({\;}) = —(1/2) Y., log [A; — Xx| + (1/2) 3, AZ. Written in this
form, the integral has a natural interpretation as the fi@mtfunction of a Coufé)mb gas in equilibrium at inverse tergiures.
We can identify\;’s as the coordinates of the charges @fafluid confined on the real axis. The charges repel each vihéne
2-d logarithmic Coulomb potential and are confined by a quiadeaternal potential. TheR is the energy of this Coulomb gas.
Furthermore, the Coulomb energy scales, for lakgeas~ O(N?) (since it involves pairwise interaction betweahncharges).
In contrast, the external potential energy scales aﬁypN wherel,,, is a typical eigenvalue. Balancing the two energy scales,

one finds that a typical eigenvalue scalesgg ~ VN for largeN.

The next step is to evaluate this partition function of theul@mb gas in the largeéV limit via the saddle point method.
In the large N limit, the eigenvalues become rather denseoaedcan then take a continuum limit where one replaces the
integration over the discrete eigenvalues by a functiartabral over the density of these eigenvalues. Originalipduced by
Dyson [26], this procedure (see als®{]) has recently been successfully used in a number of diffexentexts. These include
the computation of the extreme eigenvalue distribution afi§sian 3, 4] and Wishart random matriceg,[3, 9], counting the
number of stationary points of random Gaussian landscapie4 ], and computing the distribution of the bipartite quantum
entanglement 16-18]. In addition, this method has also been used recently itesys such as nonintersecting fluctuating
interfaces in presence of a substrat&][ in computing the distribution of conductance and shosagower in mesoscopic
cavities [L4, 15] and in the study of multiple input multiple output (MIMO) ahnels P0].

Dyson'’s prescription requires first a coarse-graining pdoace, where one sums over (partial tracing) all microscopnfigu-
rations of\;'s compatible with a fixed charge density functien(A) = N~ >". 6(A—);). Secondly, one performs a functional
integral over all possible positive charge densitigg\) normalized to unity. Finally the functional integral is dad out in the
large NV limit by the saddle point method.

Following this prescription, we introduce a continuum flugghresentation for the Coulomb cloud of eigenvalues wittsisg

on(\) = N1 val (A — ;). Since\y, ~ VN, it follows that the normalized density should have the iagaform
on(\) = N~Y2f.(\/+/N) for largeN. The scaled density.(z) satisfies the obvious normalization conditions:

/ dzf.(x) =1 (15)

/ dzf(x) fo(x) = ¢ (16)
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where we have séf,. = ¢N with 1/2 < ¢ < 1 being the fraction of positive eigenvalues. The probabdinsity (4) can then

be rewritten as a functional integral ovgl(z) as

Zo(N)
N

PN} =cN,N) = 17)

where the numeratdf.(N) reads:

N)Z/@[fc@)]exp{—gf\f?[/_ dia? f() / / dwda! fo(2) (o) log |z — o' |+
A (/_de@(x)fc(x)—c)+A2</_Ood:vfc() )}} (18)

whereA;, A, are Lagrange multipliers enforcing the normalization gbads (15) and (L6).
We define the actiof[f.(z)] as

st = [ (o) / / duda’ f.(w) (o) log l—a'|+ Ay ( / Zdwe(x>fc<w>—c)+A2 ( / O:Od:vfc(w)—l)-

(19)
Evaluating (8) by the method of steepest descent and using the lsrgsymptotics of the denominatdhy in (17) gives, to
leading order for largéV,

2:(8) = exp (5075170 20)
Zn ~ exp(=fQN?) (21)

whereQy = (3 4+ 21log2)/8 [3] and f*(x) is the solution of the saddle point equation
0= %f@’)] — 2% + A 0(x) + As _2/ dr' f* (') log |« — '] (22)

The functionf (x) can be interpreted as the equilibrium (or optimal) chargesitg of the eigenvalue fluid, given a fixed fraction
c of positive charges. Once we obtain the solutf@ifz) of the integral equatior?@), we can evaluate the saddle point action in
(20), and together withZ1) one then gets the index distribution

P(cN,N) = ZCZ(]]VV) ~exp | —BN? [%S[fc*(x)] - QO} (23)

@ (e)

where®(c) is the large deviation function.
Thus all we have to do is to solve the saddle point equafi@nfor a fixed1/2 < ¢ < 1. To avoid the Lagrange multipliers,
it is convenient to differentiate€2@) with respect tar and for @ # 0), one gets the integral equation

x = Pr G )d ! (24)

CC—ZZ?

(wherePr denotes Cauchy’s principal value), supplemented with tmestaints:
| dasza =1 (25)
[ desz@)=c (26)
0

Singular integral equations of this type have been studyjelticomi [37], who derived an explicit formula for the solutigif ()

in the case when the solution is nonzero ovsimglefinite connected suppost € [L1, L] whereL, and L. are respectively
the lower and the upper end of the support. Tricomi's theastates that the general solutigfi:) to singular integral equations
of the form

Lo /
g(z) =Pr @) dx’ (27)

/
L r—x




over the interva|L;, Lo] with L; < Lo (where the source functigf(z) is given and arbitrary) is{/]:

1
2 /(L —2)(@ - L)

b2 /(Ly — o) (@' — L)

/
Ly r—Xx

fl@) = Pr g(a)da' + By (28)

whereB; = —7 fLLf f(z)dz is a constant.

Let us then first assume that indeed the solufipfi) of (24), with the source functiop(z) = «, has asinglesupport over
[L1, Lo]. Substitutingg(z) = z, one can evaluate the integral 28] explicitly to obtain

1
- 8m/(La — ) (w — Ly)

1 (x) (Lo — L1)* + 4(Ls + L)z — 8a® + §] (29)

where we have used the normalization conditﬁrj frx(z)dx = 1 to set the constanB; = —x. There are two unknown

constantsly, Ly which are to be fixed from the constrairg] and the consistency condition that the solutjiiiz) (which
represents a density) must be non-negative QvgrL,]. At the two endpointd.; andL,, the solution either vanishes or has an
inverse square root divergence (which is integrable). Ifnyeo evaluate these constants, it is easy to check that anagative
consistent solution is possible only for two limiting vasuef ¢, namelyc = 1/2 andc = 1. Let us discuss these two cases first.

The case ¢ = 1/2: In this case, the solution must be symmetric which indicétes= — L. In addition, it is clear physically
that the solution must vanish at the endpoihtsand L,. This fixesL, = —L; = /2 and the solution inZ9) reduces to the
Wigner semicircle law, namely

fiple) = =V 2. (30)

This is reassuring and is expected for the following reagdhere was no constraint at all on the fraction of positiigeavalues,
the system would naturally choose to have half the eigeegghasitive and half negative on average, implyihg.) = N/2,
and the equilibrium charge density would be the standardhérig semicircle law.

The case ¢ = 1: In the other extreme limit = 1 where all the eigenvalues are forced to be positive, one gamdind a
consistent solution fron2Q) that satisfies all the constraints and is given by

1 L—=x

"o

fi(x) [L + 2] (31)

whereL = 2,/2/3. In this case, the support is o L] with L; = 0, Lo = L. Note that this solution vanishes at the upper

edger = L and diverges as~'/2 at the lower edge = 0. This explicit solution was first obtained irg]f

It turns out that for other values @2 < ¢ < 1, there is nasingle supporsolution R9) that satisfies the constrairt@) and
is non-negative for al: € [L;, Lo]. To see what is going wrong, it was instructive to perform edral simulation (the details
of which will be described later) far/2 < ¢ < 1. For example, for = 0.6, the optimal density is given in Figl). Itis evident
from the figure that for = 0.6, indeed there are two disconnected supports of the optinsage density*(x).

A similar feature actually holds for all/2 < ¢ < 1. Asc¢ — 1 from below, the area under the left support vanishes and
we are left with a single support ovi, L] as in 81). On the other hand, asdecreases continuously, the area under the left
support grows and the upper edge of the left support (alwayth® negative side) also increases. Finally whéits 1/2, the
two supports merge into a single support, symmetric ab@&uobthyin, and reduces to the Wigner semicircle law (see Rig. (

Hence, it is not surprising that we cannot obtain any coeststingle supporisolution using Tricomi’s result in29) for
1/2 < ¢ < 1, as the optimal density does not have a single support therawo disconnected supports. The technical reason
for the two-support solution can indeed be traced back tguiime discontinuity at: = 0 due to the Heaviside theta function in
the saddle point equatiof%). So, the main technical challenge is how to obtain anaifti@an explicit two-support solution of
the integral equation2d) for all 1/2 < ¢ < 1, given that we cannot use the Tricomi solution any more. &héan interesting
mathematical challenge since such two-support solutippsar in other problems as well and a general method wouleye v
useful. This is what we achieve here as detailed in the nexistibsections. In fact we will present two different appiuesc
producing the same results. But before we get into the teahdetails of the two methods, it may be useful to summaréze h
the main result.

We show that the solution oR2¢) satisfying the constraint2§) and ¢6) and the condition of non-negativity, for dly2 <

¢ < 1is given by
e = PO S @)+ (1 1)) (32
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FIG. 1: Analytical densityf () in (32) for ¢ = 0.6 (solid black) together with results from i) (red) numeridé&gonalization ofl 0° matrices
of size20 x 20, where only samples havintR positive eigenvalues were retained for the statistics=( 0.6), and ii) (blue) Montecarlo

simulations of the Coulomb fluid witfv = 50 particles.
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FIG. 2: The optimal density of eigenvalugs(x) (Eq. (32)) for ¢ = 1/2 (red),3/4 (green) and).995 (blue).

where

a2
vaz —a+1

and the parameteris determined implicitly as a function effrom (26) by the condition:

1
1—y a—1 7 a—1
dyy| —=1/y? =—(1- .
/0 Y Y v a? 2< a? >C

For generat, the equilibrium density32) has support on the union of two disconnected intervals

[=L(a)/a,=(1 = 1/a)L(a)] U (0, L(a)].

L(a) =

(33)

(34)

(35)

One can easily check that in the two limiting cases 1/2 andc = 1, our general solution reduces respectively36) @nd

(31).

e ¢ = 1: this corresponds to having no negative eigenvalues ahal, the equilibrium density must match the solutiondh [
atz = 0. This is achieved as long as— 2 and thusl(a) — /8/3 as expected (compare t6]]. Then the blob of negative

eigenvalues in32) (see 85)) collapses to a single point and vanishes.
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e ¢ = 1/2: this case represents the usual Wigner’'s semicircle andcisvered from32) whena — 1 and consequently
L(a) — /2. In this case, the suppo$) becomes compaét-+/2, v/2] as it should.

In the next two subsections, we provide two alternativevdgions of 32), the first one based on a scalar Riemann-Hilbert
ansatz and the second one based on an iterated applicafioicahi’s single support solution.

B. Method I: proof of (32) via Riemann-Hilbert ansatz

In the context of counting of planar diagrams, Brezin et[&}] encountered singular integral equation of the typ# (vith
a single support solution. They did not use the explicit dimé¢ solution, but instead developed an alternative mettsiagua
scalar Riemann-Hilbert ansatz. This method makes use pepties of analytic functions in the complex plane. Evenutjiothe
method requires making a guess or ansatz (verified a pas}eititurns out to be rather useful. This method can be galired
in a straightforward manner to the case when the solutiomrhasiple disconnected supports and has been used befotkén o
contexts [an example in a specific case can be found in thendppef [15], see also §Y]. Let us illustrate below the main
idea behind this method.
Let us consider the singular integral equation
/
g(z) = Pr/ dx'&)/ (36)
s r—x
where the solutiory (z) has support on the union of a finite number of intenéls- U]k”:l[ak,ﬁk] on the real line and is
normalized to unity:ff‘;O f(z)dx = 1. The next step is to define a complex functibfx) (without the principal part)

F(z) = /OO dx’Lx/) (37)

!/
N

in the complex plane. The functidn(z) has the following properties:
1. itis analytic everywhere in the complexplane outside the cuts= U,Ic"il [ak, Bk] on the real line

2. it behaves a$/z when|z| — oo since [ f(z')dz’ = 1 due to the normalization,
3. itis real forz real outside the cut$ = U,Ic"il [k, Bk]

4. as one approaches to any pointn the cutsS = U,i"il[ak,ﬁk] on the real axisF'(z + ic) <20 g(x) Firf(x). Thisis a
consequence 08). Thus,f(z) = —2Im[F(z + ie)].

The general theory of analytic functions in the complex pléglls us that there is a unique functibtiz) which satisfies all
the four properties mentioned above. Thus, if one can malk@od guess or ansatz for the functiéiiz) and verifies that it
satisfies all the above properties, then tfi{g) is unique. Knowingr'(z), one can then read off the solutigiiz) using thet-th
property mentioned above.

In our caseg(x) = =, f(x) = fX(x) and from the simulation results we already know that theeeoaty two supports for
1/2 < ¢ < 1, one on the positive side and one on the negative side. To eng&ed guess faF'(z), let us reexamine the precise
form of the solution in the two limiting cases= 1/2 andc = 1

fira(@) oc V2 — a2, Wigner’s semicircle (38)
fi(x) o LQI_ % 20 + La], DM [3] (39)

with L, = 1/8/3. For intermediate values ef we then seek a sensible two-support ansatz that integsdettween3g8) and
(39). A suitable ansatz, that is verified a posteriori, is
N 1 L—-=z
fc (SC) - ﬂ_\/a T
which has support over € [—L/a, —bL] U0, L]. The unknown parametesisb, L depend or in such a way that for — 1/2,

a—1,b—0,L —+2andforc — 1,a — 2,b — 1/2, L — /8/3. We can then make the following guess for the function
F(z), valid everywhere in the complex plangexcept on the cuts € [—L/a, —bL] U [0, L] on the real axis

F(z) =2 1/Z;L\/(z+L/a)(z+bL). (41)

V/(ax + L)(x + bL) (40)
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It is easy to check that the definitioal) indeed satisfies all the four properties mentioned abodéhance is unique. From the
4-th property mentioned above, namely taking the limit = + ie with z € [-L/a, —bL] U [0, L], it follows that thatf () is
indeed given by40).

To fix the parameters, b and L, we will use the 2nd property df (z) mentioned above, namely thatlas— oo, F'(z) ~ 1/z.
ExpandingF'(z) in (41) for largez we get

I 1/2 I 1/2 bL 1/2
F(z)-z—z(l—;) <1+&> <1+—)
—z—z[L+§(%—1+b>%+£1%%£2+O@_%} (42)
where
L2
D(a,b,L) = — [1+a(2 —2b+ a(1 +b)?)] (43)

8a?

Imposing the exact asymptotic dechyz) ~ 1/ for large|z|, we immediately get the two conditions

L isb=o0 (a4)
a
D(a,b,L) =1 (45)
which leads to
bo1-1 (46)
a
a\/§
L=1L(a)=—22 _ 47
A 47)

as stated in32). Thus, we are left with only one unknown parameter This is fixed from the normalization condition
fOL(“) fr(z)dz = cleading to 84) which determines implicitly as a functior.

C. Method I1: proof of (32) viadoubleiteration of the Tricomi solution

While the method (I) presented in the previous subsectionfifiding the solution with two disconnected supports of the
integral equation36) with g(x) = «, is rather elegant it has the drawback that one has to makkagus guess for the function
F(z). Itis thus desirable to find a method where one does not neguaktss. We show in this subsection that indeed it is possible
to obtain an explicit two-support solution t8&) without making an a priori guess. The main idea behind tkis method (I1)
is to actually use the Tricomi single support solution twicet us first outline below the basic principle behind thisdadvhich
turns out to be rather general and works for arbitrary sofuneetiong(x) in (36).

We consider again the integral equation

* !/
g(z) = Pr/ dw'M (48)
s

x—

wheref*(x) is assumed to have nonzero solution over two connected aoemtgs = [I1, /2] U [L1, Lo], with [; <1y <0 <
L, < Ls. Note that the equatiog) holds forxz € [I1, 2] and also forr € [L;, Lo]. Let us write the solutiorf*(z) as

1

vy Fh@) for @ e (i)
et = { B} o pelot 0

Then @8) can be divided into two parts (respectively for the left émel right supports) and rewritten as

l2 1(t Lo 20,0
g(x):/ dx’w—i—Pr/ dx'fC(xz, for x € [Lq, Lo] (50)
I r—x I rT—x
la (.0 Lo 20,0
g(x) :Pr/ dw'w—i—/ dw'w, forz € [lh, 5] (51)
I T—x I T—x
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Note that forz € [L1, Lo], the integral ovefly, I] becomes an ordinary integral (as there is no pole and we acgtdePr)
and similarly for the other side.

The main idea then is to eliminate s@§/(x) from these two equations and obtain a single integral eguiédir £ (). This is
carried out in the following way. For € [L1, L»], (50) can be rewritten as

lo 1 l'/ Lo 9
.(7(1') :g(l')—/l dx/Lz :Pr/L dx e ( ) (52)

1 Tr—x i xz—a

The solutionf?(x) has a single support ovek,, Lo]. Hence we can now use the explicit Tricomi soluti@s)((replacingg(z)
in (28) by the new effective source functigiiz)) to express'?(z) (for = € [L1, Lo]) as a functional of } (y) wherey € [l1, l2].
Next, we use this explicit solution fof?(z) in the second equatios{) and thus obtain a single integral equation involving
fL(x). Itturns out that for arbitrary(z), this integral equation fof!(z) can be recast, with a suitable multiplicative factor,
in the same form as2{?) and sincef!(z) has only a single support ovéi, [>], one can again use the Tricomi solutic8)
to explicitly obtainf!(z). This is the general programme. Below we show how the stepslcwork out. Even though the
method is quite general and works for arbitrg(y:), let us focus below on our specific cage:) = z just for simplicity.
Our basic saddle point equation reads
* !/
T = Pr/ dx’w (53)
8

xz—a
where the density* (z) must also satisfy the two constraing5{ and @6):
/ defi(x) =1 and / daefr(x) = c. (54)
—00 0

The solutionf’(z) is expected to have support over two disconnected comps8ent[l;, 2] U [L1, Lo, with[; <1y <0 <
L, < L,. For consistency, we expeff(l;) = 0 = fr(Lz). We also expecf’ (L) = 0if L; > 0 (or otherwiseL,; = 0 with
no constraint orf*(L4)), and similarly f*(l2) = 0if I < 0. We divide f(z) into two parts as in49). The constraints thus
become:

lo Lo Lo
/ dafr(z) —|—/ def?(x) =1 and fA(z)=c (55)

1y Ly Ly

We then apply Tricomi's theoren28) to (52) with g(z) = z to determinef2(y) on the intervaly € [L;, L>] and obtain

,/ — \/ _ 1
cW) == 1 me+ Pr R e +/ arle )| —
w2y — Liv/ Ly —y In u—y I t—u
1 Lo—L 4(Ly + Lo)y — 8y? \/ —t\/ Lo —
™Y — LivL: —y 8 I -y
where we have used the following result:
Pr U =7l —— (57)
Ly (u—y)(t —u) t—y
and
/dxfcl(gc)zl—/dxff(x):l—c (58)
As explained above, we expeft(Ly) = 0. Thus
2 _ 2 l2 — —
|4 Lt 2hts - 3L +/ gfrp Y=tV =t (59)
8 1A t - L2
Multiplying f2(y) by m/(y — L1)(L2 — y) in (56) and subtracting9) from it gives a rather compact expression
1 |Lo—y |Ly—L b flty [Ly —t
20,0\ _ © 2" Y 2 1 1
O R l 5 +y+/h Aty | forv € L] (60)
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Next we substitute this expressionff(x) in the saddle point equatiof) valid over the left suppoft;, 2] (with g(x) = z).
The resulting integrals can be carried out explicitly. Weah# use the following integral

1 [f2 a Lo — Lo —
_/ B e T Y et (61)
T, v—y\y—1I1 Li—z

valid forx < Ly < Lo. After a few steps of algebra we get

l 1 L 2
o) o fEly)
x—Pr/l1 dtx—t_/L dy =

1 r—=y
Li+Ly [Ia—a /12 i) /“ i) [Li—t [La—w
=z — L — Ly—x—P dt=~——~ — P dt=< . 62
. 2 L1—x+ 1o 27 ’ I T —t 8 I t—x\ Lo—t\V L1 —x (62)

Cancellations of terms from both sides then lead us to theviolg integral equation fof! (z) for z € [l 2]

1 1
> fe(t) [Ly—t  Li— Lo
Pr/l1 dtt—:c To 1 5 x. (63)

Defining f! (z) = f1(z),/%=2, we get an integral equation oviér, /]

c Lo—x?

Lflt)  Li—L
Pr/ dth() - 2 _ (64)
I t—=x 2

which, fortunately, has the same form as the original sksgleport saddle point equatiod?d) with the source functiop(z) =
(L1 — Ls)/2 — x. This can be inverted explicitly using®). Enforcing the constraint! (i1) = 0, we get

Ly~ L)l —h) | 331 +2hly
4 8

la (
fi(x)dx +

5

—0 (65)

Using this in the Tricomi formulaZ8) finally gives us a rather explicit solution

1 _ — _ _
) = —./% h [Lo—x|Li— Ly + —h —x| for 1 <z <ly (66)
fcl l L 2 2
T 2 — T 1— X

We can now replacg! (z) in the expression of ?(x) given in Eq. 60). Finally we get the expression of the density(z)
(f&(x) = fo(x) on[ly, o] and f7 (z) = f2(x) on[Ly, La]):

*.I':l ,T—ll Lg—x Ll_L2+12_l1_x
fe(x) T lo —x Li—=x 2 2

So far we have used two physical conditigff$l;) = 0 andf?(L») = 0 which are evidently manifest in the explicit solution
(67). Substituting in $9) the expression of*(z) from Eq. 67), we get an identity for the edge points of the support

for z € [ll, lg] @] [Ll, L2] (67)

1+

2 2
Lit 2L18L2 3Ly | (12 g ll) (31 + 1o + 2Ly — 2L1) = 0 (68)
In addition, we have one more conditigf;i2 f?(x)dx = c. Thus we have four unknowns, I, L; and L, and two conditions
mentioned above. To determine all the constants, we needdose some additional conditions at the other two edgesi,
andx = L;. With these conditions imposed, one obtains a unique swlditir a given value of as demonstrated below.

It is clear we must have eithdr, = 0, or Ly > 0 (but with f*(Ly) = 0). Similarly, we must also have eithér = 0, or
lo < 0 (with fx(l2) = 0).

e Firstcase: lo =0 = L.
Eq. 68) gives8 = 3L3 + 313 + 21 L». Thus:

1 ’ll‘f‘
fr) = LVE T w2

2] for x € [l1,0[U]0, Lq]
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The last constrainfOL2 fx(x)dx = cimplies thatf*(x) is integrable in zero, thus + L, = 0. Finally, using Eg. §8) we get
Lo =—1l1 = \/§and:

fi(z) = %\/2 — 22 for x € [—V2,V?2] (69)

and we recover the Wigner semicircle law, having a singleeup—+/2, v/2]. Note that in this case = foﬁ defr(z) =1

already is fixed. Thus, this solution is valid only for= 1/2.

e Second case: lo < 0 with fr(l2) =0andL; = 0.
In this case, the density has a support dell»]U]0, Lo]. We get:

Frz) = l\/(x — )@=l = 2) e 1,]U00, L] (70)

s €T

with Ly = —(I1 + I2) (becausef?(l») = 0) and1 + % + (B58) (8l + 12+ 2L3) = 0 (Eq. (69). Let us define
a = —Ly/l;. We readily obtain the claimed solutioB2):

2 L 1
Ly = L(a) = ai’a—ifm and Ij = —?2 and Iy = —Ly (1 - 5) (71)

Asl, < 0andl; < Iy, we have:l < a < 2. Because of the last constraifgf2 fr(x)dx = ¢, the parametes must also

satisfy the following equation:
1
1-— —1 —1
/dy,/—y\/y2+y+a2 —E<1—az )C (72)
0 Y a 2 a

in complete agreement witl34).

e Third case: L; > 0 with f*(L;) = 0andly = 0.
This is the exact symmetric of the second case. It correspiond< 1/2.

e Fourth case: I < 0 with f¥(l2) = 0andL; > 0 with f*(Ly) = 0.
The constraintg*(I3) = 0 andf*(L1) = 0 give respectivelyLo — L; = —(I; +l2) andLy + Ly = Iy — 3. ThusLy = —[4
andL; = l>. Asls < 0 < Ly, this case is impossible.

In conclusion, there is only one unique solution (case 2 apwmich is valid for alll/2 < ¢ < 1 and in the limiting case
¢ = 1/2 this solution coincides with the first case above that istvalily forc = 1/2.

D. Evaluation of theaction and derivation of ®(c)

Having computed explicitly the saddle point solutign(z) in Egs. @2)-(34), the next step is to evaluate the saddle point
actionS|[fZ(z)] where the actio[f.(z)] is given in (L9). This will then provide the expression for the large ddeiafunction
®(c) associated with the index distribution iB3)

(3+2 10g(2)).

a(e) = 38172 () - (73
Upon substituting the saddle point solutifin(z) in the action {9), one gets:
st@) = [ ar@de- [ [ g ol - oideds (74)

By construction, the saddle point solutigfi(z) automatically satisfies the two constraints and hence thestévolving the
two Lagrange multipliers drop out iri@). One can directly substitute the explicit expressiorftfz) from (32) to evaluate the
double integral in {4). However, this is a bit cumbersome. It turns out to be coierério use a slightly different trick. Note
that f* (=) satisfies the saddle point equation

o0

22+ A10(x) + Ay = 2/ fr (") log | — | d2’ (75)

— 00
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The important point is that this equation is valid foralvhere the solutiorf (x) is nonzero, i.e., for alk € [i1,12] U [0, L(a)]
wherel; = —L(a)/a,lo = —(1 — 1/a)L(a) andL(a) is given in 33).

To evaluate the action, we multiply'® by f*(x) and integrate over alt. Using the two normalization conditions: (i)
75, fr(x)dz = 1and (i) [° fX(x)dz = c we get

/ / X (x) fr(z') log |z — 2 |dx da’ = % [/_Z 2 f (x)dx +A10+A2} . (76)
Substituting this result in the actiofi4) gives
szl =5 | [ s - ae- @
Denotinguy = [*_ 2% f¥(x)dz we get from {3
B(c) =~ [(3/2 — 12) +1og(2) + Ave+ Ao (78)

It then remains to evaluaje, and the Lagrange multiplier; and As.

To determine the Lagrange multipliers we proceed as folldves us recall the functioi”(z) defined in 87) for all z in the
complex plane except on the real cuts [—L(a)/a, —(1 — 1/a)L(a)] U [0, L(a)]. Settingz = « real, but outside these two
cuts, andL = L(a) we can make a large expansion

F(z) = f; _(x) dz' = Oxffjl (79)

whereyu,, = [ f*(z)z"dz is then-th moment. From the explicit solution ¢f () in Eq. (32) one can check that, = 1 and

alsous = 1/2 (independent of).
In addition, for realx > L, we have from Eq.41)

o =e IS8 (4 ) (= (1-1) ) -

On the other hand far < —L/a (on the real line to the left of the edgeL /a of the left support), the functiof’(x) has the

form
rw =o 002D (a4 ) (o4 (1- 1)) o1

where the square-root is always chosen to be positive. Kateniith this choice in§1), F'(z) ~ 1/« for large negative:.
To determined; and A5, we need to choose a valuemofn (75) such that it belongs to either of the two supports. Choosing
x = L andx = —L/a gives the following two equations

L2+ A +A4;=2 / f(z") log(L — ') da’ (82)
L?/a® 4+ Ay = 2/f§(x')1og(:v' + L/a)dx’ (83)

where the integral runs only over the supports. Wrifiog( L — 2’) = log(L) + log(1 — 2’/ L), expanding the logarithm in a
series and using the definition pf, we get from 82)

L4+ A 4+ Ay = 2log(L —22 (84)

nlL™

Similarly, in Eq. 83) we writelog(a’ + L/a) = log(L/a) + log(1 4+ ax’ /L) and expand the logarithm in a series to get

L?/a? + Ay = 2log(L/a) —22% (85)
n
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We can then determing; and A, in terms ofyu,, by solving the two linear equation84) and @5). It is actually convenient
to express the series involving, in terms of the following integrals. Using EqZ9) and usinguy = 1 we get,

oo

Z n+1 (86)

Let us first consider the regime> L. Here, let us define

Wl(:c)_F(:c)—é—x—%—\/(x;L) <x+§> <x+<1—é)L) (87)

where we have used the definition®fz) in Eq. (80). Integrating Eq. §6) over[L, oo] gives

/ W1 d.CC = TLL” (88)

Next we consider the regime < —L/a. Here we use the definition of (z) in Eq. @1). Integrating Eq. §6) over
[0, —L/a) gives

/:a {F(:z:) - é] do = — nil % (89)

It is convenient to make a change of variable+ —x on the |.h.s of Eq. §9). Using the definition ofF'(z) in Eq. @1) this
finally gives

(o]

=y el (90)

L/a n—1

o=~ 1 [ (o E) (= (1-1) ) o

Next we insert the expressions of the two sums from E&g). dnd Q0) in the two linear equations8¢) and 85), solve forA,
and A, and then substitute them in E¢.g). This then yields the main result

whereW, () is given by

B(c) = i[LQ —1—log(2L%)] + (1—;6) log(a) — 1= Ci(‘; ), / Wi (2)de + L= ) ; Wa(z)dz  (92)

whereW; () andWs (z) are defined respectively in Eq87) and ©1). Unfortunately the two integrals are difficult to compute
analytically. However, they can be easily evaluated by Mathtica. A plot of this function is provided in Fig3)( This final
form turns out to be the most convenient one for carrying betsymptotic expansion neas= 1/2 in the next subsection.

E. Asymptotic Expansion of ®(c) near ¢ = 1/2

We now expandb(c) in Eq. (92) for ¢ close tol/2. We setc = 1/2 + § with § > 0 being small. Let us also define the
parametet by

% = (93)

Whene — 1/2, a — 1 from Eq. 34), hence: is a small parameter ferclose tol /2. It follows from Eq. ©3) that

a = 1-v1-—de V21_46 (94)
€
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FIG. 3: The large deviation functioi(c) in (92).

where we have chosen the root that gives: 1 ase — 0. It also follows from Eq. 83) that

2
1—c¢

L? =

(95)
Let us first establish a relation betwegande when both are small. Eq34), in terms ofe andd, can be recast as
1
1—
J(e):/ dy,/Ty \/y2+y+e=g(1—e)(1/2+§). (96)
0 ¢

Let us first analyze the integral on the I.h.s of Egg)( To find its asymptotic behavior for smallwe first note that/(0) = = /4.
Next, taking a derivative with respect¢@ives

1/t I—y 1
J’e:—/d,/ 97
=3 o Ny ViZryte oD

Make a change of variablg= ¢z in the integral and take the limit— 0. To leading order in smad one easily finds

1
J'(€) =~ log(e) (98)
Integrating and using (0) = 7/4 one then finds for smadl

J(e) = g - %elog(e) +... (99)

Comparing the left and the right hand side of Egf)(then gives, to leading order in small
0= —lelog(e) (100)
™

Inverting Eqg. (L00), one can expressas a function of and to leading order for smallone gets

om0
©T —log(9)
We are ready to expanBl(c) in Eq. (92) for small§ (or equivalently for smalt). There are5 terms on the right hand side of

Eq. 92). We expand each of them separately.
The first term gives, upon using EQ5)

(101)

T, = E [L* —1—log(2L?)] =

y [1—log(4)] + le + §62 +0O(e). (102)

4 8

R
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The second term, upon using= 1/2 + § anda from Eq. ©4) and expanding for smadl

et Lo
Ty = 5 log(a) = 1€ 265—!— O(e”) (103)
The third term gives
T3:_(I;C)(1—1/a2)L2:—%e+66+0(e2) (104)

The fourth term gives:

T4:g/;od:v lx—é—\/@;ﬂ <x+§) (:c—l—(l—%)L)
Tl (lilog),,

-1 )
g ¢ 1 0+ 1 ed + 0O(e) (105)

Similarly, the fifth term gives:

LY [x_i_wﬂﬁ;w (=) (- (1-1) 1)
_ %[_1 +log(4)] - " Ll +i°g(4))5+ — L5+ 0(e) (106)

Adding the five terms one gets, to leading order,

Dle=1/2408) =Ty +To+Ts+Ty+Ts = g65+0(62) (107)

Using the expression efas a function ob from Eq. (L01) then gives our leading order result for small

w2 62

Dc=1/249) ~ Y Togs

(108)

Substituting this result in Eq.26) we then get, for = 1/2 + ¢ with 6 small (note that by symmetry one can similarly obtain
the form of the function fob < 0 also)

2
P((1/2 4 6)N, N) ~ exp [—ﬁszz %g(ltil)} . (109)

Resetting = (N — N/2)/N and assumingN; — N/2) << N one gets the Gaussian distribution in the laAgé&mit

- pr* 2
PN N) m exp | (06, = N2 (110)
from which one can read off the variance for lafgeand for all 5
N\? 1
A =( <N+ - 5) S Gz loa(N) +0(1) (112)

This result is in agreement with that of Cavagral. [31] for 8 = 1.

I11. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

In this section, we explain how to compute numerically traexdistribution for a Gaussian random matrix ensemble and t
compare the results with analytical predictions. The jdistribution of theN eigenvalues of & x N Gaussian random matrix
with Dyson indexs is given in Eq. (2) by:

_B 1 .
P(A1,.. o dy) = ——e 2 2N T Iy — el = 7o BE[{A:}] (112)

1
IN j<k
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with E[{\}] = 330, A7 — > i<jlog|Ai — A;j|. The idea is to sample the distribution in E4.19) using a Metropolis Monte

Carlo algorithm and to construct a histogram of the numbgosftive eigenvaluedl, = Zﬁvzl 6(X;). For largeN, we expect

the distribution ofN,. to be of the form (see Eq9)):
PNy =¢N,N) ~exp [-BN?®(c)] (113)

—l"gfm\;j+w and compare with its analytical

Therefore we want to construct a histogram of the rate fonai,,,(c) =
expressiorP(c) for large N given in Eq. 02).

As N, is a discrete function of th& eigenvalues, it takes integer values betw@andN. Numerically it is easier to consider
continuous functions and to come backXe only at the end. Therefore we introduce a smoothed versitimedfieaviside theta

functiond(\) and thus ofN; . Let us define for; > 0:

1
1+e

N
and N, =Y 60,(\) (114)
i=1

_2A
n

The functiond,, increases frond (in the limit A\ — —oo) to 1 (in the limit A\ — oo). It has the same symmetry with respect to
the origin as the Heaviside theta functigh{—\) = 1 — 6,,(\). Thus we have®(N,, = ¢N,N) = P(N,, = (1 —¢)N, N). The
parameter) gives the width of the jump froréi to 1 andlim,,_,¢ 6, (A) = 6(X), thusNy = N..

A. Distribution of N, : non-standard Metropolis algorithm

In this section, we explain the Metropolis algorithm and adified version that allows us to reconstruct numericallyftile
distribution ofN,, for a fixed and large enough valuepf

Standard Metropolis algorithm

We start with an initial configuration of this (real numbers of ordev/'N). At each step, a small move\;} — {\.} is
proposed in the configuration space. In our algorithm, isésis of picking at random an eigenvalleand proposing to modify
itas\; — A; + ¢, wheree is a real number drawn from a Gaussian distribution with mesao and with a variance that is set
to achieve the standard average rejection e

The move is accepted with probability

: J (/\/17"'a/\/]\7) 1 ; —ﬂ(E[{X}]—E[{X}]) 1
b ! (37(/\1,...,/\3\])7 ! ( ’ ) ( )

and rejected with probability — p. This dynamics enforces the detailed balance and enswakattiong times the algorithm
reaches thermal equilibrium (at inverse “temperatufeith the correct Boltzmann weiglt #E{A:}
At long times, the Metropolis algorithm thus generates dampf{);} drawn from the joint distribution in Eq.1(2). We

can start to keep the value df, = Zf.vzl 6, (X;) for the configurations of eigenvalues generated by the ifgoi(say every ten
steps) and construct a histogram 1gy.

However, the distribution di;, is expected to be of the forfA(N,, = ¢, N, N) ~ exp [-BN?®,,(c,)| for largeN exactly as
for N, and thus to be highly peaked around its average. The evetits tails of the distribution are extremely rare. Therefor
we can not, with a standard Metropolis algorithm, explora ifteasonable” time a wide range of valuesMf. We propose
below a modified version of the algorithm that allows us tolesgthe far left and right tails of the distribution.

Modified algorithm: conditional probabilities

We want to explore regions that are far from the mean vald€,gfie far from(N,,) = N/2 (by symmetry), for example the
far right tail N,, = N¢, with ¢;, > 1/2.

The idea is thus to force the algorithm to explore the regipir ¢* for different values ot*. We thus add in the algorithm
the constraint,, > ¢*. More precisely, we start with an initial configuration tisatisfiesN,, = ¢, N > Nc¢*. At each step, the
move is rejected iN,, < Nc*. If N;, > Nc*, then the move is accepted or rejected exactly with the sameition as before
(see Eq. {19). Because of the new constraint > c¢*, the moves are rejected more often than before. Thereferestiance
of the Gaussian distributioR(¢) has to be taken smaller to achieve the standard rejectien fat
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We run the program for several valuesctfand we construct a histogramf, for each value*. This gives the conditional
probability distributionP (Nn]N77 > Nc*). Again, the algorithm can only explore a very small range alftigs ofN,,. The
difference with the previous algorithm is that we can nowlesgsmall regions of the formvVc* < N,, < N¢* + 6 for everyc®,
whereas we could before only explore the neighbourhoodeirtean valuev,/2.

The distribution ofN,, is given by

P(Ny) =P (Ny| N, > Ne*) P(N,, = Nc*) (for everyN,, > Nc*). (116)
Therefore the rate function reads:

logP(N,) = ¢, N)  logP(N,; = ¢, N|N,; > N¢*)
BN? a BN?

@, (cy) + K.« for ¢; > c" (117)

_log P(N,>Nc™)
BN?

whereK .« = is a constant (independent@j). In order to get rid of the constaif.-, we construct from the
AP, (cn)

histogram givingP (N,]\N,] > Nc*) the derivative of the rate function. This derivative is éijoa—;~>. The constanfs.-
disappears. !

We can come back t,,(c,) (and thusP (N,, = ¢, N) = e~AN*®4(cn)) from its derivative using an interpolation of the data
for the derivative and a numerical integration of the intéagion.

We typically run the algorithm foV = 50 and10® iterations.

q)(c) ) q)num(c)

0.15
0.10

0.05

0.00kE. . I . . . I N T I . . .
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

FIG. 4: Rate functionP,um(c) = —log P(N; = cN, N)/ (BN?) plotted as a function of for N = 50. The red points are numerical data
obtained with the method explained in sectldnwith n = 0.5. Each point corresponds to an integer valu&of = ¢N. The blue solid line
is the analytical predictio®(c) given in Eq. 02) for the largeN limit.

B. Back toN;

Using the algorithm explained in the previous subsectianget the distribution dN,, for a given value of). A natural way
of recovering the distribution dN,. would be to run the algorithm for smaller and smaller valueg asN = lim, .o N,,.
However, as explained above this is not an efficient methaaemically. For smalh, the distribution of\,, is indeed not smooth;
N4 = Nj even takes integer values, i.e. itis discontinuous.

A better procedure consists in running the algorithm for editand not too small) value agf typically n = 0.5 for N = 50,
and exploiting the joint data that we can get 8 and N, . When running the algorithm, we can indeed construct a joint
histogram forN_ andN,, (by keeping the value N andN,, every ten steps). With all the data for many values of the
constraint* and after having filled up the histogram by symmetry aroufj we can then get a full histogram f&(N. |N;,).

Finally we recover the distribution 6f. by numerical integration ovex,:

PONL) = [ N, DOV IN,)P(,) (118)
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In Fig. 4, we plot the rate functiom ,,m(c) = — 25X =cNVN) ohtained numerically with the method explained above and

compare with its analytical expressidric) for large N given in Eq. 02). The agreement is quite good. As the distribution of
N4 (andN,, to a lesser extent) is not smooth for finité, there are finite size effects and the convergence is a hitisithe
simulations. Therefore the agreement between numerictharttieory is less good very far from the mean value.

IV. PROBABILITY OF A GAP [¢1, (2] IN THE SPECTRUM

As an application of the general result derived on the twgpsut solution in Section Il, here we address the naturastjme
what is the probability that there are no eigenvalues onrttezval (3, (2] (Where(; < (») for a Gaussian random matrix? As
discussed earlier, the natural scale for the eigenvaluésinésian random matrix is v/ N for largeN. Hence, it is appropriate
to rescale; = w;v/N and(, = wo+/N and denote this gap probability &w; , wo, N) with w; < ws.

The computation of? (w1, wa, V) is performed in two steps. First we fix the number of eigereslihat are bigger than,
to be N} = ¢N wherec denotes the fraction. Naturally the number of eigenvalbatare less tham, is thenN_ = (1 —¢)N.
Let P(wy,ws, ¢, N) denote the gap probability for a given fixedThen the full gap probability is obtaining by summing over
all possible values of

1
P(wl,wQ,N):/ dc P(wy,wsa, ¢, N) (119)
0

The gap probabilityP (w1, we, ¢, N) for a fixedc and for largeN can be computed exactly in the same way as the index
distribution in Section Il. Once again we have the optimalrge density with two disconnected supports, one to thefeft
and one to the right of2. Therefore, the general solution &7 will still be valid with the only exception that in this catiee
edged, = w; (the upper edge of the left support) ahd = ws (the lower edge of the right support) are already fixed. Hence

1 x—ll LQ—I U)l—LQ w2—l1
* _ = _
fe(@) = w\/(wl —:v) <w2—x> ‘ 2 * 2 *

It remains to fix the still two unknown’s (the lower edge of the left support) aiid (the upper edge of the right support). They
are fixed by the consistency conditidgg8{ which in this case reads

for x € [ll,wl] U [’LUQ, LQ] (120)

1+

w% + 2w2L2 - 3L% + (w1 — ll
8 8

) (3l +wy + 2Ly — 2w2) =0 (121)

and the normalization conditiof)fz2 f2(x)dx = c.

One then uses this optimal solution to evaluate the saddih @ctionS[f*(x)] (as in (/7)) and compute the associated large
deviation function®(c, wy, w2) (Which now depends ow; andw-) from (78). This gives for largeV

P(wy,wa, ¢, N) = exp [—BNQ(I)(C, wl,wg)} ) (122)

Substituting further this result inL(9 and evaluating the integral overby another saddle point one finally gets the gap
probability for largeN

P(wy, w2, N) & exp [—BNQ\IJ(wl,wg)] ;o with U(wy,we) = @(c*, wy, ws) (123)

wherec* minimizes the functiom®(c, wq,ws) overc € [0, 1]. Physically the quantity N2 (wy, w») just represents the energy
cost in separating the two blobs of charges by algapws:| from their natural Wigner semicircle configuration.

In principle one can compute the large deviation functidm, , w») for arbitrary|[w; , ws] by following the above procedure.
Here, for simplicity, we present the explicit result for tsieple case when the two walls are placed symmetricallyratdie
origin: w; = —w andws = w. In this case, it is evident due to the symmetry that the ogitialue must be* = 1/2. The
optimal solution in {20 for ¢ = 1/2 is also symmetric around = 0 with [y = —L andL» = L and has the simple form

. 1 /L2 — a2
f1/2(ar) =\ e |x| for x € [-L,—w|U [w, L] (124)

The only unknowry is fixed by the normalization conditioﬁj fl*/Q(:v)d:C = 1/2. This uniquely fixes

L=uw?+2. (125)
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FIG. 5: Analytical optimal densityf;,,(z) in (124) corresponding to a gap over the interyako, w] with w = 1. The density has two

disconnected symmetrical supports ofer/3, —1] U [1,+/3]. It vanishes at the upper ed@e= /w2 + 2 = /3 of the right support and at
the lower edge- . = —/3 of the left support. At the edges, = —1 andw, = 1, the density has an inverse square root divergence.

A plot of this solution is provided in Fig.5). Note that whenv — 0, fl*/Q(:v) = /2 — a2 /7 reduces to the Wigner semicircle
as one would expect, because without any constraint thecgetaiform is the natural optimal density for= 1/2.

Having determined the optimal solution explicitly, we nprbceed to compute the large deviation funcig(@, —w, w) from
(78). For this we need to evaluate the second momegrdand the two Lagrange multipliet$; and As. Using (L24) one can
easily evaluate the second moment

e 1
p= [ fiplalde = u® 4 5. (126)
To fix the Lagrange multipliers, we substitute= . andz = — L in (75) to get two equations
L+ A1+ Ay =2 / f1/2(')log(L — &) da’ (127)
L%+ Ay =2 / f1/o(2") log(L + 2') da’ (128)

Using the explicit form offl*/Q(ac) in (124) itis easy to verify that both integrals on the right hanatsade identical and are given
by

e L 1—log2
I= / fi2(2") log(L — 2") da’ = / f1o(a) log(L? — 2?) da' = — (129)
Solving these two linear equations, we get
Ay =0; and Ay =2 —L?=—1—log2 — w’. (130)
Substituting the values ¢f;, A; and A, in (78) gives a very simple expression
w2 2
O(c=1/2,—w,w) = —; hence V(-—w,w)=—. (131)

27 2
This leads to the result that the probability that there areigenvalues in the intervalw, w] for a Gaussian random matrix in
the limit of largeN is simply

P(—w,w, N) ~ exp [—ngNz} . (132)
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Note that whenv — 0, the probability approaches tawvhich is to be expected since without any constraint thessystaturally
settles into the Wigner semicircle which is gapless at tlgirar

V. AFORMULA FOR THE VARIANCE OF THE INDEX AT FINITE N FOR 3 = 2

So far, we have computed the index distribution in the laygmit. From this result, we were able to show that the vareanc
of the number of positive eigenvalues

A(N) = {(Ny — N/2)?) (133)

increases logarithmically withV to leading order for larg&/ as in (L11). A natural question is if one can derive an exact formula
for the variance fofinite N and not just for largeV. In this section, we show that at least in the special gase2, it is possible
to derive an exact formula for the variance valid at fixed anidiV and is given by

7z (O) N2
AN)=A 2 — 134
R e (134)
where:
Zn(p) = det {(e” +(~1)") T <M>} (135)
2 i,j=1,....N
and(.)’ denotes differentiation with respectjio
In order to prove 134), we start from the pdfi(4) :
1 B N N
- e T it N 8 _ _
PNy, N) = 7 /(Oo o Hd)\le H YD WER <N+ Ze(xg) (136)
’ [ i<k =1
and define its moment generating function (Laplace transfas:
N N 2 N
Zy(p) = / [ drie™ == Ximp s OO0 T |2 = Aef? (137)
(—00,00)N i1 j<k
We are going to prove that:
N!
2n(p) = 55 Zn (p) (138)
whereZy (p) is given in (L35). On the other hand, it is easy to see that:
Z%(0) N2
AN)=ZA—~ _ —_ 139
M =200~ (139)
Combining (38 with (139 we readily obtain134).
In order to prove 138, we start from {37):
N N 2 N
Zn(p) = / [ drie™ == Ximp s OO0 T [ = Aef? (140)
(=00,00)N 37 j<k
We can write the square of the Vandermonde determinaritif) @s:
LT 1% = Mel? = det(Ax (X)) det(Bi();)) (141)

i<k

with Ay (z) = Bi(x) = 2¥~1, and then apply the Andréief identity(:

N
/ [T dia(n) det(A4(1))) det (B () = N1 det < / du(x) Ay (z) B; (a:)) (142)
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valid for a benign integration measyzéx). In our case, we have(x) = e~ —pb(), leading to:

Zn(p) = Nldet ( / dz ezzi’f)(m)x’””) (143)
Evaluating the integral, we get immediately to E§39).

From this determinantal representation for the varian&ein(134), Prellberg [ 1] noted that the following exact formula for
the variance of the index fgf = 2 holds:

N 2 LT (A T4+ Y
AM=T-F X T T (ST (149
i+j od

where|z| stands for the greatest integer less or equal @ndI'(x) is the Gamma function.
Itis convenientto group the terms in the sum for even and edds. In this way we can perform one of the sums and we can
write for evenN (144) as:

N/2—1
N 2
A(N)=— - = tm (145)
4 72
m=0
where:
r 1/2)? 11 1 r 1/2)T 2 11 1
tm:MAI 3 _a_alvl_m;§7§a__m|1 (m+ /) (m+3/ )4F3 _7_717_m;§7§7__m|1 .
T(m)T'(m+1) 2°2 27272 T(m+1)2 2°2 2722
(146)

where, F3 is a generalized hypergeometric function. As this expoesisi complicated to the point of being useless (except for
numerical analyses) we look for an integral representdtion,,. We achieve this by writing the defining series expansion for
the hypergeometric function, using an integral represimidor the gamma functions in its coefficients and then exdjing

the integral and the sum. The final result is expressed asegral over a new variablec [0, 1] as:

2 1 —1/2) [t m
P S G V) L B
2 0 VI—-t

NI [tanh ™ (Vt) 4 (2m + 1)(Lig(V/1) — Lio(—V1))], (147)

Im

whereLis(z) = Y72, ;—z is the Polylogarithm function.

0.48:
0.46f
o.44f
0.42:
0.40:

0.38]
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100 150 200 300
N

FIG. 6: The variance of the indeX (V) as a function ofog(N) for 8 = 2 (dotted, exact finitéV formula in (L45); solid, largeN in (155). A
linear fit for the former giveg\ (V) ~ 0.052 log N + 0.184. The prefacto0.052 is in good agreement with the leading theoretical prefactor
(27%)~! ~ 0.051, and the constant correction tefiri 84 is also in good agreement with the theoretical constairt (157).

Now, we separate the integrg), in two terms,

tanh ™' (V1) + /1 dt
0

m m

V1I—t

I = I 492 = /1 dt (2m + 1) |Lig(V/t) — Lig(—V/%) (148)

o VIt
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and we separate further the second integral as

1 m

t 72 ! tm
(2) - : ~ Lio(— _ a2 4 -
jS ; dtm@m +1) [ng(\/f) Lig(—Vt) — 7 /4} + (2m + 1)/0 dt\/m
1 dt— Lis(Vt) — Lig(—V/t) — n2 /4 e/ ml 149
The last term, when inserted back ih4(7), cancels half of the constant /2 in t,,, so we are left with
72 (m—1/2)! tm . . . s
b, = T o \/_ {tanh (Vt) + (2m +1) [ng(\/f) — Lis(—V/1) — I} } . (150)

An integration by parts on the term in the integrand lineamigconsidering thab; [Liz(v/t) — Liz(—V/)] = tanh ™' (V1) /t)
gives:

o —1/2)! 1 . -1
b = = me' \/1T L — < + Lig(—V/t) —L12(\/Z)) — tanh (\/Z)} : (151)
We need to sum this expression over= 0, ..., N/2 — 1 to getA(N). The constant term if,, will cancel against the linear
term N/4 in A and a compact integral representationAqrV') can now be obtained exchanging the order of integrationover
and summation oven:

A(N) = #/0 it K(t,N)% {ﬁ <% + Lis(—vi) — LiQ(\/Z)) - tanh_l(\/f)} , (152)
where
N/2-1 1
K(t,N)= Y Wﬂn =(1-t)"? <\/E — B(t; N/2, 1/2)%) , (153)
m=0 '

whereB is the incomplete Euler beta function, defineds; a,b) = [, dr 7~*(1 —7)>L.

This representation turns out to be very useful to pull oetldrge N logarithmic growth ofA(N) and the constant term
(and possibly could yield a complete asymptotic expansiadry V). In order to do this we notice that for largé the function
K(t, N) is concentrated near= 1. So we expand the remaining integrand to lowest ordér-int obtaining the leading order
and part of the constant term as:

1

1
W/ dt K(t, N)(1 —t)"/% = 5318 N +5— ! (7+10g2)+(‘)(N . (154)
0

wherey = 0.577215... is Euler’s constant.

One can prove that the remaining terms in the expansion irepowaf (1 — ¢) contribute toO(1) but not to the leading
logarithm. We can formally lump these terms together andaveverite the asymptotic law fah (V) as:

A(N) = 21—210gN+C+O(N_1), (155)
YIS
where the constardt is:

2m2 VIi—t|1-t

Now the limit N — oo can be taken safely inside the integral (Eul&&inction goes to zero) and we are left with the following
nontrivial constant:

C= ! (v +10g2)+ lim %/1 dt K(t,N)—— ! [ ! (%2 + Lia(—V%) —Lig(\/Z)) — tanh™ (V1) —% . (156)

—2 4+ 72 42t — 4(1 — t) tanh ™ (v/1) — 4Lis (V1) 4 4Lis(—V/%)
4(1 —1)2

1 1
C = — log2) + — dt
27r2(7+0g )+7T2/0

1+ 3log2
_ u = 0.1852484182..... (157)
27
where in the last step we have performed one extra integragiopart. The constan® is in good agreement with the fit of
the finite V results for largeV (see fig.6). A careful series expansion &f (¢, N) for large N should give the complete/ N
expansion ofA(V). This is left for future work.
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VI. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we have computed for laryethe probability that a Gaussian matrikx N with real spectrum has a fractierof
positive eigenvalues. Using a Coulomb gas method, a langatita principle for this probability can be formulated. physical
terms, the problem amounts to finding the free energy of @sysif charged particles repelling each other via a 2d Coulomb
interaction and confined into a quadratic well, with the ¢aaist that a fractior: of them is kept on the positive semiaxis. Due
to the long-range nature of the interaction, the free enisrgyper-extensive in the number of particles, and scales@&N?),
as it is customary in this type of problems. We have computetiatly the large deviation functio®(c¢), which quantifies the
rate of occurrence of unusual fluctuations of the index, lab & ¢ < 1. This function has a minimum at= 1,/2 around which
it has a quadratic form modulated by a logarithmic singtyafihis logarithmic singularity leads to the result that trariance
of the index displays a logarithmic growth with the matrixesiV for all 5. For 3 = 2, we have found a representation of the
variance in terms of derivatives of a certain Hankel deteami. Based on this representation, Prellbérg yvas able to give
an explicit expression for the index variance involving aémouble sum. We performed an asymptotic analysis of Bradls
finite V expression, whose leading behavior is preciseli2w?) ! log(N), in perfect agreement with our Coulomb gas result.
In addition, we determined exactly the constant t&€rrin the expansion, which turns out to be a highly non-trivialue as in
Eq. 157).

We have also presented a general method to obtain expbcitp-support solution of a singular integral equation effibrm
(27). This method consists in iterating the single supportdmcsolution twice. We have demonstrated how this methodean
used to compute the probability of a gi@p, (-] in the spectrum of the eigenvalues. Given the fact that $amgntegral equation
of the type £7) occurs quite generically for other random matrices (siecWishart matrices/[/]), we expect that this method
will be useful in a broad variety of applications.
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