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LOOP EQUATION ANALYSIS OF THE CIRCULAR g
ENSEMBLES

N.S. WITTE AND P.J. FORRESTER

ABSTRACT. We construct a hierarchy of loop equations for invariant circular
ensembles. These are valid for general classes of potentials and for arbitrary
inverse temperatures Re 8 > 0 and number of eigenvalues N. Using matching
arguments for the resolvent functions of linear statistics f(¢) = ((+2)/(¢—=2) in
a particular asymptotic regime, the global regime, we systematically develop
the corresponding large N expansion and apply this solution scheme to the
Dyson circular ensemble. Currently we can compute the second resolvent
function to ten orders in this expansion and also its general Fourier coefficient
or moment my to an equivalent length. The leading large N, large k, k/N
fixed form of the moments can be related to the small wave-number expansion
of the structure function in the bulk, scaled Dyson circular ensemble, known
from earlier work. From the moment expansion we conjecture some exact
partial fraction forms for the low k£ moments. For all of the forgoing results we
have made a comparison with the exactly soluble cases of 8 = 1, 2,4, general
N and even, positive 3, N = 2, 3.

1. INTRODUCTION

Fundamental to random matrix theory is a set of equations know variously as
Virasoro constraints, Ward identities, Schwinger-Dyson equation, Pastur equations
or loop equations. We will use the latter terminology. These allow, in principle
at least, the computation of the large N global scaled asymptotic expansion of
correlation functions for eigenvalue probability density functions (PDFSs) of the
form

e == V@) T k-’ —oo<azy<oo (j=1,...,N).  (L1)
1<j<k<N
Here V(z) is referred to as the potential (for Gaussian ensembles V' (z) is propor-
tional to z2), while 3 = 2k > 0 is sometimes called the Dyson index, with 3 = 1,2,4
corresponding to matrices with orthogonal, unitary and symplectic symmetry re-
spectively (see e.g. [19, Ch. 1]).

We recall that global scaling refers to a rescaling of the eigenvalues so that

their support is a single finite interval (single cut), or a collection of finite intervals

(multiple cuts). As a concrete example, consider the Gaussian orthogonal ensemble
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of real symmetric matrices, defined as the set of matrices of the form G = (X +
XT)/2, where X is an N x N matrix with entries independent standard Gaussians.
The eigenvalue PDF is given by (1.1) with V(z) = 2%2/2 and 8 = 1 (see e.g. [19,
Prop. 1.3.4]). By rescaling \; — \/ﬁ)\j, the leading order support of the spectral
density p(1y(A; V) is the interval (—1,1).

Let p(1)(A; N) denote the one-point function (eigenvalue density) with global
scaling, normalised to integrate to unity. The loop equations allow the computation
of the large N asymptotic expansion of the resolvent

R(z;N) := /00 Wd/\ = Ro(z) + %Rl(x) +..., (1.2)

where -
Ro(w) =2 [ = Va2 =] Rl(z)(%%)[\/%xzz_J’

up to and including terms O(N %) [41], [31], [5]. The asymptotic expansion of the

(smoothed) eigenvalue density follows from the inverse Cauchy transform
. . .
PN N) = 5 lim (R()\ —ie)— RO+ Ze)),

and gives, with yaes =1 for A € J and xxecs = 0 otherwise,
1
PN N) = —V1 = Axpe(-1,)
1,1 1y [1 1 1
—(===) =60 =1 +6(N+1)) - — _ O(—) 1.3
+ 3G 3) [36E0 -0 +80+ 1) - —Liecin| +0(3) 09
Here the leading term is the celebrated Wigner semi-circle law.

Our interest in this paper is in the loop equation formalism for generalised
circular ensembles. The latter is the class of eigenvalue PDFs that extend (1.1)
from the real line to unit circle, and are thus of the form

e~ Xim V(o) H e — 5|8 0<#0; <2m. (1.4)

1<j<k<N
We are motivated by some earlier work of one of the present authors and collabo-
rators [20]. That work relates to the bulk scaled limit of the two-point correlation
function for the circular ensemble (1.4) with V' (6) independent of 6. This was first
isolated by Dyson [16] in the study of unitary analogues of the Gaussian ensem-

bles. Denoting the PDF by pn(61,...,0x), the two-point correlation function p(q)
is specified by

p2)(01,02; N) = p(ay (62 — 61,0; N)

2T 2m
ZN(N—l)/ d@g/ dGNpN(Gl,Gg,Gg,...,ON), (15)
0 0
and its bulk scaling limit by

p?;;k(s, 0) (27/N)?p(2)(0,27s/N; N).

= lim
N—o00



In terms of p?;)lk one defines the structure function

S(k; B) == / (p%;;k(s,()) — 1)6“” ds, (k #0). (1.6)
With k = 8/2, y = |k|/7 3, one of the main results of [20] is the expansion
11
T,j (k) =1+ (k= Dy + (v = 1)** + (s = 1) (fa?—gmﬂ) Y’

3 91 6 1
+(k—1)? (KQ §n+1>y +(k—1) (/1 — —n3+—m2—n+1> YA
up to and including the term O(y?).

To deduce (1.7), it was assumed that the small k expansion of the structure
function is of the form

L
=1 1.8
where p;(x) is a polynomial of degree j. Moreover, with

(k3 8) = TS (K ). 0 < ke < min (27, ) (1.9)

and f defined by analytic continuation for k£ < 0, it is a rigorous result that [20]

2k 4

Fk:B) = f ——;—). 1.10
k:0)=1(~ 53 (1.10)

This applied to (1.8) requires that the polynomials in (1.8) have the reciprocal
property
pi(1/z) = (=1)'z77p;(=). (1.11)

Exact results for 8 — 0, 8 = 2, 8 = 4 and first order expansions about = 2 and
B = 4 were then used to determine the independent coefficients in the polynomial
up to the highest order possible. We will show in the present paper that the loop
equations provide a systematic approach to the generation of the expansion (1.7).

Our key results consist of two parts - a full and complete constructive proof
of the hierarchy of loop equations for circular 8 ensembles in Propositions 3.1 and
3.3, and the application of this system of loop equations to the Dyson circular g
ensemble upon specialisation of the forgoing theory. We have not seen this hierarchy
written down in the literature and while it has resemblances with the system of loop
equations on R it differs in many significant details. This resemblance is taken up
in the discussion contained in §6.

For the Dyson circular 5 ensembles we give exact results for the moments my
appearing as the Fourier coefficients of the connected two-point correlation function
or density (here 6 = 63 — 0;)

pyc(01,02; N) = peay (61, 02; N) — p1y(01; N)p(1y(02; N kae Mo(112)
keZ
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in terms of rational partial fractions for low index k (see Prop. 4.6)

mO(an) = 7N7

1 -1
ml(Na'%):_N‘f‘E"r (Ii )

k(kN +1—k)’
ma(N,k) = —N + %
(k—1) 2 2(k —2) 22k — 1)

L KN+1—r (k+1)(kN+2—k) (k+1)(kN+1—-2k)]"

In addition we give the large N expansion of the my for fixed but arbitrary k& <
O(N) in a particular regime, which we call the global regime, in two ways - a
direct one relating to exact forms above (see Corr. 4.1) and another through the
generating function, the two-point connected resolvent function, or essentially the

Riesz-Herglotz transform of the above two-point density

Wa(z1,22) = Wa(z = 22/21) = —mo — N — 4Z(mk + N)zk,
k=1

where the leading terms are (see Prop. 4.5)

4 z1z9 k—1) (21 4+ 22)z122
W2(21,22):*E(21_Z2)2* (K/QN)((Zl_ZL)g
(k—1)2 2129
KIN? (z1 — 22)4
(k—1) (21 + 22)z122
KIN (5 — 22)5

It is interesting to note the appearance of the Koebe function in our setting as the

—4 [(Zl + 22)2 + 22’122}

[(Ko —1)%(z +29)% +2 (4&2 — Tk + 4) 2122] + ...

leading order and universal coefficient in W, (see (4.12)). This function occupies an
important role in the theory of univalent functions, [15], [21], [28], being the unique
extremal example of such functions. However it is not clear how considerations
arising from geometric function theory have interpretations in the context of the
Dyson circular ensembles. We observe that the analytic properties of the circular
ensembles differ markedly from Hermitian ensembles, in that the resolvent functions
possess convergent expansions and not formal ones. This is related to the fact
that under stereographic projection e’ = H—g the Dyson circular ensemble is
equivalent to the Cauchy 5 ensemble with weight
1
(1+ 22)s(N-D)+1

w(zx) = z € R,

i.e. the potential has logarithmic growth and is not in the same universality class
as say the Gaussian S ensembles.

As seen in the case of Hermitian matrices revised in the 2nd and 3rd paragraphs,
and in the summary of some of the results to be derived for the circular ensembles,

the loop equation analysis of correlation functions applies to the global scaling



regime. In this regime, the length scales are effectively macroscopic. Using different
methods of analysis, typically based on Jack polynomial theory (see [19], Ch. 12),
correlations in local regimes on the length scales of the inter-eigenvalue spacings
can be probed. References on that topic include [19], Ch. 13 and [12, 13, 29].

The plan of our work is as follows: In §2 we define the fundamental resolvent
functions required in the theory and give some of their analytic and symmetry
properties. The hierarchy of loop equations is derived in §3 for a general class of
potentials. A solution scheme to the loop equations is proposed for one of the large
N regimes, based upon matching arguments in the decay of the resolvent functions,
in §4 and a solution scheme specialised to the Dyson ensemble is outlined. This
is where our main results of the computer algebra calculations are given. As a
reference point to the previous sections we augment the well-known results for the
two point correlations for 8 = 1,2, 4, general N in §5.1-5.4 and for any even, positive
B and low values of N = 2,3 in §5.5, and discuss the comparison of these special
cases with those of general x. In the final section of the present paper, §6, we
review earlier work on loop equations for circular ensembles so as to both contrast

our contribution, and to put it in context.

2. DEFINITIONS FOR THE GENERAL N, 8 CIRCULAR ENSEMBLES

The unit circle is denoted T = {z € C : |z| = 1}, the open unit disc is D =
{2 € C: |z] < 1} and its exterior is D = {z € C : |z| > 1}. The total number of
particles in the system is N including the number of test particles. On the unit
circle the co-ordinates are ¢ = €, and thus |¢| = 1, with arguments 6 € [0, 27].
The inverse temperature is § = 2k and usually defined on C\{0}. Complex co-
ordinates z, z1, ... are generally defined on the Riemann sphere C*. The measure
dp is taken to be absolutely continuous on T with density w of the form

Q) = VOS2 —w(Q) g

An example of the class of potentials that can be admitted are those drawn from

(2.1)

the class of Laurent polynomials C[¢,(~!] with the structure

My M_
VO = tmC™+ > tomC™ (2.2)

m>1 m>1

A vast literature studying the simplest case of the above example, M, = M_ =1,
in the context of unitary matrix models was initiated in the works [23], [4], which
were known to arise as a one-plaquette lattice model of 2-D Yang-Mills theory.

However, and we wish to emphasis this point, that we admit potentials with a
finite number of isolated singularities at z; € D or z, € D, and even on T however
subject to additional restrictions. Due to the homotopical inequivalence of closed
loops on the punctured Riemann sphere to those on the unpunctured sphere it will

not be permissible in general to contract the integration contour T to an interval of
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the real line. Secondly, even when the forgoing contraction is permitted, unless there
is additional symmetry (e.g. evenness with respect to § = arg(¢)) the projection
of the lower and upper arcs onto the interval J will lead to two, albeitly related,
distinct weights w(x), € J. Further insight into this issue will be provided in the
discussion contained in §6.

As a minimum requirement on the potential we will henceforth assume the
existence of all trigonometric moments of the form

a —v)m
/TQm_Ce (M < o

, meZ,zeC. (2.3)

A —viSt 2 /
V -V m
| amee VOV - Ve < o
Furthermore we will generally require the winding number of w({) about ¢ = 0 to

vanish
arg(¢)=2m
e V© =0, (2.4)
arg(¢)=0
however even this can be relaxed within our formalism, after the inclusion of addi-
tional boundary terms.

Our ensemble is defined simply through the eigenvalue probability density func-

tion
1N
P iv) == [Tw@) T 16—, (2.5)
N 1<j<k<N
where the normalisation is specified by
d¢ ey
= / % / [ G = Gl (2:6)
T 2mi(y 1 2milN Jl;ll J 1Sj1<_£SN J
Averages of linear statistics of the eigenvalues are defined by
N N N
1 d¢y dCn 9
160 = 5 [ e [ oS ) [T wie) 16— Gel?™,
<7; > ZN 'J1‘27”C1 TQW’LCN; JlJl 7 1<j1<_£<N 7

(2.7)
with the implied normalisation (1) = 1. Defining ¢; = €1, ¢, = €2, the density
and the two-point correlation function are given as

N

Ny Y[ de [ doy _ R

p(l)(91, N) = ZN 27mi(s / 21N Ew@j) 1<j1<_£<N 165 = Gl™
. NIN=1) [ dG Ay T _ _ 2%
Py (01,023 N) = ——— /2m’<3 / omiCy j_l_llw(CJ)Kjl:LNKJ — Gl

the latter having been introduced in (1.5).
Central to our theory are the resolvent functions which will serve as generating

functions for the moments of the eigenvalues by virtue of the interior and exterior



geometrical expansions of the Riesz-Herglotz kernel

0 1
z
1+2) 2, |2 <[¢]
C+z =1 ¢
—1-23 %, s>
1=1
In fact averages with this kernel for the linear statistic, while uncommon in ap-
plications of the loop equation method, are not novel in studies of unitary matrix
0

models when one recognises that through ¢ = €%, z = ¢'¢

(te = —icot <—9¢>
C—z 2 ’

(see the remarks associated with Eq. (3.2) of [32]). The Riesz-Herglotz kernel,

or cotangent kernel, is particularly adapted to the circular case for another reason

- it appears in the saddle point equations for the eigenvalue probability density

functions of the form

N
||e*%V(66) || sin2<]2 k),
j=1

1<j<k<N
(see Eq. (3.1) of [32]).
The first of a sequence of resolvent functions, the Carathéodory function, is
defined by

+ d -
W (DL - [ 850
J

+25° 2t 2eD
_ Po Zz_1pz , (2-9)

—po—23 2 pz"t z€eD

with Fourier coefficients p; = (3_, z ), L€ .
Our first definition of a cumulant (A; - -+ Ayq1)e for m > 0 is given implicitly
in terms of the average (4 ---) as

m—+1 k

(Ay -+ Apya) = > > [T¢AL). (2.10)

k=1 [U---Uly={1,....,m+1} j=1
This definition differs from other authors, such as Mehta [30] by a factor of a sign,
but our definition conforms to the more usual statistical conventions, see §3.12 of
[27] or §15.10, or pg. 186 of [11]. In contrast to (2.10) Mehta’s definition Eq.
(5.1.4) has sign factors. For example in §5.1.1 of Mehta [30] the connected two-
point correlation function is defined as the negative of (1.12). The unconnected

resolvent function or moment of the linear statistic (2.8) is defined by

Un<zl,...,2n>::<zwx...xzw>,n21; Uy 1,
J1

J1 — *1 : Jn T #n
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whereas the connected resolvent function or cumulant is defined as

e 0 == ST ) BUEH!
J1 Jn "

Jn
(&

In particular our study will focus on the second cumulant, which through a simple

calculation is related to the first two densities by the integral formula

WQ(Zl,Zz):/ dC'1 / déz Cl+21§2+22 (2)0(91792)

T 2w J 2miC2 C1 — 21 G2 —
/ déi G+ 21 G+ 2
T 27TZC1 Cl — Z1 Cl — 29

We also require the potential resolvent functions, which are defined in their

pe1y(01).

unconnected form by

Qn-i—l(z;zl, .. 'azn)

(et e e g ) e

Jn

and their connected version by

Poi1(z;521,- .5 20)

<Z CJO gjo B Z g]l i—zi Z CJH i_z:> n > 0.
J1 In

Jn
(&

In addition to the definition (2.10) the moments and cumulants are related through

their formal exponential generating functions by an equivalent definition

Z Un = exp (Z — W ) (2.11)

and the related recursive relation

Lo
U1 = UnWit1-m. 2.12
EED M LA (212)
However we will require a more refined recursive relation which properly recognises
the arguments of the resolvents. In addition we will generally not assume symmetry
in the arguments and therefore preserve their order, so that when combining sets
of these we will perform a string concatenation operation, denoted ||, rather than
the set union. Also I\I; will denote the excision of the variables in I; from those
of I whilst retaining the original order. We state these generalised results without

proof (these follow from the ry = -+ = r,;,, 11 = 1 case of Eq. (10) of [40]).
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Theorem 2.1 ([40]). Let I = (z1,...,2) and we designate zj+1 to be a distin-
guished variable. The moments U; and the cumulants Wy satisfy the recursive rela-
tion, which is a generalisation of (2.12)
Uria(Illzi41) = Y Wisa— gy (N ll2002) U (15)- (2.13)
I,CI
The analogous result for the potential resolvents Q; and Py is the following recursive
relation, where z is the distinguished variable
Qui1( 1) =Y Pra—sry (NG U (1)), (2.14)
I;CI
and whereby convention Uy(0) = 1.
The moments U,, and therefore the cumulants W,, are sectionally analytic with

respect to 21, ..., 2y, if the variables are strictly z; € D or z; € D as one can see

from simple bounds on the remainder terms for m € N

C+Z |Z|m+1
—-1- D
= 1-2 E Cl |, zeD,
C+z gl 1 _
1+2 E _ D.
.7 | REEDN

Thus there are at most 2" distinct functions for each W,, labelled by the string
D = (dy,...,dy,) with d; € {0, c0}.
There are a number of trivial identities and properties satisfied by the cumu-

lants (and moments) which we list for subsequent use -

(i) re-labelling symmetry 1 <¢ < n and for all 0 € S,

ey dyn, e TR
Wn< 9 U(’L)) )ZWn< ) >’ (215)
ey Zo’(i)a ceey  Riy e

(ii) permutation symmetry within the subsets of variables in oo and 0 domains

respectively
#(Doo) n—#(Doo) #(Doo) n—#(Doo)

w, [ » 0 —w, [ » 0 . (2.16)
0(Zss) ,  0'(Z) Zoo Zo

for o € Syp.), 0" € Sp_p(p)) Dool/Do = D, Zoo = (..., %j,...) such that
d; =00, and Zy = (..., 2;,...) such that d; = 0. Properties (i) and (ii) imply
that one can re-order the domains and variables so that d; = ... = d#( Do) =
ooand dy(p_y41=---=dn =

(iii) reduction in index 1 <m <n

ey A =0 ... et A1, - - -
Un< ’ ¥ )j:NUn1< b amtd ); (2.17)

<y Zm—oo, s Rm—15fm—+1y- -
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(iv) special values in C*, 0 <m <mn

0 0
U,n < ? ? ’ OO) ? o0 ) — (71)n7mNn,

z21=0, ..., 2Zm =0, Zpy1 =00, ..., 2zZp =00
0
W1< >=N,W1< ~ >=—N,
z = z =00
forn>2
0 0
W, ’ ’ — W, o % = 0. (2.18)

z21=0, ..., 2,=0 21 =00, ..., Zp =00

3. LoorP EQUATIONS FOR GENERAL N, 3 CIRCULAR ENSEMBLES WITH
POTENTIAL

In this section we establish the set of loop equations from first principles for a
general potential satisfying the assumptions (2.4) and (2.3), and for the parameters
N € N and Re(k) > 0. We will assume these conditions henceforth. Our approach
is an adaptation of Aomoto’s method [1], which is also detailed in depth in Chapter
4.6 of [19].

Proposition 3.1. Under the above assumptions, z € C* and z ¢ T, the first Loop

FEquation is

(k— 1)0.Wi(z) — k2" Wa(z, 2) + s~ (N? — W1(2)?)
Wl(Z) — Wl(O)

— Pi(z) = V'(2)Wi(2) + [6(N — 1) + 1] lim =0. (3.1
z—0 2z
Proof. The Vandermonde determinant is defined in the standard way
Ay )= ] (G- (3.2)

1<j<k<N

A key identity under the restriction (; = e | is the analytic re-expression of the
squared modulus of the Vandermonde determinant |(; — (x|? = (¢ — Ck)(C;l -
Cr 1). Let us consider the following definition of J, and the rewriting of this using

integration by parts

; ::/ d¢, / d¢, / ¢ i{§p+ze_zjv<<j)m|%}
P Jpomicn Jr2miC,  Jp2mily 96 \ G — 2
7/ dCl L1 / dCN |: 1 Cp+ZerV(Cj)|A|2n:|6p_27r
- P

o 2miCy T 2mily | 2mil, Cp — 2 0,—0

dG / dép / div 1 G+ 2 o5 vie) a2
n S P N2 S TSN VG AR, (3.3
/T 2mi(y T 2miCp 1 2mi(N Cp Cp — ze A (3:3)
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Now we consider the various terms arising from the left-hand side of (3.3). Firstly
we compute the derivative of the Vandermonde determinant

0 1 G+ G
—log |A]?F = k— d . 4
o, elA =re O o (34)

<r#p<N

Using this we next sum the left-hand side of (3.3) over all independent p and find
N
_ Gpt2z
e S ) - (St
Z 2D (G- ij V(@)

<ZCP+21 Z §P+§r>' (3.5)

G 1<r£p<N =G

Mz

p=1

Continuing we seek to express the terms on the right-hand side of (3.5) in terms of
the connected resolvent functions. To this end we note the following averages have
such evaluations - starting with <Z;V:1(Cp - z)—1> = l ~ [W1(2) — N, we deduce

(s 1gplgpfj> L) - N = (LG 1), and also find 22( 3200, (G, —

z)’2> = azwl () — ; [W1(z) — N]. This latter result gives the first term on the
right-hand side of (3.5). Furthermore, for z, 2’ ¢ T, we compute

N

4zZ/< Z (G —2) 7" (G — Z/)71> =Wa(z,2') + [Wi(z) — N] [Wi(2") — NJ.

p,r=1

Now we turn our attention to the third term on the right-hand side of (3.5). From
the symmetry of the integral under p <> r we deduce

1G+20G+G
<ZZCpCp*Z§p §r>
T?fp

p=1r=1 r=1p=1
7P p#T
— gp +C’r l (i i)
<1<;p§N (Cp Z)(Cr_z)>+2<1gzp<lv CrJGC >
pFET pFT
1 0
= 3 (WQ(Z,Z) + [Wi(z) — N]2) + &Wl(z)

FININ -+ (V- 1( 6.

The second term on the right-hand side of (3.5) is < Z;\Ll gz J_r ivl(gp)> =P (2)+

V'(2)W1(z). Assuming (2.4) the right-hand side of Z;V:l Jp in (3.3) is given by
%[Wl (z) = N] - <Zp G 1>. Lastly we can evaluate the average appearing above
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as <Zp G 1> = lim, o Wl—(Z)Q_ZLl(O) Such a limit exists given the analyticity
of Wi (z) for z € D. Combining all of these results we arrive at (3.1). O

Our next objective is to construct the hierarchy of loop equations, of which
Proposition 3.1 is just the base or seed equation. To do this we will employ the
insertion operator method [2], [5] suitably adapted to the unit circle support. We

rewrite potential given in (2.2) using the coefficients vy = ki) thus

V(Q) =Yk toct, V() =D udE
keZ kEZ
k#£0 k#£0

Employing this new parametrisation we define the insertion operator ¢ € C*

which has the following properties -

(i) if ¢ # 2 the action on the potential itself is

0 (+z
v DT 0
(ii) the derivation of products
LA[V] -B[V] = LA[V] - B[V]+ A[V]- LB[V] (3.7)
av(c) oV (¢) oV (¢) ’ '
(iil) satisfies the chain rule for any sufficiently, continuously differentiable function
f:C—>C
9] C+=z
——f(V(2)) = f'(V(z , 3.8
S V) = V)= (39)
(iv) and commutes with ordinary derivation, ¢ # z
g 0 o 0 (3.9)

V() 0z 9z0V(CQ)

Proceeding on with the task of constructing the higher loop equations we es-

tablish a number of preliminary Lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. The first resolvent function is given by

0
Wi(z) = Ve logZn, =ze€ C\T, (3.10)

or recursively with the convention Wy := log Zn .
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Proof. This, the first case (n = 1) of a sequence, is established by the computation

0 _ 1 dC1 dCN i —V(¢) N 0 2%
avis) 8N = 70 | amia "'gﬁ_z-gN]l;[le ;(—1) SVGIAQ)

N

N
CL [y P S G e

Zy ) 2miGy 2mily L

O

Lemma 3.2. Let z € C*, and z; € C*,...,z, € C* be pair-wise distinct. The

unconnected moment U, satisfies the recurrence relation for m € N

%(Z)Um(zlv ERE Z’m) = Um+1(21, sy Bms Z) - Wl(z)U’m(Zla cet Z’m) (311)
Furthermore, with z' € C* and distinct from the forgoing variables, the unconnected

potential moment Q41 satisfies the recurrence relation

0
WQm-f-l(Z; 215405 2m)
= QM+2(Z; 21y« Rmy Z/) - Wl(Z/)QM+1(Z; Rlye - ,Zm)
0 (Z+=z 12 42
+ B (Z’ _ ZUm-',-l(Zl, e azmazl)) T ZUm+1(21, .. ,Zm,zl)
N

— Uz, zm). (312)
Proof. Assume that z' # z, z1,...,2, are all pair-wise distinct. Let us define
the Riesz-Herglotz kernel sum A(z) := Ef\il 8 i_ z, and the divided-difference
potential analogue Ag(z) := f\il Cﬁ i_z [V'(¢) — V'(2)]. For any B((1,...,¢N)

composed of products of A, Ay we compute that the action of the insertion operator

on its configuration average is the sum of three parts, using (3.10), (3.7) and (3.8),

)
v (2)

(B) = —Wi(2) (B) + (BA(2)) + <%(Z)B> . (3.13)

Furthermore, employing (3.6) and (3.9), we compute that

0 N 0 [(Z+z ., 12 +2
vy o =T g ( Alz >) "7

A(). (3.14)

zl —z zlZ -z

Now we proceed to compute the action of the insertion operator on the product
(Ao(2)A(21) -+ - A(zn)) by applying the forgoing results. First we apply (3.13) to

this particular product and note that aVL(Z)A(Zj) = 0. Next we substitute (3.14)
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into the appropriate term of the resulting expression and then deduce

i (Aa()AG) -+ Ae) = (Aa(a) A1)+ ()AL
— (Ao(AG) -+ Alen)) Wal) = 5 (A1) ACen)
% (j fi (A(z1) - -A<zn)A<z’)>) - Ziz fz (A(z1) - A(z)A()) . (3.15)
Both (3.11) and (3.12) now follow as applications of the above relation. O

A key result is that the action of the insertion operator on a particular connected

resolvent function generates the next connected resolvent function.

Proposition 3.2. Let us take the variables z; € C*, ... z, € C* pair-wise distinct.
The resolvent functions Wy, n € N are computed from the generating function using

the relation

) B
OV(z1) OV (zn)

log Zny = Wh(z1,. .., 2n). (3.16)

Proof. To establish this result we will prove it in its recursive form and then appeal
to the initial relation (3.10). In order to prove the recursive form we consider the
action of the insertion operator using (3.11) in two different ways, firstly in the

form

0

—U
aV(ZlJ,_g) l+1(Z17 7Zl+1)

= Uga(21, .- 2141, 2i42) — Wilzig2)Uiga (21, -0, 2141)-

Now we compute the left-hand side of the above starting with the recursive moment-

cumulant relation (2.13) (here I = (z1,...,21))

0

— U,
8V(zl+2) z+1(2‘1, ,Zl+1)

0
= —— Wi I\ ||z Uy
Z{ e Wiy (1Nl U (1)

0
FWigi—wa,)(I\I; IIZz+1)mU#(m (Ij)}

0
= — W, I Wiio_ NCAVE Udyiry(I;
e 11 ( |Zl+1)+1jzc:1 1+2—#(1,) I\l 21415 2142) U1, (1)
L #0
+ Y Winr—wa) M\l z1) [Ugerllzee) = Wa(zi2)Us ) ()]
I,CI
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0
= —W, I Wiso_wr(INIL; Uy (1L;
oV (ira) 11 ( |Zl+1)+zjzc:1 12— I\l zi1, 2i42) U (1) (1)
I;#0
+ > Wi s, D\Lillzee ) U,y 1(L | 2142)
I,CI
~Wi(zir2) > Wiga— sy (N llze0) Uger (1)
I,CI
0
= vy Villlz) + > Wiram gy Ulzi2\Lil 20 Ug 1) (1))
V(Zl+2) LiCI|z42
I];é(D
~Wi(zir2) > Wiga—sr)y (N llze0) Uger) (1)
I,CI
0
-7 w.oa
aV(Zl+2) H‘l( Hzl-‘rl)
+ Ula(21,. - 2i42) = Wiga(21, - -5 zi42) — Wi(zig2) Ui (21, - -5 2141)-

In the second step we have used (3.7); in the third (3.11); in the fourth we have

noted that the two terms in the summand are just a division of a common term

according to whether z;;9 is either in the argument of the W or the U factor;

and the final step is a recognition of the sums involved. Upon comparing the two

expressions we conclude
%Vﬂ_‘_l(m, ey Zl+1) - VVH_Q(Zl, ceey Zl+2) =0.

O

In addition we require the action of the insertion operator on the potential

resolvent functions.

Lemma 3.3. Applying the insertion operator to P, gives, for n =1

0 N 0 (z21+z 12z +2
— P = Py(z; - — 4+ — W- - — W- 3.17
S ) = Bl - 2 o (22w e)) - 22w, (17)
and forn > 1
LP (252 Zn) = Phyo(z;2 Zns Znt1)
aV(Zn+1) n+1\%y#ly---y4n) — Int2(<; <21y -y <n,<n+l
0 Zni1 + 2 1 zp41+2
+ P < +2 Whi(z1, - -72n+1)> - LWnJrl(zla ey Zngl)-
Zn+1 Zn+l — % Zn41 Zn4+l1 — 2

(3.18)

Proof. For (3.17) we apply Lemma 3.2 to the case Pi(z) = (Ao(z)). Using (3.15)
and the definition (Ag(2)A(2")) = Pa(z;2") + Pi(z)Wi(2'), (A(2)) = Wi(2') we
immediately deduce (3.17). In order to prove (3.18) we adopt a similar strategy to
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that employed in the proof of Proposition 3.2. Consider the action of the insertion
operator on ;41 in two different ways, firstly in the form (3.12)

0
m@l-ﬂ(% Zlyeees Zl)

= Qui2(z21, ..., 2141) — Wi(zi41)Quy1 (2521, . -, 21)

0 <zl+1 +z

1 zi41+ 2
Uigi(z1, ... ,Zl+1)) —————Ui(21, .-, 2i41)
02141 \ 2141 — 2

2141 2141 — 2
N
- —Ul(zlv .. '7Zl)'

Now we compute the left-hand side of the above starting with the recursive moment-

cumulant relation (2.14) (again I = (z1,...,2;)) in a sequence of steps

0 0
—Q 1) = E —— Pz INL) U1 (L
a‘r(zl_‘rl) l+1(Z ) Ijg[{a‘r(zl_i_l) 1+1 #(I])(Z \ J) #(I])( J)

0

P11 (%3 I\Ij)mU#(m (Ij)}

0
= Pz 1) + E {Pl o—#(1;) (23 I\Lj|[ 2141)
aV(ZH-l) I,CI +2=#0) !
I #0
1 zi41+2

Wz+1#(1j)(1\1j||21+1)} T e Wi g I\l 241)

0 {21+1 +z
02141 2141 — 2

N
—0r,=1— pUsr (I
IJ_IZ[+1 } #(I])( _7)

+ D Py (3 I\L) Uiy 11 (l1z061) = Wi (i) Uy (1)

I,CI
_ 0 P (Z-I)+ZP (ZI\IHZ )U (I)
TV (ag) T A A T
I;#0
+ 3 Priaop) (5 N Ugryy a1 2141)
I,CI
0 Zi41t 2
O AN W (N 21U (I
02141 [ZIHZI,-ZCI 11—, U\ | 2041) U ) (1)
1,70

1 z41+2
- Wisq—mry(I\L; Uiy (L;
FAP > Wiea—w) N llze0) Uger,) (1))

L,CI
1;#0
N
_ —ZlJrl Ul(I) - W1(2l+1) Z Pl+1f#(1j)(2;I\Ij)U#(]j)(Ij)

I,CI
I;?f(a
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0
A
Vo) 1+1(2; 21 21)
+ Quy2(z5215 - z101) — Prya(z5 21, -+ zi01) — Pia(z5 21, -, 20)Un (2i41)
0 Zl41+ 2
— | —— U, — W
Do (Zz+12[ 1+1(215 s 2i1) = Wiga (21, -5 2141)]
1 zjp1+2
T Ui (21, 2i1) = Wi (21, 2041))]

241 Rl4+1 — 2

N
- ;Ul(«zl; vy 2) = Wizie) [Qua (521, -y 21) — P (2521, -0, 21)]
+

Upon comparing the two expressions we arrive at (3.18). (I

Using Proposition 3.2 and Lemma 3.3 we can apply the action of the insertion

operator repeatedly to the first Loop Equation.

Proposition 3.3. The second Loop Equation z # z1, z,z1 ¢ T is given by

(k — 1)0.Wa(z,21) — Sk27 [Wa(2, 2, 21) + 2W1 (2)Wa(z, 21)]
— Py(z;21) — V' (2)Wa(z, 21)

0 (z1+z 12z1+2
- — (% W — W W
9o (21 Wi (z1) — 1(2)]) s ~ Wi(a1) = Wi(z)]
N-W W:
L VW) v — 1) 41 P22 (500
21 2—0 2z
Let I denote the m-tuple of variables I = (z1,22,...,2m) and || the string con-

catenation operation. In the general case the (m + 1)-th Loop Equation for m > 2

8
(k= 1) Wini1(2[1)

b Wzl Y Won G Wy )
I;,CI
0<j=1;|<m

= Py (231) = V' (2) Wi (2]1)

Z 5 = (2 )~ Winlel\)

P IEE 2 ) W)

= Zj 25 — X

i (2l1\zy) + LrN + 1 — ] tim Wt G 5.9

z—0 z

Proof. In respect of the second loop equation (3.19) we apply the insertion operator
0/0V (z1) to (3.1) assuming z # z;. Employing (3.16), (3.9), (3.7), (3.17) and (3.6),
and interchanging the z — 0 limit in the resulting expression and simplifying we
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deduce (3.19). To prove the generic case (3.20), which applies for m +1 > 3, we
are going to employ an induction argument and utilise all of our previous lemmas.
We act on the left-hand side of (m + 1)-th loop equation (3.20) with the insertion
operator 9/0V (zm41) and note the following mappings of the terms (now I=

(2’1, ey Zm+1))

Win(I) = Wiyt (1),
Win 41 (ZIIT) = Wins2(2I|1),
Winso (2, 2| T) = Winss (2, 2||1),
Wit1(2[1;) = Wit2 (2| 1| 2m+1),

Win—jr1 (ZII\L;) = Win—jr2 ([ 1\Ljl| zm1),

Pry1(z;1) = Pryyo(z; 1)

0 Zmal + 2 A 1 zpa1+2 .
3 ( = Wm+1(1)) - W (D),
Zm+1 Zm41 Zm4+1 — 2

+

Zm+1 — %
Wi (2[l1\25) = Wanga (2 1\25),  j #m+1,

0: W1 (2|1) = 0-Winy2(211),

0 , 0  Zmy1+z 1 Zmy1+2 1
V' (2) = - — .
OV (zm+1) 0Zm41 Zm+1 — 2 Zm+1 Zm4l — 2 Zmil

From the fourth and fifth mappings in this list we note that

Y Wit I Wi (IIN)
I,CI
> Wisa G 2me ) Win— i1 (ZIINL) + Wiga (1 L) Wan— 2 (I T\ | 2m1)
I,CI
= > Wi Gl W2 (2 1\ ),
ci

where we recognise the two terms in the intermediate summation as arising from
the latter as to whether z,, 41 € I; or not. Combining all these and sorting terms
into appropriate categories we see that the the resulting expression is precisely the

m + 2)-th loop equation. O
( p eq
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4. LARGE N SOLUTION SCHEME FOR LOOP EQUATIONS FOR GENERAL N AND [
FOR THE DYSON CIRCULAR ENSEMBLE IN THE GLOBAL REGIME

Two asymptotic regimes of the general system of loop equations as N — oo are
permissible. One regime, which we refer to as a Continuum Limit, is the regime
where the index & of the moments my grows like &k — oo but with fixed k/N = x
so that = O(1). The moments have the limit

. 1
m(z) := ngnoo N =N (4.1)

This regime requires a careful analysis of the jumps in W5(() across the unit cir-
cle ( € T and of the densities on the unit circle which contain terms that are
purely oscillatory with phases proportional to N, such as ¢V (in addition to the
purely algebraic dependency on N). This essentially implies a local analysis in
the neighbourhood of distinguished or singular points on the unit circle and a new
independent variable replacing ¢, depending on the details of the potential.

The other regime is when either |(| < 1 or |{| > 1, i.e. bounded away from
the unit circle, and thus ¢V is exponentially suppressed or dominant depending
on the situation - we denote this the Global Regime. In this case the moment
index k = O(1) is fixed or k = o(IV), and no information about the larger values of
k ~ O(N) is apriori accessible. This is the only case we will study here. Nonetheless,
by taking N,k — oo such that k/N is fixed in the resulting expressions, we can
reclaim the expansion (1.7). This is consistent with f(k; 8) as defined in (1.9) being
analytic in k with radius of convergence min (27, 28).

For the Circular § Ensemble in the global regime it is possible to use elementary
arguments to fix the algebraic growth of the cumulants, which we do in the following

proposition.

Proposition 4.1. In the global regime, ||z;| —1| >4, j=1,...,1, 1> >0 and
alll > 1, Re(k) > 0 as N — oo the connected resolvent functions Wy, P, 1 > 1

have algebraic leading order and possess the large N expansion

Wy = N2 D Nt D (4.2)
P =N>tpP L NtpTh (4.3)

Proof. We will show this for the W; only as the arguments are identical in the case
of the P,. For any z € C* such that ||z| — 1| > ¢ and { € T we note the following
bounds using the triangle inequality

1+ 2|

L-fell _[¢+z| 1+l
O

1+2] —|¢—=2

These bounds apply for all z € C* excluded from the annulus {z € C: 1 -6 <
|z] < 14 0} and thus we do not need to keep track of the configurations of the
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co-ordinates (21, ..., 2). Applying these basic inequalities to the integral definition
of U;, we have

[ Bt s 1

1<i<t 7t 1<i<y 7
Therefore the U; have algebraic growth and because of the purely polynomial rela-
tionship with the W (the inverse of (2.10)) the same conclusion can be drawn for
them. However in order to refine the large N behaviour of the W; we will make
an analysis of (3.20) using balancing arguments. Let us denote the leading order
algebraic term by W, = O(NF!) with the exponent E;. There are five types of

terms in (3.20) with distinct exponents -

(1) 2L terms Wiy, with exponent Ej o,

(2) B: terms 9, Wy 1, Wiy1, Pry1, with exponent Fpyq,

(3) €: terms W, with exponent Ej,

(4) ©: terms NWj41, with exponent Ej4q + 1,

(5) §j, 0<j <I: terms Wjt1_;Wj41, with exponent Ejy1_; + Ejy1.
Of the total number of matchings to apply the balancing conditions, the fifth Bell
number Bs = 52, a number are obviously logically inconsistent, such as B and D,
of which there are sixteen of these. In addition a further eight are also inconsistent.
The single case of no conditions can also be excluded. A further seven cases lead to
E; = 0 which is just the original loop equation. A similar set are the eight neutral
or fixed cases where Ej is [ independent however these are not relevant here. The
remaining twelve have potential applications. Of these four are ascending Ej; >
E;, four are descending Ej11 < E; and another four are progressive Ej11 < Ej,
depending on the sign of E1, Fs, or E5—1. In all these twelve cases the [ dependence
is linear. The descending cases are only of interest here and are -
{€,D} > {B} > {A,5,}, B =1,
(€D} > {B,5,} > (A, B =1-1,
{€,9,5;} >{B}>{A}, B, =21,
{€,9} > {B} > {A},{5,}, E. =2E1 —].

The last two cases are the same for 1 = 1 and is the solution we are seeking as the

others do not ensure the initial instance Wy = O(N). Taking E; = 2 — | we now
seek the sub-leading term W, = NEIWP + NE W] 4 o( NE+) where &, < 0.
Matching the sub-leading terms from €,®,§; the only solution is §; = —1, which
also means that the remainder terms left over from the leading one come in at this
level. O

We now specialise all of the preceding theory to the Dyson circular ensemble case
with V(z) = 0. In this work our focus will be on the two-point correlation function
for the Dyson circular 8 ensemble analytically continued in the complex plane in

the parameters § = 2x and N. From its definition (1.5) one can readily deduce
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that for N > 2 a (N —2)-dimensional integral representation for this correlation

function with the well-known form

N(N — 1) T(k + 1)
2m)N  L(kN)

|ei92 _ ei91 |2KZ

pe2)(02,01) =

N—-2 2
X / dpy...don_o H H 1-— t?i(‘z’j_e’“)|2'€ H |ei¢f — ei¢k|2”,
[0,27] N2 j=1 k=1 1<j<k<N-2

(4.4)

(see Eq. (13.32) of [19]), where use has been made of the closed form evaluation of

the normalisation as conjectured in Dyson’s original paper [16],

I'(1+ Nk)

AR

(4.5)

(see e.g. Prop. 4.7.2 of [19])
Because V = 0 and thus P, = 0,n > 1 there is rotational symmetry of the

ensemble and the one-particle density is uniform

l =
pa)(z) = pwy(1) =N, p =

0, 1#£0
Therefore we have
N, zeD
Wl(z) = .
—N, ze€D

All dependency of the higher n > 2 resolvent functions on angles is via their differ-
ences and for n = 2 we denote 8 = 05 — 61. Let us define the Fourier coefficients of

pe2)c(0) through the trigonometric expansion

peyc(z) =Y miz". (4.6)
keZ
They possess an evenness property m_jp = myg. We can see, either from their
definition or from the Loop Equations, that Wy(z, 2) = 0 for z € D and z € D. The
first Loop Equation (3.1) is satisfied by

m0+Na (070)
™m +Na (OO,OO)
Wa(z1, 22) = Wa(C = 29/21) = 0
2(21,22) 2(C = 22/21) —mg — N — 4577 (my + N)¢*, (00, 0)
—mo—N—4ZEO:1(m—k+N)C_k’ (0,00)
(4.7)

In addition to the generic symmetry properties (2.15), (2.16), (2.17), (2.18) we have
special ones for the Dyson circular ensembles -
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v) Let ¢ be the inversion or flipping operator ¢ : d — 1/d,z — z~!'. Then
v) pping op :

inversion symmetry is valid in the global regime
d ceey dp di), ..., ud,
Wn< S ) =W, ( ") dn) ) (4.8)
N Z1, ey Zn

(vi) and the affine property « # 0, 00

d ceey  dp di, ..., dj
Wn< b ’ >:Wn< ! ) (4.9)

oz, ..., Q2 21, e..y Zn
We now undertake the task of solving the hierarchy of loop equations, (3.1),
(3.19) and (3.20), using the large N expansion of the resolvent functions given by

(4.2), starting with the leading order contributions.
Wl(l): The first Loop Equation decomposes into the separate equations, the first of

these arising at order N2, and is, assuming x # 0

M, 1
2 [1 — (WP (2)?| + lim W E=1_

z—0 z ’

which has the solutions Wl(l)(z) = +1. Clearly Wl(l)(z) =1,z €D and Wl(l)(z) =
-1, z e D.
Wl(o): The next equation arises at order N and is, under the same assumptions and

from the solutions above

(0)
W.
—zlel(l)(z)Wl(O) (z) + 3 lim m ) =0.

z—0 z

We deduce that Wl(o) (z) = 0,z € D and consequently also that Wl(o)(z) =0,z¢cD.
W1(72k71): In general for the case of even orders N=2k | >0 we find

(k — 1)(9le(7%) (2) — %Koz_lWéf%)(z, z)

— w27 [V @2+ W W Y )+ WP w0
(—2k
1

) (—2k-1)
+ 3(1 = k) lim m @ + $k lim W ) 0, (4.10)

z—0 z z—0 z

which clearly has a unique solution for W1(72k71)(2), given other inputs and that
K #0and WV (2) £0,1/2.
W22 Whereas for the odd orders N=2k=1 we have

(k — 1)8ZW1(_%_1)(Z) - %n271W2(_2k_1)(z, z)
— k2! [Wf*’” OWF D)+ wP W TR ()
w—2k=1) w=2k=2)
+ (1 — k) lim —L ) + %k lim W) =0, (4.11)

z—0 z z—0 z

which also has a unique solution for W1(72k72) (z) given the above conditions.
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WQ(O): The second Loop Equation generates an equation at the leading order of IV

which states

k2 WD ()W (2, 21)

0 21tz [ ) Lotz )
T Omn—2z 1 (21) ()| +— 21—z 1 (1) =Wy (=)
1—wm w0
S A0 S P4 (2) + %n lim —2 >~/ (2,21) =0.
Zl z—0 z

In order to solve this we have to consider the domains of z,z; in a particular
order - firstly we choose z € D, 2; € D (denoted by 0,0) which allows us to fix
BZWQ(O) (0,2z1) = 0, and thus WQ(O) (2,21) = 0. Next we consider z € D, z; € D i.e.

(00,0) and from the previous derivative evaluation we conclude

Wéo)(z,zl) = —%ﬁ (4.12)
Proceeding we look at the domain 0, oo, where z € D, z; € D, and initially compute
the derivative at the origin to be 8ZW2(0)(0, z1) = —4/kz1. This allows us to solve
for W;O)(z, z1) and we obtain the same result as above. The reason why this is the
same is because of the symmetry Wa(z € 0,21 € 00) = Wa(z~! € 00,2, € 0).
Lastly we examine the oo, co domain, and using the previous derivative evaluation

we deduce that WQ(O) (z,21) = 0.
W2(71): At the next order, N°, one can derive the equation

(k — 1)BZW2(O) (2,21) — k2t [Wl(o)(z)WéO)(z, z1) + Wl(l)(z)W( 1)(2 zl)}

d 2142 [0 (0) Lz 42700 (0)
w - (z)] w w0
o W) - WG|+ T [0 - 0)
wo o) WD
W) +3(1— &) lim Wy (2,21) + 3k lim Wy (&21) =0.
21 z—0 z z—0 z
Again this has a unique solution for Wz(_l)(z, 21).
WQ(_k_l): Next we come to the generic case at order N~* where k € N
(k — 1)(9ZW2(_ )(z z1) — 71W?f )(z,z,zl)
— k2! [Wf—’” (W (2, 20) + WD WS (2, 20) +
AW 2]
0 21tz -k ) Ltz 70 (—k)
-2 W -] w —W
e L R e O R e LA EV R e ©)
(—F) (=k) (—k-1)
W e (2) + %(1 — k) lim W, &2) (2,21) + %H lim —2 (2,21) =0.
z1 z—0 z z—0 z
In this case one solves for Wéfk*l)(z, z1)
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For the third and higher Loop Equations a generic pattern has set in, so we only
treat this general case. In addition to the simple and general statements about the

initial coefficients we can give three known exact cases.
Proposition 4.2. The coefficients VV1 ( ) for1 <0 and z € D or z € D all vanish.

Proof. This follows by induction from (4.10) and (4.11) given that Wl(l)(z) ==+1
and WQ(I)(Z, z) =0 for all z and [. O

Proposition 4.3. The leading coefficients Wl(_il_l) for 1 > 2 and all arguments
21, ..., 2141 vanish. Thus the leading order of the expansion for W,,,m = 3,4,...

is one less than that assumed in (4.2).

Proof. Let I = (21,...2m). The (m + 1)-th loop equation resolved to the level
N2=™ states

_ 1 m)
—%ng 12 Z Wél:f j (z HIm—j)WJ+1 ( 14;)
520 1Ty =1

S L a e ey W)

= 0z 2j — 2
12+ 2 om) (2—m)
Y S W) - W )
j=1 J ~Jj
LN AL ETs
Z—W (z|1\2;) + % 2 lim Dm1 VN I =0. (4.13)
z z
j=1"7

It is a non-trivial fact that the Koebe solution WQ(O) satisfies the following functional-

differential equation for all configurations of z, z1, 2o

- 0 z1+z
k2T WO (2, 20) W50 (2, 20) — 921 zi —z |:W2(0)(21; 22) = Wiz, zz)}
9 2242 [0 0)
Bz —2 [WQ (21, 22) = W5 (2721)]
i ALtz (0) . (0) i 2o+ 2 (0) B (0)
+ P Wy (21, 22) — W, (z,zz)} + P {WQ (21, 22) — WS (z,zl)}

1 1
— =W (z,22) = = W3 (z,21) = 0,
21 22

as one can verify. However the above is just the m = 2 case of (4.13) with the
exception of the terms 7’{271W3(_1)(Z,21722) + %f-@ang(_l)(z,zl,zQﬂz:O, whose
unique solution is Wé_l) (2,21, 22) = 0. For the m = 3 case of (4.13) one derives an

identical equation for W4(72), possessing again a null solution, and so on. (I
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Proposition 4.4. Let I = (z1,...,2;) for | > 2. The sub-leading coefficients

Wl(_i__ll)(zHI) for 1 > 2 and configuration (0o 0') satisfy the linear functional relation

l
(D) _ 2 22j (1-1)
Wi (2,21, m) = —— ;:1 sz (2,1\z), (4.14)
subject to the initial values

- ~1
WO ) =0, WS (s,0) = 412+ 2)

K2 (z2—21)%
Proof. The (m + 1)-th loop equation resolved to the level N'=™ states

(& — D)AWL (=||1)

m/2 or (m—1)/2

B i »
LD > [ Gl )
J=0 Il dm— =1
WA Gl )W 1)
m+1—j m—3)¥" j4+1 J
N0 2+ 2
— — wa=-m)ny — wd=-m) 1 }
D (W= (1) = W™ () 1\z)
j=1
m 1 2 + z —m —m
> I W) = WG|
=1 %0 %
Jj=1
! Watt D) W G
ST W (2 I\zy) 4 b lim —m LT L (1 k) lim T — g,
= Zj z—0 z z—0 z
From the previous theorem we know Wﬁ;fn) = 0. With (z,21,...,2m) € (c00™)

there are a number of additional simplifications: Wi ™ (I) =0and Wl(l) (z) = —1.
Solving for Wé;rnf) in terms of W~ using the Koebe solution (4.12) for WQ(O)
and simplifying, we deduce (4.14). O
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(1,1)
v
|<1,0>\|<27o>\\
v
[a-v] [e-n[  Je-b]
4 a > ~~
(L] [e-a] [e-2| -2
? ) F N t’/ x \
-3 (@9 Je-3]  [4-3] |63
V FN k// ,”/ 1/
[a-o] [e-of Je-o]  Ja-9
? ) t’/ 4—”/
[(1,-5)] A| (2,-5) [(3,-5) (2+L,—M+1L)
(2,-6) ’ -

(4,—M +2)

-
-

(1,—M +1) (3,—M +1)

(2,—M)

FIGURE 1. Solution schema plan labeled by indices (I, m) where
the solved variable is Wl(m).

The results of our calculations undertaken using the above solution scheme are

given, in the case of W5 to order N9, in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.5. Let s1,s2 be the first two elementary symmetric functions of
21, 2z2. Furthermore z1, z9 are strictly bounded away from the unit circle. The two-

point resolvent function Wy in the co,0 domain has the expansion as N — oo

B 4(/1 —1)  s189 (k —1)% s2(52 + 2s2)

K2N (21 — 22)3 KINZ (71 — 29)*

L

k—1) 8189
R [ 1 2 (00 Tk )
1— 22
(k—1)2 S92
Ii5N4 (21 — 22)6

x [(k —1)%st +2 (115% — 16k + 11) 5957 + 4 (4K — 5k + 4) s3]




(k=1)  s159 4.4 4 3 2 2
—4 k—1)%s7 +2 (26" — 81k” + 111k° — 81Kk + 26) s9s
k6 N5 (Zl o 22)7 [( ) 1 ( ) 291

4 (34K — 95K° 4 126K — 95k + 34) 53]

(k—1)2 S2 16 A 5 ) A
— 4 " (% — 1)%s% + 6 (195* — 526° + 69K% — 52k + 19) 557
+ 72 (105" — 23k® + 30K% — 23k + 10) s3s7

+4 (68" — 140r° + 183k — 140k + 68) s3]

(k—1)  s15 6,6
k—1)"s
K,8N7 (Zl _ 22)9 [( ) 1

2 (120k° — 519K° 4 1044k* — 1289x% + 1044K> — 519k + 120) ss1
+ 8 (3840 — 14495 + 2688k* — 3233k + 2688k% — 1449k + 384) 5357
+8 (496k° — 1722k° + 3051k — 3616k° + 3051x% — 1722k + 496) s3]

(k—1)2 S9

—4 = [(k —1)%%

KIN® (21 — 22)
+2(247x°% — 960x° + 1815x" — 2192K° + 1815k — 960k + 247) 25§
+12 (968k° — 3117x° + 5390k — 6311x° + 5390k — 3117k + 968) s3s7
+ 8 (4288r° — 12264r° + 20319k — 23309x° + 20319x> — 12264x + 4288) 5357
+8 (992x° — 2604r° + 4212k — 4753k” + 4212k% — 2604k + 992) 5]

(k—1) 5189

—4 k—1)8s%
KIOND (2 — 29)1t (=17,

+2 (5026° — 2725k7 4 7009° — 11461%° + 133515
—11461° 4 7009x> — 2725k + 502) 5257
+12 (3398k® — 15783k + 36212x° — 55308k + 63002«
—55308rk> + 36212k — 15783k + 3398) 5357
+ 16 (14384K° — 60814x" + 130739x° — 192346x° + 216458k
—1923465° + 130739x% — 60814k + 14384) s5s7
+ 16 (11056K° — 437507 + 90025+° — 129211x° + 144256k

27

—129211%% 4 90025k — 43750k + 11056) s3] . (4.15)
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Corollary 4.1. The moments my, k > 0 with k = o(IN), possess the large N — 0o
expansion
1

(—1),5 (k=12
mk(N,H)+N:Ek+ N2 k* + N3

k3

(k—1) (k—1)?
T oNaaa F L (687~ 1 4 6) K] 4+ s R = (267 — 36+ 2) 1]
MG RY (5% + K% + & + (=30k° + 55k° — 30k) k?
30N3K6

+ (30k* — 91k® + 124k% — 91k + 30) k]

(k—1)?

37Q,.3 2 3 2 2
+ Wk [8/-@ + 15k° 4+ 8k + (71001-@ + 150K° — 100/1) k

+ (60k* — 148r% + 1957 — 148k + 60) k*|

(k—1) 12

+ 840N 7kK8

[720n(n4+n3+n2+n+l)
+ 7k (426" + 315" — 116> + 31k + 42) k?
— 70k (30k* — 91k% + 124K% — 91k + 30) k*

+ (840k° — 32145° 4 6033k — 7288k% +6033k” — 3214k + 840) k]

(K/ — 1)2 kS
5040N8K?
+ (3780° 4 6048k — 10605 + 60482 + 3780k ) k*

+ (—17640x° + 43512k — 57330x° + 43512x> — 17640 ) k*
+ (5040k° — 15780k° + 27152k" — 31685k +27152k% — 15780k + 5040) k°]

+ [ —600x° — 1112* — 1180x® — 1112K” — 600k

(k—1)
7560 N k10
— 2k (1470K° 4 1049K° — 888k — 1162k> —888k” + 1049k + 1470) k*

+ 21k (510° + 235K° — 2937k* + 4552k% —2937K> + 235k + 510) k*
— 42k (840k° — 3214K° 4 6033k* — 7288k% +6033k% — 3214k + 840) k°
+ (7560k% — 332227 + 73603x° — 110325K° + 124936x"
—110325K° + 73603k — 33222k + 7560) k*].  (4.16)

+ k2[2521€(l€6+I€5+I€4+I€3+I€2+I€-‘r1)

Proof. Using a partial fraction decomposition of (4.15) with respect to ( = 22/21
and then making the substitutions (¢ — 1)™™ — (—1)”% for m = 2,3,... we
directly deduce (4.16). O
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Remark 4.1. If one examines the coefficient of the highest £ monomial in each of the
expansion terms of (4.16), as per the scaling (4.1), then one recovers the sequence
of x polynomials first reported in Eq. (8.1) of [20] (recall (1.7))

11
lananQ, 1737%+n2,
91k  62k%  91k3 4 37k 13k%  37k3 4
1——+ - kY, 1—— - + K5,
30 15 30 15 4 15
1 1607~ n 2011K%  911k3 N 2011k*  1607x° 4 b
— - - K
420 280 105 280 420 ’
263k 1697x%  6337k3 1697k 263K° 6
1- + - + - + K,
84 315 1008 315 84
791k 73603k% 7355k 2231k*  7355k°  73603k6  T91k7 8
1- + - + - + - + K,
180 7560 504 135 504 7560 180

where in their work we identify  — &, y — 1/Nk.

Proposition 4.6. The low index moments have the exact rational evaluations

mo(N,k) = —N, (4.17)
- 1 (k—1) - N
ml(N,H)—*N+E+m—*N+m, (418)
ma(N,k) = —N + % (4.19)
(k—1) 2 2(k—2) 226 —1)

K HN+1—H_(n+1)(fiN+2—fi)+(n+1)(fiN+1—2fi)

Proof. Given that we have at hand 10 orders in the expansion of my, in (4.16) we
investigate a [j; j + 1] Padé analysis of the low index k examples of my + N — k/k
with respect to N about N = co. The reason for this type of Padé approximant is
that degy (den) = degy (num)+1. For mq + N —1/k we find the [1; 2] approximant
yields a rational function of N which agrees with all terms in the expansion (4.16).
Another signature of this fit is that higher approximants yield an indeterminate
situation, i.e. vanishing of all subsequent Hankel determinants. This is (4.18). For
ma + N — 2/k we find the same situation in the case of the [3;4] approximant, and
[4;5] and higher approximants are indeterminate. The result is (4.19). For k > 3
we expect a [5; 6] approximant would be sufficient however we do not have enough
terms in the expansion for this.

In case the reader may doubt the veracity of the formulae (4.17)-(4.19) one
can in fact directly prove these claims. If one takes the second Loop Equation
(3.19) with z € D and z; € D then terms with Wa(z,21), Ws(z, z, 21) vanish and
Wi(z) = Wi(z1) = —N, so that it reduces to

2N

—+ L[K(N = 1) + 1] 9., Wa(z0, 21|

0.

Z():O =

However from (4.7) 0,,Wa(zo, 21)] 4(m1+N)/z and we deduce (4.18). O

Z():O - -
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Remark 4.2. As we will see in the next Section the formulae (4.17)-(4.19) agree
with k = 2 CSE result (5.5) and the x = 1/2 COE result (5.8) for all N, and with
the N = 2 cases (5.14), (5.15) and the N = 3 cases (5.21), (5.22) for all even,
positive 8. One might speculate that the form for general k& begins with

ko k(k—1) 1
N =—N+—
mk( ’ﬁ) +n+ K kN +1—k

.2 (4.20)

In the context of the circular Dyson ensembles we observe the following duality

formulae are valid.

Proposition 4.7. The moments satisfy the duality relation, where both sides are

non-zero and k # 0,00
K2 (my + N)(—kN, k™) = (mg + N)(N, k). (4.21)

The resolvent functions in the global regime satisfy the duality relations k # 0,00,

leN
() '~ Wi(z1,. .. 2, —kN, k™Y = Wi(z1, ..., 21, N, K). (4.22)

Remark 4.3. Analogous dualities for the moments in the Gaussian 8 ensemble were
established using Jack polynomial theory in the study of Dimitriu and Edelman

[14], and the corresponding results for the generating functions were given in [41].

5. SPECIAL ExAcT CASES OF THE DYSON CIRCULAR ENSEMBLES

5.1. General N and 8 = 1,2,4 Circular Ensembles. We recount and extend
some of the well-known results for the two-point correlations in the g = 1, 2, 4 cases
for the purposes of comparison to and checking against the results found for general
[ in the preceding section. These special cases also serve as illustrations of some
key properties of the two-point resolvents for general 8. At the same time we also
highlight some of the differences between the exact results and those found within
the global expansion regime, which will arise from contributions to my (N, k) when
k = O(N) and a failure of analyticity. We should point out that our formulation
has differing normalisation conventions to those of Mehta [30], Chapter 10. Let us
define [30], Eq. (10.1.6) and (10.1.3)

Sn(0) =Y e?, (5.1)

pEAN

where Ay = {1(1—=N),3(3=N),...,2(N —3),2(N — 1)} and has the properties
Sn(—0) = Sn(0), Sn(0+27) = (=1)N=1Sx(0), Sx(0) = N. Alternatively one has
an evaluation in terms of the second Chebyshev polynomials

1
sin 5 N6

1
sin 59

SN(G) = = UN_l(COS %9),
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In addition we require the definition of the angular derivative [30], Eq. (10.3.6)

DS (6) := %SN(G), (5.2)

which can be expressed in terms of the first and second Chebyshev polynomials

DSn(6) = £ Ncosecs0 Ty (cos 260) — & cot 20 Un—_1(cos 36).

-2

Furthermore we make the definition of the indefinite integral [30], Eq. (10.3.7)

0
ISN(0) ::/ de’ Sy (9,
0
which has the trigonometric series representation

sin 1pf
sy B N €2z
p=1,3.N-1 P
ISN(9) = e 1 .
sin 5pf
4N +0, Ne2Z+1
p=24,..., N—-1 p
A related quantity to the above, is [30], Eq. (10.3.10) and (10.3.11)

1 _
JSn(0) = — Z g tet?,
qERN

(5.3)

where the summation is unbounded over the index set Ry = {£5(N +1), £3(N +

3),...}. Similarly one has the alternative expression

JSn(0) =-4

p=N+1,N+3,...
Lastly we define ey (0) := ISy (0) — JSn(0) which has either a “saw-tooth” profile

sin % o

. (5.4)

(=)™, 2mm <6 <2m(m+1)
€NEQZ(9) = , me Za
0, 0 =2mm

or a “step” profile

Cm+Dm, 2mm <6 <2x(m+1)
ene2z+1(0) = , mEeEZ.

2mm, 0 =2mm

5.2. 8 =2 CUE. A standard result gives, see [30] pg. 196 Eq. (10.1.13),
(1—2M)(1—-27N)
(1—-2)(1—-271) °

From its Fourier decomposition the moments are

pyc(0) = — (Sn(0))? = -

my = —(N = [E[)O(N — |k|),

and we note that this is not analytic at K = N. One can readily see that this has

an exact large N continuum limit

m(x) = —(1 = |z)O(1 — |z).
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The two-point resolvent function is readily computed and found to be given by

1— N
_44742,

Wa (21, 22) = (1-9)
0, otherwise

zZ2 = .
(=—, 2z €D, 2, €D or vice versa
21

This differs from the leading, universal term of (4.15) by the term ¢V in the nu-
merator, which is not accessible in the global regime. It is interesting to observe
that W5(() satisfies the Bieberbach property |my + N| < |k| for all k, N.

5.3. 8 =4 CSE. Again from [30], pg. 211 Eq. (10.5.6) and pg. 212 Eq. (10.5.15),

we have
pyc(l) = —i [(S2n(0))? — DSon (0) 152 (6)] -

Proposition 5.1. The moments of the two-point resolvent function for the CSE
are given by |k| < 2N — 2

2N —k —

L[N+ —v(-N+k+1)], k>0
2N +k—1

mkz—% 1 1 .
[b(N+k+1)—p(-N+1)], k<o

k
k
For |k| > 2N — 1, my = 0. Here ¥(x) is the standard di-gamma function, see Eq.
5.2.2, http://d1lmf .nist.gov/5.2.E2 in [38].

Proof. Employing the definitions (5.1) and (5.2) we find

QNli‘m“(o’k) A—2N+1—k

_ 1
Mk =773 2A—2N+1 °

l=max(0,k)
or without loss of generality the partial fraction sum formula valid for & > 0

NSRS ) S SR S ! (5.5)
Mk = 2 "2 |2N—-1 "aN-3 " TaAN-(@k-1)]° '

O

There are a couple of observations to note here - as well as terminating at
|k| = 2N — 2, mj, + N has a maximum at k = N of N + TN [(N + 3) — ¢(3)].
Thus W5, in this case, violates the Bieberbach inequality and fails to be univalent.

The large N continuum limit is
m(z) = —1+ 3z — xlog|l — x|,

which exhibits a weak non-analyticity at z = 1.
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Proposition 5.2. The second resolvent function for the CSE in the 0,00 domain
is given by = 21/22 < 1
Wa(Q) =2(1-¢) 11 -
2
102 |21 = 2N-2y _9(1 _ c2N-1y _
I S B (RIS B e

2=+ N+ -]

¢ - c”*)}

2 2N
— L,F(1,2 - N;2 - N; ¢ RAN-LN+L0|.
X|:2N—32 1(72 ) D 7§)+2N—12 1(5 2 +23<) (56)

In the global asymptotic regime we have as N — co

2% 1

C—17  NC-1p
1

EENEIE

1 4
— mg(w&sou 138¢% +50¢% + ¢*)

¢ (1+157¢ 4 994¢% + 994¢° +157¢* + ¢°)

Wa(C) ~ C+0) = grae ¢ (1+4¢+¢)

¢ (1+15¢ +15¢% + ¢%)

1
TN — 1)
1

_ mg (1 +480¢ + 6231¢% + 13456¢% + 6231¢* + 480¢° + ¢°)

— (14 1451¢ + 35961¢2 + 146907¢3 + 146907¢*
+64N7(<71)9<( + 1451¢ + ¢+ ¢+ ¢

+35961¢° + 1451¢° + ¢7)

1
~ 128N3(¢ —1)10
+1402834¢° + 197224¢5 + 4366¢7 + ¢®)

¢ (1 +4366¢ + 197224¢? 4 1402834¢> + 2597230¢*

1
+ 256N9(¢ — 1)1
+38286798¢° + 12262436¢° + 1047252¢" + 13113¢5 + (%) . (5.7)

¢ (1+ 13113¢ + 1047252¢> + 12262436¢° + 38286798¢*

Proof. For details we refer the reader to the proof of Proposition 5.4 as entirely

identical methods apply to both cases. (]

5.4. 8 =1 COE. From [30], pg. 201 Eq. (10.3.16) and pg. 205 Eq. (10.3.42), we

have

pyc(0) = — [(Sn(8))* — DSn(8)JSn(6)] .
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Proposition 5.3. The moments of the COFE two-point resolvent function are given
by
my, = —(N — [k[)O(N — |k[)—
—min(k, N)
+E[Y(3(N +1) + k) —¢(3(N +1) + max(0,k — N))|, k>1
—min(—k, N)
,k[q/,(%(]\f +1)—k)— 1/)(%(]\7 + 1) + max(0, —k — N))}, kE<-1

Note that my is non-zero for all k.

Proof. In this case we need to employ the formulae (5.2) and (5.4) from which we

compute
k—1 1
k—1—-1l+5(1-N
me= AN+ 3 R L
l=max(0,k—N) + 5( + )
*il k+N+1+i(1-N)
_ . ,
l=max(0,—k—N) I+ E(N + 1)
or in form of the partial-fraction sum, when k& > 0
N4 | —— g ! (5.8)
k= N+1 N+3 T Ny2k-1] '

O

The moment my, does not have a maximum for finite &k but approaches zero as

k — oo. The large N continuum limit of my is now

—142z—2log(2x+1), 0<a<l1
2z 41
1—zlog—— 1
zlog 57—, x>

m(x)

and is not analytic at = 1 (very weakly though, as the difference between either
side of x = 1 first appears at the third order).

Proposition 5.4. The second resolvent function for the COE in the 0,00 domain

is given by ( = z1/22 < 1

Wa(Q) = 41— )7 ¢N +4(1 = 72 [-2(1 = ¢¥) + ¢~ V]
by R0 - 0720 - Y 1= O N = 1+ (V +1)6Y)]
X oF (1, 3N + 3:4N + 3:¢). (5.9)



35

In the global asymptotic regime we have as N — co

8¢ 8
(¢C-1)2 N(C-1)
8

- mg (1+15¢ +15¢% + ¢%)

Wa(¢) ~ — CA+¢) - C(1+4¢+¢%)

N2(¢— 1)

8 2 3 4
- N 1)6§(1+50C+138C +50¢% 4 ¢*)

8

— mg (14 157¢ +994¢2 + 994¢* + 157¢* + ¢°)

8
- ((1+4 231¢2 + 134563 + 6231¢* 4 480¢° + ¢
NG(C—l)SC( + 480¢ + 6231¢? + 13456¢> + 6231¢* + 480¢° + ()

.8
NT(¢—1)°
+146907¢* + 35961¢° + 1451¢5 + ¢7)

¢ (1 +1451¢ + 35961¢> + 146907¢*

8
N - 1)1OC(
+1402834¢° + 197224¢5 + 4366¢7 + ¢®)

1+ 4366¢ + 197224¢2 + 1402834¢3 + 2597230¢*

8
— Wg (14 13113¢ + 1047252¢> + 12262436¢> + 38286798(*

+38286798¢° + 12262436¢° + 1047252¢™ + 13113¢% + ¢7) . (5.10)

Proof. A rather tedious exercise left for the reader. In the simplification of the

Gaufl hypergeometric functions we have employed the identity
2Fi(L b+ Lot 1:2) = = LR (Lbe) = 1,
z

which is valid for b, z £ 0. In addition we have the special case ¢ = b+ 1. For the
global expansions we have used the identity

oFi(a,b+ Nc+ X 2) = (1 —2) % F (a,c—bc+ X\ z(z—1)71),
and expanded the resulting Gaufl hypergeometric functions term-wise. O

Remark 5.1. The direct evaluations of the global expansions of W5 for § = 4,1,
namely (5.7) and (5.10) respectively, agree with the appropriate specialisations of
(4.15). In respect of the moments we can readily verify from (5.8) and (5.5) that
they satisfy

(mi + N)(=2N, 1) = 4(mp + N)(N,2), |k] <2N -2, (5.11)

and that in the global regime we have W5((; —2N, 3) = 4W2((; N, 2) as is evident by
comparing (5.7) and (5.10). Thus there is consistency with Prop. 4.7. However the
exact forms (5.6) and (5.9) do not satisfy this latter relation because the symplectic
moments terminate whilst the orthogonal ones do not even though the first set of
2N — 2 moments are related by (5.11).
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Remark 5.2. In computing the large N expansions of the resolvent functions Ws
for these special 8’s we employed explicit and elementary function representations
of the corresponding densities, without the need of other methods and in particular
the use of skew-orthogonal polynomials. The asymptotics of skew-orthogonal poly-
nomials has been studied in [17] where one can find the leading order asymptotics
for the skew-orthogonal polynomials for a polynomial potential and then applied
to the kernels and the two-point correlations, for § = 1,2,4. However we have
the exact forms from which the large N expansions are readily and systematically

constructed to any order of approximation.

5.5. Even 8 € 2Z and Small N Dyson Circular Ensembles. Further insight
can be provided by the special cases of 5 € 2Z through the duality property. The
duality formula of Prop. (13.2.2) p. 603 [19], or Egs. (3.9), (3.13) and (3.14) of
[18] for the unconnected two-point correlation states

3 P(k(N+1)+1)(k+1)3
L(k(N—1)+1I'Br+ 1)I'(26 + 1)

p(2)(0; N) = N(N —

B _
H 2+Jf€ DP( + 5 1)|ei0_1|2me—m(N—2)9X

e D2T(1 + jr—1h)

/[Ol]ﬁd:cl...dxlgH z;(1 ; [1—(1—ei‘9)$j]N_2 H |wj_wk|%.

1<j<k<p

(5.12)

Evaluating (5.12) when N = 2 is just an instance of the Selberg integral, see
Egs. (4.1) and (4.3) of [19] and yields

I'k+1I(1/2) , . 8

pe)c0i2) = 2= 5 [sin 56| —

To compute the Fourier decomposition of this density we require the integral, valid
forReg> -1, keZ

27
d0 ko (. 1\B ko— (1 +2k)
—¢' 19)7 = (—1)k2=8 5.13
/0 ar ¢ (sin30)" = (1) TA+rt kI +r—k) (5:13)
and from this we read off
21 +k)

my 5k,0+2( ) Pl+k+rT1-k+k)
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Some low index examples, for which one can make comparisons with our other

results, are

m1+2=1in, (5.14)
m2+2:4+1%€—2fﬁ, (5.15)
m3+2:1—|6—:‘€721f:‘€+33?1€, (5.16)
mat2=4+ 1 —?— Ko 2142-Of<a + 33—?—()& B 42—?—05 (5:17)

An evaluation of (5.12) is also possible for N = 3, however this task is a little

more involved.

Lemma 5.1. For N =3 and 8 € 2N the connected two-point correlation function

8

p)c(t:3) = -9
L(k+1)°T(4k + 1)

T(3k + D2k + 1)26_%i69 [2sin 30| 21 (—B,—8; —28;1 = ). (5.18)

Proof. For this case we expand the additional factor Hle [1—(1—e?);]in (5.12)
as a polynomial in (1 — ) with elementary symmetric function coefficients. Ao-
moto’s extension of the Selberg integral allows us to calculate this via a recurrence
relation (see Eq. (4.130) of [19]), and thus with

B
Iffl::/ ﬂdwl...dxﬂH[:vj(l—:vj)]'{ aa, H |z — a2 "
[0,1]

j=1 1<j<k<p

we find I2=! = %Ig‘:l where [¢~1 is the standard Selberg integral. Applying
this evaluation into the polynomial and resumming we deduce the result (5.18). O

Proposition 5.5. In the 8 € 2N case with N = 3 the moments are given by

I(k+ 134k +1)
I3k +1)I'(2k + 1)

my = =93k, + 6(—1)* cos 7k

1
“T(l+2r — WA+ k)

Some care needs to be exercised in interpreting this hypergeometric function with
negative integer numerator parameters, and here we simply mean the terminating
sum implied by the first parameter with 8 = 2M, M € N. Alternatively this can be
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expressed as a 2k-sum

24T (k5 + 1)3
T(3r+ )2k + L+ K)D(26 + 1 — k)

y i(—ni 2k 4k + 1+ 2k — 20 (—26); (1 + 2k)2p—i
v i) Ar+1+2k—i  (1+4K — i)

my, = =900 + 6(—1)" cos 7k

P +49)+r)I(1+3s+k— 1)
FEA+i)—r)T(A+r+k—1i)

(5.20)

Proof. In order to compute the moments mj we expand the hypergeometric sum,
integrate term-by-term and find an integral of the form (5.13), but with the re-
placements M — M +1/2 and k — k — M +1/2 for some | € Z>¢. Resumming
this again we have (5.19). This hypergeometric function with unit argument is an
integer extension of a terminating Watson’s Sum (see Eq. 16.4.6 of [38]) for which
alternative sums have recently become available - i.e. are 2k-fold sums rather than
2M-fold sums. From Eq. (24) of [10] we see that what we seek is Way, o(a, b, ¢) with
a=—-2M,b=1+,c=—p (of course 8 = 2M but we only apply the termination
through one parameter initially). Thus we can utilise Theorem 5, pg. 474, of that
work with the above specialisations and employing a terminating form of Watson’s
Sum we arrive at (5.20). O

As an alternative to this one can generate the moments recursively by using the
contiguous relation for the 3F» with unit argument, given by Eq. (16.4.12) of [38],
where we employ the abbreviation F(k + 1) := sFa(—8,—8,1+ 8; —28,k+ 1;1)

(B+k)?*(A+ 8= k) [F(k+1) = F(k)]
+ 821+ B)F(k) — k(k —1)(2+ B — k) [F(k) — F(k —1)] =0,

with the initial values

L3k + 1)I'(2k + 1)? 1

F) =cosmr L ran+1y TP = 2@er ! U
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Finally we display some of the low moments for the purposes of checking and

comparison

my 3= — (5.21)

R DY '

6 6 3
3= - 5.22
K Sl pr vl R e (5:22)
9 36 126 315
3=9 - - 5.23
ms Jr1—|—2.‘$ (1+I€)2+1+I€ 342k’ (5:23)
12 120 654 3780 360 1254

3 _ _ 5.24
M o T U2 14k 3426 24P T2k (5:24)

o3 15300 2070 21735 7200 1320 15015

ST T 142 (1+k)2 14k 3428 (24K)2 24k B5+2k
(5.25)

39, 18 630 5076 85680
¢ B 142 (14+k)?2 1+k 342k
62640 104724 450450 15120 82854
- + ~ - : (5.26)
2+kK)?2 24k  54+2s (B+kK)? 3+k

6. A BRIEF LITERATURE SURVEY ON LOOP EQUATIONS FOR CIRCULAR
ENSEMBLES

In conclusion we have given a self contained and complete proof of a hierarchy
of loop equations for circular 8 ensembles. We did this for the purpose of set-
ting up a formalism to give a systematic derivation of the sequence of degree k
polynomials in the coupling k = /2 occurring as the coefficients in the small &k
expansion of the bulk scaled structure function 78S (k; 3)/|k| (1.7). To derive the
loop equations, our starting point is an adaptation of what in the theory of Selberg
integrals (see e.g. [19], Ch. 4) is known as Aomoto’s method, and in particular we
work directly and specifically with the circular ensemble PDF. Our work differs
from previous literature relating to loop equations for circular ensembles in its mo-
tivation, methodology and technical achievements, as we will indicate by giving a
brief survey of some relevant literature.

As remarked in §2, the loop equation formalism for circular ensembles can be
traced back to the study of (1.4) in the particular case f = 2 and V(0) = ¢ cos6.
The corresponding partition function is a special case of the so called Brezin-Gross-
Witten unitary matrix model

Z(M = Jt) = /[dU]e*g%Tf“‘U“U*), (6.1)
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where [dU] is the normalised Haar measure on U(N). The work [6] deduced that
(6.1), upon the replacement g2 — g?N satisfies the Schwinger-Dyson equation

1
WZ,TZZ
=1
1 P T;T 0 9
_lﬁ;xia Z:Z?za 2+le_;J <6$1 a—w]> ]Z,

where the eigenvalues of J1.J are {;}}_,. With the exponent in (6.1) replaced by
V =37 tTrU*, the studies [3, 22] deduced the Schwinger-Dyson equations
L¥Z =0, where L are the Virasoro operators

0 0
+_
Ln = Z Kt <3tk+n Otp— n)

k=—o0
62
> 1
p> <8tk6tn ] 6t_k6tk_n>’ e

1<k<

- d )
Ly= > kt <—6tk+n + —(%k_n)

k=—oc0
62
>
+ Z <8tk8tn k 8tk8tkn)’ nz0,

1<k<n

A highlight of this line of investigation, which includes [36, 37, 34, 33, 39], was
the work of Hisakado [24, 25, 26]. In the latter, for the potential V() = ¢ cos§, both
the Toda lattice equation and Virasoro constraints were used to characterise the
corresponding partition function in terms of a solution of the Painlevé IIT equation.

In the Introduction, we recalled some results relating to the global scaling limit
of the Gaussian [-ensembles, which for § = 2 is a particular Hermitian matrix
model. In a paper published in 2005, Mizaguchi [32] made use of the Cayley trans-
formation U = (I4+4iH)/(I—iH) between unitary and Hermitian matrices to initiate
a study of unitary matrix integrals with the aim of obtaining genus expansions of
the free energy. By way of motivation, he writes: ” The recent use of matrix models
for the study of gauge theory and string theory requires not only the knowledge
of their critical behaviours but also their individual higher genus corrections away
from criticality; the technology to compute them has been less developed in unitary
one-matrix models than in Hermitian ones.”

In 2006 Chekhov and Eynard [8] undertook a loop equation analysis of a class of
B-generalised matrix models defined by (1.1), with V(z) analytic in 2 and the the
eigenvalues restricted to a given contour in the complex plane. It is also required
that the absolute value signs in the product of differences be removed. Formally at

least, this includes a class of circular ensembles. However, the correlation functions
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are not based on the Riesz-Herglotz kernel (2.8), but rather the resolvent kernel
1/(¢ — z) familiar in the study of Hermitian matrix models. Various extensions
of this study are given in [7, 9, 2]; none treat specifically the circular ensembles
nor arrange for the correlation functions to be based on the kernel (2.8). Analytic
features particular to circular ensembles (or more generally closed contours), such
as the need to consider the domain inside, and the domain outside, the unit circle
on equal footing do not show themselves.

Thus, by treating the circular ensemble directly, we have been able to make
stronger analytic statements than hold for a § ensemble on a general curve. By
way of application, we have been able to provide a computational scheme for the
problem at hand, namely the systematic derivation of the polynomials in (1.7), and
this in turn has lead to the discovery of some new rational function structures for

the moments my, in expansion (4.6) as given in Proposition 4.6.
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