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Abstract

We uncover a hidden Gaussian ensemble inside each of the three circular ensembles
of random matrices, providing novel diagrammatic rules for the calculation of moments.
The matrices involved are generic complex for 5 = 2, complex symmetric for 8 = 1
and complex self-dual for 8 = 4, and at the last step their dimension must be set to

1—2/B. As an application, we compute moments of traces of submatrices.

1 Introduction

The Circular Unitary Ensemble (CUE) is the unitary group U equipped with the normalized
Haar measure. The Circular Orthogonal Ensemble (COE) contains matrices of the form
SST, with S in the CUE, while the Circular Symplectic Ensemble (C'SE) contains matrices
of the form SSP, with S in the CUE. Here S” and S are the transpose and the quaternion
dual of S. As a result, matrices in the COE are symmetric and matrices in the CSE are
self-dual [I] .

Physically, circular ensembles are important as models of random propagators in complex
quantum systems, with the particular ensembles corresponding to different symmetry classes
(presence or absence of time-reversal and spin rotation invariances) [2].

Mathematically, circular ensembles can be seen as examples of symmetric spaces, related
to the unitary group U(N) itself, in the case of CUE(N), and two of its quotients, namely
by the orthogonal group, U(N)/O(N), in the case of COE(N), and by the symplectic group,
U(2N)/Sp(N), in the case of CSE(N).

Statistically, eigenvalues of matrices from circular ensembles are perhaps the simplest
models of correlated random variables, because they have a constant density and their joint
probability distribution consists only of a Vandermonde term, |A(S)|?, where the Dyson
index is § =1, 2, 4 for COE, CUE, CSE, respectively [3].

These properties of Dyson’s circular ensembles can be contrasted, for example, with
Wigner’s Gaussian ensembles [I} 4], introduced in order to model quantum Hamiltonians, for
which the spectral density is not constant and the joint probability distribution of eigenvalues
contains extra terms besides the Vandermonde.

In this work, we are not interested in spectral statistics but in the complementary prob-
lem of the joint distribution of matrix elements. Specifically, the problem of computing

moments, i.e. the average value of a product of matrix elements. This can be reduced to



the calculation of Weingarten functions [5], all of which are known for classical compact Lie
groups [0 [7] and associated symmetric spaces [8] [9].

Our contribution is to uncover a hidden Gaussian ensemble inside each of the three
circular ensembles. This allows the introduction of Gaussian diagrammatics, i.e. topological
expansions in terms of ribbon graphs, for the calculation of moments of CSE(N) in the form
of a series in inverse powers of the quantity g(N — 1)+ 1, i.e. in inverse powers of N + 1,
N, 2N —1 for COE(N), CUE(N), CSE(N), respectively. The unusual peculiarity is that
in these Gaussian ensembles N appears as a parameter, and they do not correspond to
matrices of positive integer dimension. Instead, the dimension should be taken as 1 — 2/8.

Our results provide new expansions for the Weingarten functions of the three circular
ensembles and, indirectly, for the classical compact Lie groups. Other versions of these
expansions already have been studied [10} [T} 12 13}, [14] [15], always relating the coefficients
with the solution of some combinatorial problem such as counting maps or factorizations of
permutations. A direct proof of the equivalence between the present results and previous
ones is an open problem.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present a short review of the com-
binatorics of Gaussian matrix models, emphasizing the case involving complex symmetric
matrices. In Section 3 we uncover the Gaussian model inside circular ensembles and show
thy can be used to obtain moments. In Section 4 we compare our diagrammatics with an-
other diagrammatics for circular ensembles, developed in the context of quantum chaos. In
Section 5 we compute, as an application of our approach, statistics of traces of submatrices
of dimension M within COE(N). We conclude in Section 6.

2 Review of Gaussian matrix combinatorics

Let 04 and 1; denote the d-dimensional null matrix and identity matrix, respectively. Let
AT and A be the transpose and the complex conjugate of A, and AT = AT. With J =
0 1
d d , define the dual AP = JATJT.

—1a 04
Let Z denote complex matrices of dimension d, with no symmetry when = 2, symmetric

(ZT = Z) when 8 = 1, and self-dual (ZP = Z) when 8 = 4. Let
1

Pa(7) = —QpTr(z2h) 1
(2) = G 1)

be the probability distribution of Z, with
6(d.5) = [ dze- w2, 2)

According to Wick’s theorem, the integral of a product of 2n matrix elements, n from Z
and n from Z, will be given as a sum over all possible pairings between Z and Z elements.

For 8 = 2, this means
/dZP2(Z) H ZipjrZakby = Z H /dZPQ(Z)Zikjkzaw(k)bw(k)7 (3)
k=1 oceS, k=1

where S, is the permutation group. For 8 = 1 matrices are symmetric, so the pairing is
allowed to reverse indices. This leads to

/dZPl(Z) Hzi2k—1i2k2j2k—lj2k = Z H /dZPl(Z)Zimc—liZija(2k—1)ja(2k)? (4)
k=1

oc€H, k=1



where H,, is the hyperoctahedral group, the wreath product S20.5,,. The situation for 5 = 4
is more convoluted, but it has long been known [I6] 17, [I8] that models with 8 = 4 are
dual to models with 8 = 1. Therefore, in what follows we avoid 8 = 4 for simplicity of
exposition. For 8 = 1,2 the matrix elements on the diagonal or above it are independent,

and the basic covariances are given by

1
/dZPQ(Z)ZijEkm = 75ik5jm7 (5)
Qy
and 1
/dZP1 (Z)szk;m = Tm(ézkéjm + 6zm5]k:) (6)

Wick’s rule leads to an elegant diagrammatical formulation of integrals. Matrix elements
coming from traces like Tr(ZZ1)* are arranged around vertices, and calculation of basic
covariances are represented by edges. The sum over pairings becomes a sum over diagrams
or maps. Because every edge must involve one z and one Z, we say they are directed, and by
convention they go “from” z “t0” Z. When Z is symmetric, edges may be twisted, resulting
in a map that cannot be embedded in an orientable space.

This kind of combinatorics has been extensively investigated [19] 20} 2T}, 22 23]. Complex
hermitian matrices (Gaussian Unitary Ensemble) give rise to orientable maps, but with
undirected edges; generic complex matrices (Complex Ginibre Ensemble) involve orientable
and directed maps, which moreover are face-bicolored. For real matrices the maps are
neither directed nor orientable, while face-bicoloring holds if the matrices are generic (Real
Ginibre Ensemble) and does not hold if the matrices are symmetric (Gaussian Orthogonal
Ensemble).

The model we presently consider for § = 1, with complex symmetric matrices, does not
seem to have attracted any attention in this context. It involves directed, non-orientable

maps without face-bicoloring.

Let
2n n
Z{"j’ = H Zinjur L7 = H Rigg—1izg - (7)
k=1 k=1
The integrals we are interested in are
12(7: j, a, g, n) = /dZPQ(Z)€792 a=2 %“(ZZT)QZ;;.?EE, (8)
and
L(i,j,n) = /dZPl(Z)e*‘h a=2 %WZZ*)“Z;Z;. (9)
Diagrammatics arises when the exponential is expanded in a Taylor series,
Q)N Y
—Qp 32, tre(zzT)T ( Qﬁ) Te(Z 71\ 10
e a=27q = —_— T ,
> ez (10)

where the sum is over integer partitions A = (A1, Ag,...) with no part equal to 1. The
quantity zx equals []; A;\;!, where \; is the multiplicity of ¢ in A.

The quantity
£\

p(Z227) = [[ (z21) (11)
i=1
is a power sum symmetric polynomial in the eigenvalues of ZZt. With this notation, we
have

(—02)"™
Ip=>" 7211 T, (12)
A



Figure 1: Leading order diagram for I ([i1, 93], [j1, j2]), corresponding to the empty partition.

This diagram is proportional to d;, j, 9, j,-

with
Ton(i.J,d@,B,m) = / 2Py Z)p\(22) 27 o, (13)

)

and
Tia@Fon) = / AZPy(Z)pr(22") 27 (14)

Using Wick’s rule, this leads to a diagrammatic formulation for the integrals, with di-
agrammatic rules that are a multiplicative combination of weights as follows: The matrix
elements in the integrand are vertices of valence 1; A trace Tr(ZZ)? is a vertex of valence
2¢; To every vertex of valence 2¢q we associate a factor (—{g); Every Wick contraction of a
z with a % is a directed edge; To every edge we associate a factor (2Q3/3)~1; Edges may
be twisted if 8 = 1; To every closed cycle we associate a factor d. Diagrams need not be
connected.

Notice that, due to the last rule, the contribution of a diagram is proportional to d°,
with ¢ the number of closed cycles it contains. A diagram coming from a certain A\ gives
a contribution proportional to Qg("ﬂ)“_l()‘)). The quantity |A| — £(\) = r(A) is called the
rank of the partition A.

2.1 Examples

Let us consider as an example n = 1 and I ([¢1, 42), [j1, j2], 1). The simplest diagrams have no
vertices of even valence (A being the empty partition), and consist of a single edge connecting
the two vertices of valence one, as in Figure 1. There are two of these, one taking ¢; to ji

and the other being twisted in order to take iy to js. Together they contribute

1

= ngl(diljl 6i2j2 + 6i1j26i2j1)' (15)

Jro([i1,d2], [51, J2], 1)

Since A cannot have parts equal to 1, the next simple case is A = (2). Using a computer

algebra system we find that

L L —Q
Ju,2)([i1, 2], [J1, 2], 1) = ((29132, (2d® + 4d* + 10d + 8) (84, jy Ginjs + Oirja0ing)s (16)

meaning that, containing one vertex of valence 4, there are: 2 diagrams with three closed
cyles, 4 diagrams with two closed cycles, 10 diagrams with one closed cycle and 8 diagrams
with no closed cycles. We show four of these diagrams in Figure 2. Dashed lines represent
Wick connections. Diagram a) has no closed cycles, diagram b) has one closed cycle, diagram
¢) has two closed cycles, diagram d) has three closed cycles. Diagrams c¢) and d) are not
connected.

A little reflection shows that, for a general partition,

(_Ql)t’(k)

Jiallin, iz, (1, 42) 1) = (20 A (D) i Oiaga + 0011201z ), (17)

where ji a(d) is a polynomial in the dimension d. The first such polynomials are, for
partitions of rank 2:
j1,3) = 5d" + 16d* + 49d> + 74d + 48, (18)



Figure 2: Four diagrams for Jy (o)([i1,42], [j1, j2]), with different numbers of closed cycles.
Two of them are orientable, two are non-orientable, and all proportional to d;, ;, 9;,;,. Small
black arrows denote the directionality of the edges.

J1,(2,2) = 4d° + 16d° + 92d* + 224d° + 412d° + 688d + 384; (19)

and, for partitions of rank 3:
J1,(ay = 14d° + 64d* + 242d° + 528d* + 688d + 384, (20)

J1,3.2) = 10d” + 52d° + 356d° + 1180d* + 3410d” + 65684 + 7624d + 3840. (21)

1,(2.2,2) = 8d°+48d°+432d" +1744d°+7704d° +21568d" +52912d°+92992d*+99072d+46080.
(22)
We notice that ji »(d) is of degree dMT¢N and the coefficient of the largest power is a

product of Catalan numbers,

)
1 /2

N+ T L (2N 9

| Jia HMH(M)' (23)

The proof of this fact is analogous to the complex hermitian case.
For a more generic example, in Figure 3 we show a diagram that contributes to Jy (4 3) (;, f, 3).
It has one vertex of valence 6 and one vertex of valence 8. It has two closed cycles. Two of

. . e . 0242
its edges are twisted. Its contribution is 575 0iy 5 iy Ois iz Oia s Ois s Jie s -

3 Moments of Circular Ensembles

We now show how the Gaussian matrix models of the previous Section are related to the
Circular Ensembles.

Let S be in CSE(N) and let Z be its d x d top left block. The distribution of Z is given
by [24, 25, 26, 27]

1 B
. Y2 (N—-2d+1)—1
V.45 det(1— z21 , (24)



i1 ja 3 J4 J5 j6

Figure 3: A diagram for Jy (4,3) at n = 3, which has two closed cycles, two twisted edges and
252

evaluates to %5@3‘1@23‘4 04420444 Ois j5 Oig js - Small black arrows denote the directionality

of the edges.

with V(N,d,8) = [dZdet(1 — ZZT)g(N’QdH)*l. This normalization can be computed
by changing variables to the real positive eigenvalues of X = ZZ'. The jacobian of this

transformation is |A(X)|?, which gives
VIN.d,6) = Ag [ dX det(1 = )T DA, (25)

where Ay comes from integration over the eigenvectors. This is an integral of Selberg type

[28], whose solution is

d

DO+ BG — /TN —d —j + 1)/2)T(1+ 5§/2)
V(N d, ) —H T(1+A(N - j)/2)T (1 + 8/2) '

(26)

By definition, as long as all the indices in the matrix elements are smaller than d, we

can consider them either as elements of Z or of S. This means that

N—-2d =
W / dZ det(1 — 22NN 257 5 = (S5S g) cumn)s (27)
and .
TV AT _gghsW=2dt)-17 7 _ /0.Q,
VN, d.1) /dZdet(l 27')z Z:Z; = (S:57) corn), (28)

and these quantities, after the integrals have been calculated, are actually independent of d.
Using det = eT"1°8 we can write, as long as f only involves elements of S inside Z,

‘v(zv‘ld B) [ dzemer @R T i (2,7, (29)

with wg(d) = (N —2d +1) — 1.
This looks very similar to the Gaussian models, Eqgs. and @, but not quite identical,

(f(S,9))cprn) =

in particular because the normalizations are different, V(N,d, 8) # G(d, 8). The Gaussian

normalization is

6(d.6) = Au [ dxe TN AP, (30)
which equals
d ) )
_ —Bd(d—1)/2—d L1+ —1)/2)T'(1+ B5/2)
G(d, B) = Aty ]1;[1 T(1+5/2) ' (31)



So

V.0 5) _ gy /2ea ﬁ T(B(N —d—j+1)/2)

- 32
G(d. 5) U=rsm=in) 32)
Now, the crucial observation is this: if we let
d—1-2/8, (33)
we get
VIN,dB) 0T
— 7 50 1=1, 34
g %1l oy
and then we do arrive at the Gaussian model, with
_ B
Qﬂ—wﬂ(l—Q/ﬁ)—E(N_l)"'L (35)

Therefore, we conclude that moments of circular ensembles can be computed using the
diagrammatic rules associated with Gaussian models, given in Eqgs. and , provided
we use {1z as above.

The map gives d = —1, 0, 1/2 for 8 = 1, 2, 4, respectively. These are not positive
integers as one would expect of a dimension. But these values must be used only after the
result has been computed for formal d and found as a polynomial in d.

That this approach works for the CU E has already been discussed in the physics context
[29, 30, BTl [32]. In that case, taking d — 0 rules out the presence of closed cycles in the
diagrams. That does not happen for the COFE, in which case the theory prescribes that the

contribution of a diagram with vertex structure A and c closed cycles is proportional to

1 (-1\'"W (—1)°
zA<2> (N + HPA=e+n (36)

3.1 Example
Let us take again the simplest example, with n = 1,

o 8iy gy Oinja 04y s 0inj
(SiriaSiijs)co(ny = = 2];[4_1”2 =

(37)

The trivial diagram with empty A in the Gaussian model, Figure 1, already agrees with
the exact result. Therefore, all other diagrams must cancel out and give a vanishing overall

contribution, something which is not at all trivial.

But indeed, we do have jly(g)(d = —1) =0, so the first correction vanishes.
We have ji (3)(—1) = 12, and j; (2,2)(—1) = 64. Taking into account the factor % (%I)Z(A)
e et 12 64
-——+—-=0 38
6 12 (38)

so the second correction vanishes. And we have ji 4)(—1) = 32, ji (3,2)(—1) = 240 and

J1,(2,2,2)(—1) = 2304, which leads to a vanishing third correction:

2 240 2304
3 0 2304 _ (39)

8§ " o1 34
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Figure 4: Diagrams for the diagrammatics of <Si1i2§j1j2>coE(N) according to the semiclas-
sical model. Edges are undirected, and the weights of edges and vertices are different than
in Figures 1-3. These diagrams reproduce the first leading orders of an infinite series in
1/N.

4 The semiclassical diagrammatics

Curiously, another diagrammatical formulation of moments in CSE(N) already exists. It
was developed by physicists working with semiclassical path integral approximations in
quantum chaos [29, 80]. This was indeed the original motivation for the present work.

The semiclassical diagrammatics is as follows: any given moment is written as a sum
over diagrams, with weights of —N for each vertex of valence larger than one, 1/N for each
edge, with orientability being required when 8 = 2. Closed cycles are not allowed.

These rules are exactly the ones we obtained, when 8 = 2. So our Gaussian model
coincides with the semiclassical model of quantum chaos. However, this is not so for § = 1.
There are two differences in the rules themselves, because in our model the weights are
—(N + 1)/2 for each vertex of valence larger than one and 1/(N + 1) for each edge. There
is also another difference, which is that in our model the edges are directed, while this does
not hold in the semiclassical model.

For comparison, let us sketch the calculation of (S;,:,5,j,)cop(v) according to the
semiclassical model. The leading order is given by the diagrams in Figure 1, except now
they contribute 1/N. Then there are diagrams like the ones in Figure 4. Their contributions
are: a) —1/N? (one vertex of valence 4); b) —1/N3 (one vertex of valence 6); ¢) 1/N3
(two vertices of valence 4). Indeed, we have just arrived at the first three terms in the
1/N expansion of 1/(N + 1). When all possible diagrams are summed, the exact result is
recovered in the form of the geometric series.

Notice how in the diagrammatics obtained in the present work, the same calculation
requires a single diagram, with the contribution from all others being zero due to nontrivial
cancellations, just like happens for CUE(N). In contrast, in the semiclassical diagrammatics
it is the opposite: infinitely many diagrams are required.

Actually, the semiclassical diagrammatics for 5 = 1 can be implemented using matrix
integrals involving non-symmetric real matrices [33]. This is related to the fact that the
Weingarten function of COE(N) is actually equal to the Weingarten function of the real



orthogonal group in dimension one higher, O(NN +1). This equality was established by Mat-
sumoto, who pointed out that it must be grounded in the fact that COE(N) ~ U(N)/O(N),
but still remarked that it was “quite mysterious”. A Gaussian model for the combinatorics

of orthogonal group moments in terms of real matrices was indeed derived in [13].

5 Application: traces of submatrices

In [34], Jiang and Matsumoto studied the traces of matrices from the COE(N). In partic-

ular, they showed that

Jm (IpA(2)P)comw) = 2!z, (40)
They actually derive an exact formula for the above quantity, but it is not quite explicit
because it depends on Jack characters, the coefficients in the expansion of power sums into
Jack polynomials. They also show that <p,\(Z)p/L(7)>coE(N) decays like 1/N if |u| = |)|
but p # .

As an application of the results we have obtained, we compute averages of traces of a
submatrix Z of dimension M inside a COE(N) matrix. Results from [34] then correspond
to the particular case M = N.

Let B(M, N) denote the M x M upper left block of COE(N) matrices. When we wish

to compute something like (px(Z)p.(Z2)) p(a,n) using our Gaussian model, we write

M M n
<p>\(Z)pH(7)>B(M,N) = Z Z <H Zik,iﬂ-(k)ijyjo-(k:)> ; (41)
COE(N)

i1, tn=1j1,...,jn=1 \k=1

where 7, 0 are any permutations with cycle type A, u. Then, we use the diagrammatic rules
of Section 3 to compute the average, and finally we sum over i and ; In this way, closed
cycles associated with ;,findices have a weight of M, while closed cycles within the average
have weight (—1). This calculation is carried out in a computer algebra system, so only the
simplest partitions can be addressed.

Averages of traces of submatrices were studied for the unitary group in [35], and averages
of their Schur polynomials appear in [36]. These approaches rely on the usual characters
of the permutation group, which are available in computer algebra systems, so we do not
address the g = 2 case.

The simplest average,
2M

N+1’
is actually exact and easy to derive. For n = 2 we obtain two corrections to the leading

(Ipy(2) ) Bar,vy = (42)

order results,

AM(M +1)  4M(M +3)  2M(M + 15)

Iy (2) ) B(m,Ny = S TS + SRR 4o (43)
and
s 16M  SM(3M —7)
<‘p(1,1)(2)‘2>B(M7N) NI ESIE — N1 — e 4o (44)

Notice that the large-N asymptotics may be rather rich. (|p(2)(Z)|2> equals, to leading
order, 4M (M + 1)/N? + O(N~3) if M is held fixed, 4 — 10/N? + O(N~3) if M = N and
A2 4+ 4€(1 — €)/N + O(N=2) if M = ¢N with 0 < £ < 1.

In constrast with the CUE, quantities like (px(Z)pu(Z))cor(n) do not necessarily vanish
when p # A. For example,
<p(2)(Z)p(1,1)(Z)>B(M,N) = (N8y1)2 - 8](\%]\:{ :;31) + 4]\(4‘]5/.7141—;41)

(45)



Again, the asymptotical behavior depends on how M related to N. The above quantity
becomes 8M/N? + O(N—3) if M is held fixed, 20/N? + O(N~3) if M = N and 8£(1 —
/N +O(N~2)if M = &N with 0 < € < 1.

When n = 3 we obtain one correction to the leading order results:

6M(M?+3M +4)  18M(M?+7M +38)

A — — 4
(Ip3) (D)%) B2, V1) N+ 1) +- (46)
SM(M? + M +4) 8M(M? + 19M + 16)
(Ipe)(2) ) BNy = (N3 1) - N+ 1) +- (47)
and 5 )
48 M 288 M
(Ipaa, (D)) Boun) = N+1?  (N+1)? (48)
The off-diagonal covariances in this case are
— 24M (M +1)  24M(M? +4M +7)
(7 Z = L e 49
b (2pen@)sarm = =373 S (49)
~ A8M  144M (M +1)
(23)(Z2)p11,1)(2)) B, N) N7 N+ 1) o (50)
and M? M(M?*+ M
— 48 48 +M+4
e (@00 D) s = 7 ( ) (51)

N+1)3 (N +1)4
When M = N, the leading order of these results coincide with those from [34].

6 Conclusion

We have found Gaussian matrix models that provide novel diagrammatic rules for the cal-
culation of moments in circular ensembles, CSE(N). The matrices involved are generic
complex for 8 = 2, complex symmetric for 8 = 1 and complex self-dual for 8 = 4, and their
dimension must be set to 1 — 2/8. The result is an expansion in inverse powers of N for
B=2,0f N+ 1for 5 =1and of 2N — 1 for § = 4.

The expansion parameters N + 1 and 2N — 1 for § = 1,4 must somehow be related to

the Weingarten function identities

WgCOE(N) WgO(NJrl)’ WgCS’E(N) _ Wgsp(2N71)7 (52)

and in fact our results lead to new diagrammatic expansions in inverse powers of N for the
moments of O(N) and Sp(N). This might shed some light on the above identities, which
at the moment are still little more than coincidences.

The complex symmetric matrix model we developed here for COE(N) must be equivalent
to the generic real matrix model developed in [I3] for O(N 4 1) and the corresponding
semiclassical model [33]. However, this equality between very different matrix models is not

obvious a priori and a direct proof would be quite interesting.
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