arXiv:2308.08228v1 [math.PR] 16 Aug 2023

EXPECTED EULER CHARACTERISTIC METHOD FOR THE
LARGEST EIGENVALUE:
(SKEW-)ORTHOGONAL POLYNOMIAL APPROACH

SATOSHI KURIKI

ABSTRACT. The expected Euler characteristic (EEC) method is an integral-geometric
method used to approximate the tail probability of the maximum of a random field on a
manifold. Noting that the largest eigenvalue of a real-symmetric or Hermitian matrix is
the maximum of the quadratic form of a unit vector, we provide EEC approximation for-
mulas for the tail probability of the largest eigenvalue of orthogonally invariant random
matrices of a large class. For this purpose, we propose a version of a skew-orthogonal
polynomial by adding a side condition such that it is uniquely defined, and describe the
EEC formulas in terms of the (skew-)orthogonal polynomials. In addition, for the clas-
sical random matrices (Gaussian, Wishart, and multivariate beta matrices), we analyze
the limiting behavior of the EEC approximation as the matrix size goes to infinity under
the so-called edge-asymptotic normalization. It is shown that the limit of the EEC for-
mula approximates well the Tracy-Widom distributions in the upper tail area, as does
the EEC formula when the matrix size is finite.

1. INTRODUCTION

The set of n x n real symmetric or Hermitian matrices are denoted by Sym(n) or
Herm(n), respectively. In this study, we deal with random matrices A € Sym(n) or
Herm(n) with probability density function with respect to dA of the form

n

(1.1) po(A) o JJw(x),

where w(x) is a nonnegative function, A\; < --- < )\, are the ordered eigenvalues of A, and
dA is the Lebesgue measure of Sym(n) or Herm(n) identified with R™"+1)/2 or R™* Tt is
assumed that w(x) has a moment of arbitrary order. The measure dA is invariant under the
orthogonal transformation Sym(n) > A~ PTAP (P € O(n)) or Herm(n) > A — P*AP
(P € U(n)), where PT and P* denote the transpose and the complex conjugate of P,
respectively. This implies that the distribution of A is orthogonally invariant, and the
eigenvalues and eigenvectors of A are independently distributed. The joint density of the
eigenvalues with respect to [[i; d; is gn,g(A1, ... An) Ty <.ocr,}, Where

n
(1.2) My dn) =dng [Jw) T 4 —2)°

i=1 1<i<j<n
with =1 (A € Sym(n)) and 8 = 2 (A € Herm(n)). We do not need explicit forms of
the normalizing constant d,, g.

The density function covers major orthogonally invariant random matrices: the

standard symmetric Gaussian matrix (Gaussian orthogonal ensemble, GOE), the Wishart
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matrix, the multivariate beta matrix (MANOVA matrix), and their Hermitian counter-
parts (see and for the probability densities). However, these are other random
matrices with a probability density . For example, the positive definite conditional
GOE matrix in Section 2] is included in this class.

In this paper, we discuss the approximation of the distribution of the largest eigenvalue
Amax(A) = A (A) of A. In statistics, the distribution of A\pax(A) appears as a null distri-
bution of the test statistic in multivariate analysis. For example, the largest eigenvalue
of the Wishart matrix is used to test the independence in the correspondence analysis
([Hab81],[Kat14]), and the largest eigenvalue of the multivariate beta matrix is Roy’s test
statistic in multivariate analysis of variance ([Roy53],[Mui82]). A complex Wishart matrix
appears in the analysis of MIMO in wireless communication. In this context, the upper
tail probability corresponds to the p-value of the test statistic. Because of this impor-
tance, numerical calculations or approximations of these distribution functions have been
extensively studied in statistics.

One characterization of the largest eigenvalue is the maximum of a quadratic form:

(1.3) Amax(A) = max f(h), where f(h)=h"Ah or h*Ah.
This is interpreted as the maximum of the random field { f(h) },eas on the unit sphere M =
{h | ||h]|* = 1}. To approximate the distribution of the maximum of such a random field on
a manifold, an integral-geometric method, referred to as the expected Euler characteristic
(EEC) method, was developed (JAdI81],[Wor95],[AT07]). The set

M, = {he M| f(h)=a} = f([r.))

is referred to as the excursion set. If the maximum of f(h) is attained at a point with
probability one, when the threshold x is large, we would expect that the set M, is a
contractable set (homotopy equivalent to a point) unless it is empty. This means that

1(M, # 0) ~ x(M,) when z is large.

Then, by taking the expectations, we have

(1.4) P(gg}( f(h) > a:) ~ E[x(M,)] when z is large.

This approximation is referred to as the expected Euler characteristic method. [TK02]
pointed out that the volume-of-tube method having been developed for the same purpose
is equivalent to the expected Euler characteristic method. As we will see later in detail, in
the particular case of (L.3)), the index set M is redundant in the sense that f(h) = f(—h)
or f(h)=f (eﬁeh). We need to redefine M using the equivalence class M := M/~ such
that the maximum of f(h) is attained at a point of the index set.

Based on this idea, [KT01],[KT08] demonstrated that the expected Euler characteristic
method provides simple and accurate approximation formulas for the tail probabilities of
the largest eigenvalues for real symmetric random matrices. (See also [TJKZ20], [KTT22].)
The expected Euler characteristic method for the real Wishart matrix coincides with an
approximation formula developed by [HT68|, which is known in practice to be an accurate
formula for the tail area. The primary purpose of this study is to derive the expected
Euler characteristics for random matrices with an arbitrary weight function w(z).

For a real symmetric random matrix A, we show that the approximation formula in-
cludes the expected eigenpolynomial E[det(zl,, —A)]. It is known that the skew-orthogonal
polynomial is useful for evaluating the integral of the density function of real symmetric
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random matrices ([NW91, [AFNvMOQ, Meh04, [Gho09]). The skew-orthogonal polynomial
is not uniquely determined by the conventional definition. In this paper, we propose an
additional condition such that the skew-orthogonal polynomial with respect to arbitrary
weight function w(x) uniquely exists, and then provide a simple formula to express the
expected eigenpolynomial using the proposed skew-orthogonal polynomial. For the Her-
mitian matrix case, the expectation of the squared eigenpolynomial E[det(xl, — A)?] is
needed, which is known as a one-point correlation function in random matrix theory and
is expressed through orthogonal polynomials.

For the major classical random matrices, the corresponding (skew-)orthogonal poly-
nomials are known. Hence, it is possible to express the expected Euler characteristics
E[x(M,)] in explicitly. This enables us to analyze the limiting behavior when the ma-
trix size n goes to infinity. It is well-known that the limiting distribution of Apyax(A) when
the matrix size n goes to infinity is the Tracy-Widom distribution ([TW94],[TW96]). We
express the limiting formulas of the expected Euler characteristic using the Airy function,
and show that it approximates accurately the upper tail probability of the Tracy-Widom
distribution. Although the Euler characteristic method provides an accurate approxima-
tion in upper tail area in general, this result is not obvious. When the matrix size is
infinite, the index set of the random field is inflated, and the regularity conditions of the
expected Euler characteristic formula do not hold.

The remainder of this paper is constructed as follows. In Section [2] we obtain the Euler
characteristics of the quadratic random fields of real symmetric and Hermitian matrices. In
Section 3] we propose a version of a skew-orthogonal polynomial and provide the formulas
for the expected Euler characteristics for a real symmetric matrix with an arbitrary weight
function w(x). The corresponding results for Hermitian matrix are also given. In Section
we obtain the expected Euler characteristic for several classical random matrices (including
Gaussian, Wishart, multivariate beta, and conditional Gaussian matrices). In Section
we discuss the asymptotic behavior of the expected Euler characteristic when the sample
size n goes to infinity. Some proofs are provided in Section[6] The basic integral formulas of
the density functions, which are required in the proofs, are briefly summarized in Sections
and In Appendix [A] we analyze the exponential asymptotic structure of the
Painlevé II solution, which is used in the analysis in Section [5

2. EULER CHARACTERISTICS FOR QUADRATIC-FORM RANDOM FIELDS

In this section, we formalize the expected Euler characteristics method for the random
fields f(h) defined in (1.3)). We summarize the results from [KTO08] first, and extend them
to the Hermitian case. The proofs are summarized in Section [6]

2.1. Real symmetric case. Let A be an n X n real symmetric random matrix with
density p, in (1.1). Let S(R™*!) = {h € R™! | hTh = 1} be the set of unit column
vectors in R”. In addition, let

M = {hh" | h € S(R™1)},

the set of n x n real symmetric matrices of rank 1. M is isomorphic to S(R"*!)/~, where
h ~ —h. This quotient space is referred to as the real projective space RP"~!. Then, the
largest eigenvalue Apax(A) of A is the maximum of the random field

F(U) =t(UA), Ue M.
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The maximum of f(U) is attained at a point in M with probability one. Let
(2.1) M, ={U e M |tr(UA) > z}

be the excursion set, and let x(M,;) be its Euler characteristic. The Euler characteristic
X (M) is calculated using Morse’s theorem:

X(Mp) = D0 L(f(U7) = @)sendet(~VVF(U)),
critical point
where U* is a critical point such that the gradient V f(U) vanishes, and VV f(U*) is the
Hesse matrix evaluated at the critical point. This works if f(U) is a Morse function.

Lemma 2.1 (Real symmetric case [KT08]). Suppose that A is an n x n real symmetric
random matrix with density p, n . With probability one,
n
(2.2) X(My) =) (=1)"* 1A (A) = 2).
k=1

The details of the proof are summarized in Section [6.1] By letting # — —oo, we obtain
a well-known formula y (M) = x(RP" 1) = (1 — (=1)")/2.

By taking the expectation for both sides of (2.2]), we have the expected Euler charac-
teristic

n
(2.3) E[x(Mo)] = 3 (1" *POw(4) > 2).
k=1
The expected Euler characteristic method uses it as an approximation formula to the
upper tail probability of the largest eigenvalue:

P(Amax(A) > x) =~ ]E[x(Mx)] when z is large.

Because P(\,(A) > ) increases in k, P(Amax(A4) > z) > E[x(M,)] holds (i.e., E[x(M,)]
is a liberal bound).

The expectation of the Euler characteristic is evaluated in the following lemma. A
proof is provided in Section Although the Euler characteristic method provides a
recipe for taking the expectation of x(M,) (which is the advantage of the expected Euler
characteristic method), we prove it through direct calculations using the density function

(1.2) of the eigenvalues.

Lemma 2.2 (Real symmetric case [KT0g]).

BX(M,)] = 2 / " Eldet(M,_1 — B)Jw(\dA,

where B is an (n— 1) x (n— 1) real symmetric random matriz with density p,—1 in (1.1)),
and dy 1 1s the normalizing constant in when = 1.

2.2. Hermitian case. Let A be an n x n Hermitian random matrix with density p, in

. Let
M = {nh* | h € S(C™N)}, S(C™)={hecC™ |n*h=1},

be the set of n x n Hermitian matrices of complex-rank 1. The largest eigenvalue is the
maximum of the random field

F(U) = tr(U*4), U e M.
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Because U = hh* = (¢?h)(e?h)*, M is isomorphic to S(C"*1)/~, where h ~ h’ means
h' = € for some 6. This quotient space is referred to as the complex projective space
CPm 1,

Lemma 2.3 (Hermitian case). Suppose that A is an n x n Hermitian random matriz with

density pp in . With probability one,
X(My) = 1(M(A) > ).
k=1

By letting 2 — —00, we obtain a well-known formula x(M) = x(CP" 1) = n.
The expected Euler characteristic method uses

E[x(M.)] = 3 PO(A) > o)
k=1

to approximate P(Amax(A) > ). Clearly, P(Amax(4) > z) < E[x(M,)] (i.e., E[x(M,)] is

a conservative bound).
A proof of the following lemma is provided in Section [6.1

Lemma 2.4 (Hermitian case).

dyn o0
B(Ma)) = 272 [ Eldet(M,o1 — BPlu()dA
n—1,2 x
where B is an (n— 1) x (n— 1) Hermitian random matriz with density p,—1 in (1.1)), and

dy 2 is the normalizing constant in when [ = 2.

3. EXPECTED EULER CHARACTERISTIC IN TERMS OF (SKEW-)ORTHOGONAL
POLYNOMIALS

In the previous section, we observed that the expected Euler characteristic E[x(M,,)]
has the integral forms of E[det(x] — A)] or E[det(x] — A)?]. In this section, we evaluate
them using the (skew-)orthogonal polynomials.

3.1. Orthogonal and skew-orthogonal polynomials. We introduce orthogonal and
skew-orthogonal polynomials on R associated with the weight function w(z). It was as-
sumed that w(x) has a moment of arbitrary order.

First, we quickly review the orthogonal polynomials. The orthogonal polynomial asso-
ciated with the weight function w(z) is a monic polynomial system ¢;(z), i > 0, such that

deg ¢i(z) = 1,
(3.1) /Rqﬁz(x)@(x)w(x)dx = hiéij, h,’ > 0,

where ¢;; is the Kronecker delta. Let
M, = (m4j)o<ij<n—1, mij = / " w(z)da,
R

be the moment matrix. Under the assumptions on w(z), M, is positive definite. Hence,
using the Gram-Schmidt normalization, there exists a unique n x n upper triangle matrix
T, with unit diagonal elements such that TJ M, T, = diag(hi)o<i<n—1, where h; > 0. The
orthogonal polynomial system is then constructed as

(po(z)y.. s pn_1(x)) =(1,z,... ,:L'"_l)Tn.

The sequence ¢;(x), i > 0, is determined independently of the choice of n.
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Lemma 3.1. The normalizing constant in when B =2 is
n—1
Vdng =] ha-
=0

The skew-orthogonal polynomial is introduced in a similar manner.

Definition 3.2. A monic polynomial system p;(x), i > 0, is said to be a skew-orthogonal
polynomial associated with the weight function w(z) if deg;(x) = 1,

Ok (1,7) = (2k, 2k + 1),
52 ([ -] Je@emuetiny = o .5) = @6+ 1,20)
TRy ey 0 (otherwise),

o, >0,k>0, and

v >0 (i: even),
3.3 i(z)w(x)dz =
(3:3) /ch( Julz) {O (i : odd).
Define v; for an odd i by
(3.4) Yok+1 = Ok/v2k >0, k>0,

In the conventional definition (e.g., [NW91]), the skew-orthogonal polynomial does not
require the condition (3.3)) and is not uniquely determined (Remark . We will show
the existence and uniqueness of the skew-orthogonal polynomial under Definition

Let

(3.5) Sn = (8ij)o<ij<n—1, Sij = </ —/ >xiij(x)w(y)dxdy,
<y >y

be the skew-moment matrix, and let

(3.6) (0o pnet), i = [ aiw(a)d,
R
be the moment vector.

Lemma 3.3. There exists a unique n X n upper triangle matriz U, with unit diagonal
elements such that

(3.7) U, SpUy, = {diag(ao‘]’ o Onjat) (n:even), ( 0 1>, o > 0,

diag(UOJ, e O(n—1)/2—-1, O) (n: odd), -1 0
and

,0,%, oy Yn2,0 n : even),
(38) (,U,O, o 7IU/’rL—1)U’Vl = (’YO 7 Tn=2 ) ( ) Y2k > 0.
(’7070”}/27"',07/771*1) (TL : Odd)v

The proof of Lemma is provided in Section @ Once the matrix U, satisfying (3.7))
and (3.8) is obtained, we immediately obtain the skew-orthogonal polynomial.

Proposition 3.4. The skew-orthogonal polynomial system p;(x), i > 0, satisfying deg p;(x) =
i, and uniquely exists.

Proof. Let

(3.9) (0o(x),. .., on_1(x)) = (1, z,22, ..., 2" HU,.

Here, p;(x)’s are defined independently of the choice of n. O



Lemma 3.5. The normalizing constant in when B =1 1is
n/2—1
H Ok (n : even),
— k=0
1/dn,1 = (n—1)/2—1

H Ok X Yn—1 (n: odd).
k=0

3.2. Expectation of the eigenpolynomial E[det(z], — A)]: Real symmetric case.

Now, we have the one of the main results.

Lemma 3.6. Let A, be an n x n real symmetric random matriz with density p, in .
Let p;(x), i > 0, be a monic skew-orthogonal polynomial system associated with the weight

function w(zx) satisfying and (3.5). Then,
E[det(zI, — Ap)] = on(z),
where

on() (n : even),

Tn On—a(x) + -+ ﬁ903(:1:) + ’Y—nwl(m’) (n: odd),
Tn—2 73 it

i which y; is defined in i Definition .

Conversely, the skew-orthogonal polynomial is expressed as

(3.10)  @nlz) =

(o) = on(x) (n: even),
Prlt) =1 G, (z) — 77” Gno(z) (1 odd).

n—2

Remark 3.7. Let {u,} be an arbitrary sequence. The system
on () (n : even),
pn(z) =
on(T) — uppn—1(x) (n: odd)
satisfies , the conventional definition of the skew-orthogonal polynomial, but does not

satisfy unless u, = 0.

By combining Lemmas and we have the expected Euler characteristic
formula for real symmetric random matrices.

Theorem 3.8. Let A be an n X n real symmetric random matriz with density p, in .
Let M, be the excursion set in . The expected Euler characteristic of M, is

1 o
_ / Bt (Nw(A)dA,
Tn—1 Ja
where @n_1(x) is defined in , and yn—1 is defined in and (3.4).
The two lemmas below are crucial in proving Lemma [3.6] and are of interest in them-
selves.

(3.11) E[x(My)]

Lemma 3.9. Let @;(x), i > 0, be a set of arbitrary monic polynomials of the indexed
degree. Suppose that

(3.12) roi(x) = i1 (@) + Y tijp;(@).
=0
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In matriz form, for 0 <i<n—1 is written as

(3.13) x®,(x) = Lpy®p(z) + enen(x),
where
o() oo L 0 0
By (2) = <P1.(96) Cop, = |t tu e
: : c 1
Pn-1(x) th-1,0 th—11 *** th—1pn-1 1
Then,
vi(z) =det(zl; — L;), i>1.
Proof of Lemma[3.9 It is easy to verify that det(zI; — L;) satisfies . O

Lemma 3.10. Suppose that A, is an n X n real symmetric random matriz with density

D N . Then,

1/v (n: even),

(3.14) /E[det(m[n — Ap)|w(x)dz = {0 (n : odd),

Proof of Lemma[3.10 Using the density function gn1(A1,...,An) in (1.2), the left-hand
side of (3.14)) is
n

/Rw(aﬁ)dx />\1<---<An z1_[1( — )@ (A1, . Ay Hd)\
:azn,l/Rw(gg)dx/A1< <AHH ) [Twd) T Qv =20 [[dn

=1 =1 1<i<j<n =1
n n n n
=dp1 Y /A1<~~<Ak<x @ [Jw) [Je-2) T =) dz]]dxn
k=0"z< A1 < <Ap i=1 =1 1<z‘<j§n i=1
" n+1 n+1
=t (1) / [Tee TI =] an
k=0 A< <An<Angr o1 1<i<j<n-+1 i=1
n n+1
= (dn,1/dn+1,1) Z / In+11(A sy Angt) Hd&'
=0 A< <An<Ang1 -
_ Jdua/dnyii =1/ (n:even),
0 (n:odd)
by Lemma O

3.3. Expectation of the squared eigenpolynomial E[det(zI, — A)?]: Hermitian
case. We move on to the Hermitian case. Suppose that an n x n Hermitian random
matrix A is distributed with density p,, in . The quantity E[det(xl, — A)}|w(z) =
E[[T,(z — Ai(A))?*|w(z) is proportional to the marginal density function of an unordered
eigenvalue (referred to as the one-point correlation function) of the (n + 1) x (n + 1)
Hermitian random matrix A,11 with density p,+1 and has been well studied (e.g., [Meh04,
Section 5.7]).
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Lemma 3.11. Let A, be an n X n Hermitian random matrixz with density p, in .
Let ¢i(x), © > 0, be the monic orthogonal polynomial system associated with the weight

function w(x) satisfying . Then,
Eldet(zl, — Ap)?] = én(2),

where

(3.15) (@) = $n(@)¢1 11 () = dni1 (1) (), Dh(w) = dgbdia(cx)'

By combining Lemmas and we have the expected Euler characteristic
formula for Hermitian random matrices.

Theorem 3.12. Let A be a Hermitian random matriz with density p, in . Let M,
be the excursion set in . The expected Euler characteristic of M, is

1 o0~
(3.16) B = 5 [ GuaOw()ax
where qgn,l(:v) s defined in , and hn_1 is the orthonormalizing constant (3.1)).

4. EXPECTED EULER CHARACTERISTIC FOR CLASSICAL RANDOM MATRICES

4.1. Gaussian, Wishart, and multivariate beta matrices. Recall that the Gaussian
orthogonal ensemble GOE,,, the Wishart matrix W,,(n + «, I,;), and the multivariate beta
(MANOVA) matrix B, (n + «,n + 3, I,,) have densities p,(A) proportional to

(A1) e aA det(A) T e T A, gy, det(A)*T det(l, — )T Loz,
respectively, where A = B and B < A indicate that A — B is positive definite. Their
counterparts in the Hermitian matrices are the Gaussian unitary ensemble GUE,, the
complex Wishart matrix CW,(n + «, 1), and the complex multivariate beta matrix
CB,(n + a,n + B, 1,) with the densities p,(A) proportional to

(4.2) e trA*A7 det(A)ae_ trA]l{A>0}, det(A)a det(In — A)B]l{0_<A_<I},

respectively. For these random matrices, everything is written down explicitly. The weight
function w(x) is tabulated in Table

TABLE 4.1. Weight functions w(z)

Distribution w(z)
GOE, e/
W, (n+ a, 1) x%e_”/2ﬂ{z>o}

B.(n+a,n+p,1,) x%(lfx)%ﬂ{kxd}

2

GUE, e ”
CW,(n +a, I,) e 1 zs0y
CBn(n—i-a,n—Fﬁ,In) (1 —.13)6]1{0<$<1}

The orthogonal polynomials ¢, (x), the orthonormalizing constants h,, in (3.1]), and the
derivatives of ¢, (z) are summarized in Table M Here, H,(x), ' (x), and pieP) (x)
are conventional Hermite, Laguerre, and Jacobi polynomials associated the weights e™*",

%% and (1 — 2)%(1 + x)%, respectively [Sze75]. The monic Hermite and Laguerre
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polynomials are denoted by H,(x) and Ll (z). The monic polynomial of the shifted
Jacobi polynomial (—1)”P7(La”8)(1 — 2x) on the range (0,1) is denoted by pi?) (x). We
have the concrete forms of the expected Euler characteristic E[y(M,)] by substituting the
quantities in Table into in Theorem

The skew-orthogonal polynomials ¢, (x), the constants oy in and -y, in and

(3.4), and @,(z) in (3.10) are listed in Table The expressions for ¢, (x) and oy
are found in [NWO91, INF95, AFNvMO0]. Although their definition does not require the

condition (3.3), the formulas they provide satisfy (3.3). We have the concrete forms of
the expected Euler characteristic E[x(M,)] by substituting the quantities in Table [4.3|into

(3.11)) in Theorem

Note that [Nag07] provides explicit skew-orthogonal formulas other than those listed in
Table {3

TABLE 4.2. Monic orthogonal polynomials

w() On () By in 4, (@)

e H,(z) =2""H,(x) hy = 27" /mn! nH, _1(z)
e 50y L) (x) = (—1)”n!L51a)(x) W =nlD(n+a+ 1) nfjgajll)(x)
PP (@) = (1) 151
J,‘O‘(l _ x)61{0< <1} . hglaﬁ) nP (CVJr B+ )( )
r (nt+a+B+1) p(a,B) n-1
7;‘(2n+aa+6+1) Py (1 = 2u)

pes) _ Mlntat+t e+ S+ DIn+a+B+1)
! F@en+a+p+DI2n+a+B+2)

TABLE 4.3. Monic skew-orthogonal polynomials

w(z) (@), = 2k, 2k + 1 oin @ i B pu@

Hop(z) o = _
_12/2 2k k _ \/iF n+1
e _ Tn = ("37)  Halz)
{ H2k+1(a:) — ko1 (x) 92K+l /m(ok)l ? "
(‘r) ( ) n4 a+1
a1 o\ =42k () - 27" 2 Ca
N ) Léﬁl(:ﬂ) — 2k(2k + @) R vr Ly (w)
(@) xIP(2k +a+1) xT(2)r(ntgtl)
XL, ()
B-1 p(aﬁ)(x)
T (1 —x) 2 2(k . ) U’(ca,/g) ’Y(a,ﬂ) p(a,ﬁ)(x)
(o, ’Y « n n
XLo<z<1} Py i () = szﬁl) Pyl ()

@) _ ATk + P2k +a+ 102k + B+ DI 2k +a+ 5 +1)
B L4k +a+B+1DI(4k+a+ B +3) ’
22n+a+51’*(%+1)1’\(n+<21+1)]_—w(n—&-g—&-l )]_—\(n+a-21-6+1)
mf'2n+a+p+1)
gerve % (2k + ) (2k + B)(2k + & + )
AoB) 4k + o+ B+ 2)(4k +a+ B+ 1)(4k +a+ B4k +a+ 1)

7o) =

)
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Remark 4.1. (i) In these three cases, it happens that @, (x) = ¢n(x) holds. That is,
H,(z), A ~ GOE,,

(4.3) E[det(zl, — A)] = { L (2), A~ W,(n+a,I,),
qua’ﬁ)(x), A~ B,(n+a,n+5,1,).

(ii) In spite of the coincidence pn(x) = ¢n(x) above, the expected eigenpolynomial
E[det(z1, — A)] for a real symmetric matriz A is not necessarily an orthogonal polynomial.
A counter example is presented in the next subsection (Proposition .

(iii) Contrary to the real symmetric case, it is known that the expected eigenpolynomial
E[det(zI, — A)] of a Hermitian random matriz A is an orthogonal polynomial with respect
to w(x) ([Dei99] ).

(iv) The relations can be proven directly. For example, in the first case A, ~
GOE,, there exists P, € O(n) such that

ar by
by as
pT

bn—l an—1 bn

by |an

where a; ~ N(0,1) and b; ~ x;_1/v?2 independently ([DE02]). Substituting this into

det(zl, — A,,), and expanding at the last row/column, we obtain the three-term relation
E[det(zI, — An)] = B[z — an]E[det(z1,_1 — Ay_1)] — E[B2|E[det(x],_o — Ap_s)],

from which the first relation in follows. This approach works for the other two cases.

Corollary 4.2. As a corollary to Lemma we have from that

—o0 0 (n: odd),

o0 (@) )
/ L(@) () g(@=D/2e=2/2qy = L/yn " (n: even),
' 0 (n: odd),

1/'}/,(1%8) (n: even),

0
1
Pl ()@ 1/2(1 — 2)(B=D/2qy =
" 0 (n: odd),

0

where H,(z), E%a)(m), and Pysa’ﬁ)(x) are monic Hermite, Laguerre, and shifted Jacobi

polynomials defined in Table m respectively, and ~y,, %(1&), and ’y,(La’ﬁ) are listed in Table

(-3
These formulas were proven by [NF95, Appendix A] by direct calculations. It is not

obvious that the integrals vanish when n is odd. The proof of Lemma [3.10| reveals the
universal structure behind.

4.2. Positive definite conditional GOE. In this subsection, we deal with the random
matrix A € Sym(n) with density proportional to

2

1y s _1
e A gy = [TwOo), w) =e 2 10,
i=1
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where A\ < --- < )\, are ordered eigenvalues of A. The distribution of A is GOE,, under the
condition that A is positive definite, denoted by A ~ GOE,|~o. This distribution appears
in the one-sided likelihood ratio test for the equality of two Wishart matrices [Kur93).
The orthogonal polynomial associated with the weight function e /21 (x>0} is referred
to as the half-range generalized Hermite polynomials, but the explicit expression is not
known ([Bal02]). Here, we derive the skew-orthogonal polynomial ¢, (z) and @,(z) =
E[det(z1,, — A)], and the coefficients o}, and ~;, at up to n = 3 according to the procedure
described in Section [Bl
We first evaluate the moment y; in and the skew-moment in :

sij:/ xie_IQ/Zd:r</ —/ >yje_y2/2dy.
0 T 0

The recursion formula below can be used to evaluate it:
Sij = 2/ e gy — 5j71/ e ® /de + (] — 1)81‘7]'_2, sii =0, Sji = —Sij-
0 0

e i(x) and 3;(z) in (310):

o(z) =po(z) =1

2

pi(z) =pi(x) =a -/~

a(x) =Pa(x) = x° — 7 x+ﬁ
o3(2) :mS_(\/Qfl)\/ixz_{_ (\f+3) (3\/§+1)71-$_4(\/§+1)737T
™—22 V2(m —2v/2) Ja(m —2v2)
s (V2=1DV2m 5, 8V2-3r (—2v2 + 3/
PO s T o Vet 2vD)
® O in "

((V2=1)yT (V2+3)(—4V2 + Tr — 16)
(00701> - \/i ’ 28\/77'

® 7 in and ([3.4):
(70, 715725 73) = <\/>\[ (V2 +1)(7 — 2v/2) (2\/5—1)(—4\@—16+77r)>

2y/m 14(m — 2v/2)

Figure shows the upper probabilities of the largest eigenvalue of positive definite
GOE matrices (GOE,|-0, n = 3,4) and their EEC approximations provided by Theorem
The EEC approximation is liberal as we have seen in Section [2.1} The expected Euler
characterlstlc method precisely approximates the tail distribution of the largest eigenvalue.

Proposition 4.3. ¢;(z), i > 0, cannot be an orthogonal polynomial under any weight
function w(x).

Proof. Suppose that such weight function w(x) exists. Let

[ a*w(z)dr
Jw(x)dz

Vi =
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GOE3‘>() GOE4|>0

FIGURE 4.1. Upper probabilities of the largest eigenvalue of positive defi-
nite GOE matrices.
Dashed line: positive definite GOE, Solid line: EEC approximation.

Then, the system

_ J%i(@)@j(z)w(x)dz

0 Jw(x)dz

(0<i<y, i4+j<3)

consists of four equations with three variables v, 1o, v3. It can be checked that the system
has no solution. g

5. ASYMPTOTICS WHEN THE MATRIX SIZE APPROACHES TO INFINITY

When the matrix size approaches to infinity, the largest eigenvalue of a random matrix
converges to a limit after a suitable normalization. In this section we conduct an asymp-
totic analysis for the expected Euler characteristic. For this purpose, the edge asymptotics
for the Hermite, Laguerre, and Jacobi polynomials established by I. Johnstone ([JMI12]
Proposition 1], [JohO1l Section 5], and [Joh08, Proposition 2|) are useful. We summarize
the results in modified forms which is convenient to our purpose.

Proposition 5.1 ([JM12, [JohOT) [JohO8]). Let Ai(z) and Ai'(z) be the Airy function of
the first kind and its derivative function, respectively.
(i) Hermite polynomial: As n — oo,

(5.1) Q%w(x)ﬁ[n(x) iy =V, 0y = 9-1/2),-1/6,
n =UnTOn

and its derivative with respect to s converge to Ai(s) and Ai'(s), respectively, uniformly

on any half interval [sg, 00), where w(z) = e~""/2, and ~y, is as listed in Table .

(ii) Laguerre polynomial: As n,a — oo with a/n — @,

n _ 1+ VT+a)'3
(5.2) 22" (@ () L@ () = (VT T 6)n, oy = AEVIHATT us
ry’r(]{a) T=[n+0ns (1 + a)1/6

and its derivative with respect to s converge to Ai(s) and Ai'(s), respectively, uniformly
on any half interval [sq, 00), where w(® (z) = z(@=1D/2e=2/2  and %(la) is as listed in Table
-3 )

(iii) Jacobi polynomial: As n,a, f — oo with a/n — &, B/n — B,
On

(5.3) 27
L)

w9 (@) P (2)

7
T=ln+0ns
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where

_ 4 1/3
(5.4) anl cos(¢ +7) _1<( 2sin® (¢ +7) ) =23,

2 Ty 24 a + B)2sinpsiny

with cosp = (—a+ B)/(2+ a+ 3), cosy = (a+ B)/(2+ a+ B), and the derivative of
with respect to s converge to Ai(s) and Ai'(s), respectively, uniformly on any half
interval on [sg, 1) (59 > 0), where w(®#) (z) = 2(@=D/2(1 —2)B-1D/2 and yﬁﬁ’ﬁ) is as listed

in Table[4.3

Applying these properties orthogonal polynomials, we evaluate the limiting behavior of
the expected Euler characteristic method. A proof is provided in Section [6]

Theorem 5.2. Let E[x(M,)] be the expected Euler characteristic of the excursion set (2.1]),
where A is a real symmetric random matriz A ~ GOE,, W, (n+a, I,), By(n+a,n+4, 1),
or a Hermitian random matriz A ~ GUE,, CW,,(n+ o, I,), CB(n+ a,n+ 8,1,). Let
and oy, be defined in for GOE/GUE, for a real/complex Wishart, and for

real/complex multivariate beta, respectively. As n — oo with a/n — &, B/n — B,

S Ri(s) =L / ~ Ai(z)de

E[X(Mm)] ety 1 Lon s 9

when A is real symmetric, and

E[x(M.)]

T=pnp—1+0n—18

when A is Hermitian.
Remark 5.3. Using the same scaling factors p, and oy, it holds that as n — oo,

P(An(A) > x) — Frw, (s) (real symmetric),

T=Un+0nSs

P(\n(A) > 1)

— Frw,(s) (Hermitian),

T=Un+0ns

where Fry, and Frw, are the upper probability functions of the Tracy- Widom distribution
of the first and second kinds. This normalization is referred to as edge-asymptotics.

Figure shows the upper probabilities of the largest eigenvalue of the real Wishart
W3(4,I) and complex Wishart CW3(4, ), and their EEC approximations. The EEC ap-
proximation is conservative for the complex Wishart, and liberal for the real Wishart. The
remarkable advantage of the expected Euler characteristic method is its accuracy. The
magnitude of the relative error

EX(Mz)] = P(An(4) > )
P(An(4) > z)
is in general exponentially smaller than P(\,(A) > z) when z is large. See [KTO08| for

details.
The theorem below indicates that the tail accuracy is inherited when n goes to infinity.

Theorem 5.4. Define the limiting relative error to the Tracy- Widom distribution as fol-
lows:

Fy(s) — Frw,(s)
Frw,(s) 7

Ag(s) = g=12.
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é 1l0 1l5 20
Wishart W3 (4, 1) Complex Wishart CW3(4, I)

FIGURE 5.1. Upper probabilities of the largest eigenvalue (n = 3).
Dashed line: Wishart, Solid line: EEC approximation.

Then,
1
51z ® fem3s"” (B8 =1: real symmetric case),
7r
Aﬁ(s) ~ 1 9 _4.3/2
ot0 s ze 3% (8 =2 : Hermitian case),
™

as s — 00. It holds that As(s) ~ Aq(s)?2.

Proof. In Theorem we evaluate the order of the terms in the exponential asymptotic
expansion of the solution of the Painlevé II differential equation. Here, Frw, and Frw,
are explicitly written based on the solution [TW96]. On the other hand, the asymptotic
expansions of the Airy function Ai(z) and its derivative Ai'(x) that make up ﬁl(s) and
Fy(s) are well-known [AS64, Section 10.4]. O

Figure [5.2] shows the upper probabilities of Tracy-Widom distributions and the limits
of the EEC approximation. The limits of the EEC formulas still approximate the true
distributions in the limit.

257
2.0F
1.5}
............. 1.0

0.5F

-5 -4 -3 -2 -1 1 2
Real symmetric Hermitian

FIGURE 5.2. Upper probability of the largest eigenvalue when n — oo.
Dashed line: Tracy-Widom, Solid line: Limit of EEC approximation.

In this case, the expected Euler characteristic method behaves well as the matrix size n
goes to infinity. However, this is not obvious, because n — oo means that the dimension
of the manifold M goes to infinity, and the Morse theory used to calculate the Euler
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characteristic does not make sense. The expected Euler characteristic method in an infinite
dimensional space will be a challenging research topic in the future.

6. PROOFS
6.1. Proofs of Lemmas and

Proof of Lemmal2.1. To analyze the behavior of f, we introduce the local coordinates
h = h(t) € S(R™Y), t = (t1,...,t,_1). For example, for a fixed point hg € S(R™*1), let
Hp be an n x n orthogonal matrix whose first column vector is hg. Then,

.
h(t) = HO( 1= 2t ,tn_l)

is a local coordinate system of S(R™*!) around hg. In addition, h(t)h(t)" is a local
coordinate of M around hohg. Let 0; = 0/0t;, h; = O;h, and h;; = 0;0;h. By taking
the derivative of hTh = 1, we have h'h; = 0 and hThZ-j + hiThj = 0. Then, 0;f =
2hT Ah;, and O;|pf = 0,Vi (t = t* is a critical point) <= (A — M)h|= = 0,3\ (h is
an eigenvector). In addition, 0;0;f = 2hiTAhj + 2hTAhij, and at a critical point ¢t = t*,
8¢8j‘t*f = 2(h;Ahj + hTAhij) = 2(h;rAhj — )\h;rh])

When h is an eigenvector of A, A is written as

A=Mhh" + HBH',

where H = H(h) is an nx (n—1) matrix-valued function of & such that (h, H) € O(n). Note
that A\ = h" Ah and B = H" AH. We write (hy,...,h,—1) = HT, where T € GL(n — 1).
Then, 9;0;j|¢+f = 2T T (H"AH — (h" AR)I)T. According to the Morse theory, if f(U) is a
Morse function,

X(Mp) = Y U(f(U) > x) sgndet(—8i0;f)
critical point
= Y 1(hTAh =) sen det((hTAh)In_l - HTAH)

h : eigenvector

n

= > 1(M(A) > ) sgn [J(AR(A) — Mi(A))

=1 I#k
=> ()" 1 (4) > 2),
k=1

where A\ () is the kth smallest eigenvalue. Here, f(U) is a Morse function with probability
one iff A has distinct n eigenvalues, which holds if A has a density function with respect
to the Lebesgue measure dA of Sym(n). O

Proof of Lemma[2.3. We translate the problem of C" into R?". The Hermitian matrix
A = B+ +/—1C € Herm(n) is represented as

B —C B CT
Az(c B>:<C B)ESym@n).

fU)=tx(UA)/2, UeM={o(h)|heSR" M)},

Let
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where
0 —I,
¢(h) = hh" +JhR"J", J= ([ . )

Here, M is a class of the orthogonal projection matrix of rank 2 in R?". Let

cos@l, —sin6l,
R(0) = )

sin6I, cos@l,

By direct calculations, we see that f(¢(h)A) = tr(¢p(h)A)/2 = h" Ah, R())T AR(0) = A,
and R(0)T ¢(h)R(0) = ¢(h) holds.

The dimension of M is 2(n — 1). We introduce local coordinates t = (tl, e ,tQ(n,l))
on M. For a fixed point ¢(ho) € M, ho = (pg,qq )", let Po++/—1Qo be an n x n unitary
matrix whose first column vector is pg + v/—1qo, and let

_ v(t) (P —Qo .
h(t) = Hy (w(t)>, Hy = (QO P, ) S 0(2 ),

T
’U(t) = ( 1 _21231_1) t%atb"'atn—l) 5 w(t) = (07tn""7t2(n—1))

Then, ¢(h(t)) € M, h(0) = hg. Moreover, because

0

R 0)]

are linearly independent, this parameterization is a local coordinate system of M around
ho.

Let H = H(h) be a 2n x (n — 1) matrix-valued smooth function of h that satisfies
(h,Jh,H,JH) € O(2n). For h = (v',w")T, such H is given as H = (VW )T where
V,W € R (1) are matrices such that (v + v/—1w,V + /—1W) is n x n unitary.

Here, U = ¢(h) € M is a critical point of f(U) = h'Ah iff 0;f = h] Ah = 0 for
1 <i < 2(n—1). Moreover, because AJ is skew-symmetric, (Jh)T Ah = 0. Note that
h is orthogonal to Jh and h;, 1 < i < 2(n — 1), and {Jh,h1,...,hopm_1)} are linearly
independent around hg (because Jh and h;’s are orthogonal at hg). Thus, at a critical
point, we have (A — AI)h = 0, 3\, that is, h is an eigenvector of A.

Let

where

T

, 1<1<2(n—1),
t=0 == (n )

(his- . hog—1y) = (H, JH)T + Jhe ",

where T' € GL(2(n — 1)) and e is a 2(n — 1) x 1 vector. When h is an eigenvector of A,
Jh is an eigenvector with the same eigenvalue, and A is written as follows:

HT
A= Xhh" 4+ Jhh"J)+ (H,JH)D (HTJT)

Hence, at a critical point ¢ = t*,
0;0;|¢+f = hy Ahj + h" Ahij = h} Ahj + Ah"hij = h] Ahj — (hT AR)h] h;.

Because
T T T T T T
(hy hj) =T HTT (H,JH)T +ee =T'T +ee
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and
-

(hi Anj) =TT < )A(H, JH)T + ee' (h" Ah),

HTJT

the Hesse matrix (—0;0;f) at a critical point is

HT
T T
T ((h Ah)IQ(n_l) — <HTJT) A(H, JH)) T.
Therefore, by Morse’s theorem,

X(Mz) = > AU(f(U) =) sgndet(—8:0; f)

critical point

HT
= > 1(h'Ah>z)sgn det((hTAh)IQ(n_l) — (HTJT> A(H, JH))

h: eigenvector

- A 0 )
= Z]l()\k > :L‘) sgn det (Akl2(n—1) — ( (k) ))), A(k) = dlag(Ai)lgiSmi;gk

k=1 0 A
n
=) 1(A\p > x)sgn H()\k. —\i)?
k=1 i#k
n
=) 1\ >z),
k=1
where ), is the kth smallest eigenvalue of A = B 4 /—1C. O

Proof of Lemmas|[2.3 and [2.4. We first prove Lemma [2.2] Using the joint density function
dn,1(A1, ..., Ap) of the ordered eigenvalues in (1.2)),

d

P(A >«
dz (A )
d o0
= — dA
dx z k A< <Ap_1 <Ak,
)\k<)\k+1<"'<)\n

Qn,l()\lu S a)\n)d)\l . d)‘k—ld)\k+1 coedy,

= / qn,l()\ly'-'7)\k—11x7)\k+17"'7)\n)d)\1”'d)\k—ld)\k‘-l—l d)\n

T << A1 <,
T< A1 < <A

n—1
dn,l n—
- / CILTIN ) [y § (PR
A <-<Ap

dn—
n—1,1 k=1

X Gn—1,1 (A1, s Apo1)dAy - - - d A1

Noting that Y )’ 11y, | <a<n,} = 1 a.e., we have

n

Z(—l)”*k%P(Ak > 1)
k=1

dn,l

n—1
= _di / w(m) H(a: — )\k)qn_m(/\l, ceey /\n—l)d/\l .. 'd)\n—l
n=11 JA\ << k=1

dp,
_ _7’1E[det(3311%1 — B)Jw(z),
n—1,1
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which is the differentiation of E[x(M,)] in (2.3). Combined with the boundary condition
lim, 00 E[x(M)] = 0, we complete the proof.
The proof for Lemma is almost the same except for the factor (—1)"~F, O

6.2. An integral formula for eigenvalue densities: Hermitian case. The basic
integration tool for managing the squared linkage factor [],_ ]( ; — A;)? is as follows.

Proposition 6.1 (e.g., [Meh04l Section 5.7-5.8]). Let @;_1(\) be an arbitrary monic poly-
nomial of degree i — 1. Let g(\) be an arbitrary function. Then,

/ Hg I o —)\i)Qﬁd)\i = det(M),
A

1< <An o 1<i<j<n i=1

M = </ %1(33)%‘1(5”)9(@%)131,3'9'

This proposition follows from the Binet-Cauchy formula for a product of two rectangular
matrices with the Vandermonde determinant (6.1]).

where

Proof of Lemma[3.1. We apply Proposition [6.2] with g(A\) = w(\) and ¢;(\) as the monic
orthogonal polynomial with respect to the Welght function w(A). Then, M = diag(hg, ..., n-1)
and

1/dy5 = det(M H hp.
O

6.3. Integral formula for eigenvalue densities: Real symmetric case. Suppose
that A is an n x n real symmetric random matrix with probability density p, in . The
joint den51ty of the eigenvalues of A is ¢, 1 (A1, . .. ,)\n)]l{A1<...<An}, where qml()\l, ces An)
is given in . The factor [[;;(A; — i) included in gn,1(A1, ..., Ay) is called the linkage
factor. The bas1c integration tool used to manage the linkage factor is as follows. The set
of n x n real skew-symmetric matrices is denoted by Skew(n).

Proposition 6.2 (e.g., [BROI, Theorem 6.1],[Meh04, Section 5.5]). Let p;—1(\) be an
arbitrary monic polynomial of degree i — 1. Let g(\) be an arbitrary function. Define an
n x n skew-symmetric matrix

:((L;;—Lx)wFNM¢fuw9@mwxmeh%ﬁneS@wm»

and an n X 1 vector
o= ([omtaay)  er
1<i<n

pf(S) (n : even),

TR CEN VR I ﬁ(s ﬁ (n' odd)

< < =
1<i<j<n =1 _ST 0

Then,

where pf(-) is the Pfaffian of a skew-symmetric matriz.
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This proposition follows from the Pfaffian analogue of the Binet-Cauchy formula ([[W95])
and the fact that the linkage factor is the Vandermonde determinant:

(6.1) [T O —=X) = det(N cijen = det(pi1(A))1<ijn
1<i<j<n

Recall that the Pfaffian for an n x n skew-symmetric matrix S = (s;;)1<i j<n is defined
by the following:

> sgn(m)sr(1)n(2) * Sminot)mn) (n: even),

pf(S) — well,
0 (n:odd),
where II,, is the set of permutations 7 of {1,...,n} such that

(1) <7w(2),...,71(n—1) <7w(n), 7(1) <7(3) < --- < w(n—1),
i.e., the set of all pairings of {1,...,n}. For example,
{(r(1),7(2),7(3),7(4)) | m € II4} = {(1,2,3,4),(1,3,2,4),(1,4,2,3)}.
For a skew-symmetric matrix S and a matrix U, the identities
pf(S)? = det(S),  pf(U'SU) = pf(S) det(U)

hold. The latter assures that a Gaussian elimination (simultaneously from the left and the
right) keeps the Pfaffian invariant. That is, for a skew-symmetric block matrix (S;;)1<s,j<2
with 511 non-singuler,

I 0 S11 Sis I —51_11512 S11 0
pf . =pf
(6.2) =58, 1 So1 Sog 0 I 0 S99
pr(sn) pf(522-1)7

where 522.1 = SQQ — 5215;11512.

6.4. Proofs of Lemmas and
Proof of Lemma[3.3 Recall first that

n

pf(Sn):/'--/ H (xj—:ni)Hw(mi)dei>0, n=24,...,
£ i=1

1<-<ZTn 1 <i<j<n i=1

meaning that the upper-left ¢ x ¢ minor of S, is non-singular for ¢ = 2,4,... Then, by
applying 2 x 2 block-wise Gaussian elimination to S,, we find an n X n upper triangle
matrix U, of the form of

I * ok
IQ * *

. : Iy N

(6.3) U, = (n:even), U, = % x| (n:odd)

SR

IQ *
0 I

? 0 1

such that

0TS0, — diag(aoJ, e ,an/g,lJ) (n : even), J 0 1 .
" diag(UOJ, o On—1y2—1, 0) (n:odd),
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Here, o}’s are positive because pf(Ss) > 0 for all k. For example, for

S11 Sz si13
S5 = | So1 Sy s93 | € Skew(5)
s31 s32 0
with Si1, So2 € Skew(2), S12 = —S;l € R?*2 gy3 = —sg—l, S93 = —8;2 € R2x1,
L S!Sz —Sii'sis
Us= |0 Iy =Sy sas1

0 0 1

-1 —1
where 522.1 = SQQ — 521511 512 and 8923.1 — 823 — 821511 813, and

Sy 0 0 oo 0 0
UlSsUs=| 0 Spq 0l=] 0 ouJ 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
Let
(6.4) (@o(x), B1(x), ..., Pn1(2)) = (1,2, ..., 2" HU,
and

(:)707 s 7:7Vn—1) = (,U(]a s >,Un—1)Un-
We will prove later that

(6.5) i = /ﬁl(l‘)w(a})dx >0 for i even.

. 1 —3 /3 1 —F 1 /A

U, diag M/ ye e Tn=1/Fn—2 (n : even),
0 1 0 1

~ 1 -1/~ 1 —~u_2/Yn—

U, diag N/ % e =2/ Vo= ,1] (n:odd)
0 1 0 1

is an n X n upper triangle matrix with unit diagonal elements satisfying (3.7) and ({3.8]).
The uniqueness of U, is proven as follows: Monic polynomials ¢;(z)’s satisfy the skew-

orthogonality (3.7 if and only if U,, defining o;(x)’s by (3.9) satisfies

diag(ooJ, ... 7Un/2_1J) (n :even), s 0 1
diag (00, . .., 0(n_1y/2-1,0) (n:odd), '

If this is true,

(6.6) Uy =

(6.7) Ul S,U, = {

Let

UT(n):{{diag(T(tl),...,T(tn/g)) |t; € R} (n : even), Te) = (1 t>
{diag(T(t1),..., T(t(n—1)2):1) | t: € R} (n:o0dd), 0 1

be a subgroup of the upper triangular matrix group. If a matrix U? satisfies , then
the matrices in the orbit {UYD | D € UT(n)} satisfy . This orbit contains a matrix
U, of the form , which is uniquely determined by the Gaussian elimination procedure.
Therefore, any matrices U, satisfying is expressed as ﬁnD, D € UT(n). By posing
the condition , the matrix D is determined uniquely as in .
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Finally, we prove (/6.5)). Suppose that n is even. We will prove that for a random matrix
A, € Sym(n) with density p, in (1.1)),

(6.8) on(z) = Eldet(xI, — Ay,)] when n is even.
If holds, then (6.5) follows from Lemma
Let

O (2) = (0(2), -+, P (2))
be the n x 1 column vector consisting of the monic system in (6.4)), and let L,, be an n x n
matrix defined by (3.13]), that is,

2P, (2) = Ln®p(z) + €n@n(x), en=(0,...,0,1)".

Note that &, (z) = det(zl,, — L,) by Lemma
We use the density function gy, ; in ([1.2). By means of the integral formula in Proposition
we obtain E[det(zI,, — A,)] as a multiple of

n

[ T aute [y -0 T
T1<<Tp j_q i<j

= / H(Z — 3 )w(z;) H(@(m) — ¢i(x)) dei
1< <Tn ;1 P

1<j

(6.9) _pf<</ /$>y> z—x)(z — y)pi(z) 5 (y)w(z )w(y)d:z:dy>Ogmén_1
B <</ /z>y> z— ) (2 — ) Pp(x) Dy, (y)Tw(m)w(y)dxdy>nxn

= pf (Inz — Lp)G(Inz — Ln) " — (Inz — Ly)ge, +eng' (I,z — L)),

¢/ - / >y)6n<x>%n<y>Tw<x>w<y>dxdy

. 0 1
=diag(ooJ, ..., 0,/2-1J), Jz( . 0),

o= ([ - >y)5n<x>¢n<y>w<w>w<y>dxdy —0

because @; () satisfies the skew-orthogonality (3.2). Hence, (6.9) is det(l,,z — )pf (GQ) =
©on(z) pf(G), and by checking the coefficient of 2™, follows. O

where

and

Proof of Lemma[3.5. We apply Proposition [6.2] with g(\) = w()) and ¢;(\) as the monic
skew-orthogonal polynomial with respect to the weight function w(\). Let U, be the
matrix that defined in Lemma [3.3] When n is even,

0 0 3
1/dn71 = pf(S) - pf(Uq;rSUn) :pf dlag UO Yo Jn/? 1
—oo 0 —On/2-1 0

n/2—1

~ 1] o
k=0
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When n is odd,

s U, 0 S s\(U, O
1/dn,1:pf =pf
—s' 0 1 —s" 0/\0 1
(o) Y0
—0oy 0
01 V2
—01 0
On—3 Tn-3
2
—On-3 0
2
0 Tn—1
% 0 -y 0 - =3 0 =1 O
(n—3)/2
= H Ok X Yn—1-
k=0

Proof of Lemma[3.6. Let ¢; and 7; be defined in the proof of Lemma Note first that
for i even,

(6.10)

(4, 0) = (Fi, Fir1) (é i/ ’7"> L (i), o1 (@) = (Fil@), G () (

L —%it1/%
1 Y

0 1

hence, v; = 7; and @;(z) = @;(z) for i even.
Suppose that n is even. Then,

E[det(zI, — Apn)] =pn(z) (proof of Lemma [3.3)
=¢n(2) (eq. (6.10))
=@n(z) (eq. )

In the following, suppose that n is odd, and prove that E[det(zI, — A,)] = @n(2). The
transformation from ®,,(z) = (¢o(x),...,on_1(x))" to ®,(z) = (Po(x),...,Pn_1(x))" is
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&)n(x) = B ®,(x), where

100 O 0 0 0 0
1 0 v/m Yn-a/71 0 Yp—2/m1 O
1 0 0 0 0 0
1 Yn—-a/73 0 Yn-2/73 O
B — , . .
1 0 Yn—2/Yn-1 0
1 0 0
1 0
1
nxn

Then, we have

</x<y/x>y> 6i(2)@; (y)w(z)w(y)dzdy
(6.11) :<B dlag< ( ) .,U(n—l)/?—l(_ol ;),O>Bn>i

YiYi

(i < j,i:even, j:odd),
=97 (i>7,4:0dd, j:even),
(

0 otherwise),
and
[ Biauens = ((0.0.92,0.....0.7-1)B),
(6.12) B {’yi (i : even),
0 (i:odd).

Note that @;(x) and 7; are defined independently of n. Hence, and ([6.12)) hold for
any ¢, j.
Define a matrix L,, by

20, (1) = Ln®n(z) + €nPn(), €n=(0,...,0,1)"

as before. E[det(z1, — A,)] is proportional to

/acl<...<xn ili[l(z — zi)w(x) [ (= H dz;

1<J

(g = Josy) 2 = 2 =@y wwl)dedy) s
~(Jz- y)«ﬂj(y)w(y)dy)Ogjgn_1 0

((rey = L) (& = 2)(z = 9)Bu@)Bo ) Two(w(y)dady)
(S = Baly) Tw(y)y) 0

1xn

6.13) =0t
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Here,

(/ - ) (2 — 2)(z — 9)Ba(2)Bu(y) T )uw(y) dady

= (Inz — Ln)G(Inz — Lp) " = (Inz — Ly,)ge, + eng ' (Inz — L) ",
o G = ( / T / >y><T>n<m>&>n<y>%<x>w<y>dmdy
and

i= ([~ [ )o@z w50, v = (005050
by . Moreover,
/(z — )@ (y)w(y)dy = (Inz — Ly) / O (y)w(y)dy = (Inz — Ln)y
by . Hence, is

of (Inz — Zn)é(Inz — En)T — Yn(Inz — En)'yez + Yneny ' (Inz — En)T (Inz — En)'y
T(Inz — Ln) T 0

- G G
— det(Inz — L) pf ) = 5u(2) pt 7,
- 0 - 0

where the Gaussian elimination (6.2)) is used. This means E[det(zI, — A4,)] = @n(z) for
an odd n. The proof is completed. ]

6.5. Proof of Theorem [5.2L

Proof of Theorem[5.3. We state the proof mainly in the Gaussian case. Let
o _

(6.14) Un(x) = ’y—nw(m)Hn(aj)

n

and 1] (z) be its derivative. Proposition |5.1| claims that

(6.15) Unliin + 0n8) = ZAI(S),  outh(un + ons) = ZA(s).

(I) Real symmetric case (GOE).

According to Proposition (i) showing the uniform convergence, the expected Euler
characteristic with the threshold « = p,—1 + op—15 converges as

1 o o 1 o0
/ B(x) Hy 1 (2)dz = / U1 (fint + On_15)ds — / Ai(s)ds.
Tn—1 Jz s 2 /s

(IT) Hermitian case (GUE).

According to Proposition (i), the expected Euler characteristic with the threshold
x is

(6.16)

1 i _ _ - )
el /z w($)2(Hn—1(a?)Hn(x) — Hn(x)Hn,1($))dx,
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where w(z) = e /2 h,_; = 27"+ /7T (n) (Table . Substituting H},(z) = nH,_1(z)
and Hy(z) = xH,-1(z) — (1/2)H},_;(z), (6.16) is expressed in terms of H,_;(z) and
H! | (z). Then, by substituting

n—1
D@ g () - v @ )/ue)
Hn_l(x) - ’UJ(I‘) ’ nfl( ) - w(x)

is expressed in terms of ¢,_1(z) in and ], _,(x). Substituting z = p,—1 +
on—18, and taking the limit using , we obtain the result.

(III) Other cases.

The proofs for the real symmetric matrices are the same as the Gaussian case.

For the complex Wishart matrix, we use the formulas:

(L (2)) = nLl* V()

)

and the three-term relation
L (@) = (@ —a—- DI V(@) —2(Z V(@) .
Then, the expected Euler characteristic formula is expressed in terms of

¢(a) (z) = On-1 (a)( )E(a)( )

nl Tn—1
(¢ = a,a 4+ 1) and their derivatives. By arranging the terms and taking the limit, we
obtain the same result. The complex beta matrix case is the same. ]

APPENDIX A. EXPONENTIAL ASYMPTOTIC STRUCTURE OF PAINLEVE 11

Let Ai(z) and Bi(x) be the Airy functions of the first and second kinds, respectively.
Let g(x) be the solution to Painlevé II:

(A1) 0=¢q" —2¢° —xq, q(x)~Ai(z) (2 — 0).
The Airy functions are independent solutions of 0 = f”(x) — zf(x). Let
W (z,s) = Ai(z)Bi(s) — Bi(z)Ai(s)
be Wronskian. It holds the identity

(A.2) —277/ W (z,s)q(s)ds + Ai(z).

Theorem A.l. Assume that the solution q(x) of (l) uniquely exists. Then, q(x) has
an exponential asymptotic structure
(A.3) a(x) = qo(x) + () + - + qu (@) + 7 (),

where

qo(z) =Ai(x),

(Ad)  g(x) =27 /OO W(z,s)fm(s)ds, fm(z)= > an(@)an()gs(x),

11 +fi2~!>7,'3‘=mfl,
i1,02,1320

and as T — 00,

(A.5) qm(x) ~

1 _4m+2 3/2
R
924m+1,(2m+1)/2 0. (6m+1) /4 ’

(A.6) ry(z) = o(qM(a:)).
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Remark A.2. The first two terms in (A.3) are

. 1 _2.3/2
QO(I') = Al(l‘) ~ WQ 3$ R

& ) 1 _y3/2
q1(x) = 27r/x W (z, s)Ai(s)®ds ~ S53/2,7/4C 2

as x — oo (cf. [AS64, egs. (10.4.59) and (10.4.63)]).

Lemma A.3. Suppose that p(z) > 0. For f(x) = o(p(z)) as x — oo,

[ Wienstots =of [ Woropionts).

For f(x) ~ p(x) as © — oo,

/ W(z,s)f ds~/ W(x,s)p(s)ds.

Proof. For all sufficiently large = and = < s, Ai(z) > Ai(s), Bi(z) < Bi(s), and hence
W (x,s) > 0. For the former case, for Ve > 0, —ep(z) < f(z) < ep(z) for sufficiently large
x, and

—5/ W(z,s)p(s)ds < / W(z,s)f(s)ds < 5/ W (z,s)p(s)ds
follows. The same for the latter case. O

Lemma A.4. Fora>2,b>3/4, as x — oo,

> b —agS 8 _ _n3/2
2 b as“/zd ~ (b+1) ,—az ]
77/96 W(z,s)s e s (3a+2)(3a—2)x e

Proof of Theorem[A.] Let ¢ (0 < m < M) be defined by (A.4) recursively, and let

M

(A7) ru(@) = @) = Y gm(@)
m=0

We will prove (A.5) and ({A.6)).

(A.5]) is proved by induction. The case m = 0 holds by the assumption of the existence
of the solution ¢(z). Suppose that (A.5)) holds for m =0,...,m—1. For i1 +is+iz = m—1,

1 _4(n—1)+6 3/2
Gir (2)Gin (%) gis () ~ 2A(m—1)+3 1 (2(m—1)+3) /2 (6(m—1)+3)/4 € ’ ’
and
m+1
1=
> =("h)
i1+igt+iz=m—1,
11,12,i3>0
hence
m+1 1 _4m+2_3/2
fm(l') ~ < ) >24m—17r(2m+1)/2x(6m—3)/4€ o

and by Lemmas and

1 _4m+2,3/2

T) = 27?/36 W(z,s)fm(s)ds ~ dm+ 1 (2m+1) /2, (6m+1)/4 €
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To prove (A.6]), we start from the identity (A.2)). Substituting

q’ =<§i:0qm+m>3
=<Z qm> +3<Z qm> TM+3<Z qm>7“12\4+r§4

m=0 m=0 m=0
M 3M+1 M 2 M
=St X St 3( L) 3 X )k o
m=1 m=M+1 m=0 m=0

into ({A.2)), and noting the definitions of 3, in (A.7)) and ¢y, in (A.4]), we have

M
rar(@) =q(@) = 3 qulx) — Ai(z)
m=1

o M
:271'/ W (z,s)q(s)3ds — Z qm ()
r m=1

3M+1

_27T/OOW(ac,s)><{ S fuls)

m=M-+1

+3 <7nzj\i:0 qm(s))QrM(s) + 3<mzj\i:0 qm(s)>rM(s)2 + rM(s)3}ds.

Here, g(z) is the solution with the boundary condition ¢(x) = Ai(z)(1 + o(1)), and
go(z) = Ai(z), and noting the order g, (z) = o(Ai(z)) for m > 1 by (A.F), we have
ry(x) = o(Ai(z)) = 0(:(;*1/46*2/3‘”3/2). Hence, in the inside of {-} in , the dominant
term is qo(s)?ras(s) (when M > 0), which is 0(3*3/46*6/333/2). Therefore, by Lemmas
and M we have ry(z) = o(x*7/4e*6/3x3/2).

Using the new order of 7/ (z), we evaluate the inside of {-} in again. The dominant
term (when M > 1) is qo(s)%ra(s) = 0(5_9/46_10/333/2) and by Lemmas andm, we
have TM(QS) — 0(17_13/46_10/3“"3/2)
qo(s)?rps(s). In this last stage,

ru () = 2m /oo Wz, $){far+1(s) + - - }ds = Olqara(2)) = o(qur (2))-

. This procedure terminates when fj;41(s) dominates
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