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Abstract

We consider an ensemble of 2 × 2 normal matrices with complex entries repre-
senting operators in the quantum mechanics of 2 - level parity-time reversal (PT)
symmetric systems. The randomness of the ensemble is endowed by obtaining
probability distributions based on symmetry and statistical independence. The
probability densities turn out to be power law with exponents that depend on the
boundedness of the domain. For small spacings, σ, the probability density varies
as σ

ν , ν ≥ 2. The degree of level repulsion is a parameter of great interest as
it makes a connection to quantum chaos; the lower bound of ν for our ensemble
coincides with the Gaussian Unitary Ensemble. We believe that the systematic
development presented here paves the way for further generalizations in the field
of random matrix theory for PT-symmetric quantum systems.
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1 Introduction

Symmetries guide mathematical classification of physical systems [1]. Among them,
discrete symmetries like time reversal and parity play a special role. One of these
appears in the statistical treatment of quantum systems with complex spectra, often
mathematically treated by random matrix theory [2, 3]. For systems where parity
and time-reversal are broken (PT -symmetric), random matrix theory was introduced
[4, 5]. These works introduced the concept of pseudo-unitary symmetry in the con-
text of random matrices and proved the existence of a new universality class with
novel level repulsion. The physical situations related to these random matrix models
are diverse and most interesting. Historically, these models appeared in the context
of quantum field theory with an indefinite metric [6] and in the electromagnetic the-
ory of transmission lines [7]. By introducing an indefinite metric, a general criterion
for a set of non-Hermitian operators was established [8], consistent with the conven-
tional interpretation of quantum mechanics [9]. The momentum distribution of an
ideal gas of identical particles in two dimensions is an open problem. One of the ways
to obtain this was shown by employing the eigenstate ensemble exploiting quantum
chaos [10, 11] where the second virial coefficient for such gas was expressed in terms of
a counting problem in the theory of Braid groups. Such systems are related on the one
hand with Nambu’s [12] proposal of quark confinement in the medium of monopoles
and with Aharonov-Bohm type quantum billiards which are pseudo-integrable [13].
The latter work paved the way towards a new universality class of random matri-
ces for explaining the spectral fluctuations of pseudo-integrable and almost integrable
quantum billiards [14]. Subsequently, these results have been generalized for N × N
random cyclic matrices [15, 16]. Yet another fascinating connection is made with the
exactly solvable models of many-particle systems. The joint probability distribution
function of the eigenvalues of several random matrix ensembles coincides with the joint
probability distribution function obtained from the many-body ground state [17, 18].
A similar connection for random cyclic matrices exists [19] where the connection was
made with a screened harmonic oscillator. By a further transformation employing the
normal coordinates, eigenfunctions of integrable [18] and chaotic billiards [20] have
been obtained.

Here we re-visit the random matrix theory for non-Hermitian matrices. There
has been a lot of work on random matrices with complex elements in the last sixty
years [21–23]. In all these works, the real and imaginary parts of the matrix ele-
ments were drawn from a Gaussian distribution. In the celebrated work pioneered
by Wigner, Mehta, Gaudin, Dyson and others, this distribution was derived for the
matrix ensembles based on time-reversal invariance, rotational symmetry, and statisti-
cal independence [2]. However, for the case of non-Hermitian matrices, the distribution
has been assumed to be Gaussian. As one of the main results, we present here a
symmetry-based argument for deriving a probability distribution for the ensemble of
non-Hermitian matrices considered here. Subsequently, we calculate the fluctuation
properties of the eigenvalues and obtain new results. This leads to a degree of level
repulsion, which is shown to be greater than or equal to two. It may be recalled
that the degree of level repulsion is qualitatively associated with quantum chaos. The
degree of level repulsion measures the rate at which the two eigenvalues go away from
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each other in the limit of small spacing. For the invariant Gaussian ensembles, the
degree of repulsion is respectively 1, 2, and 4 for Orthogonal, Unitary, and Symplec-
tic ensembles [2]. It was found to be stronger for certain pseudo-Hermitian ensembles
some twenty years ago [4, 5].

Specifically, in this work, we focus on the 2× 2 parity and time-reversal symmetric
(PT-symmetric) complex matrices that are non-Hermitian but invertible and normal.
It is worth pointing to a recent review [24] of the subject of PT-symmetric quantum
mechanics, our effort falls very much into the physics and mathematics of the theme.
These are interesting due to the fact that they can have real or complex eigenvalues
and are used to understand, non - dissipative and dissipative systems, respectively
(see, for example, [25–30]).

2 Random matrix ensemble

We consider an ensemble of normal 2× 2 matrices with complex entries expressed as

H =

(

z1 z2
−z̄2 z̄1

)

(1)

with z1 and z2 are complex numbers, z1 = (x1, y1), and z2 = (x2, y2). These matrices
are complex normal matrices and hence are unitarily diagonalisable. Further, they
satisfyH†H = HH† = det(H)I2 where, I2 is an identity matrix. Notice that det(H) =
z1z̄1 + z2z̄2 6= 0, unless z1 = z2 = 0. If det(H) = 1, these would have been SU(2)
matrices. With this motivation, the matrices considered in this analysis are called
SU(2)-like matrices.

Suppose that ǫ ∈ R is a very small number. We demand invariance of prob-
ability distribution under similarity transformations. Let us write an infinitesimal
transformation,

Q =

(

1 −ǫ
ǫ 1

)

(2)

under which, H transforms as

Q−1HQ =

(

z1 + ǫ (z2 − z̄2) z2 + ǫ (z̄1 − z1)
−z2 + ǫ (z̄1 − z1) z̄1 + ǫ (z̄2 − z2)

)

(3)

2.1 Construction of Probability Distribution Function

Let P (z) denote the probability distribution function of the parameters defining the
matrix elements. The invariance of P (z) under similarity transformation implies that

P (z1 + ǫ (z2 − z̄2))P (z2 + ǫ (z̄1 − z1)) = P (z1)P (z2) (4)

We now make two assumptions: 1) P (z) = f
(

x2 + y2
)

= f1
(

x2
)

f2
(

y2
)

with z ∈ C

and z = (x, y) and f1, f2 sufficiently smooth, and 2) P (z1z2) = P (z1)P (z2). With
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these assumptions, we get:

P (z1 + ǫ (z2 − z̄2)) = P (x1 + iy1 + i2ǫy2) = f1
(

x2
1 + y21 + 4ǫy1y2

)

(5)

P (z2 + ǫ (z̄1 − z1)) = P (x2 + iy2 − i2ǫy1) = f2
(

x2
2 + y22 − 4ǫy1y2

)

(6)

with

f1
(

x2
1 + y21 + 4ǫy1y2

)

= f1
(

x2
1 + y21

)

+ 8ǫy1y2

(

x1
∂f1
∂x1

+ y1
∂f1
∂y1

)

+ o
(

ǫ2
)

(7)

f2
(

x2
2 + y22 − 4ǫy1y2

)

= f2
(

x2
2 + y22

)

− 8ǫy1y2

(

x2
∂f2
∂x2

+ y2
∂f2
∂y2

)

+ o
(

ǫ2
)

(8)

Invariance of probability distribution function under similarity transformation requires
that:

f1
(

x2
1 + y21 + 4ǫy1y2

)

f2
(

x2
2 + y22 − 4ǫy1y2

)

= f1
(

x2
1 + y21

)

f2
(

x2
2 + y22

)

(9)

giving us

f2
(

x2
2 + y22

)

(

x1
∂f1
∂x1

+ y1
∂f1
∂y1

)

= f1
(

x2
1 + y21

)

(

x2
∂f2
∂x2

+ y2
∂f2
∂y2

)

. (10)

Let us separate f1,2 in x− and y− parts:

f1
(

x2
1 + y21

)

= F11

(

x2
1

)

F12

(

y21
)

(11)

f2
(

x2
2 + y22

)

= F21

(

x2
2

)

F22

(

y22
)

(12)

Combining Eqs. (10,12), we get:

F21F22

[

x1
dF11

dx1
F12 + y1

dF12

dy1
F11

]

= F11F12

[

x2
dF21

dx2
F22 + y2

dF22

dy2
F21

]

(13)

This leads to:

x1

F11

dF11

dx1
+

y1
F12

dF12

dy1
=

x2

F21

dF21

dx2
+

y2
F22

dF22

dy2
(14)

Using the separation of variables,

x1

F11

dF11

dx1
+

y1
F12

dF12

dy1
− x2

F21

dF21

dx2
=

y2
F22

dF22

dy2
= λ0 ∈ R (15)

where λ0 is a separation constant. This leads directly to

F22 (y2) = yλ0

2 (16)
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Further,

x1

F11

dF11

dx1
+

y1
F12

dF12

dy1
= λ0 +

x2

F21

dF21

dx2
= λ2 ∈ R (17)

leading to:

F21 (x2) = xλ2−λ0

2 . (18)

Also,

x1

F11

dF11

dx1
= λ2 −

y1
F12

dF12

dy1
= λ3 ∈ R. (19)

Finally,

F11 (x1) = xλ3

1 and F12 (y1) = yλ2−λ3

1 (20)

In summary, we get the probability distribution function:

P (z1, z2) = P (x1, y1, x2, y2) = Axλ3

1 yλ2−λ3

1 xλ2−λ0

2 yλ0

2 (21)

2.2 Determination of Normalisation Constant

Let (x1, y1, x2, y2) ∈ R
4. Take the weight function w : C× C → R which is given by

w (z1, z2) = w (x1, y1, x2, y2) = exp
{

−α
(

|z1|2 + |z2|2
)}

(22)

= exp
{

−α
(

x2
1 + y21 + x2

2 + y22
)}

(23)

with α > 0. We demand that

∫

R4

P (x1, y1, x2, y2)w (x1, y1, x2, y2) d
4x = 1 (24)

where d4x := dx1dx2dy1dy2. Explicitly,

A

∫

R

xλ3

1 e−αx2
1dx1

∫

R

yλ2−λ3

1 e−αy2
1dy1

∫

R

xλ2−λ0

2 e−αx2
2dx2

∫

R

yλ0

2 e−αy2
2dy2 = 1 (25)

It is well known that

∫

R

xae−bx2

dx =
1

2
[1 + (−1)

a
] b−

a+1

2 Γ

(

a+ 1

2

)

with ℜa > −1 and ℜb > 0 (26)

where Γ is the usual gamma function. Now, by our assumption, a, b ∈ R. Thus, the
above integrals are convergent when a > −1 and b > 0 in all the cases. Explicitly, we
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have:

∫

R

xλ3

1 e−αx2
1dx1 =

[

1 + (−1)
λ3

]

α−(λ3+1)/2 Γ

(

λ3 + 1

2

)

(27)

∫

R

xλ2−λ0

2 e−αx2
2dx2 =

[

1 + (−1)
λ2−λ0

]

α−(λ2−λ0+1)/2 Γ

(

λ2 − λ0 + 1

2

)

(28)

∫

R

yλ2−λ3

1 e−αy2
1dy1 =

[

1 + (−1)λ2−λ3

]

α−(λ2−λ3+1)/2 Γ

(

λ3 − λ2 + 1

2

)

(29)

∫

R

yλ0

2 e−αy2
2dy2 =

[

1 + (−1)
λ0

]

α(λ0+1)/2 Γ

(

λ0 + 1

2

)

(30)

In order that the above integrals are convergent, we need to demand that λ3 > −1,
λ2 − λ0 > −1, λ2 − λ3 > −1 and λ0 > −1. Further, in order that the integrals are
non-zero, we need

(−1)
λ3 6= −1 ⇒ λ3 6= 2n+ 1 ∀n ∈ Z (31)

(−1)
λ2−λ0 6= −1 ⇒ λ2 − λ0 6= 2n+ 1 ∀n ∈ Z (32)

(−1)
λ2−λ3 6= −1 ⇒ λ2 − λ3 6= 2n+ 1 ∀n ∈ Z (33)

(−1)
λ0 6= −1 ⇒ λ0 6= 2n+ 1 ∀n ∈ Z (34)

Thus, in conclusion, the above integrals exist if λ0 > −1, λ2 > −2 and λ3 > −1 with
an additional constraint that none of these should be odd integers. Notice further that
(−1)β ∈ C unless β ∈ Z. Thus, λ3 and λ0 are integers. However, these cannot be
odd integers, hence λ0 and λ3 are even integers. Let λ0 = 2n and λ3 = 2l such that
n, l ∈ N ∪ {0}. For the sake of brevity, we will denote N0 = N ∪ {0}. Along the same
lines, it follows that λ2−λ0 should be an integer, giving us, λ2 is an integer, in fact, an
even integer. Further, given that λ2−λ0 > −1, if λ2 = 2m, m ∈ Z then 2m−2n > −1
⇒ m ≥ n. Similarly, λ2 − λ3 > −1 gives m ≥ l. Thus, it follows that m ≥ max{l, n}.
In conclusion, λ0 = 2n, λ2 = 2l and λ3 = 2m with l,m, n ∈ N0 and m ≥ max{l, n}.

With all these simplifications, and by using properties of Gamma function [31], we
get:

Alnm =
22mα2m+2

π2ξlnm
(35)

with

ξlnm = (2l − 1)!! (2n− 1)!! (2m− 2n− 1)!! (2m− 2l − 1)!! (36)

where the symbols have their usual meanings. This finally yields,

P (x1, y1, x2, y2) = Alnmx2l
1 y

2(m−l)
1 x

2(m−n)
2 y2n2 (37)

such that l,m, n ∈ N0 and m ≥ max{l, n}.

6



2.3 Level Repulsion

The matrix H (Eq. (1)) has two eigenvalues,

E± = x1 ± i
√

y21 + y22 + x2
2 . (38)

The level repulsion can be computed using the joint probability distribution:

P(σ) =

∫

R4

δ (|E+ − E−| − σ)P (x1, y1, x2, y2)w (x1, y1, x2, y2) d
4x (39)

where the function w is the weight function defined above and δ is the usual Dirac
delta measure (see, for example, [32]). Explicitly,

P(σ) =
1

2
Alnm

∫

R4

δ

(

√

y21 + y22 + x2
2 − σ/2

)

x2l
1 y

2(m−l)
1 x

2(m−n)
2 y2n2

× e−α(y2
1+y2

2+x2
2+x2

1)d4x (40)

A close inspection of the above integral reveals that transformation to spherical polar
coordinates could be useful here. Specifically, let R2 = y21 + y22 + x2

2 such that y1 =
R sin θ cosφ, y2 = R sin θ sinφ, and x2 = R cos θ. Using this transformation, the above
integral becomes

P(σ) =
1

2
Alnm

∫

R

x2l
1 e

−αx2
1dx1

∫ ∞

0

R4m−2l+2e−αR2

δ (R− σ/2) dR

×
∫ 2π

0

(cosφ)2m−2l (sinφ)2n dφ

∫ π

0

(sin θ)2m+2n−2l+1 (cos θ)2m−2n dθ(41)

This integral can be evaluated analytically using the properties of beta integral, and
the integral representation of the Gamma function (see, for example, [31]), leading to

P(σ) =
1

2

α2m−l+3/2

√
π (2m− l+ 1/2)

(

σ2

2

)2m−l+1

e−ασ2/4 (42)

which is the desired result. The degree of level repulsion is given by the exponent on
σ as σ → 0, in this case it is σ2(2m−l+1). Recalling the admissible values of m, l, we
see that the minimum value of m is l; this gives the asymptotic behaviour as σ2(l+1).
Thus, for the minimum value of l = 0, the degree of level repulsion coincides with
that of the Gaussian Unitary Ensemble [2]. For any other value, the degree of level
repulsion is stronger than 2. This is an algebraic power, in contrast to the case of
pseudo-Hermitian matrices where, for one case, it was shown to vary as σ log(1/σ) [4].
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2.4 Probability Distribution Function and Level Repulsion in

a bounded Region of R4

We begin with the expression for the probability distribution (up to the normalisation
factor) obtained above:

P (x1, y1, x2, y2) = Axλ3

1 yλ2−λ3

1 xλ2−λ0

2 yλ0

2 (43)

For the sake of convenience, we re-label some variables here. Out of the four variables,
we will re-label y1 to x3 and y2 to x4. This leads to:

P (x1, x2, x3, x4) = Axλ3

1 xλ2−λ3

3 xλ2−λ0

2 xλ0

4 (44)

Let V ⊂ R4 be defined by xi ≥ 0 for i = 1, 2, 3, 4, such that

4
∑

i=1

x2
i ≤ 1 (45)

We first state a result due to Liouville that essentially generalises the beta integral to
dimensions higher than 2 (see [31] for details):
Theorem 1. If V is a region defined by xi ≥ 0, i = 1, 2, ..., n and

∑

xi ≤ 1, then for

ℜαi > 0,

∫

V

n
∏

i=1

xαi−1
i dx1...dxn =

∏n
i=1 Γ (αi)

Γ
(

1 +
∑n

i=1 αi

) (46)

As an immediate corollary to this theorem, we have [31]:
Corollary 1. If V is the region enclosed by xi ≥ 0 and

∑

(xi/ai)
pi ≤ 1 then for

ℜαi > 0,

∫

V

n
∏

i=1

xαi−1
i dx1...dxn =

∏n
i=1 (a

αi

i /pi) Γ (αi/pi)

Γ
(

1 +
∑n

i=1 αi/pi
) (47)

The normalisation constant in the present case can be obtained readily from this
corollary by setting pi = 2 and ai = 1. Explicitly,

A

∫

V

4
∏

i=1

xαi−1
i d4x =

1

16

∏n
i=1 Γ (αi/2)

Γ
(

1 +
∑n

i=1 αi/2
) (48)

giving us,

A =
16Γ

(

1 +
∑n

i=1 αi/2
)

∏n
i=1 Γ (αi/2)

(49)
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where, α1 = λ3 + 1, α2 = λ2 − λ0 + 1, α3 = λ2 − λ3 + 1 and α4 = λ0 + 1 and
d4x := dx1dx2dx3dx4. Given the condition that ℜαi > 0, in our case, the above
integral exists if and only if λ3 + 1 > 0, λ2 − λ3 + 1 > 0, λ2 − λ0 + 1 > 0, and
λ0 + 1 > 0. Thus, it follows that the integral and hence the normalisation constant
exists provided that λ3 > −1, λ0 > −1 and λ2 > max {λ0, λ3}. Further notice that
for the domain over which λk are defined, the normalisation constant is always non-
zero, as it should be. There is no further restriction on the values that the separation
constants can take, which is in contrast with the case of full R4, where the separation
constants were restricted to positive even integral values.

We now compute the nearest-neighbour level spacing distribution in this case.
Specifically, we need to evaluate the following integral:

P (σ) =
1

2
A

∫

V

4
∏

i=1

xαi−1
i δ

(

√

x2
2 + x2

3 + x2
4 − σ/2

)

d4x (50)

It is convenient to use hyper-spherical coordinates here [33]. Specifically, we set

x1 = r cosφ1 (51)

x2 = r cosφ2 sinφ1 (52)

x3 = r sin θ sinφ1 sinφ2 (53)

x4 = r cos θ sinφ1 sinφ2 (54)

such that r2 =
∑4

i=1 x
2
i (0 ≤ r ≤ 1), φ1 ∈ [0, π], φ2 ∈ [0, π], and θ ∈ [0, 2π]. In

the present case, since we are restricting ourselves to non-negative values of xi, it
follows that φ1, φ2, θ ∈ [0, π/2]. Further, the determinant of the Jacobian matrix is
r3 (sinφ1)

2 sinφ2, and x2
2 + x2

3 + x2
4 = r2 (sinφ1)

2, which leads to

P (σ) =
1

2
A

∫ 1

0

∫ π/2

ξ

∫ π/2

0

∫ π/2

0

δ (r sinφ1 − σ/2) r
∑

i
αi−1 (sin θ)α3−1 (cos θ)α4−1 ×

(cosφ2)
α2−1

(sinφ2)
α3+α4−1

(cosφ1)
α1−1

(sinφ1)
α2+α3+α4−1

drdφ1dφ2dθ (55)

Notice that the domain of integral over φ1 has been cut to [ξ, π/2] with ξ > 0. This is
due to the constraint implied by the Dirac Delta measure, as will be explained below.

We will first carry out integral over r. In order to do that, we first write:

P (σ) =
1

2
A

∫ 1

0

∫ π/2

ξ

∫ π/2

0

∫ π/2

0

δ (r − σ/ (2 sinφ1)) r
∑

i
αi−1 (sin θ)

α3−1
(cos θ)

α4−1

×(cosφ2)
α2−1

(sinφ2)
α3+α4−1

(cosφ1)
α1−1

(sinφ1)
α2+α3+α4−2

drdφ1dφ2dθ (56)

leading to:

9



P (σ) =
1

2
A
(σ

2

)

∑
i
αi−1

∫ π/2

ξ

(cosφ1)
α1−1

(sinφ1)
−α1−1

dφ1

×
∫ π/2

0

(sin θ)α3−1 (cos θ)α4−1 dθ

∫ π/2

0

(cosφ2)
α2−1 (sinφ2)

α3+α4−1 dφ2

(57)

Out of these, the second and the third are the standard beta integrals [31], and are
given by

∫ π/2

0

(sin θ)
α3−1

(cos θ)
α4−1

dθ =
Γ (α3/2)Γ (α4/2)

2Γ ((α3 + α4) /2)
(58)

and

∫ π/2

0

(cosφ2)
α2−1

(sinφ2)
α3+α4−1

dφ2 =
Γ ((α3 + α4) /2)Γ (α2/2)

2Γ ((α2 + α3 + α4) /2)
(59)

In order to evaluate the first integral, we need to estimate ξ first. We know that

0 ≤ σ2

4 (sinφ1)
2 ≤ 1 (60)

The lower limit of the integral, ξ, is obtained by demanding that it is the one that gives
the smallest possible value of φ1, leading to sin ξ = σ/2, giving us ξ = arcsin (σ/2).
The first integral can now be evaluated:

∫ π/2

ξ

(cosφ1)
α1−1

(sinφ1)
−α1−1

dφ1 =
1

α1
(cot ξ)

2
=

4− σ2

σ2
(61)

Upon combining all these factors and inserting the value of normalisation constant,
we finally get

P (σ) =
4Γ

(

1 +
∑4

i=1 αi/2
)

Γ ((α2 + α3 + α4) /2)

4− σ2

α1σ2

(σ

2

)

∑
4

i
αi−1

(62)

Finally, note that
∑

i αi = 2λ2 + 4. Thus,

P (σ) =
4Γ (λ2 + 3)

Γ (λ2 − λ3/2 + 3/2)

4− σ2

(λ3 + 1)

(σ

2

)2λ2+1

(63)
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3 Concluding remarks

As emphasized in the main text, one of the significant developments reported here is
to obtain the distribution function of the elements of an ensemble of non-Hermitian
SU(2)-like matrices on the basis of symmetry and statistical independence. Hitherto,
it was always assumed to be a Gaussian distribution. For at least the ensemble con-
sidered here, this assumption has been lifted. This has led us to the consideration
of certain cases dictated by the domain of the matrix elements. Employing the new-
found probability distribution, we have calculated the nearest-neighbour level spacing
distribution. The degree of level repulsion is tunable as there appear two parameters;
this result is potentially significant in modelling physical situations where interaction
strength varies (see, e.g. [13]) and also in connection with number theory (see [34]).
However, at the lower bound of the level repulsion parameter of our ensemble is the
degree for the Gaussian Unitary ensembles (GUE). It is worth recalling that GUE
corresponds to physical systems which violate time-reversal invariance. In line with
earlier results [4, 5, 15, 16], we are led to conjecture that an additional breakdown of
parity makes the degree of level repulsion stronger; thus, we conjecture:

lim
σ→0

P (σ) ∼ σν , ν ≥ 2.

The connections between random matrix theory and exactly solvable models are
profound [17, 20, 35–37]. Upon appropriate generalization, we believe that this work
opens up the possibility of connections with new, exactly solvable models also.

Acknowledgments. SA acknowledges financial support through the Cyrus Guzder
Fellowship. Valuable comments from the Doctoral Advisory Committee of UM-DAE
Centre for Excellence in Basic Sciences are gratefully acknowledged.

Declarations

• Funding: Partial financial support to Stalin Abraham was received through Cyrus
Guzder Fellowship.

• Conflict of interest/Competing interests: The authors have no competing interests
to declare that are relevant to the content of this article.

• Ethics approval and consent to participate: Not applicable.
• Consent for publication: The authors give the publisher the due consent for
publication of this article.

• Data availability: Not applicable.
• Materials availability: Not applicable.
• Code availability: Not applicable.
• Author contribution: The authors declare equal contribution to this article.

11



References

[1] E. P. Wigner, Statistical Properties of Real Symmetric Matrices with Many
Dimensions, Proceedings of the Fourth Canadian Mathematical Congress (Uni-
versity of Toronto Press, Toronto, Canada, 1959) 174-184.

[2] M. L. Mehta, Random matrices, 3rd edn. (Academic Press, 2004).

[3] S. R. Jain and P. Gaspard, Dynamical response and time correlation func-

tions in random quantum systems, arXiv:2408.09419v1 [cond-mat.stat-mech].
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2408.09419

[4] Z. Ahmed and S. R. Jain, Phys. Rev. E 67, 045106 (2003).
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.67.045106

[5] Z. Ahmed and S. R. Jain, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 36, 3349 (2003).
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/36/37/309

[6] E. C. G. Sudarshan, Phys. Rev. 123, 2183 (1961).
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.123.2183

[7] M. C. Pease III, Methods of Matrix Algebra (Academic Press, New York, 1965).

[8] F. G. Scholtz, H. B. Geyer, and F. Hahne, Ann. Phys. 213, 74 (1992).
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(92)90284-S

[9] S. R. Jain, Pramana-J. Phys. 73, 251 (2009).
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12043-009-0116-6

[10] D. Alonso and S. R. Jain, Phys. Lett. B 387, 812 (1996).
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(96)01104-5

[11] S. R. Jain and D. Alonso, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 30, 4993 (1997).
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/36/12/327

[12] Y. Nambu, in Preludes in theoretical physics, ed. By A. de Shalit, H. Feshbach
and L. van Hove (North Holland, Amsterdam, 1966).

[13] G. Date, S. R. Jain, and M. V. N. Murthy, Phys. Rev. E 51, 198 (1995).
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.51.198
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