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Abstract

In this paper we present an analysis of the large N limit of a family of quartic Dirac ensembles
based on (0, 1) fuzzy geometries that are coupled to fermions. These Dirac ensembles are examples of
single-matrix, multi-trace matrix ensembles. Additionally, they serve as examples of integer-valued
β-ensembles. Convergence of the spectral density in the large N limit for a large class of such matrix
ensembles is proven, improving on existing results. The main results of this paper are the addition
of the fermionic contribution in the matrix ensemble and the investigation of spectral estimators for
finite dimensional spectral triples.
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1 Introduction

In [4], John Barrett proposed a class of toy models of Euclidean quantum gravity built around fuzzy
geometries. These models were studied numerically in [8, 29, 44, 6, 34, 19] and then were analytically
studied in [39, 40, 2, 45, 41, 35]. For a recent survey see [36]. The core idea is to replace Riemannian
metrics by their noncommutative analogue, which according to Connes’ distance formula [15] can be
defined using a Dirac operator. A general setting for such an approach is the theory of finite spectral
triples [42, 16, 4]. We refer to a probability distribution on a set of finite spectral triples as a Dirac
ensemble. Path integrals over such spectral triples are typically convergent. In particular, we are
interested in a class of finite spectral triples called fuzzy geometries or fuzzy spectral triples whose path
integrals are matrix integrals. Our interest in these models is partly due to the fact that these models act
as a bridge between Noncommutative Geometry and Random Matrix Theory. Other such connections
can found in [49, 52, 11, 27]

In this paper we study a certain class of fermionic fuzzy Dirac ensembles. These are Dirac ensembles
based on fuzzy geometries that are coupled to fermions in the sense of [5]. In particular we study the
type (0, 1)-fuzzy geometries (MN (C),MN (C), D) where D = [H, ·], and H is a Hermitian N×N matrix.
The Dirac ensemble of interest in this paper is a Hermitian single-matrix multi-tracial ensemble of the
form

Zfuzzy =

∫
e−g4 TrD4−g2 TrD2

dD =

∫
HN

e−Tr(g4(H⊗1−1⊗H)4−g2(H⊗1−1⊗H)2)dH.

The addition of a fermion introduces a fermionic contribution to the action of the form

ZD,ψ =

∫
exp

(
−Tr

(
g4D

4 + g2D
2
)
− ⟨ψ,Dψ⟩

)
dDdψ.

Using Weyl’s integration formula, this integral can be reduced to an N -dimensional integral, and the
fermionic contribution can be absorbed into the action as a term similar to

∑
i,j log(λi−λj), where the

sum is over the eigenvalues of H. As we will see in section 2, to get non-trivial results, this action needs
to be regularized by adding a mass term.

It is well-known in the literature [37, 20] that under reasonable conditions on single-matrix single-
trace ensembles there exists a continuous, compactly supported probability measure µE such that, for
bounded functions f ,

lim
N→∞

⟨ 1
N

Tr (f(H))⟩ =
∫
R
f(x)dµE .

This µE is called the large N spectral density, or spectral density for brevity, of the ensemble. This
µE is also the measure minimizing an energy function corresponding to the ensemble, and in this guise
it is often called the equilibrium measure. We improve on these results to also cover the multi-tracial,
non-polynomial model we encounter as our fermionic fuzzy Dirac ensemble.

With these results on random matrix ensembles established we investigate the fermionic fuzzy Dirac
ensembles. Because the large N limit of the spectral density can only be used for normalized traces we
do not obtain access to the limit of the heat kernel, but only the limit of the normalized heat kernel

kD2(t) :=
1

dimD
Tr
(
etD

2
)
.

This prevents us from obtaining a dimension or volume from the spectral density with the usual heat
kernel techniques. Instead we use the spectral dimension and spectral variance as proxies for the dimen-
sion. These quantities that measure the dimension of a spectrum were developed in [6] for the context
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of finite fuzzy geometries such as those appearing in the Monte-Carlo simulations of [8]. These results
can be found in Section 4.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2.1 we recall the details of fuzzy geometries, which we
then use to define the (0, 1)-fuzzy Dirac ensemble in Section 2.2. Then in Section 2.3 we incorporate
the fermionic action.

Section 3 is dedicated to the existence of the spectral density for multi-tracial matrix ensembles.
The key ingredients and main results are discussed in Section 3.1, with the technical details in Section
3.2. In Section 3.3 we briefly discuss the computation of the equilibrium measure.

Finally in Section 4.1 we discuss properties such as the spectral dimension and the spectral phase
transition of the fermionic enemble for massless fermions. Then in Section 4.2 we examine the influence
of the mass of the fermion on these various properties.

Acknowledgements

We would like to thank John Barrett and L Glaser for useful discussions regarding the various aspects
of the fermionic model. We would like to thank the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council
of Canada (NSERC) for financial support.

2 The Dirac ensembles

We start this section by giving a very brief and targeted introduction to spectral triples and matrix
ensembles. For much more complete introductions to these concepts, see for example [30, 50, 22, 20].

Spectral triples [16, 18] are noncommutative analogues of Riemannian spin manifolds. In their
simplest form they consist of a triple

(A,H,D)

where A is some ∗−algebra, H is a Hilbert space equipped with a representation of A, and D is a, usually
unbounded, operator on H. This triple is further required to satisfy several analytical requirements,
but if H is finite dimensional as it will be throughout this paper, these requirements are automatically
satisfied. The spectral triple corresponding to a Riemannian manifold M with spinor bundle S →M is
given by (

C∞(M), L2(S →M), DM

)
,

where DM is the Dirac operator. Often further structure on the spectral triples is desired. In our
case, this is a real structure and a grading, which turns the spectral triple into a quintuple

(A,H,D; J,Γ) ,

where the real structure J is an anti-unitary map with J2 = ±1 and the grading Γ is a linear map with
Γ2 = 1. These structures further require ΓD = −DΓ, DJ = ±JD and ΓJ = ±JΓ. The three optional
signs appearing in these conditions together determine the KO-dimension of the spectral triple by Table
1. Additionally we demand the order-zero condition[

a, J−1b∗J
]
= 0,

and order-one condition [
[D, a] , J−1b∗J

]
= 0.
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s mod 8 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
ε + + − − − − + +
ε′ + − + + + − + +
ε′′ + + − + + + − +

Table 1: The usual choices of the signs associated to a KO-dimension s in noncommutative geometry
[16, 18]. The signs are determined by J2 = ε, JD = ε′DJ and JΓ = ε′′ΓJ . If the KO-dimension is odd
the grading Γ is set to be trivial.

These conditions imply that J can be used to construct a right representation of A on H that commutes
with the left representation, and that the action of “derivatives” [D, a] is on the left.

Given the algebra, Hilbert space, real structure and grading of a spectral triple there is a real vector
space of operators that can play the role of a Dirac operator completing the spectral triple. By a Dirac
ensemble we mean a probability distribution on a subset of the space of possible Dirac operators for a
given algebra, Hilbert space, and possibly additional structures. In this paper we will consider a specific
Dirac ensemble, based on a specific spectral triple. These are chosen such that the corresponding matrix
ensemble has an equilibrium measure that can be found by the Coulomb gas technique. In the next
section we introduce a wider context for fuzzy geometries. We are hopeful that in the future wider
classes of Dirac ensembles can be opened up to analytic investigation. This shall be elaborated on
further in the discussion of Section 5.

2.1 Fuzzy geometries

The terminology “fuzzy geometry” was introduced in [4]. It refers to the class of spectral triples in
which the algebra is MN (C), for some N , and the Hilbert space consists of an irreducible Clifford
module tensored with MN (C), representing a trivial spinor bundle over the function algebra. The
motivation for the name comes from the examples of the fuzzy sphere and fuzzy torus [21, 7, 43], which
are examples of such spectral triples.

Definition 2.1. A fuzzy geometry of signature (p, q) is a real spectral triple of KO-dimension q− p of
the form

(MN (C),MN (C)⊗ V,D; J = 1⊗ JV )

where V is an irreducible Clifford module for the Clifford algebra Clp,q with real structure JV . If p + q
is even, the fuzzy geometry is an even real spectral triple with grading Γ = 1⊗ ΓV .

The real structure, as implied by the order one condition on real spectral triples, restricts the form
of the Dirac operator as follows.

Theorem 2.2 (Barrett [4]). The Dirac operator of a signature (p, q) fuzzy geometry can be written as

D(A⊗ ψ) =
∑
I

(KIA+ ε′AK∗
I )⊗ γIψ.

Here the sum ranges over certain subsets I ⊂ {1, . . . , p + q} and γI =
∏
i∈I γi. The KI are matrices

that are either skew- or self-adjoint but otherwise arbitrary.
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For particular signatures (p, q), there are more details available about which subsets I are allowed in
the sum and which KI are skew- and which are self-adjoint. To avoid filling the current paper with the
various possible cases, we refer for these details to [4]. This theorem implies that a Dirac ensemble of
fuzzy geometries yields a Hermitian matrix ensemble by parametrizing D in terms of the KI and iKI

where appropriate.
In this the paper we want to highlight the fuzzy geometries of signature (0, 1). These take the form

(MN (C),MN (C), D = [H, ·]; J = ·∗)

where H is an arbitrary self-adjoint matrix. The space DN of all possible Dirac operators can thus be
described as DN = {[H, ·]}H∈HN

. Dirac ensembles based on these fuzzy geometries thus yield a single
matrix Hermitian matrix ensemble. For such random matrix ensembles various tools exist to investigate
the average spectrum of H, and thus also the average spectrum of D.

2.2 The quartic (0, 1)-fuzzy Dirac ensemble

Before introducing our Dirac ensemble of interest we give a brief introduction to matrix ensembles. A
proper introduction can, for example, be found in [20, 22, 31]. A matrix ensemble consists, in essence, of
a collection of matrices together with a probability distribution. One is then interested in the probability
distribution of properties of these matrices, such as the smallest eigenvalue or its trace. One of the most
famous examples of a matrix ensemble is the Gaussian Unitary Ensemble, given by the space of N ×N
Hermitian matrices HN with probability density

p(H) =
1

Z
e−Tr(H2)dH,

where dH is the Lebesgue measure on HN
∼= RN2

(in any basis) and

Z =

∫
HN

e−Tr(H2)dH

is the normalization factor computed with the same Lebesgue measure.
In general, matrix ensembles can have multiple matrices as dynamical variables, such as in the

ABAB-model [38]

p(A,B) =
1

Z
e−g4(Tr(A

4)+Tr(B4))−gABAB Tr(ABAB)dAdB

where A,B ∈ HN , Z is again the normalization factor and the coefficients g4 and gABAB are model
parameters called coupling constants. We restrict ourselves to single-matrix ensembles since that is the
setting in which the spectral density is available.

By a Dirac ensemble we then mean a collection of Dirac operators completing some otherwise fixed
spectral triple, together with a probability distribution on these Dirac operators. When considering
fuzzy geometries as the spectral triple, such a Dirac ensemble takes the form of a matrix ensemble, by
Theorem 2.2 from [4]. Since matrix ensembles have a significantly longer history than Dirac ensembles,
this gives us access to many tools.

We define the quartic (0, 1)-fuzzy Dirac ensemble to have as space of Dirac operatorsDN = {[H, ·]}H∈HN

with probability density

p(D) =
1

ZD
exp

(
−Tr

(
g4D

4 + g2D
2
))
dD.
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Here dD is the Lebesgue measure on D ⊂ HN2 ∼= RN2×N2

and

ZD =

∫
D
exp

(
−Tr

(
g4D

4 + g2D
2
))
dD

is the normalization factor. The fact that Z is defined with respect to the same dD also ensures
independence from the exact identification of D as a subset of the N2 ×N2 Hermitian matrices.

There is one hurdle in defining the associated single matrix ensemble, the parametrization HN ∋
H 7→ D = [H, ·] ∈ DN is not injective. Hence the map HN → DN is not proper, so that we cannot
naively pull back a probability density from DN to HN . This can be solved by equipping each fiber
{H = H0 + tI}t∈R with the probability density

√
a
π e

−aTr(H)2 .
This may seem overly complicated compared to simply restricting the parametrization to traceless

Hermitian matrices, which would correspond to putting a Dirac delta as a probability density on the
fibers. The reason for our choice is to ensure that the induced density on HN is absolutely continuous
with respect to the Lebesgue measure on HN , and that it can be written as a multi-tracial model of
fixed order. All conclusions are independent of the non-physical parameter a.

Given the preceding discussion, we define the quartic (0, 1)-fuzzy Dirac ensemble as the following
single-matrix, multi-trace Hermitian matrix ensemble:

p(H) =
1

ZH
exp

(
−Tr

(
g4D

4
H + g2D

2
H

))
exp

(
−aTr(H)2

)
dH

ZH =

∫
HN

exp
(
−Tr

(
g4D

4
H + g2D

2
H

))
exp

(
−aTr(H)2

)
dH,

where dH is the Lebesgue measure on HN
∼= RN2

. We will use spectral density techniques from random
matrix theory to investigate the random fuzzy geometry defined by the Dirac operator DH , both in this
model and models further incorporating the fermionic action.

2.3 The fermionic quartic (0, 1)-fuzzy Dirac ensemble

Dirac ensembles based on fuzzy geometries have been studied before [6, 8, 39, 40, 45, 46]. One of our
goals in this paper is to incorporate the fermionic action from the noncommutative geometry approach
to particle physics [5]. Our initial goal will be to simply investigate the effect that the presence of a
fermionic action has on a Dirac ensemble. In particular, we will not yet consider observables of the
fermionic variables. This allows us to consider the fermionic action as an additional term in the action.

As our fermionic space we take the Grassmann algebra generated by the Hilbert space of our spectral
triple, FN = ∧MN (C). Integration over FN is therefore Grassmann, or Berezin, integration. The
spectral action principle [13] tells us that the probability density on the full space DN ×FN , where FN
is the space of fermions, should be of the form

p(D,ψ) =
1

ZD,ψ
exp

(
−Tr

(
g4D

4 + g2D
2
)
− ⟨ψ,Dψ⟩

)
dDdψ,

if we choose a quartic polynomial as our bosonic action. By not considering ψ as an observable of
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interest we can integrate out ψ to obtain a new probability density on DN given by

p(D) =
1

ZD,ψ
exp

(
−Tr

(
g4D

4 + g2D
2
)) ∫

FN

exp (−⟨ψ,Dψ⟩) dψdD,

=
1

ZD,ψ
exp

(
−Tr

(
g4D

4 + g2D
2
)
+ log (F (D))

)
dD, (1)

where

F (D) =

∫
FN

exp (−⟨ψ,Dψ⟩) dψ. (2)

From standard results on Grassmann integration we get F (D) = det(D). This brings us to a hurdle
since D = [H, ·] has a nontrivial kernel, so F (D) ≡ 0. This means that Equation 1 does not define
a probability density; in fact, it is ill-defined since ZD,ψ will be 0 as well. Together these two zeroes
suggest that some form of regularization can be used here. The route we take is the addition of a mass
term to the Dirac operator D.

In order to add a mass term to the Dirac operator we need to change the spectral triple. Naively
taking D +m, for m ̸= 0, is not a valid Dirac operator on the (0, 1)-fuzzy geometry because it violates
the requirement JD = −DJ , while D + im is not self-adjoint. We again take inspiration from the
noncommutative geometry approach to particle physics where the full spectral triple is a product of a
geometric (commutative) spectral triple and a finite spectral triple containing information about the
particles [14].

As finite space we take the spectral triple

(C,C,m; J = ·) (3)

ofKO-dimension 7 so that the product with our geometric (0, 1)-fuzzy geometry becomesKO-dimension
0, which is given by(

MN (C),MN (C)⊗ C2, D = Dfuzzy ⊗ σ1 +m⊗ σ2; J,Γ = 1⊗ σ3
)
,

where the σi are Pauli matrices, Γ is the grading of the now even spectral triple and J(A⊗v) = A∗⊗σ3v
[23]. We will briefly discuss more complex finite spaces in the discussion at the end of the paper.

The addition of the massm ̸= 0 changes the above computation of the fermionic action. A straightfor-
ward exercise in linear algebra shows that the spectrum of the Dirac operator of a (0, 1)-fuzzy geometry,
Dfuzzy, is given by

spec(Dfuzzy) = {λi − λj |λi, λj ∈ spec(H)} , (4)

and after the addition of the finite spectral triple we obtain

spec(D) =

{
±
√
m2 + (λi − λj)2

∣∣∣∣λi, λj ∈ spec(H)

}
, (5)

where each ordered pair of eigenvalues of H appears once, leading to a duplication of eigenvalues. The
duplication of eigenvalues we find is reminiscent of the fermion doubling problem previously encountered
in the particle physics models of noncommutative geometry [14, 3], although our context is different.
This does lead us to consider both the “default” fermionic action ⟨ψ,Dψ⟩ on the complex Grassmann
algebra as well as the “reduced” fermionic action 1

2 ⟨Jψ,Dψ⟩ on the real Grassmann algebra.
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The fermionic space FN is now the Grassmann algebra generated by MN (C)⊗C2 and the fermionic
contribution to the action is now

F (D) = det(D) ∝
∏
i,j

(
m2 + (λi − λj)

2
)

which is indeed non-zero. The “reduced” fermionic action can also be computed, again using standard
results on Grassmann integration, to be

F (D) =

∫
FN

exp

(
−1

2
⟨Jψ,Dψ⟩

)
dψ ∝ m2N

∏
i<j

(
m2 + (λi − λj)

2
)
. (6)

Finally, we arrive at the fermionic (0, 1)-fuzzy Dirac ensemble. It is a space of Dirac operators

DN = {[H, ·]⊗ σ1 +m⊗ σ2}H∈HN

equipped with probability density

p(D) =
1

ZD,ψ
exp

−Tr
(
g4D

4 + g2D
2
)
+
β2
4

∑
i,j

log
(
m2 + (λi − λj)

2
) .

The sum is over the eigenvalues of H and corresponds to the fermionic action log(F (D)). For the
“default” fermionic action β2 = 2, while for the “reduced” fermionic action β2 = 1.

The coupling constant β2 plays a very similar role to the Dyson exponent in random matrix theory.
When considering a random matrix ensemble of self-adjoint matrices there is a repulsive effect between
the eigenvalues originating from a factor

∏
i<j |λi − λj |β appearing in Weyl’s integration formula [20,

Ch. 5.3]. The parameter β is called the Dyson exponent and is 1 for real self-adjoint, 2 for complex self-
adjoint and 4 for quaternionic self-adjoint matrices. The similarity of the eigenvalue repulsion inherent
to random matrix ensembles and the eigenvalue repulsion caused by F (D) inspired the notation for β2
as well as the normalization of β2 in such a way that the values of β2 correspond to those of the Dyson
exponent for the complex sesquilinear and real variations of the fermionic action.

Since the action is unitary invariant, the probability density can in fact be written entirely in terms
of the eigenvalues of H by Weyl integration, yielding

p(λ) =
1

ZN,λ
exp

∑
i,j

−2g4
(
m2 + (λi − λj)

2
)2 − 2g2

(
m2 + (λi − λj)

2
)
+
β2
4

log
(
m2 + (λi − λj)

2
)

+
∑
i ̸=j

β

4
log
(
(λi − λj)

2
)
− a

(∑
i

λi

)2
 . (7)

The appearance of a factor two in front of the g4 and g2 corresponds to the dimension of the fermion
space.

Note that form = 0 the fermionic action adds to the Vandermonde repulsion, making these fermionic
models examples of the so-called β-ensembles. For the m = 0 case with the reduced fermionic action we
achieve a Dyson exponent of 3. In general we can get achieve integer Dyson exponent greater than 2 by
adding a higher dimensional fermionic space with the reduced fermion action. General β-ensembles are
the subject of active research [10, 47, 26], providing a further application of these fermionic ensembles.
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3 The spectral density

Sequences of random matrix ensembles of the form

pN (H) ∝ exp (−N Tr(V (H))) ,

with V being a polynomial such that lim|x|→∞ V (x) = ∞, are known [37] (see also [20] for a more
expository treatment) to have a probability measure µE such that for bounded functions f

lim
N→∞

⟨ 1
N

Tr(f(H))⟩N =

∫
R
f(x)dµE(x).

This probability measure is the weak-∗ limit of the expectation values of the spectral densities of H as
N → ∞, and is therefore called the large N spectral density or sometimes simply the spectral density of
the matrix ensemble. In the following subsections, by generalizing the techniques from [37] we establish
the existence of such a large N spectral density for multi-tracial models with non-polynomial action.
These generalizations, in particular, allow us to cover the fermionic quartic (0, 1)-fuzzy Dirac ensembles.

3.1 The equilibrium measure for multi-tracial matrix ensembles

Let us introduce some notation.

Notation. Let k,N ∈ N, k < N , f : Rk → R. Then define

• [N ] = {1, . . . , N},

• SNf : RN → R by (SNf)(x) =
1
Nk

∑
i:[k]→[N ] f(xi(1), . . . , xi(k)),

• S′
Nf : RN → R by (S′

Nf)(x) =
(N−k)!
N !

∑
i:[k]↪→[N ] f(xi(1), . . . , xi(k)).

For a function f : Rk → R and µ a measure on R we define

⟨f, µ⟩ :=
∫
Rk

f(x)dµ⊗k(x).

Finally, all indices in otherwise unlabelled sums are assumed to run from 1 to N where N will be
clear from context.

In this section we will consider an eigenvalue model that, at size N , has the form

pN (λ) ∝ exp
(
−N2(SNU)(λ) +N(N − 1)(S′

NUV dm)(λ)
)

(8)

for

UV dm(x, y) =
β

4
log
(
(x− y)2

)
and some function U : Rk → R. The energy functional, with values in R∪ {±∞}, corresponding to this
eigenvalue model is defined by

I(µ) = ⟨(U −S′
kUV dm), µ⟩ =

∫
Rk

U(x)− (S′
kUV dm)(x)dµ⊗k(x) (9)

on any probability measure µ ∈ P(R).
In order to obtain the existence of a spectral density in the large N limit we impose the following

assumptions on the function U .
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Assumption 3.1. The matrix interaction U : Rk → R is a continuous function such that

1. U is invariant under permutation of its arguments. Note that this can always be accomplished by
replacing U by SkU .

2. There exists a function u : R → R such that

(a) U(x1, . . . , xk) ≥ u(x1) for all x⃗ ∈ Rk,

(b) u(x)− max(β,2)
2 log(1 + x2) → ∞ as |x| → ∞,

3. There is a set of “candidate measures” Pcan ⊂ P(R) such that if

I(µ) = inf
ν∈P(R)

I(ν)

then µ ∈ Pcan, and for µ, ν ∈ Pcan we have

d2

dt2

∫
Rk

U(x⃗)d ((1− t)µ+ tν)
⊗k

(x⃗) ≥ 0

for t ∈ [0, 1].

Remark 3.1.1. The formulation of the third assumption is the biggest deviation from [37]. The energy
functional for the (0, 1)-fuzzy Dirac ensemble model is not necessarily convex on the space of probability
measures, but it is convex between probability measures of the same mean. Using the inclusion of the
non-physical probability density exp(−aTr(H)2) on the fibers (see Section 2.2) we can show that any
measure minimizing I must have mean 0 so that we can set Pcan to be probability measures of mean
zero, on which the energy functional is convex.

The first step is proving the existence of the equilibrium measure, a unique measure minimizing the
associated energy functional I.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose a matrix interaction U satisfies Assumption 3.1. Then the energy functional I
of Equation 9 has a unique minimizing probability measure µE and this measure has compact support.

Sketch of proof. The proof of this theorem is essentially identical to the proof of [37, Thm. 2.1] so we
include only the very broad strokes here. The proof first uses point 2 of Assumption 3.1 to establish
that any sequence of measures approaching the infimum of I is tight, i.e. essentially confined to some
compact subset of R, so that it has a weak-∗ limit point that minimizes I. Then the convexity property
of Assumption 3.1 gives uniqueness. Full details of the required changes can be found in [51, Section
3.2].

The next step is to show that this equilibrium measure µE is indeed the spectral density. Here we
make a slightly larger deviation from [37, 51] to deal with both the multi-tracial nature of our models
and to be able to deal with a larger class of observables beyond the bounded functions.

Definition 3.3. A sequence of functions FN : RN → R is called a tracial observable if it is of the form

FN (x) = f ((SNf1)(x), . . . , (SNfn)(x))

for some function f : Rn → R and n functions fi : Rmi → R.
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Example. Some relevant examples of tracial observables, in terms of λ = (λ1, . . . , λN ) the spectrum of
an N ×N matrix H, are

• Normalized products of traces of powers of a matrix, such as 1
N2 Tr

(
H3
)
Tr(H):

1

N2
Tr
(
H3
)
Tr(H) =

1

N

(∑
i

λ3i

)
1

N

∑
j

λj

 =
(
SNx

3
)
(λ) · (SNx) (λ),

or alternatively,
1

N2
Tr
(
H3
)
Tr(H) =

1

N2

∑
i,j

λ3iλj =
(
SNx

3y
)
(λ).

• Normalized traces of powers of D = [H, ·], for example:

1

N2
Tr
(
D2
)
=

1

N2

∑
i,j

(λi − λj)
2 =

(
SN (x− y)2

)
(λ).

• The spectral dimension, see Section 4, of D = [H, ·] at t ∈ R:

ds(t) := 2t
Tr
(
D2e−D

2t
)

Tr
(
e−D2t

) = 2t

∑
i,j(λi − λj)

2e−(λi−λj)
2t∑

i,j e
−(λi−λj)2t

= 2t

(
SN (x− y)2e−(x−y)2t

)
(λ)(

SNe−(x−y)2t
)
(λ)

.

The power of Theorem 3.4 is the ability to move the expectation values into f . This is a significant
generalization of the factorization of moments

lim
N→∞

⟨ 1

N2
Tr(Hk) Tr(H l)⟩ =

(
lim
N→∞

⟨ 1
N

Tr(Hk)⟩
)(

lim
N→∞

⟨ 1
N

Tr(H l)⟩
)

observed in [34].

Theorem 3.4. Given a sequence of eigenvalue models as in Equation 8 satisfying Assumption 3.1 and
a tracial observable FN : RN → R such that

1. there is a function g : Rn → R such that |FN (x)| ≤ (SNg)(x) for all N and x ∈ RN and the
integral ∫

Rn

g(x)e−
∑n

i=1 u(xi)dnx

is bounded,

2. the constituent functions f1, . . . , fn are bounded,

3. for any probability measure ν the function f is continuous at the point (⟨f1, ν⟩, . . . , ⟨fn, ν⟩).

We then have
lim
N→∞

⟨FN ⟩pN = f
(
⟨f1, µE⟩, . . . , ⟨fn, µE⟩

)
.
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Before turning our attention to the technical details of this proof, let us establish that this theorem
covers at least the cases we are most interested in.

Proposition 3.5. The function

U(x, y) = 2g4
(
m2 + (x− y)2

)2
+ 2g2

(
m2 + (x− y)2

)
− β2

4
log
(
m2 + (x− y)2

)
+
a

2
xy

defining the fermionic quartic (0, 1)-fuzzy geometry satisfies Assumption 3.1.

Proof. Note that U(x+ t, y + t) = U(x, y)− axy + a(x+ t)(y + t) = U(x, y) + a(x+ y)t+ at2. Hence

inf
y∈R

U(x, y) = inf
y∈R

U(0, y − x) + axy,

= inf
y∈R

U(0, y) + ax(y + x),

≥ ax2 + inf
y∈R

(
2g4m

4 + 4g4m
2y2 + g4y

4 + 2g2(m
2 + y2)− β2

4
log
(
m2 + y2

))
+ inf
y∈R

(
g4y

4 + axy

)
.

By some straightforward calculus, the third term is proportional to x
4
3 . The second term is independent

of x and finite so that as a whole

U(x, y) ≥ 1

2
ax2,

at least for x large enough. This proves the second point of Assumption 3.1.
For the third point observe that for any probability measure µ we have

I(µ) = ⟨U, µ⟩ =
∫
R2

U(x, y)dµ(x)dµ(y),

=

∫
R2

U(x+ t, y + t)− a(x+ y)t+ at2dµ(x)dµ(y),

=

∫
R2

U(x, y)dµ(x− t)dµ(y − t)− 2at⟨x, µ⟩+ at2.

This means that among a family of translates of a given probability measure, the translate with mean
equal to zero will minimize the energy functional.

Splitting U into the polynomial part and logarithmic part

Upol(x, y) = 2g4
(
m2 + (x− y)2

)2
+ 2g2

(
m2 + (x− y)2

)
+
a

2
xy,

Ulog(x, y) = −β2
4

log
(
m2 + (x− y)2

)
,

both pairings can be computed separately.
The first pairing

⟨Ulog, ν − µ⟩ = β2
2

∫ ∞

0

1

k
e−mk

2
∣∣∣ ̂(ν − µ)(k)

∣∣∣2 dk ≥ 0,

where ν̂ − µ denotes the Fourier transform of ν − µ [51, Prop. 3.1.6]. The polynomial pairing on the
other hand can be computed to be

⟨Upol, ν − µ⟩ = 12g4⟨x2, ν − µ⟩2 − 16g4⟨x3, ν − µ⟩⟨x, ν − µ⟩+
(
−4g2 − 8m2g4 +

a

2

)
⟨x, ν − µ⟩2.

12



If ν and µ are both potential minimizers their means agree, ⟨x, ν − µ⟩ = 0. Hence also ⟨Upol, ν − µ⟩ ≥ 0
and all three assumptions are satisfied.

Proposition 3.6. The spectral dimension and spectral variance (see Section 4) of D = [H, ·] can be
computed for the fermionic quartic (0, 1)-fuzzy geometry by Theorem 3.4 from the equilibrium measure
for H.

Proof. The spectral dimension is the tracial observable

FN (λ) = ds(t)(λ) = 2t

∑
(m2 + (λi − λj)

2)e−t(m
2+(λi−λj)

2)∑
e−t(m

2+(λi−λj)2)
,

so it has f(x, y) = x
y and constituent functions f1(x, y) = (m2 + (x − y)2)e−t(m

2+(x−y)2), f2(x, y) =

e−t(m
2+(x−y)2) which are certainly bounded for t > 0. In order to apply Theorem 3.4 we need to establish

that f is continuous at all possible points (⟨f1, ν⟩, ⟨f2, ν⟩) with ν as a probability measure, and that FN
has sufficient decay compared to e−u(x).

Starting with this last point, it is straightforward to check that

FN (λ) ≤ 2t
∑

(m2 + (λi − λj)
2) = (SN2t(m2 + (x− y)2))(λ),

so that we can take g(x, y) = 2t(m2 + (x − y)2). From the proof of Proposition 3.5 we know that
u(x) = 1

2ax
2, and certainly ∫

R2

2t(m2 + (x− y)2)e−
1
2a(x

2+y2)dxdy <∞.

Next we prove the continuity of f . For this we need to establish that ⟨f2, ν⟩ ≠ 0 if ν is a probability

measure. If ν is a probability measure there is some R such that
∫ R
−R dν ≥ 1

2 . Then we have

⟨f2, ν⟩ =
∫
R2

e−t(m
2+(x−y)2)dν(x)dν(y),

≥
∫
[−R,R]2

e−t(m
2+(x−y)2)dν(x)dν(y),

≥
∫
[−R,R]2

e−t(m
2+4R2)dν(x)dν(y),

≥ 1

4
e−t(m

2+4R2) > 0.

The same strategy works for the spectral variance.

3.2 Proof of Theorem 3.4

The main gadget involved in this proof is the sequence of sets

AN,η :=
{
x ∈ RN

∣∣ (SNU)(x)− (S′
NUV dm)(x) ≤ E + η

}
(10)

with E = inf I(µ).
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Lemma 3.7. The sets AN,η are non-empty and compact.

Proof. By Theorem 3.2 there exists a measure µE such that

E = I(µE) =

∫
Rk

U(x)− (S′
kUV dm)(x)dµ⊗k

E (x) =

∫
RN

(SNU)(x)− (S′
NUV dm)(x)dµ⊗N

E (x)

hence there is a point in (suppµE)
N such that (SNU)(x)− (S′

NUV dm)(x) ≤ E.
These sets are bounded, since

(SNU)(x)− (S′
NUV dm)(x) =

1

Nk

∑
i:[k]→[N ]

U(xi(1), . . . , xi(k))−
1

N(N − 1)

∑
i:[2]↪→[N ]

β

2
log(|xi(1) − xi(2)|),

≥ 1

Nk

∑
i:[k]→[N ]

u(xi(1))−
1

N(N − 1)

∑
i:[2]↪→[N ]

β

2

(
log
(√

1 + x2i(1)

)
+ log

(√
1 + x2i(2)

))
,

≥ 1

N

N∑
i=1

u(xi)−
1

N

N∑
i=1

β

2
log
(
1 + x2i

)
,

=
1

N

N∑
i=1

(
u(xi)−

β

2
log(1 + x2i )

)
and the summands tend to go to infinity by point 2 of assumption 3.1. The sets AN,η are also closed,
hence they are compact.

The first step is to show that expectation values of eu(x)-bounded observables are determined by
their behaviour on AN,η. This is a large deviation type result which was proven for non-interacting
polynomial potentials in [37].

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that {FN}N is a sequence of observables that is bounded by a function g : Rm → R,
in the sense that for all N and x ∈ RN we have |FN (x)| ≤ (SNg)(x), and g satisfies∫

Rm

g(x)e−
∑m

i=1 u(xi)dmx <∞

and is symmetric under permutation of its arguments. Then,∫
RN\AN,η

FN (x)pN (x)dNx→ 0.

Proof. Let η > 0 be arbitrary and dµ(x) = ϕ(x)dx a measure with I(µ) < E + η. This exists by
smoothing the minimizer and a continuity result for I ([51, Lemma 3.2.12]).

Following the proof of [51, Prop. 3.2.13] (Lemma 4.2 in [37]), we can show that

1

ZN
≤ eN

2(E+ η
2 ).
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This implies that∣∣∣∣∣
∫
RN\AN,η

(SNg)(x)pN (x)dNx

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣ 1

ZN

∫
RN\AN,η

FN (x)e−SN (x)dNx

∣∣∣∣∣ ,
≤ eN

2(E+ η
2 )

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
RN\AN,η

(SNg)(x)e
−N2(SNU)(x)+N(N−1)(S′

NUV dm)(x)dNx

∣∣∣∣∣ ,
≤ eN

2(E+ η
2 )

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
RN\AN,η

(SNg)(x)e
−N(SNU)(x)−N(N−1)(E+η))(x)dNx

∣∣∣∣∣ ,
= e−

η
2N

2+(E+η)N

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
RN\AN,η

(SNg)(x)e
−N(SNU)(x)dNx

∣∣∣∣∣ .
The remaining integral can be bounded by∫

RN\AN,η

(SNg)(x)e
−N(SNU)(x)dNx ≤

∫
RN

(SNg)(x)e
−N(SNu)(x)dNy,

=

∫
Rm

g(y)e−
∑m

i=1 u(yi)dmy

∫
RN−m

e−
∑N−m

i=1 u(zi)dN−mz,

=

∫
g(y)e−

∑
u(yi)dmy(∫

e−u(z)dz
)m (∫

R
e−u(z)dz

)N
,

which by the assumption on g and the growth condition on u can be written as CecN for some finite
real numbers c, C.

Thus ∫
RN\AN,η

(SNg)(x)pN (x)dNx ≤ Ce−
η
2N

2+(E+η+c)N → 0,

and this implies the statement for FN .

Lemma 3.9. Let {yN}∞N=k be a sequence of points such that yN ∈ AN,η. Then the sequence of measures{
νN =

1

N

N∑
i=1

δyi

}

has a weak limit point νη with I(νη) ≤ E + η.

Proof. The sequence of measures {νN} is tight. Indeed, choose any ε > 0. Let b be a lower bound for
u(x)− β

2 log(1 + x2) and B such that (1− ε)b+ εB > E + η. There is some R such that if |x| > R then

u(x)− β
2 log(1 + x2) > B. Then at most εN of the coordinates in any x ∈ AN,η lie outside of [−R,R]N

so that at most a mass ε lies outside of [−R,R] for νN . This implies that the sequence {νN} has at
least one weak limit point.
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Any such limit point ν has minimal energy. Let l(x) = β
2 log

(
1 + x2

)
and note that for functions of

a single argument S′
k and Sk are the same.

I(ν) = lim
L→∞

lim
N→∞

∫
Rk

min(L,U(x)− (S′
kUV dm)(x))dν⊗kN (x),

= lim
L→∞

lim
N→∞

N−k
∑

i:[k]→[N ]

min (L,U −S′
kUV dm) (yN,i),

≤ lim
L→∞

lim
N→∞

N−k
∑

i:[k]→[N ]

U(yN,i)−S′
kl +min (L− b,S′

kl −S′
kUV dm) (yN,i),

≤ lim
L→∞

lim
N→∞

N−k
∑

i:[k]→[N ]

(U(yN,i)−Skl) +N−k
∑

i:[k]↪→[N ]

(S′
kl −S′

kUV dm)(yN,i) +N−k
∑

i:[k]→[N ]
i not injective

L− b,

≤ lim
L→∞

lim
N→∞

N−k
∑

i:[k]→[N ]

(U(yN,i)−Skl) +
(N − k)!

N !

∑
i:[k]↪→[N ]

(S′
kl −S′

kUV dm)(yN,i),

≤ lim
L→∞

lim
N→∞

E + η.

Here the function l is “moved” between U and UV dm to ensure that the term involving −UV dm is
positive while the term involving U is still bounded below. This allows us to move the min to the term
involving −UV dm and ensure that N−k may be replaced by the larger coefficient (N − k)!/N !. Together
these steps replace the full symmetrization SNS′

kUV dm coming from the use of ν⊗kN with the injective
symmetrization S′

NS′
kUV dm = S′

NUV dm, which allows the use of the definition of AN,η.

We are now ready to prove our main theorem on convergence of spectral observables.

Proof of Theorem 3.4. Let FN = f (SNf1, . . . ,SNfn) be the tracial observable under consideration.
Fix an η > 0. By Lemma 3.8 we have

limN→∞⟨FN ⟩pN = limN→∞⟨FN · χAN,η
⟩pN .

Let yN,η be a point where FN achieves its maximum on AN,η and νN,η(x) =
1
N

∑
i δ(x − yN,η,i). We

arrive at

limN→∞⟨FN ⟩pN ≤ limN→∞FN (yN,η) = limN→∞f

(∫
Rm1

f1(x)dν
⊗mi

N,η (x), . . .

)
.

By Lemma 3.9 applied to a subsequence realizing this lim we get a weak limit point νη of {νN}.
This νη satisfies

limN→∞⟨FN ⟩pN ≤ f (⟨f1, νη⟩, . . . , ⟨fn, νη⟩) ,

using the continuity property of f and the boundedness of the constituent functions fi. Note that by
said Lemma we also have I(νη) ≤ E + η.

Letting η → 0 we can construct a tight sequence of measures {νη} which therefore has a weak limit
point ν. By weak lower semicontinuity of I [51, Lem. 3.2.8] we obtain I(ν) ≤ E so that the uniqueness

of the minimizer of I implies that νη
weak−−−→ µE . Hence

limN→∞⟨FN ⟩pN ≤ f (⟨f1, µE⟩, . . . , ⟨fn, µE⟩) .
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Repeating this with lim instead of lim (and reversal of appropriate inequalities) we get

lim
N→∞

⟨FN ⟩pN = f (⟨f1, µE⟩, . . . , ⟨fn, µE⟩)

so we obtain the desired convergence.

3.3 Computation of the equilibrium measure

By Theorems 3.2 and 3.4 we can compute certain observables of our Dirac ensembles in the large N
limit using the equilibrium measure. The equilibrium measure minimizes the energy functional

I(µ) =

∫ (
2g4(x− y)4 + 2g2(x− y)2 − β2

4
log
(
m2 + (x− y)2

)
− β

4
log
(
(x− y)2

)
+
a

2
xy

)
dµ(x)dµ(y)

(11)
and can be found using essentially the same techniques as in the single-trace case as found in for example
[20, Ch. 6.7]. See also [51].

In order to find µE we assume that µE = ρ(x)dx for ρ : Σ → R and Σ ⊂ R some compact subset.
Since we know the minimizer is unique and the problem is symmetric under x 7→ −x we can further
restrict our attention to symmetric functions ρ. The main step is then to transform the minimization
problem for the functional in Equation 11 into the variational problem

P.V.

∫
Σ

ρ(y)

y − x
dy = − 2

β

d

dx

∫
Σ

(
2g4(x− y)4 + 2g2(x− y)2 − β2

4
log
(
m2 + (x− y)2

)
+
a

2
xy

)
ρ(y)dy,

= − 2

β

∫
Σ

(
8g4(x− y)3 + 4g2(x− y)− β2

2

x− y

m2 + (x− y)2
+
a

2
y

)
ρ(y)dy,

= − 2

β

(
8g4x

3 + (24g4µ
E
2 + 4g2)x

)
− β2

2

∫
Σ

x− y

m2 + (x− y)2
ρ(y)dy.

This equation for ρ can be transformed further by using the Stieltjes transform and the Sokhotski-
Plemelj formula for Riemann-Hilbert problems. Details can again be found in [20, 51]. The result of
these transformations are the following equations depending on the form of the support Σ:

Σ = [−a, a]:

ρ(x) =

√
a2 − x2

π

(
2

β

(
8g4x

2 +
(
4g4a

2 + 24g4µ
E
2 + 4g′2

))
+
β2
β

∫
Σ

KΣ,m(x, y)ρ(y)dy

)
, (12a)

β + β2

(
1−

∫
Σ

R1
Σ,m(y)ρ(y)dy

)
= 6g4a

4 +
(
24g4µ

E
2 + 4g′2

)
a2, (12b)

µE2 =

∫
Σ

x2ρ(x)dx, (12c)
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Σ = [−a,−b] ∪ [b, a]:

ρ(x) =

√
(x2 − b2)(a2 − x2)

π

(
2

β
8g4|x|+

β2
β

∫
Σ

KΣ,m(x, y)ρ(y)dy

)
, (13a)

0 = β2

∫
Σ

R0
Σ,m(y)ρ(y)dy + 8g4

(
a2 + b2

)
+
(
48g4µ

E
2 + 8g′2

)
, (13b)

β + β2

(
1−

∫
Σ

R2
Σ,m(y)ρ(y)dy

)
= 2g4

(
3a4 + 2a2b2 + 3b4

)
+
(
24g4µ

E
2 + 4g′2

) (
a2 + b2

)
, (13c)

µE2 =

∫
Σ

x2ρ(x)dx, (13d)

where

KΣ,m(x, y) = ℜ
(

1√
s(y + im)

1

y + im− x

)
,

RnΣ,m(y) = ℜ
(

(y + im)n√
s(y + im)

)
,

√
s(z) =

{ √
z2 − a2,√
(z2 − a2)(z2 − b2).

The square root is chosen such that
√
s(x) is positive and real for x > 0 and that the function has

branch cuts on Σ.
These systems consist of a Fredholm integral equation for ρ, Equations 12a, 13a, and equations that

can be used to determine the parameters of Σ, 12b, 13b, 13c. Note that if m = 0 these equations
simplify, since the integral term involving KΣ,m can be folded into the original principal value. This
has the ultimate effect of removing the KΣ,m and RΣ,m terms from the equations and replacing β by
β + β2; thus if m = 0, we obtain straightforward equations for ρ and the parameters a, b determining
the support of ρ.

It turns out that these cases for Σ are exhaustive for quartic polynomials in D. The case Σ = [−a, a]
is referred to as the one-cut phase for the Dirac ensemble, and the case Σ = [−a,−b] ∪ [b, a] as the
two-cut phase. These phases and their transitions are further explored in Section 4. When considering
hexic or even higher degree potentials more of these “spectral phases” need to be considered. In general
a polynomial of degree 2n can correspond to a support Σ consisting of up to n intervals, see also [36]. We
keep our investigations to the quartic case for this paper since it already exhibits two spectral phases.

The equilibrium measures for m = 0 are explored in Section 4.1, after discussing the properties of
Dirac ensembles that can be derived from these equilibrium measures. In Section 4.2 we will numerically
investigate these equilibrium measures for m ̸= 0 and the effect on the properties of the Dirac ensembles
caused by the presence of a mass.

4 Spectral properties of the Dirac ensemble

One of the main tools to access geometric data encoded in the spectrum of a Dirac operator D is the
heat kernel

KD2(t) =
∑

λ∈spec(D)

e−tλ
2

.
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For the Dirac operator on a manifold M of dimension d this converges for t > 0 as the eigenvalues tend
to approach infinity at a rate of λn ∼ n1/d [9].

Moreover, as t→ 0 the heat kernel has an asymptotic expansion

KD2(t) ∼t→0 t
−d/2(a0 + a2t+ a4t

2 + . . .),

where the ai are spectral invaraints. For example, a0 = (4π)−d/2 vol(M) and higher ai involve the
Riemann curvature and its derivatives [28]. Using this heat kernel expansion is a way to define geometric
invariants such as dimension, volume, and total scalar curvature [17, 50, 24] for spectral triples.

However, for our models the spectral density remains bounded so that in the large N limit the heat
kernel is undefined for any t. Instead we can compute the large N limit of the normalized heat kernel

kD2(t) := lim
N→∞

⟨ 1

N2

∑
λ∈spec(DN )

e−tλ
2

⟩pN .

This normalized heat kernel clearly lacks any divergence at t = 0 but it can still be used to attach
geometric information to our ensembles of bounded Dirac operators by using different methods to
extract geometric data from the spectrum.

The two notions we will use in this paper are the spectral dimension and spectral variance (we
collectively call these spectral estimators), as used in [6] for Monte-Carlo simulations of similar fuzzy
geometries. For a Dirac operator D with spectrum {λi}Ni=1, the spectral dimension at energy t is defined
by

ds(t) := −2t
d log(kD2(t))

dt
= 2t

∑
λ2i e

−tλ2
i∑

e−tλ
2
i

. (14)

By using the logarithmic derivative we can essentially sidestep the problem that we only have access
to the normalized heat kernel, as the normalization is a constant shift of log kD2(t) versus logKD2(t).
For manifolds limt→0 ds(t) gives the dimension, while the t → ∞ limit is 0 if the space is compact and
depends on the dimension if it is not [6].

Observe that in the case of a fermionic (0, 1)-fuzzy geometry with mass m the spectrum of the full
Dirac operator consists of {±

√
m2 + λ2i } for {λi}, the spectrum of the fuzzy Dirac operator. In this

case the spectral dimension can be computed to be

ds(t) = 2t
2
∑

(m2 + λ2i )e
−t(m2+λ2

i )

2
∑
e−t(m

2+λ2
i )

,

= 2t

(
m2 +

∑
λ2i e

−tλ2
i∑

e−tλ
2
i

)
,

∼t→∞ 2tm2

because 0 is always an eigenvalue of D = [H, ·].
As noted in [6] it can be useful to further refine the spectral dimension to the spectral variance

vs(t) := 2t2
d2 log(kD2(t))

dt2
= 2t2

∑λ4i e
−tλ2

i∑
e−tλ

2
i

−

(∑
λ2i e

−tλ2
i∑

e−tλ
2
i

)2
 . (15)
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The spectral variance removes the linear behaviour for t → ∞ from the spectral dimension caused by
having a non-zero lowest eigenvalue. It was originally introduced to study dynamical triangulations [1]
and has since been used in other models of quantum gravity [12]. For closed manifolds, just as with
spectral dimension, the spectral variance limit as t goes to infinity is zero. The general behaviour for
manifolds of the spectral variance as t goes to zero is harder to analyze.

In the next sections we will compute these dimension estimators for the quartic type (0, 1)-fuzzy
Dirac ensemble and explore how they are affected by various values of our coupling constants. When
computing the spectral estimators ds(t) and vs(t) for an ensemble of Dirac operators it is important to
clarify where the expectation value is taken. Corresponding to the discussion in [6, Sec. D1] one can
either compute the “average spectrum” and find the estimators for this average spectrum, or one can
look for the expected value of the spectral estimators over the ensemble. In the setting of Monte-Carlo
simulations, at a certain matrix size N the average spectrum can be computed by recording the n-th
eigenvalue (ordered from −∞ to ∞, say) for every observed matrix in the Monte-Carlo run. The n-th
average eigenvalue is then simply the average of these observed n-th eigenvalues.

Theorem 3.4 allows us to use the equilibrium measure to compute the expected values of the esti-
mators in the large N limit, since it tells us that (for D = [H, ·], specH = {λi})

lim
N→∞

⟨ds(t)⟩ = lim
N→∞

⟨2tN
−2
∑

(λi − λj)
2e−t(λi−λj)

2

N−2
∑
e−t(λi−λj)2

⟩ = 2t

∫
R2(x− y)2e−t(x−y)

2

dµE(x)dµE(y)∫
R2 e−t(x−y)

2dµE(x)dµE(y)
.

On the other hand the equilibrium measure is constructed as the weak limit of the expectation value of
spectral densities, and as such is the large N limit of the “average spectrum” if the average spectrum is
taken to be the expected value of the spectral density. It is unclear at this time how this relates to the
average spectral density for Monte-Carlo simulations in [6].

For flat space the spectral dimension and variance converge to the dimension of the space in the
low-energy limit t → ∞, as they do in the presence of a high-energy cutoff; see equations (14) and
(19) of [6]. On compact spaces the low-energy limit is zero, as the corresponding long wavelengths no
longer “fit” on the space. Generally the low-energy limit is determined by the smallest eigenvalues. In
the compact case there is a smallest eigenvalue while in the non-compact case there is a non-discrete
spectrum with no single smallest eigenvalue and the limit is determined by the density near 0.

For a given spectral density the low-energy limit can be understood using the following elementary
Lemma akin to the initial value theorem for the Laplace transform.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose f , g are functions such that
∫
R f(x)dx is absolutely convergent, g is bounded,

and limx→0 g(x) = L is finite. Then limα→0

∫
R f(x)g(αx)dx = L

∫
R f(x)dx.

20



Suppose limx→0 x
−aρD(x) = L, 0 < L <∞, then we can use the above Lemma to compute

lim
t→∞

ds(t) = 2 lim
t→∞

∫
R tx

2e−tx
2

ρD(x)dx∫
R e

−tx2ρD(x)dx
,

= 2 lim
t→∞

∫
R s

2+ae−s
2
(
s√
t

)−a
ρD

(
s√
t

)
ds∫

R s
ae−s2

(
s√
t

)−a
ρD

(
s√
t

)
ds

,

= 2 lim
α→0

L

L

∫
R s

2+ae−s
2

ds∫
R s

ae−s2ds
, (16)

= 2 lim
t→∞

1
2 (1 + a)

∫
R s

ae−s
2

ds∫
R s

ae−s2ds
= 1 + a. (17)

For the spectral variance of the same ρD we can compute

lim
t→∞

vs(t) = 2 lim
t→∞

∫R t2x4e−tx2

ρD(x)dx∫
R e

−tx2ρD(x)dx
−

(∫
R tx

2e−tx
2

ρD(x)dx∫
R e

−tx2ρD(x)dx

)2
 ,

= 2 lim
t→∞

∫
R s

4+ae−s
2
(
s√
t

)−a
ρD

(
s√
t

)
ds∫

R s
ae−s2

(
s√
t

)−a
ρD

(
s√
t

)
ds

− 1

2
(1 + a)2,

=
1

2
(3 + a)(1 + a)− 1

2
(1 + a)2 = 1 + a. (18)

Hence if a spectral density has ρD(x) ∼ Cxa, as x→ 0 its spectral dimension and variance are 1+ a
in the t→ ∞ limit. If ρD(x) ≡ 0 in some neighbourhood of zero one can set this as the mass-transformed
density of another density ρD\m that does have a finite limit limx→0 x

−aρD\m(x); see Equation 21. The
effect of such a shift can be computed as in Section 4.2.

4.1 Quadratic and Quartic models with a massless fermion

In the massless case exact solutions for the spectral density can be found and therefore the spectral
estimators can also be computed. This is in contrast to the massive case discussed in Section 4.2 where
the spectral density is numerically approximated.

For m = 0, Equations 12 and 13 simplify to a renormalized version of the fermionless model which
can be solved as in [39, 35, 19, 51]. These solutions are, respectively, given by

0 = 12g24a
8 + 12(β + β2)g4a

4 + 4(β + β2)g2a
2 − (β + β2)

2,

µ2 =
2g4a

6 + g2a
4

β + β2 − 6g4a4
,

ρH(x) =
2

(β + β2)π

(
8g4x

2 + 4g4a
2 + 24g4µ2 + 4g2

)√
a2 − x2,
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and

a2 = −1

8

g2
g4

+

√
β + β2
8g4

, b2 = −1

8

g2
g4

−

√
β + β2
8g4

,

ρH(x) =
2

(β + β2)π
8g4|x|

√
(x2 − b2)(a2 − x2),

for the one- and two-cut phases respectively. In particular, this allows us to determine that the phase
transition occurs on the hypersurface

g2 = −
√

8g4(β + β2)

in (g2, g4, β + β2)-space.

Gaussian

In the Gaussian case we have g4 = 0 and g2 > 0. In this case there is no phase transition and the
solution is always given by

a2 =
β + β2
4g2

,

ρH(x) =
8g2

π(β + β2)

√
a2 − x2.

In order to compute the spectral dimension and variance from ρH we first relate the corresponding
normalized heat kernels kD2 and kH . Using the gamma function identity

1

n!
=

2√
2π

∫ ∞

0

(
√
2s)2n

(2n)!
e−

s2

2 ds

we can relate the generating functions kD2(t) to kD(t), as described in [48]. Note that

kD2(−t) = lim
N→∞

∞∑
n=0

⟨ 1

N2
TrD2n⟩pN

tn

n!
,

= lim
N→∞

2√
2π

∫ ∞

0

∞∑
n=0

⟨ 1

N2
TrD2n⟩pN

(
√
2ts)2n

(2n)!
e−

s2

2 ds,

=
1√
2π

∫ ∞

0

(
kD

(√
2ts
)
+ kD

(
−
√
2ts
))

e−
s2

2 ds,

since

1

2
(kD(t) + kD(−t)) = lim

N→∞

∞∑
n=0

⟨ 1

N2
TrD2n⟩pN

t2n

(2n)!
.
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Now consider the normalized heat kernels for H and D. They may be related as follows

kD(t) = lim
N→∞

∞∑
n=0

⟨ 1

N2
TrDn⟩pN

(−t)n

n!
,

= lim
N→∞

∞∑
n=0

n∑
j=0

(
n

j

)
⟨ 1
N

TrHn−j⟩pN ⟨ 1
N

TrHj⟩pN
(−t)n

n!
,

= lim
N→∞

( ∞∑
n=0

⟨ 1
N

TrHn⟩ (−t)
n

n!

)2

,

= kH(t)2.

We used the convolution property of exponential series, the structure of the moments of D in terms of
H, and Theorem 3.4 to factorize the expectation ⟨TrHn−j TrHj⟩. In summary, we have the integral
formula

kD2(−t) = 1√
2π

∫ ∞

0

(
kH

(√
2ts
)2

+ kH

(
−
√
2ts
)2)

e−
s2

2 ds. (19)

Using this formula for kD2 , it can computed explicitly in the quadratic case. Starting from the known
spectral density, we obtain

kH(t) =

∫
e−xt

2g2
π

√
a2 − x2[−a,a]dx

=
2
√
g2

t
I1

(
t

√
g2

)
.

This leads to a normalized heat kernel for D2 given by

kD2(−t) = 2√
2π

∫ ∞

0

( √
g2√
2ts

I1

(√
2ts

√
g2

))2

e−
s2

2 ds = 2F2

(
1

2
,
3

2
; 2, 3;

4t

g2

)
,

where 2F2 denotes the generalized hypergeometric function. The spectral dimension can then be com-
puted to be

ds(t) =
t

g2

2F2

(
3
2 ,

5
2 ; 3, 4;

−4t
g2

)
2F2

(
1
2 ,

3
2 ; 2, 3;

−4t
g2

) ,
and the spectral variance as

v(t) =
t2

4g22

(
5 2F2

(
1
2 ,

3
2 ; 2, 3;−

4t
g2

)
2F2

(
5
2 ,

7
2 ; 4, 5;−

4t
g2

)
− 2 2F2

(
3
2 ,

5
2 ; 3, 4;−

4t
g2

)
2
)

2F2

(
1
2 ,

3
2 ; 2, 3;−

4t
g2

)
2

.

Since the spectral density for D is given by the convolution of the semicircular law with itself [40]
and this is a smooth function with finite value at 0 the low-energy limit, t→ ∞, for both of these is one
by Equations 17 and 18 for all values of g2 > 0.
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Figure 1: The spectral dimension and variance for the Gaussian massless fermionic (0, 1)-fuzzy Dirac
ensemble with fixed β = β2 = 2. The lighter colors correspond to higher values of g2, ranging from 0.1
to 5.

Quartic

In the quartic model we proceed in the same way, starting with the one-cut phase. Using the known
formula for ρH we obtain

kH(t) =

∫
supp

e−xtρH(x)dx

=
2a

t2

((
3a2g4

(
a4g4 − 2

)
− 2g2

)
t

3a4g4 − 2
I1(at)− 6ag4I2(at)

)
.

The expected heat kernel of D2 can then be computed using Equation 19,

kD2(t) =

∫ ∞

0

2a2e−
s2

2

√
2πt2s4

(
−
√
2ts
(
3a2g4

(
a4g4 − 2

)
− 2g2

)
J1
(√

2as
√
t
)

3a4g4 − 2
+ 6ag4J2

(√
2as

√
t
))

2ds

The authors were unable to compute a closed-form expression for the above integral. However, the
above form lends itself nicely to numerical integration, allowing us to produce the plots in Figure 2. It
is clear from the figure that the low-energy limit of the spectral dimension is one. This can be seen to
be the limit of both the spectral dimension of Equation 17 and the spectral variance of Eq. 18.

Let us further investigate the nature of the spectral phase transition, i.e. the transition occurs
between the validity of Equation 12 and Equation 13. In the fermionless model the phase transition
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Figure 2: The spectral dimension and variance of the quartic massless (0, 1)-fuzzy Dirac ensemble in
the one cut phase for g4 = 1 and β = β2 = 2. Darker colors correspond to lower values of g2, with the
lowest value at the phase transition.

happens, qualitatively, when the balance between the eigenvalue repulsion from the Vandermonde term

−β
4

∑
i ̸=j

log
(
(λi − λj)

2
)

and the confining potential

2g4
(
m2 + (λi − λj)

2
)2

+ 2g2
(
m2 + (λi − λj)

2
)

shifts.
For negative values of g2 the potential has a double well, as can be seen in Figure 4. If this double

well is deep enough compared to the strength of the repulsion, the eigenvalues will cluster in the wells
leading to a spectral density with disconnected support. If the wells are not deep enough compared to
the repulsive effect, the spectral density will be nonzero on a connected interval. With the addition of a
massless fermion the fermionic action simply adds to the Vandermonde repulsion, changing the coupling
constant of the repulsion from β to β + β2.

In order to see how the model changes at this phase transition we can use the formulas for ρH to
compute the moments of H in terms of the coupling constants. In the single cut phase we find

µ2n :=

∫
x2nρH(x)dx =

a2

β + β2

(a
2

)2n (
2g4a

2Cn+1 + (4g4a
2 + 24µ2 + 4g2)Cn

)
,

where Cn denotes the n-th Catalan number. In the double-cut phase we can obtain a recursive relation
for the moments by expressing the relevant integrals as hypergeometric functions and using Gauss’s

25



Figure 3: The spectral dimension and variance of the quartic massless (0, 1)-fuzzy Dirac ensemble in
the two cut phase for g4 = 1 and β = β2 = 2. Darker colors correspond to lower values of g2, with the
highest value at the phase transition.

contiguous relations (see for example [53, Ch. 9]).

µ0 = 1,

µ2 = −1

8

g2
g4
,

µ2(n+2) = −1

4

2n+ 5

2n+ 8

g2
g4
µ2(n+1) −

n+ 1

n+ 4

(
1

64

g22
g24

− 1

8

β + β2
g4

)
µ2n.

From here the moments for the Dirac operator can be computed using the relation ρD = ρH ∗ ρH , so
that

µD2n =

2n∑
j=0

(
2n

j

)
(−1)jµ2n−jµj .

When considering the moments as a function of the coupling constants, the spectral phase transition
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Figure 4: The polynomial part of the interaction potential of the fermionic quartic (0, 1)-fuzzy geometry,
see Proposition 3.5, with g4 = 1, g2 = −4, m = 0. The black lines are added for emphasis of the shape
in the directions with x− y and x+ y constant. Along lines of constant x− y the potential is quadratic,
along lines of constant x+ y the potential is quartic and for g2 < 0 has a double-well profile.

is second order. For example, we have for the second moment of H, µ2, at fixed g4 and β + β2, that

lim
g2↑g2,crit

µ2 =

√
β + β2
8g4

= lim
g2↓g2,crit

µ2,

lim
g2↑g2,crit

∂

∂g2
µ2 = − 1

8g4
= lim
g2↓g2,crit

∂

∂g2
µ2,

lim
g2↑g2,crit

∂2

∂g22
µ2 = 0 ̸= 1

64

1√
2(β + β2)g34

= lim
g2↓g2,crit

∂2

∂g22
µ2.

This discontinuity in the second derivative is also present when expressing higher order moments, mo-
ments of D and the outer boundary of the support in terms of any of the coupling constants g2, g4,
β + β2.

4.2 Spectral estimators for non-zero mass

Fermionic effects on the equations for ρ

The addition of a massive fermion by means of a finite spectral triple as in Equation 3 changes the
spectral density. The changes can be split into three different mechanisms: a shift in coupling constants,
the appearance of the integral kernel KΣ,m in the equations for ρH , and a different relation between ρH
and ρD.
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Let us start with this first effect. Expanding the quartic term in D yields

Tr
(
(Dfuzzy ⊗ σ1 +m⊗ σ2)

4
)
= 2Tr

(
D4
fuzzy

)
+ 2m2 Tr

(
D2
fuzzy

)
+ 2m4,

so the quadratic coupling constant g2 is shifted to g2+2m2g4. The constant term 2m4 does not depend on
D and therefore represents a constant shift in energy that does not affect the probability distribution.
Similarly the quadratic term also gives an additional constant shift in energy by 2m2g2. Since this
renormalization effect quickly dominates the influence of changing m we usually keep g′2 = g2 + 2m2g4
constant instead of g2 when varying m.

The second effect is the integral kernel appearing in the Fredholm integral equations 12a and 13a,
which is absent in the model with no fermions. These equations can be re-expressed relative to the

function
√
s+(x) :=

1
i limε→0

√
s(x+ iε). Letting ϕ(x) = ρ(x)√

s+(x)
we obtain the equation

ϕ(x) = p(x) +

∫
Σ

K̃(x, y)ϕ(y)dy, (20)

where

K̃(x, y) =
β2
πβ

ℜ
( √

s+(y)√
s(y + im)

1

y − x+ im

)
,

and p(x) is some polynomial determined by the coupling constants and phase of the model. We have
been unable to solve these integral equations, but their solutions can be approximated numerically. For
this the formulation in terms of ϕ is more stable since K̃ is better behaved near the edges of Σ, especially
for small masses. The effect of the integral kernel on the solutions ϕ and ρ can be seen in Figure 5 for
Σ = [−2, 2] and p(x) = 1.

The limiting behaviour for m → ∞ and m → 0 can be explained from the limiting behaviour of K
and K̃. In the large mass limit, m → ∞, the kernels tend to 0 and the solutions tend to the solutions
from the model without fermions. This is of course predicated on keeping g′2 constant, otherwise g2 will
also tend to infinity making ρ tend towards a delta mass at 0. For the small mass limit we have

lim
m→0

K̃(x, y) = lim
m→0

β2
πβ

ℜ
( √

s+(y)√
s(y + im)

1

y − x+ im

)
,

=
β2
πβ

lim
m→0

ℜ
(
1

i

1

y − x+ im

)
,

=
β2
πβ

lim
m→0

− m

(y − x)2 +m2
.

Since 1
π

m
(y−x)2+m2 is a nascent delta function as m → 0 this gives K̃(x, ·) → −δx as distribution. So in

the m→ 0 limit Equation 20 becomes

ϕ(x) = p(x)− β2
β
ϕ(x).

Besides changing the coupling constants and the spectral density of H, the third effect of massive
fermions is the relation between the spectrum of H and that of D = Dfuzzy ⊗ 1 + 1⊗Dfinite, as seen
between Equations 4 and 5. This shifts the eigenvalues of D2 by a value of m2 relative to those of the
bare D2

fuzzy ⊗ 12.
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Figure 5: On the left the solutions ϕ of Equation 20 for p(x) = 1 and Σ = [−2, 2], with β2

β = 1 and
various values of m with lighter colors corresponding to lower mass. On the right the corresponding
solutions ρ to Equation 12a. Note that the solution ρ to the full Equation 12 would be normalized, so
the presence of the fermions affects which support Σ gives the full solution. Observe that in the limit
m→ 0 the solution ϕ converges to 1

2p, while in the m→ ∞ limit the solution ϕ converges to p.

We can express the spectral density for Dfuzzy⊗1+1⊗m in terms of the spectral density for Dfuzzy

as follows:

ρDfuzzy+m(λ) =

{
0, −m < λ < m

λ√
λ2−m2

ρDfuzzy

(√
λ2 −m2

)
, |λ| > m

(21)

Effects on the phase transition

To understand how the presence of fermions in a fuzzy geometry affects the geometry, we first consider
the phase transition. As discussed in Section 4.1, the phase transition depends on a balance between
the repulsion due to the Vandermonde and fermionic terms and the depth of the double-well potential.
A massless fermion coincides with the Vandermonde repulsion, but for a massive fermion the energy of
two eigenvalues at distance r is given by log

(
m2 + r2

)
instead of the Vandermonde log

(
r2
)
.

The addition of the mass in this energy has some interesting effects. In Figure 6 the equilibrium
measures for H and the Dirac operator D are plotted for various values of the coupling constant g2 and
various masses m. For models with mass 0 the phase transition is at g2 = −2

√
2g4(β + β2).

The general trend, visible most clearly in the densities for g′2 = −5,−6 in Figure 6, is that the
addition of a fermion increases the eigenvalue repulsion, pushing the model towards the one-cut phase.
An interesting exception can be seen in Figure 7, where as the mass increases the model moves from the
one-cut phase into the two-cut phase and then back into the one-cut phase. This is surprising since the
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presence of a fermion increases the repulsive force between eigenvalues and would be expected to push
the model always closer to the single cut phase.

Figure 6: The spectral densities of H and D as well as the spectral variance for various values of the
coupling constants g′2 and m. The other coupling constants are fixed values at g4 = 1, β = β2 = 2.
Only the range x > 0 is shown to allow for greater detail, the spectral densities are symmetric. The
phase transition for the model without fermion (β2 = 0) and these coupling constants lies at g2 = −4;
the phase transition for the m = 0 model lies at g2 = −2

√
8 ≈ −5.66. The limit limt→∞ vs(t) is still 1

for all of these ensembles, but the convergence is very slow.

To understand this effect consider the forces acting on a single eigenvalue in one of the wells. These
are the forces due to the fermionless model, the Vandermonde repulsion, and the force due to the
potential, plus the fermion repulsion. The fermion repulsion due to log

(
m2 + r2

)
has a maximum at

r = m, so if the distance between the wells is approximately m the force due to the eigenvalues in the
other well is stronger than the force due to eigenvalues in the same well. This causes eigenvalues to be
more repelled by the other well than their direct neighbours, pushing the model closer to the double cut
phase.

Effects on observables

Beside changing the equations for ρH as observed in the previous sections, the presence of a massive
fermion also affects the relation between ρH and ρD, as described by Equation 21.
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Figure 7: The positive part of the spectral density of H for g′2 = −3.99, g4 = 1, β = β2 = 2. Note that
for m = 0, m = 0.5, m = 8, and m = 16 the model is in the one-cut phase, while for m = 1, m = 2,
and m = 4 the model is in the two-cut phase. This is due to the repulsive effect of the fermions being
stronger between the two wells than within a well if the mass is approximately the separation between
the wells.

The effect of this transformation on the spectral dimension is

dms (t) = 2t

∫
(m2 + λ2)e−(m2+λ2)tρD(λ)dλ∫

e−(m2+λ2)tρD(λ)dλ
,

= 2t

(
m2 +

∫
λ2e−λ

2tρD(λ)dλ∫
e−λ2tρD(λ)dλ

)
= 2tm2 + d0s(t)

while the spectral variance remains unaffected

vms (t) = 2t2

∫ (m2 + λ2)2e−(m2+λ2)tρD(λ)dλ∫
e−(m2+λ2)tρD(λ)dλ

−

(∫
(m2 + λ2)e−(m2+λ2)tρD(λ)dλ∫

e−(m2+λ2)tρD(λ)dλ

)2
 ,

= 2t2

m4 + 2m2

∫
λ2e−λ

2tρD(λ)dλ∫
e−λ2tρD(λ)dλ

+

∫
λ4e−λ

2tρD(λ)dλ∫
e−λ2tρD(λ)dλ

−

(
m2 +

∫
λ2e−λ

2tρD(λ)dλ∫
e−λ2tρD(λ)dλ

)2
 ,

= 2t2

∫ λ4e−λ2tρD(λ)dλ∫
e−λ2tρD(λ)dλ

−

(∫
λ2e−λ

2tρD(λ)dλ∫
e−λ2tρD(λ)dλ

)2
 = v0s(t).
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The behaviour of the spectral variance as the mass varies at various g′2 can be seen in the third
column of Figure 6. The influence of g2 and g4 at various fixed masses is shown in Figures 8 and 9.
Finally, in Figure 10, the strength of the fermionic coupling constant β2 is varied. This figure shows
that, as the mass increases, the fermionic repulsion (or attraction for β2 < 0) becomes less and less
significant.

Figure 8: The spectral densities of H and D together with the spectral variance as functions of the
coupling constant g4 at various masses. The other coupling constants are kept fixed at g′2 = −4,
β = β2 = 2. Large g4 (brighter color) correspond to more concentrated densities as the confining effect
of g4 Tr(D

4) increases. The model also tends to the one-cut phase for increasing g4 as the double well
caused by g′2 becomes relatively less significant.

5 Discussion and outlook

In this paper we have restricted ourselves to models with a single fermion. Having multiple fermions is
certainly possible and does not require new methods than those presented, and they do not significantly
change the behaviour of the model. When adding multiple fermions only the eigenvalues of the corre-
sponding mass matrix, i.e. the Dirac operator of the finite spectral triple representing fermion space,
matter. Letting m1, . . . ,mn be these eigenvalues, the fermionic action will be

β2
4

n∑
i=1

N∑
j,k=1

log
(
m2
i + (λj − λk)

2
)
,

and the integral kernel KΣ,m in Equations 12and 13 will be replaced by KΣ,m1
+ . . . +KΣ,mn

, where
m1, . . . ,mn are the eigenvalues of the mass matrix. This does not produce qualitatively different be-
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Figure 9: The spectral densities of H and D together with the spectral variance as functions of the
coupling constant g2 at various masses. The other coupling constants are kept fixed at g4 = 1, β = β2 =
2. Very negative values of g′2 (darker color) correspond to two-cut models, as the double well becomes
more pronounced. This also lengthens the gap in the Dirac density, and thus the dip in the spectral
variance, as the spacing between the phases increases.

haviour than can already be observed in the single fermion case, so for simplicity we have used a single
fermion throughout.

Adding multiple fermions is likely to be interesting in possible extensions of these models that include
a random mass matrix or a different fermionic action. Additionally, adding a number of massless fermions
generates examples of β-ensembles with arbitrarily high integer β. The dimension of the fermion space
multiplies the coupling constants of the action since

Tr (Dgeom ⊗ 1fermion) = dim (Hfermion)·Tr(Dgeom) .

So an n-dimensional fermion space with Dfermion = 0 corresponds to a Coulomb gas model at inverse
temperature β = n.

We have also chosen to investigate our Dirac ensemble through the Coulomb gas method; this is
certainly not the only available method. Recall that a formal matrix integral is a formal power series
constructed by expanding the non-Gaussian part of the action in a matrix integral

Z =

∫
HN

e−
1
2 Tr(H2)+tTr(V (H))dH

in a power series in t, and interchanging the order of summation and integration. If V is polynomial
these formal matrix integrals have graphical interpretations [22]. The matrix ensemble for the fermionic
(0, 1)-fuzzy Dirac ensemble has a corresponding formal matrix integral, in g4 and β2. It would be
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Figure 10: The spectral densities of H and D together with the spectral variance as functions of the
fermionic coupling constant β2 at various masses. The other coupling constants are kept fixed at g4 = 1,
g′2 = −4, β = 2. Since β2 corresponds to the strength of the fermionic repulsion higher (brighter) values
correspond to one-cut models with a flatter Dirac density. Note that as the mass increases the effect
of the fermionic repulsion quickly becomes insignificant. Note that for m = 0 the case β2 = −2 is not
plotted. In that model there is no eigenvalue repulsion so that the spectral density is a Dirac mass at
the minimum of the potential.

interesting to find the graphical interpretation of the fermionic ensemble and compare it to the purely
fuzzy ensembles examined in [40], especially since these graphical tools are also available for multi-matrix
ensembles.

Additionally, the large N behaviour of observables of such matrix ensembles often coincides with
that of their convergent counterparts [32, 25]. For many Dirac ensembles this can be proved [34, 35].
In particular, this correspondence was recently used to find the large N limits of the moments and the
partition function for two-matrix Dirac ensembles in [41]. Such models can further be viewed as sums
over random combinatorial maps; these random maps can also be assigned notions of dimension [33].
Since these random maps provide a discretization of Liouville Quantum Gravity, comparing the spectral
dimension of fuzzy Dirac ensembles to those of the corresponding random maps can shed further light
on a possible duality between discretization and fuzzification of geometries.
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