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Abstract

In this paper, we analyze the second moment of the determinant of random symmetric,
Wigner, and Hermitian matrices. Using analytic combinatorics techniques, we determine the
second moment of the determinant of Hermitian matrices whose entries on the diagonal are
i.i.d and whose entries above the diagonal are i.i.d. and have real expected values. Our
results extend previous work analyzing the second moment of the determinant of symmetric
and Wigner matrices, providing a unified approach for this analysis.
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1 Introduction

Random matrix theory, which studies the properties of matrices with random entries, has found
widespread applications across numerous fields, including physics, mathematics, engineering,
and computer science. The determinant, a fundamental invariant of a matrix, plays a crucial
role in understanding the properties of random matrices. One way to analyze the determinant
of a random n x n matrix M is to analyze E [det(M)¥], i.e., the kth moment of the determinant of
M. In this work, we delve into the second moments of the determinants of random symmetric
matrices, Wigner matrices, and Hermitian matrices.

In the study of moments of random determinants, the main idea employed by previous re-
search is the reduction of the problem of computing these moments to counting the number
of permutation tables subject to certain constraints [2, [1]. For random asymmetric matrices
where the entries are i.i.d. (independent and identically distributed) with mean O and variance
1, Turan observed that the second moment of the determinant is n!, Nyquist, Rice, and Rior-
dan [10] determined the fourth moment of the determinant, and the authors [1] determined
the sixth moment of the determinant. For the special case when the entries of the random
ma&trix are Gaussian, several works [5, |110] showed that the kth moment of the determinant is

].7:_01 (n(;r]?)];)! for even k (when k is odd the kth moment is 0). For random symmetric matri-
ces whose entries on or above the diagonal are i.i.d. with mean O, the second moment of the
determinant was determined by Zhurbenko [11].

Several variations of this question have also been analyzed. For p x n random matrices M,

while the determinant of M is not defined, we can instead consider E det(MMT)g . Dembo [3]

determined E [det(MMT)Z] for random p x n matrices M with i.i.d. entries with mean O and
variance 1. Recently, Beck [2] generalized the results of Nyquist, Rice, and Riordan [10] and
Dembo [3] to the setting where M has i.i.d. entries from an arbitrary distribution (which may
not have mean 0).

In this work, we extend the techniques used in these papers to determine the second mo-
ment of the determinant of random Hermitian matrices where the diagonal entries are i.i.d.,
the entries above the diagonal are i.i.d., and the expected value of all entries is real. To describe
our results, we will first define the symmetric, Wigner, and Hermitian matrices we analyze and
describe what was known about the second moment of the determinant of these matrices. We
will then state our main results.

1.1 Symmetric, Wigner, and Hermitian matrices

Symmetric matrices Let X be a symmetric matrix such that the entries of X on or above the
diagonal are i.i.d. In other words, the entries {Xj; : i < j € [n]} are i.i.d. and Xj; = Xj; for all

i,j € [n]. Here and for the remainder of this paper, [n] ={1, 2, ...,n}. In matrix notation,
X11 X2 Xiz3 ... Xin
X12 X2 Xaz ... Xon
X=|Xi3 Xoz3 X33 ... Xzn|. (1)
Xln X2Tl. XSTI o .. Xnn

Definition 1. Let mq = E [Xg} be the qth moment of the entries of X.



Definition 2. We define fi(n) = E [det(X)*] to be the kth moment of the determinant of X and
we define Fi (t) =Y 0, fk(n)% to be the corresponding exponential generating function (EGF).

For the case when k = 2, Zhurbenko [11] found that when m; =0,

(m4—3m% )12

exp (f —m2t>
(1 —mgot)2,/1 — m2t2 '

Wigner matrices Wigner matrices are a subclass of random Hermitian matrices where the
real and imaginary parts are independent. In particular, for a Wigner matrix Z, we have that
for all j,j" € n], Z;;: = Z]Rj‘? + iZ}I].’} where i = v/—1 is the imaginary unit and

(2)

Fa(t) =

1. {ZJR]."; :j <j’ € n]} are i.i.d., {Zgr} :j <j’ € [n]} are i.i.d., {Z%e :j € [n]} are i.i.d., and Zgn =0
for all j € [nl.

2. For allj >j’ € [n], Z]%‘? = Z]R,‘]? and Zg’} = —Z}I,’jl.

In matrix notation,

Re +7Ilm Re s 7Ilm Re s 7Ilm
e +7Im e +7Im e +7Im
e s 7Im e__27Im e s 7Im
z=| 435 —14y3 Z33—ily3 Z33 A VA Sl (3)
Re :+ 7Ilm Re :7Ilm Re +7Ilm
VANIES VANV GBS Vi VAR Vi Zan

Definition 3. For j <j’ € [n], let pq = E [(Z]R].ff)q] be the qth moment of the real part of Z;;; and
let vy =E [(Zgrjr})q] be the qth moment of the imaginary part of Zj;.. For j € [n], let kq = E[(Z;5)9]
be the q-th moment of Z;;.

In this paper, we assume that p; = v = k; = 0 as we will handle the expected value of the
entries of Wigner matrices separately.

Instead of analyzing E [(det Z)?], we analyze a more general expression called the character-
istic correlation function where we can adjust the expected values of the entries of each copy of
Z.

Definition 4. We define the n x n matrix | to be the all ones matrix. In other words, J;;; = 1 for
all j,j’ € [nl.

Definition 5. We define the characteristic correlation function to be

k
hi(n,ai,...,ax,c1,...,¢k) = E Hdet(Z+ arJ] + c.1d) (4)

r=1
and we define its EGF (exponential generating function) to be

00
tn
Hk(t, al,...,ak,cl,...,ck) = Z Fhk(n, al,...,ak,cl,...,ck). (5)

n=0



Example 6. When n = 2, we have that

2
X11 X12>
fo(n) =E [det
2(n) <X21 X2

while ho(n, a;, as, ¢, ce) is equal to

Yy I+ I Y I+ I
E [det <<Zlf§ - lenzji Z§§ +a1]+cild ) det Zlf; - lenzji Zl;; + ag] + cold

In general, the characteristic correlation function hy(n, ay, ..., ax) is a polynomial in {uq, vq4 :
q € [2,2k]}U{kq : q € [2,k]}U{a;, ¢, : T € [k]}. Note that the symmetric matrices described above are
a special case of Wigner matrices where kg = ugq, vq =0, a1 =---=ax=a,andcy; =--- =cx = 0.

In this case, we can set m; = aand mq =E [(Zij + ml)q] so hy(n, a, a, 0, 0) coincides with fy(n)
where m; = a, mg = m? + pg, mg = m3 + 3mypug + pg, and my = m§ + 6mIpg + 4myus + pa.

For k = 2, a special case of Ha(t, a;, as, ¢y, cs) was derived by Gotze and Kosters [6]. They
found that when pg = v = %2, u3 =v3 =0, ug =v4 = 3,

t?(ci+cs)ra | tPcicakd | 42 2
exp (clc2t— BT a) tTeg + 5 (ks — 3k3)

(1—xot) (/1 —1t2k3

Shortly afterwards, Kosters [7] found Ha(t,0,0,c1,c2) for the special case where py = %2,
ug = 0, vq = O for all q € (4], and pg = %. Note that this corresponds to the case when
Z = X+ X' for an asymmetric random matrix X with i.i.d. real entries whose odd moments are

0.

Hs(t,0,0,c1,c9) = (6)

Not much is known about higher moments in general, but there is an important result if the
random Wigner matrix is drawn from the Gaussian Unitary Ensemble (GUE). In this case, each
diagonal entry Z;; is a standard normal variable while the entries {Z;;, : j < j’} above the diagonal
are standard complex normal random variables, which means that Z;;, ~ N(O, %) +1iN(0, %). For
the GUE, Mehta and Normand [9] found the value of hi(n,0,...,0,0,...,0) for any k and n.

Hermitian matrices Finally, we consider the more general case of random Hermitian matri-
ces where the expected value of each entry is real. In particular, we consider n x n matrices Z
where

1. The entries {Z;;; : j < j’ € [n]} are i.i.d. and for all j < j’ € [n], Zj;; = Z;j;,. Note that these
entries are complex numbers.

2. The entries {Z;j : j € [n]} are real and i.i.d..

In matrix notation,

Zn Lo Zis Lin
Zia Zog Zoz ... ZLon

Z—= |23 Zos Zsz ... Z3n|. (7)
zln zZn zSn Znn



Definition 7. For j <j’, welet \,q = E [Z}’j ,qu,} be the moments of the entries of Z which are

above the diagonal. Note that A, = qu. As before, for j € [n] we let kg = E [Zf‘j]. Unless noted
otherwise, we assume that A;g = k; = 0.

As before, we take the characteristic correlation function to be hy(n,a;,...,ax,C1,...,Ck) =
E ]_[]::1 det(Z + a,] + c¢+1d) and we take its EGF (exponential generating function) to be
Hk(t, ai,...,ax,C1,... ,Ck) = Z'?LO:O %hk(n, ai,...,ax,C1,... ,Ck).

Remark 8. Wigner matrices are a special case of random Hermitian matrices where we have

that
p+q q b q .
Mg = Y tivpq dPTIEY ( ) (.)(—1)‘“. ®)
k=0 j=0 k=3/\J

The following Table lists the moments A, 4 for Wigner matrices for p, q < 3.

q
Apq 0 1 2 3
0 1 0 Lo — Vo us +1ivs
- 1 0 Ho + Vg ug —ivs Hg — Vg
2| pug—ve | uz+ivs Ha 4+ 219Vo + Vg s + 2u3ve — 2ipg vy —ivs
3| us—ivs | ma—vs | us+ 2u3ve + 2ipovs +ivs | pg + Spave + Spgva + Ve

Table 1: Values of A4 in terms of u, and v4 for Wigner matrices

1.2 Main results

In this paper, we generalize all of the results mentioned above on the second moment of the
determinant of random symmetric matrices and Wigner matrices. For symmetric matrices, we
generalize Zhurbenko’s result on the second moment of the determinant to handle all distribu-
tions of the entries Xj;.

Theorem 9. For random symmetric matrices, for any distribution of the entries Xij,

(na—3p3)t?
oy e (L
Folt) = <1+2m1p3t2+m% <p§t4+ TOR a2 >> .
I —p5t — ot (1—pgt)2,/1 — p2t2

For Wigner matrices, we obtain the following result.
Theorem 10 (Wigner matrices). For Wigner matrices, for any distributions of {ZJR]."; 1 <j’ e nl},

{Z}‘j’} :j <j’ € ml}, and {Z;; :j € [n]} with expected value 0,

(a1cg +ager)t  (ug +va)(arcy + agea)t?
1 — (H2 + vo)2t? 1 — (pg +v2)2t?
N 2t2 (ng — p3t + v3t) t
aja
17217 —2uot + (u3 —v2)t2 1 — (2 +va)

_c1(pg +va) t? st 1 cit  colpg +vo)t?
1—(pg+va) 2t2 8 1—(po+ve)2t2  1—(ug+va)2t2

Ha(t, a1, ag,c1,¢2) = |1+ (a1 + ag)ust® +

cot
1—(pg+va) 2t

2
) + <p3t +

6



2 (c3+cd) (ua+v2) +vp) 2
exp (tlereatra—2ns) + 2 (ua=3v3—3i+va) - 5 Dl o el

(1 —2pgt+ (12 —v2)t2) V1 — 12 (ug + v2) 2

Corollary 11. For the special case whenc; =cg =c,

_ 2 t 2.4 2cugt? 242
Ha(t, a1, as,c,c) = [1 + (a1 + az) (ust + m) +aiaz (”3t TG tvalt T (T (g tva 12

2 1.2 2 2 t2c? (ng+vo)
2t% (g —p3t+v3t) . )}exp (t (c +K2—2u2)+5t (u4—3v2—3p2—|—v4)—W22+V22)>
12py tH{n3—v3) 12 | I-(katve)?t? (1 —2pt + (12 —v2)t2) /T — (pg + vo) 2t2 '

Finally, we generalize this result to random Hermitian matrices where the expected value of
each entry is real.

Theorem 12 (Hermitian matrices). For random Hermitian matrices, for any distributions of the
entries {Z;; :j € [n]} and {Z;5: : j <j’ € [n]} with expected value 0,

t>  (aicg+agel)t  Ani(aic; + agep)t?

1+ (a1 +ag)(A21 + A1)+ +

H2(t’ a, 02) =

2 2
2 1 — A%, t2 1 — A t2
A1 t2 t e(Poz—A2)t _ 1 2
—t Aot + A1) =
+a1a2<1—mt TW2 " g —Agoetmrart (P21 N2 g

cot Cl)\lltz t2 c1t C2}\11t2
+ — A21 +A12) =+ —
1-22 2 1—>\%1t2> <( 21+ A12) 1-A212 1222

2 A2 3 2 (cHcE)A
(Ao2—A20) €xXp <(0102+K2—7\11—7\20) t+4 (A22—2A%, —Ao2A20) + ciiiflliz -5 (Cfx%)t;l)

(1=A11t) 4/ 1—7\%1t2 (7\02—7\2Oe(7\02—7\20)t)

Remark 13. The reason that we can adjust the expected value of the entries of Z by a when a € R
is that det(M + aJ) is linear in a (see Section [3.3). To handle random Hermitian matrices where
the expected value of the off-diagonal entries is complex, we would need to analyze det(M + biO)
where O is the matrix such that Oj;; = —0j;5 = 1 for all j < j’ € [n] and Oj; = O for all j € [n].
Since det(M + biO) is nonlinear in b, our current techniques do not extend to this setting.

1.3 Organization

In section 2], we give background on the analytic combinatorics tools we use in this paper.
Interested readers can find more detailed information about analytic combinatorics in the book
[4] by Flajolet and Sedgewick. In Sections [3] 4], and [5 we prove our results for symmetric
matrices, Wigner matrices, and Hermitian matrices respectively.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Analytic combinatorics
We follow the notation from the textbook Analytic combinatorics [4] by Flajolet and Sedgewick.



Let A be a set of objects with a given structure where each « € A has a size |«| € NU{0} and
a weight w(x) € C (note that w(«) may be negative or even complex). We call A a combinatorial
strucuture and view it in terms of the structure that its elements satisfy.

We say that A is labeled if each « € A is composed of atoms labeled by [|«]] ={1,2, 3,4, ..., |«l}.
Moreover, we assume that A,, = {« € A : |6 = n} is finite for all n > 0. We define a,, =
> aed:|aj=n W(x) to be the total weight of the objects in A with size n.

Combinatorial structures can be composed together. One common composition is the star
product. Note that a tuple («, ) € A x B cannot represent a labeled object of any structure as
the atoms of « and  are labeled by [|«]] and [|B]], respectively. Relabeling our «, 3 as «’, 3’ so
that every number from 1 to |«| + |3| appears once, we get a correctly labeled object. There are
of course many ways how to relabel the objects. The canonical way is to use the star product.
We say (o, B’) € o B if the new labels in both «’ and B’ increase in the same order as in « and
[3 separately. An example is illustrated below.

2
4
1

6 5 3 4 3
2 4 1 1 2

Figure 1: Star product
A key concept for labeled combinatorial structures is their exponential generating function
(EGF for short) defined as

9)

o o t-n_
ZZ: g
n=0 «€EA, n=0

These exponential generating functions encode the relationships between combinatorial struc-
tures (i.e., how they are composed). We can write the following relations.

e representation of C wel(y),y € @ C(t)
A+B AUB {Wﬂm Ty €A A+ B
wg(y) ifyeB

AxB vlvyeaxpB,ae A, p e B} wa(a)ws(B) A(t)B(t)

SEQL(A) | AR AxAx--xA AK(1)
k

SETy(A) LAk LAR(1)
CyCy(A) LAk LAR(1)
SEQ(A) Y oo SEQk(A) 1—/}\(t)
SET(A) Y o SETK(A) exp (A(t))
Cyc(A) Y, CYC(A) In (k)

Table 2: Composition of combinatorial structures and the corresponding exponential generating func-

tions

The meaning of SEQy(A), SETk(A), and SEQy(A) is as follows.

8




* SEQk(A) is shorthand for a sequence and indeed it can be represented as (relabeled) k-
tuples of objects taken from A. Note that since everything is relabeled, even though «;, «;
might be the same for different i, j, the corresponding «/, ocj/ are always distinct. Formally,

SEQ(A) ={(etf, ..., ) | @y € A, i€ [K]}, where («],..., &) € ot * - % xx.

* SETk(A) is a structure of sets of k relabeled elements, that is, the order of objects «/ is

irrelevant. Formally, SETy(A) = {{af,..., a .} | a3 € A,1 € [k]}. Alternatively, SETy(A) can
be represented as the structure of classes of k-tuples in SEQy (A) which differ up to some
permutation.

* Cycy(A) represents the structure of classes of k-tuples in SEQy (A) which differ up to some
cyclical permutation.

For completeness, we briefly explain these results. To see that the exponential generating
function for A x B is A(t)B(t), let an, by, and ¢, be the total weight of the objects of size n in A,
B, and A x B respectively. We have that

n
Cn = Z <,>a]~bn]~
i=o \)

SO

Clt) = cht ZZW' nojtt _— L AWBWY

n=0 n=0j=0

The generating functions for SEQ(A), SET(A), and Cyc(A) come from the Taylor series 1% =

X
Y r X e =Y, ’% and —In(1 —x) =Y 2, X—kk respectively.
Example 14. Let D be the combinatorial structure of all derangements (i.e., permutations of
[n] where no element is mapped to itself). Any derangement can be decomposed into cycles of

length at least two. Attaching a tag u to each cycle so that the weight of each derangement is
equal to u* °f¥eles e get a structure D,, which can be also constructed as follows:

Dy = SET (uCYC>2 (@)) (10)

In terms of generating functions,

efut

3 Symmetric matrices

In this section, we analyze the second moment of the determinant of symmetric matrices. We
start by showing how the problem can be reduced to counting weighted permutation tables and
how these permutation tables can be represented using multi-graphs. We then illustrate these
techniques by computing the first moment of the determinant of a random symmetric matrix.

To analyze the second moment, we observe that the determinant of X = Y + m;J is linear
in m;. Representing each factor of m; by a marked edge, this means that it is sufficient to
consider marked multi-graphs which have at most two marked edges. All such marked multi-
graphs can be split into components of a few different types which allows us to determine the
second moment of the determinant of a random symmetric matrix for arbitrary m;.

9



3.1 Permutation tables

By definition, we have

k
= H Z sgn(m) | [ Xm0 Z wit) sgn(t (12)
j=17;E€Sn i

where

1. Fy . is the set of k by n tables whose rows are permutations m; € S,, (Where S,, is the set of
all permutations of [n]).

2. sgn(t H] 1 sgn(m;). In other words, the sign of t is the product of the signs of the
permutatlons corresponding to the rows of t.

3. The weight w(t) of t is w(t) = E {H};l Iy, Xiﬂim}. In other words, w(t) is the expected
value of the product of the entries of X corresponding to the entries of t.

Note that, unlike in the asymmetric case, the weight w(t) cannot be expressed simply as the
product of the weights of the individual columns of t. Consider the example in Figure [2] - to
keep track of the first indices of the variables X;;, we have added the identity permutation as
the zeroth row as a reference.

1121345617819
4l9[1]7|5[6]8]3[2
1|9|8|7|6|3[4]|5]|2

Figure 2: An example of a table t € F5 g with weight w(t) = m?m2m3m4

Ignoring the sign, the corresponding term is
X14X29X31X47X55X66X78X83X92X11X29X38X47X56X63X74X85X02- (13)
However, by symmetry, this is equal to
X11X13X14X30X36X38X 37 X55X56X58X66X 7 (14)

Thus, we have that w(t) = m{mgomsma.

3.2 Multi-graphs

As observed by Lv in his Master’s thesis [8], we can represent tables t € Fy ;, by multi-graphs
with colored edges. Using this observation, Lv [8] rederived Fy(t) for the case where m; = O.

Definition 15. Let S,, be the set of all directed graphs on n vertices (where loops are allowed)
where each vertex has indegree and outdegree 1. In other words, 8, is the set of graphs on
n vertices which are disjoint unions of cycles. Given a permutation m € S,,, we define the
corresponding graph G, € 8, to be the graph with vertices V(G,) = [n] and edges E(G,) =
{(i,m(1) : 1 € M}

10



Definition 16. We define Jy ,, to be the set of all k-tuples of graphs in §8,,. Given t € Fy p,
we take the corresponding element t € Fy,, to be t = (Grys...,Gxr, ) where my,...,m are the
permutations corresponding to the rows of t. Visually, we represent t as a multi-graph with
edges E(t) = U}‘ZIE(Gﬁj) where the edges in E(Gr,;) have color j. Since we only consider k = 1
and k = 2 in this paper, we represent the edges in G, with solid lines and we represent the
edges in G,, with dashed lines.

It is not hard to check that there is a bijection between Fy , and J . This bijection allows
us to work with Jy ,, rather than Fy .

Definition 17. Given t € Fy ,,,

1. We define sgn(t) = sgn(t). Note that

k k
sgn(t) = H (—1)Celm) = H (1) C0B) = (_1)kn—C(D)

j=1 j=1

where Cg(mj) is the number of cycles of 7; of even length, C(mj) is the total number of
cycles of i, and C(t) is the total number of cycles in t such that all edges have the same
color.

2. We define w(t) = w(t) = E [H(Lj)eE(i) Xi]-}. Equivalently, w(t) is the product of m., over

all pairs of vertices i > j € [n] where eij is the number of edges between i and j (in both
directions).

Example 18. The multi-graph t for the table t from Figure 2]is as follows.

2 \ 3(\ /6
,71\<—/ o

1
7
N
~_

Figure 3: A multi-graph t € F, 9 with weight w(t) = m{momsma

Proposition 19. For any distribution of Xij, we have

fin) = Y sgn(Hw(d). (15)
Eegk,n
and - L
Fk(t):Z Z w (16)
T‘-:O’EEffkvn )

To analyze the exponential generating function Fi(t), it is convenient to consider ¥y ,, for all
n simultaneously so we make the following definition.

Definition 20. We define J = J;_o Fin-

11



3.2.1 The first moment of the determinant of a random symmetric matrix

As an example, we find F;(t) (and f;(n)). Here, the structure of all graphs in ¥, is simple (a
permutation graph consists of disjoint cycles). See Figure 4 for an example of such a graph.

2 \1/3 6\’)

Figure 4: A graph t € F; o9 with weight w(t) = m{ms

We analyze F;(t) by decomposing the graphs in J; into a few different types of structures. To
each structure, we assign its exponential generating function (EGF). The overall F;(t) (which is
also an EGF) is then found by multiplying all of these partial EGF’s. For F;(t), there are three
types of structures:

* Fixed points (cycles of length one) with weight W = mt.
* Mussels (cycles of length two) with weight W = —mgt2.
* Loops (cycles of length at least 3) where a loop of length 1 has weight W = —m! (—t)".

Remark 21. We use W rather than w for these weights as we are including the factors of t and
the signs in these weights.

Remark 22. Note that in order to verify the results by computer for small matrices, it is better to
compute the logarithm of the EGF tather than the EGF as this makes the contribution of each
structure additive rather than multiplicative. This allows us to heuristically identify missing
structures we have not taken into account yet.

Fixed points Let X; be the set of fixed points in F,. Then

Xy = SET<1(:>>. (17)

For the EGF, this gives a factor of exp(mt).

Mussels Next, let M; be the set of mussels in F;. Then

2

o —sex( () s

1

The EGF of the inner factor is —mgt2/2! so the EGF of M; is exp(—%mgtz).

12



Loops Finally, let £; be the set of loops in F;. Then

froser(csen( [ ) e

> so the EGF of £, is equal to

N
1+m;t

2.2
mit 1 et lm2e2
— t —1 _ = 1 t 1+2 lt'
exp< mpt+ 5 n<1+ 1t>> (1 +mptle™ t

Conclusion Since F; = X; » M; » £, by multiplying the EGFs of the structures we obtain that

Fl(t) _ emlte—%mztz(l + mlt)e—mlt—F%mztz (1 + mlt) %(m%—mz)ﬂ. (20)

3.3 Techniques for handling nonzero m,

To analyze the second moment of the determinant of X when m,; # O, it is more convenient to
write X =Y + m;] and carry out our analysis in terms of the entries of Y.

Definition 23. We take Y = X —m;] so we have that Y;; = X;; — m;. We define uy = E [Yf‘j] to be

the qth moment of the entries of Y. Note that u; =0 and pg = mg — m2.

Proposition 24.
detX:Z sgn(m) H Yin(i) + M1 Z Z H Yin(i) 21)
neF, ien] n] weFn iemN\{j}
Proof. Using the fact that detX =} | s sgn(m) Hie[n] ir(i) and multiplying everything out,
A
det X= Z sgn(m H Xin(i) Z sgn(m H i +mi)= Z sgn(m Z H mll lYirt(i)’
teFy TTESH i€[n] TTESH AC[n nJ\A

We claim that the terms with |A| > 2 vanish. To see this, given an A such that |A| > 2, let a; and
ag be the first two elements of A. For each permutation n € S,,, let swap,, be the permutation
such that swap,(a;) = n(ag), m(ag) = swap,(a;), and swap, (i) = 7(i) for all i € n]\ {aj, az}.

Since sgn(swap,.) = —sgn(n) for all m € S;, and swap, (i) = (i) for all i € [n] \ A, we have that
Z sgn(n) H m‘lA‘Yiﬁ(i) + Sgn(swapﬁ) H m‘lA‘Yiswapn(i) =0.
mESn:im(ar)<m(az) iem\A ien\A
|

Remark 25. Proposition [24]is a special case of the Matrix Determinant Lemma which says that
det(A +uv') = (1 +v'A~1u)det(A). We gave an alternative direct proof as it helps motivate the
definition of marked permutations below.

Definition 26. We say o is a marked permutation if it is either in S,, or it is formed from some
m € Sy, by setting o(i) = x for some i € [n] and o(j) = n(j) for all j € [n]\ {i}. In this case, we think
of x as a mark and we call i the marked element of o.

We define sgn(o) = sgn(n) and we take Yixo( ) =m if 1 is marked and Yixo( 0= Yir(i) Otherwise.
We write S for the set of all marked permutations.
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Restating Proposition 24] in terms of marked permutations, we have the following equation.

Proposition 27.

detX = Z sgn(o H

oeSy

We can easily modify tables and multi-graphs to take these marks into account.

Definition 28. We define G;  to be the set of marked tables formed from Fy , by marking
at most one element in each row. Note that G ]f’n includes the tables where no elements are
marked.

Given a table t € G, we define its weight to be w(t) = E [H}‘Zl Ty, YiX(ri (i)] where oj is the
marked permutation corresponding to row j of t (i.e., 0j(i) is the element in row j and column i
of t if this element is unmarked and x if this element is marked.).

Definition 29. Given a marked table t € G ]f’n, we construct a marked multi-graph t by first
taking the multi-graph corresponding to t when we ignore the marks. We then mark the edges
(if any) corresponding to marked elements in t. Note that at most one edge of each color is
marked.

As before, we define w(t) = w(t) and sgn(t) = sgn(t). We define G to be the set of all

marked multi-graphs corresponding to a marked table t € G |

Definition 30. Given t € G, , we say that t and t are trivial if there is an i € [n] such that
there is exactly one unmarked loop incident to i in t or there exist i,j € [n] such that there is
exactly one unmarked edge (in either direction) between i and j in t. Equivalently, t and t are
trivial if there exists an i € [n] such that i appears exactly once in column i of t or there exist
i,j € [n] such that the number of times j appears in column i of t plus the number of times i
appears in column j of t is exactly 1.

Otherwise, we say that t and t are non-trivial.

We observe that trivial tables/multi-graphs have weight O so it is sufficient to restrict our
attention to non-trivial tables/multi-graphs.

Proposition 31. Ift and t are trivial then w(t) = w(t) = 0.

We will split our analysis into cases depending on the number of marks in the table/multi-
graph.

Definition 32. We define G}, to be the set of tables in G;, which have exactly r marks.
Similarly, we define Gy ,, to be the set of multi-graphs in G | which have exactly r marked
edges. Note that we can have r = 0, in that case, we often omit the superscript.

Definition 33. We define

Z w(t) sgn(t and Gr(t) = Z ;—'gﬂ(n). (22)
=0

teSi,

Proposition 34. For any distribution of Xi;,
k
fn) =) gin) and  F(t)=) GL(t). (23)
r=0

14



In order to apply the techniques of Flajolet and Sedgewick [4], it is convenient to absorb
sgn(t) and t™ into the weight of t.

Definition 35. We define G to be the (disjoint) union | |_, i ,,. For a given graph § € G,
such that g € 9]?“ for some n, we define the corresponding weight W(g) = w(g) sgn(g)t™, where
sgn(g) = (—1)**(—=1)€9) and we define the order |§| of § to be |§| = n. Similarly, we define
9% = IS0 S -

Proposition 36. For any distribution,

Fe(t) = ) V\(A('?) . (24)
gegy O

Remarlk 37. Note that Gy = 92 tables (with no marks) and F;, tables are equivalent when m; = 0.
More preCiselys fk(n”ml:O = gk(n”uq —my and thus Fk(t)|m1:O = Gk(t)|uq—>mq-

Example 38. An example of nontrivial table t € G ;,9 and its corresponding multi-graph.

1 S 4 X
1]273]4]5]6[7]8]9] 7N 2 6 i s
317[1]x]5[2]6]9[8 <> & j 9 53,)
3/6|/1(9|5|7|2|x|4 N AN LR e
3 T 7 8 X

Figure 5: t ¢ sz'g with weight w(t) = pgw}m%,
Figure 6: The corresponding t € 3

3.4 Rederivation of the first symmetric moment

To demonstrate the technique of using marked tables, we rederive F(t).

3.4.1 Zero marks

Consider the set of all nontrivial 1-graphs in §; = 9?. This set includes only the permutations
which decompose into mussels (2-cycles). Thus,

2

91:9°:sET<< 1 )) (25)

In terms of the EGF, L
GO(t) = e 22t (26)

3.4.2 One mark

It turns out there is only one nontrivial structure which can have one mark:
* A marked fixed point (marked 1-cycle) with weight W =mt

Note that there are no marked mussels as they would have weight equal to zero.

15



Marked fixed points As there is only one mark per multi-graph t in §!, there must be exactly
one structure containing it. The only nontrivial structure of 9% is precisely the marked fixed
point X, whose EGF is mt.

Conclusion Since other structures of 9% are taken from G;, we have §! = X; xG;. Hence, in
terms of the EGFs, G1(t) = mit G;(t).

3.4.3 Full generating function

By Proposition

Fi(t) = GOt) + GL(t) = (1 + mt)G1(t) = (1 + myt)e 242t = (1 + myt)ez(mi-m2)¥®  (97)

which matches Equation (20).

3.5 Second symmetric moment

Next, we move to the case of k = 2. To derive the full generating function F,(t), we must analyze
all of the possible structures of nontrivial graphs in §;.

3.5.1 Zero marks
Proposition 39. For any distribution of X;; with m; = 0,

exp <M — m2t)
Fa(t) = (28)

(1-mgot)2y/1—m3t2

Remark 40. For the special case when my = 1, we obtain

(mg—3)t2
exp <f - t)
Fo(t) = 29
2(t) TN e (29)

Proof. First, in the spirit of Remark [37], we consider the structure of nontrivial graphs in G,. An
example of such graph is in Figure [8

Example 41. An example of a nontrivial table t € G 8,10 and its corresponding multi-graph.

- ~

T[2[3]4]5[6]78]9]10] pls, 296
37711908216 |572a]10 <> &j ‘103
316|154 |712]1918]|10

Figure 7: t € G310 with weight w(t) = pSu,

Figure 8: A corresponding t € 92 10

This example was purposely created to show all types of structures a graph t from Gy can
have. For G, we have the following structures.

* Fixed points (two 1-cycles on the same element) with weight W = pat.

16



* Mussels (two 2-cycles on two elements) with weight W = tat?.
* Loops (double cycles on n > 3 vertices) with weight W = uJt™.

* Necklaces (closed chains of alternating dashed/undashed 2-cycles on n vertices where
n > 4 is even) with weight W = pjt™.

Representatives of each type are also shown in Table [3|

- ~

. /‘\
L N \ R
S A
N Al /t\ v //
Fixed point Mussel Loop Necklace
:X:Q Mg L2 NZ

Table 3: Types of structures in 9y

Fixed points Let Xy be the set of fixed points in G5. Then

Xo = SET<1D)> : (30)

-

In terms of the EGF, this gives a factor of exp(uat).

Mussels Next, let My be the set of mussels in §5. Then

1 N
MQZSET<':< >> (31)
\\ kl

The EGF of the inner factor is pst?/2! so the EGF of My is exp(3uat?).

Loops There are two ways how we can make a loop. Either the undashed and dashed cycles
have the same orientation, or they have opposite orientations. Letting £5 be the set of loops in
Go, we have

- - >

Lo :SET<CYC>3< 1", >> *SET(CYC>3< 1"/ >> (32)

The corresponding EGF of £y is equal to

2.2 2 —2pgt—p2t2

H‘2t ]_ e Ho Ly
—Ugt — —=— +1 = 33
[exp< 2t o +n<1—uzt>>} (1= 1at)2 (33)
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Necklaces Finally, the set of necklaces Ny is formed as cycles of two alternating 2-cycles
joined together. Note that it depends on the order of the elements in consecutive 2-cycles.
However, every necklace is counted twice as the mirror image of a necklace is counted as the
same necklace. Overall, we have that

P -1
L] L]

NQZSET<%CYC>2< /,21«'+ /> 1’ e’ )) (34)
s

1

The resulting EGF is

_ 1,242
<1< 03" 11 ( ! ))) e o (35)
exp| = | 285 +In[ ———— =
2 2! 1-2p3% 1 — p2t2

Conclusion Since G = Xg x Mgy * L9 x No, by multiplying the EGFs we obtain that

-3 2142
Go(t) = eM2tezrat? e 2mat—13t?  o—zuit? exp <M - Hzt) (36)
2 = e e2 5 = .
(1 HZt) 1— }l%tz (1 _ HZt) 2,./1— H%tz
|

3.5.2 One mark

Note that all unmarked structures are also part of every graph §; for r > 1. Thus, we only need
to find the exponential generating function of connected structures having marks and add them
up (as they are disjoint). It turns out that the only marked structure of each t € G} is a mussel
with exactly one mark (1-marked mussel).

Example 42. An example of a nontrivial table t G%‘g and its corresponding nontrivial multi-
graph t € 9%,9.

- ~

. o
1]2[3[4[5][6]7]8]9 pin, 256 //9{3
3|7|1]9|8[2|6|5|4] >:<< >‘. k) j 47 8
3|6|x|5|4]7|2]|9]|8 AN *\E/;/

3 "7t "5

Figure 9:te Gag with W(t) = mlpgug,
Figure 10: The corresponding t € G2 10

The EGF of a mussel with exactly one mark is equal to %m1p3t2. However, there are four
places where we can put our mark so the full EGF is 2m;ust? and

G3(t) = 2mypust®Ga(t) (37)

as we fill the remaining space with unmarked structures.
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3.5.3 Two marks

The following Table [4] shows representatives of all types of the remaining (connected) structures
having exactly two marks. A structure with two marks can be
* A marked loop (double cycle on n > 2 vertices with two marks) with weight W = m% ugflt“.

* A marked chain (alternating dashed/undashed 2-cycle on an odd number n of vertices,
provided we attach two marked 1-cycles to the endpoints) with weight W = m% ugflt“.

r‘-§<<-~>( 3 X
1< 2 &
\J o~
‘\ /I /\ 1/’,/,

Tt g v x 14

2-Marked loop 2-Marked chain
L2 (G
2 2

Table 4: Types of structures in 9% with two marks

Remark 43. There are no 2-marked necklaces as they would require marking two arrows of the
same type, which is forbidden. Also note that there are 2-marked fixed points, but they are
just a special case of chains with a single vertex. Similarly, we absorb 2-marked mussels into
loops, allowing the number of their vertices to start from n = 2.

Marked mussels The EFG of a mussel marked by two marks is equal to %m% uot?. However,
there are 4 ways how we can mark one dashed and one undashed arrow so the total EFG is
Zm% }12’(2.

Marked loops The set of marked loops L% with two marks is created by starting with a parallel
pair of marked arrows and attaching a sequence of n — 1 parallel pairs of arrows (where n > 3)
to this marked pair of arrows. For each pair of arrows, one of the arrows is dashed and the
other is undashed. We either have that all of the dashed and undashed arrows point in the
same direction or we have that all of the dashed arrows point in one direction while all of the
undashed arrows point in the opposite direction. Thus,

-

2 -
+_|L'> e 1 -
a-((F o (Y (T

In terms of the EGF,

2m? ugt?
2m2{t<—1+ ! >= liolac

I —pot 1 —ppt’

Marked chains Let G% be the set of all marked chains. We can write

r ks
= x\_a *SEQ( ,’/),'2 + 01 )* 1 x. (39)
1 9«
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In terms of the EGF,
1 ¢ m%t
m | —— | mt=——-+—.
1-— 2H%’§_2! 1 —pdt?

Pair of one-marked structures Finally, we can create a multi-graph with two marks by com-
bining a multi-graph with no marks, a 1-marked mussel with a mark on a dashed arrow, and
a 1-marked mussel with a mark on an undashed arrow. Since both of these mussels have EGF
equal to m;ust?, we get that the contribution to G%(t) is (m;ust?)2Ga(t).

Conclusion Adding the contributions together, we get

2m? g t? m2t
G3(t) = ( L L

t2)2) Go(t). 40
- ot 1—H%t2+(mm3 )> 2(t) (40)

3.5.4 Full generating function

Proposition 44. For any distribution of Xi;,

(na—3p3)t?
t Do t2 exp | ——52— — Hat
Folt) = (1 + 2myust? + m? <p§t4+ TR ac? t)) ( 2 > (41)
].—LLZt — H2 (1_u2t)2 /I—H%t2
Proof. By adding up the contributions,
Fa(t) = G3(t) + G (t) + G3(t)
2m? g t? m2t 2.9 (42)
= 1+2m1u3t2+ < 1 1 + (myugt?) >] Go(t).
{ 1 —pot  1—pu3t2
[
Corollary 45. For any distribution Xi; with pp = 1,
(na—3)t2
t 2t2 eXp ( p) - t)
Folt)=(1+2 t2 +m? | pu3t? : 43
2(t) ( +2miug —|—m1<u3 e 1 1_2vi (43)
3.5.5 Asymptotics
Expanding the EGFs around their singular point and by singular asymptotics (c.f. [4]),
An3/2nl g m? 1
fo(n) = 37\/%@(“4 5) <m%n+ 1+ 2mypg + 1 (43 a2 10u4) +0 (H)) . 44

4 Wigner matrices

In this section, we analyze the EGFs H;(t,a;,c;) and Hs(t, ai, ag,cy, co) of the characteristic
correlation functions hj(n, aj, c;) and he(n, aj, as, ¢y, cg) for Wigner matrices Z. For this analy-
sis, we use the same techniques as before with the following modification. Due to the c;Id and
cold terms in hg(n, aj, ag, ¢y, co) =E [det (Z+ a1+ c;Id)det (Z + as] + co1d)], tables with exactly
one i in column i may now have nonzero weight. Thus, we modify the definition of trivial
marked tables and multi-graphs as follows.
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Definition 46. Given a marked k x n table t and the corresponding marked multi-graph t, we
say that t and t are trivial if there exist i,j € [n] such that there is exactly one unmarked edge
(in either direction) between i and j in t. Equivalently, t and t are trivial if there exist i,j € [n]
such that the number of times j appears in column 1i of t plus the number of times i appears in
column j of t is exactly 1.

Otherwise, we say that t and t are non-trivial.

In order to distinguish this case from our previous analysis where we had that ¢; = O for all
i € [kl, we denote the sets of non-trivial marked tables and multi-graphs with k rows/colors by
H; and X, rather than G; and G;. We have similar definitions and equations as in Section

3.3

1. We define Hj, to be the subset of H; of marked graphs which have exactly r marks (when
r = 0, we sometimes omit writing 7).

2. We define hj(n) = Zfeg{i,n w(t) sgn(t) and its corresponding EGF HJ (t) = ¥ %°_, L hl (n).

n=0 n!

3. We have that Hk(t, A1, ..., 0k, Clyevns Ck) = Z]::O Hi(t)

4. As before, for any § € Hy, we define the weight W(g) to be W(g) = sgn(g)w(g)t™ and we
have that Hk(t, A1, .ve5 Ak, Clyevns Ck) = ZQE}CE %

Example 47. An example of a nontrivial table t € H2X‘9 and its corresponding nontrivial multi-

graph t € 3(; .

[1[2[3[4[5]6[7[8]9] R TS R
3| x|1]9|8|7|6]|5|4 X,' \ 6/'4/\38
3|6 5142|798 y ) L7, p/’
N ke X/—\ ,L’/ \\}/ /
Fig;;re 11: t € HZ, with weight w(t) = ca(u2 + 3 \),2 5
+i , -
v2)'lHs +ivs)ara; Figure 12: The corresponding t € H3 4
4.1 First moment
4.1.1 Zero marks
Proposition 48.
Hi(t, 0) = HO(t) = ec1t-z(Matva)t?, (45)

Proof. We have the following structures in H?:
* Fixed points (1-cycles) with weight W = c;t.
* Mussels (2-cycles) with weight W = (ug + vo )t2.

Thus,
2

?C?:SET<C1>*SET<< 1 )) (46)
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In terms of the EGF, ) )
HO(1) = HY(t) = ecrt2 (i)t (47)

4.1.2 One mark

The only nontrivial marked structure in H { is a marked fixed point (1-cycle with one mark) with
weight W = a;t, thus

3 = {:1 * O, (48)
In terms of the EGF, X ,
Hi(t) = a1t HY(t) = a tecrt—alretva)ts, (49)
4.1.3 Full generating function
Proposition 49.
Hy(t, ap) = (1 + at)ectta(batva)t?, (50)
Proof. Observe that Hy(t, a;) = HO(t) + HL(t) = (1 + ajt)ecit—2(He+va)t?, [ |
1 1

4.2 Second moment
4.2.1 Zero marks
Proposition 50.

+ 2t2
exp (t (ko —2u0) + 32 (na —3v3 — 33 +v4) — 7?:_2“121?2) >

Ha(t,0,0) = H(t) =
2 ) = Hy(t) (1—2ugt + (12 —v2)t2) /1 — (g + v2)2t2

(51)

Proof. For 9, we have the following types of structures:
* Fixed points (two 1-cycles on the same element) with weight W = (c;cg + ko)t
* Mussels (two 2-cycles on two elements) with weight W = (g + 2ugve + v4)t?

* Loops (double cycles on n > 3 vertices) with weight W = (ug + vo)™t™ if the arrows have
the opposite direction and W = (ug — vo)™t™ if they have the same direction

* Necklaces (closed chains of alternating dashed/undashed 2-cycles on n vertices, n > 4
even) with weight W = (g + vo)"t™.

* Chains (sequences of alternating dashed/undashed 2-cycles on n vertices with endpoints
being 1-cycles, n > 3 odd) with weight W = (ug + vo)" lcicot™

* Dumbbells (sequences of alternating dashed/undashed 2-cycles on n vertices with end-
points being 1-cycles of same type, n > 2 even) with weight W = —(ug +vo)"~ 1c2t™ if those
1-cycles are undashed. If they are dashed, we simply replace c? by c2.
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Representatives of each type are shown in Table 5l

| BV o

ID) < > K) j / >3 Ly 2 < v

<= o 1
Fixed point Mussel Loop Necklace Chain Dumbbell

Xo Mo Lo Ny Co Doy,

Table 5: Types of structures in Hy

Fixed points Let Xy be the set of fixed points in 9{8. Then

~

Xg = sET<1D)> : (52)

-

In terms of the EGF, this gives the factor of exp((cjco + k2)t).

Mussels Next, let My be the set of mussels in 9{8. Then

M2=sET<(< >> (53)

The EGF of the inner factor is (p4+2u9Ve +v4)t2/2! so the EGF of My is exp(%(p4+2p2v2 +v4)t2).

Loops Let L5 be the set of loops in 9{8. Note that L5 includes both possible orientations for
the arrows. We have that

~ -

Lo :SET<CYC>3< 1", >> *SET(CYC>3< 1"/ >> (54)

The corresponding EGF of L5 is equal to

exp (—(pz—\@)t M#—ln (ﬁ)) exp (—(u2+\/2) (”ﬁ“ L (H 1 >>

Ho—Vo potva)t

or after simplification,
o 2H2t—(n3+v3)t?

1 —2ppt+ (u3 —v3) 2
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Necklaces For the set of necklaces No,

-7 -1
’ ’
1 ’ 1

NgZSET<%CYC>2< /»2" + /1«' )) (55)
AP

Hence, its EGF is

L (2 vl 1 !  tvaim e (56)
exp | = | —2(ue +v2) s +1In = :
2 2! 1—2(up +v2)2 5 V1= (kg +v2)2t2

Chains Let Cy denote the set of all chains. We can write

r 7

/ / -
Co = SET(C *SEQ>1< LT 12 + 7 /1 ) * 1 ,‘) . (57)

1¢ 2 ¢

In terms of the EGF,
1 2¢3
c1|{—1+ cot| =exp <C1C2(H2+V2)2 2) .
1 —2(pg +v2)2%; 1 —(u2 +vg)2t

Dumbbells There are two types of dumbbells as the endpoints are either undashed 1-cycles
or dashed 1-cycles. Dumbbells are different from chains as they are symmetric and have the
opposite sign and parity of the number of vertices. Hence, we have that for the set Dy of all
dumbbells,

exp

P4 1
no (] (]
o ' '

\

D2ZSET<%C}*SEQ<I/»/2" +2/:/1 o )*Q)

(58)

Its EGF is thus equal to

1 1
oo (amte e (g ) )|
1 1
[eXP (-502 Ho + Vo)t (1 Y +v2)2t2—2,> Cz’i)] (59)

1 2 2
5lct + + Vo)t
:exp<_2(c1 c3) (12 +v2) )

1 — (ug + vo)2t2
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Conclusion As f}Cg = X * Mg x Lo x Ng x Co x Do, by multiplying the EGFs we obtain that

1.9 2 9 12 (c24¢c2) (ug+vs) cico(ugtvg)2ts
exp (t(0102+K2—2H2)+§t (Ma—3v3—8p3+va) — 5P A5 + ff(uzivj)ztz)

(1 —2pat+ (2 —v2)t2) /1 —1t2 (ug + v2) 2

HI(t) =

4.2.2 One mark
A structure with one mark can be

* A marked mussel (double 2-loop with one arrow marked) where W depends on both which
type of arrow was dashed and also if the marked arrow points from the smaller to the
bigger number or the other way around. Overall, W can attain one of the four values
(11(}13 + iV3)t2 and (12(”3 + i\/3)t2

* A marked chain (alternating dashed/undashed 2-cycle on an odd n > 1 number of ver-
tices, provided we attach one marked 1-cycle and one unmarked 1-cycle to the endpoints)
with weight W = a1k (ug + v2)™ 1™ or W = agk;(ng + vo)" 1" depending on which type
of arrow is marked.

¢ A marked dumbbell (sequence alternating dashed/undashed 2-cycles on n vertices with
endpoints being 1-cycles of same type, n > 2 even, with one mark at the endpoint) with
weight W = —ajk;(1g +vo)" 1™ or W = —agkq(pg + vo )™ 1™,

1 / 3\ ,'| A\
ki . - o
< }" -2 - \1d
\\ k' /\ 7 ’/
9 UL « kxj
1-Marked mussel 1-Marked chain 1-Marked dumbbell
My Cs Dy

Table 6: Types of structures in H2 with one mark

Remark 51. Here, we included 1-marked fixed points (one marked and one unmarked 1-cycle)
into 1-marked chains as they have the same weight.

Marked mussels Next, let M% be the set of 1-marked mussels. By adding up the contribution
for the four different possibilities for which edge is marked, that is

1
= N = N
w={( i )i
W RN/
2

1 1 1
2
we obtain 2(a; + ag)ust?/2! for its EGF.

Ri N = N
’ \ ’ \
1 \ 1 \
-\< >>< + ><< > (60)
AY /7 AY 7
N ke N ke

2 2
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Marked chains For the set €1 of chains with one mark, we write

V) k=
Ch = X *SEQ( ,",2 + 21 >* 1 .

\—x ' v, .~_~
1¢ 2 ¢
(61)
,/7 ,/)
+ Xz"\ *SEQ< / 2’ (,' + / 1’ (a/ >* 13
/ /
1 2
In terms of the EGF,
a 1 ot +a 1 cit = (ajco + ageq)t
! 1—2(uy +\/2)25—2! 2 2 1—2(uo +V2)25—2! ! 1_(H2+V2)2t2'
Marked dumbbells For the set D% of all dumbbells with one mark,
7\ \ ,’7 ,’)
Vo e "t
Dy = ' *SEQ( /:/2 +/:/1 >*m
W 1 2
(62)
+/1r*SEQ< ,/)12 +/’/711 >*L1,\
\\ X,’ 1 L& 2 '
Its EGF is thus equal to
a(w —i—v)t( ! )ct ao (e —|—v)t< L )ct
—ap(ue 2 1t —as(pe 2 2
1—2(ug +v2)2 5 1—2(ug +v2)2 5 63)

(M2 +Va)(aic + agca)t?
1 — (ug + vo)2t2

Note that the sign is negative as the total number of 2-cycles contained in a dumbbell (of either
color) is odd.

Conclusion Since H1 = (M} + €] + D1) x HJ, we obtain that

(ajco + ager)t (w2 + vo)(aicy +0202)t2> HI(t). (64)

Hi(t) = ( (a1 + ag)ust® + —
2(t <( 1+ a2)us 1 — (pg + vo)2t2 1 — (pg + vg)2t2
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4.2.3 Two marks

The following Table [7l shows representatives of all types of the remaining (connected) structures
having exactly two marks. A structure with two marks can be

* A marked loop (double cycle on n > 2 vertices with two marks) with weight W = a;as(ug +
vo)" 1" (plus sign if the arrows have the opposite direction and minus sign when they
have the same direction)

* A marked chain (alternating dashed/undashed 2-cycle on an odd number n > 1 of ver-
tices, provided we attach two marked 1-cycles to the endpoints) with weight W = a;as(p2 +

Vg)n_ltn.

- X~
1 /X\i 2 3\ i ,X
TK\ j" o /
\\\ k/,l X/\1 /:’,/,
3 NG
2-Marked loop 2-Marked chain
LZ 62
2 2

Table 7: Types of structures in H3 with two marks

Remark 52. There are no marked dumbbells as they would violate the assumption that there is
at most one mark per one type of arrow. There are, however, 2-marked fixed points (two marked
1-cycle), but they are again counted as 2-marked chains with one vertex. Similarly, 2-marked
mussels (two 2-cycles with two marks) are counted as 2-marked loops with two vertices.

Marked loops The set of marked loops £3 is created as follows

PN ~>
7F>

/)
++'> s A g
a-(Fmo( ) mn() e

In terms of the EGF,

1 1 2a;agt? (ng — p3t + v3t)
ajagt | -1+ ———— | + a1agt (| —1 + = .
172 < 1—(u2—\/2)t> 12 < 1—(H2+V2)t> 1 —2ugt 4 (uZ — v3)t2

Marked chains Letting C3 be the set of all marked chains, we can write

«/ /) k=
2= *SEQ( 2204 0] )* 1 X (66)
\_a v, :

In terms of the EGF,

a 1 Aot ajast
1 ot = :
1—2(ug +vo)2Y 1 — (ug +vo)2t2
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Pair of one-marked structures Finally, let P2 be the set of pairs of structures where one
structure has an undashed arrow marked and the other structure has a dashed arrow marked.

In other words,

(67)

For its EGF, we have

1 1
2

arpust” +a; cot —ay(pg +va)t cit
(1—2(H2+V2)2§—2g> 1—2(ug +vo)24

1 1
2

as1gt® 4+ as cit—ag(pg +vo)t cot],
[ (1—2(@—1—\/2)25—2!) 1—2(ug +vo)24

which after simplification is equal to

cat _c1(pg + Vo) t? > <u3t2+ cit  colpg+vo)t? >
1—(p2+ve) 212 1—(pp+va)2t? 1—(p2+ve)2t2  1—(pg+vg)2t?

ajas <u3t2+

Conclusion Adding the contributions together, since H3 = (£3 + C3 + PZ) x HJ, we obtain that

2t2 (ug — p3t + v3t) t cot
H2(t) = a;as 2 2 + <p3t2 +
’ 1—2ppt+ (13 — V32 1— (2 +vo)2t2 1 (g +va) 242
_c(pp+vo)t? > <u3t2+ cit _ calpg +vo)t? >]H°(t)
1—(ug+vz) 2t2 1—(u2+vg)2t2  1—(ug+va)2t2 2
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4.2.4 Full generating function
Corollary 53. Adding up the contributions, we obtain that for any distribution Xi;, Yi; and Z;;,

(ajco + agcp)t
1 — (ug + vo)2t2

Ha(t, ap, ag) = HY(t) + Hi(t) + H3(t) = |1+ (a; + a2)ust® +

(ug +va)(arcr +agep)t? a 2t% (up — W3t + v3t) t " <u3t2
— 1
1—(uo +V2)2t2 1—2}12’(4—(},%—\/%)’(2 1—(ug +V2)2t2
cot c1 (po +vo) t2 cit co (o + Vo) t2
+ 2:2 212 Mat®+ 2:2 22 H3 ().
1—(ug+ve)2t?2  1—(po+va)?2t 1—(pg+va)2t?2  1—(pug+va)2t

5 Hermitian matrices

5.1 Eulerian numbers and polynomials

As we will see in the following subsections, there are new degrees of freedom from suppressing
the condition that the real and imaginary parts of the matrix Z are independent. This increases
the complexity of our generating functions. It is convenient to introduce here the so called Eule-
rian numbers A(n, k), Eulerian polynomials A, (u), and their corresponding bivariate generating
functions. Eulerian numbers can be defined via an explicit relation

A(n. k) :Z(—l)i<“,+ 1>(k+ 1—i)" (68)

1
i=0

They appear ubiquitously in various combinatorial problems. For our purposes, we need to
know that A(n, k) counts the number of ways to order the numbers [n] = {1,2,...,n} so that
there are exactly k numbers which are greater than the previous number. As a consequence,
Y k—oA(n, k) =n!, where by definition we take A(n,n) = 0 when n > 1. The Eulerian numbers
may also be defined as the coefficients of the Eulerian polynomials

n

An(w) =) An,Kuk, (69)
k=0

which are themselves coefficients of the corresponding bivariate exponential generating func-
tion

o0
tn u—1
Bwt) =) Anfu) o =——".
n=0

In our analysis, we will use the following bivariate generating function. The reason this bivariate
generating function is useful is that it allows us to handle loops of length n > 3 where the weight
of the loop depends on whether each edge is ascending or descending.

n

Definition 54. We define B(u,t) =u) > A, (u)L

n!-

Proposition 55. Let L be the set of loops of length at least 3 where the vertices of each loop are
labeled by the indices [n] where n is the length of the loop.
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1. If the weight of a loop L € £ of order n is wy = (—1)" 1A{e=(1€EL)5 =) l{e=0) D)5 <3
(i.e., each edge (j,j’) such thatj’ >j has a _factor of A, each edge (j,j’) such thatj’ <j has a
factor of N, and the sign for L is (—1)""!) then the exponential generating function for L is

—B (. —A"t).

2. If the weight of a loop L € £ of order n is w; = A{e=03"€EL)">j}p/He=GNERL)T <l o
the same as the previous case but the sign of each loop is now positive) then the exponential

generating function for £ is B (£, A't).

Proof. Observe that in the first case, the exponential generating function for £ is

o mn— —1lin o /y\m
E E )\ + }\/ T - _W ATL—] W - —B W, —}\/t . (70)
n=3 k=0

n!

To see this, observe that for each loop L € £ of length n, we can consider n to be the starting
and ending point of the loop. We are guaranteed to have a factor of A\’ from the two edges
incident to n. The remaining edges are an ordering of [n — 1] ={1,...,n— 1} so for each n > 3
and k € [0, n—2], there are A(n— 1, k) loops of length n which have k+ 1 edges (j,j’) where j’ > j
and n —k — 1 edges (j,j’) where j’ <j.

Following similar logic, in the second case the exponential generating function for £ is

[ee) — /y\m
Z Z (n— 1, AR 12 ZAn 1(}\/) O‘nt') —B <%,7\’t>. (71)

We can evaluate the bivariate generating function B(u, t) by integrating E(u, t) with respect
to t.

Proposition 56. B(u,t) =u) | 4 An,l(u)% =In (%) ut — uth

Proof.
t“ 1 1—u

n=1

This implies that t + % + %B(u, t) = % In (17u) Rearrangmg and multiplying both sides of

1—uell-Ww

this equation by u, we have that B(u,t) =In (%) ut — T as needed. [
Remark 57 While it is not obvious from this expression for B(u, t), it is not hard to check that

5.2 First Moment

As a warm-up, we compute E[det(Z)]. For this computation, we do not assume that A;o = O or
k1 = 0 so we do not have a; or c; and we do not use marked tables or graphs. To indicate this,
we write ¥, and F; as we did in Section rather than writing H; and H;.
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Fixed points Let X; be the set of fixed points in ;. Then

X; = SET<1()>. (73)

In terms of the EGF, this gives a factor of exp(k;t).

Mussels Next, let M; be the set of mussels in F;. Then

2

M :sET<< 1 )) (74)

The EGF of the inner factor is —A;;t2/2! so the EGF of M; is exp(—%?\ll’@).

Loops For the set of loops £, observe that £; = SET(L) where £ is the set of single loops of
length n > 3 and the weight of a loop L € £ of order n is

wi = (_1)nfl)\\{e:(j,j’)eE(L):j’>j}\}\/|{€:(]"]")EE(L)ZJ"<]'}\_

where A = A9 and A’ = Ag;. By Proposition [55] and Proposition 56|, the EGF for £ is

}\10 )\01 _}\10 t2
<}\01 o1 > = <7\01 — }\loe()\lof)\ol)t 10 + 101701 2

Exponentiating this gives the EGF for £;, which is

Ani — AjnelAto—Ao1)t 12
01 10 exp <—)\10t + 7\107\01—> .

Ao1 —A1o 2

Conclusion Since J; = X} » M; x £, by multiplying the EGFs we obtain that

Ani — AjpelAo—Aor)t t2
F1(t) =exp(kt) exp(—1A;t2) "2 ——10 exp <—7\10t +7\107\01—>
Ao1 —A1o 2

]
e2t(2k1+(—2+1tA01)A10—tA11) ()\01 — et(—?\01+?\1o)}\10)

Ao1 — A1o

5.3 Second moment
5.3.1 Zero marks

In the case of second moment, note that the Wigner case is very close to the more general Her-
mitian case (see Table[I). Thus, multi-graphs of Hermitian matrices have the same (connected)
structures as the Wigner multi-graphs. This time, however, we no longer assume Agg = Ag2
(both are equal to ug — vo in Wigner case). This extra degree of freedom affects how weight
is calculated for loops whose arrows (dashed and undashed) point in the opposite direction
(other structures have the same weight as before, we just replace p's and v’s by corresponding
A’s). It is therefore convenient to split the loops L5 into Ag x O9, where Ay denotes the set of
anti-parallel loops (arrows pointing in different directions) and 05 denotes the set of parallel
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loops (with arrows poiting in the same direction). Table [§ below shows representatives of each
(connected) structure.

1 7—\ ’1/—\" 4 v 3 7
N 1 2 1 2 S “
LS \ I/" \‘ 2 \ ~ \ // R\ \l/ /:/ : \
13) W) & " K} j Ly, 28 a2 P
\~—,/ \\ k, \\\ /,I \\\ /,I /t\ \A/ I/ ,, 1
S AU T
gioxi%(% Mussel Pallgggel Antil- (I)) (a;lll)'allel Necklace Chain Dumbbell
X Mo 02 Ao Ny, Cy Dy

Table 8: Types of structures in Hy (Hermitian case)

Fixed points Let X3 be the set of fixed points in 9{8. Then

Xg = sET<1D)>. (75)

-

In terms of the EGF, this gives a factor of exp((cjcq + Kg)t).

Mussels Next, let My be the set of mussels in f}{g. Then

1 A
M2:sET<(< >> (76)
\\ kl

The EGF of the inner factor is Agot2/2! so the EGF of M, is exp(%)\gzt2).

Necklaces For the set of necklaces Ny,

-7 T
(] (]

N2:SET<%CYC>2< /,zle'Jr /v 1’ e’ )) (77)
s

1

Hence, we have that its EGF is

(1 ( P )) ,/e_%x—%tz (78)
exp|lz | 2N+t N ——— | | = —F/——.
A TR P TR TRT
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Chains Let Gy be the set of all chains. We can write

J k‘\
GZZSET<C *SEQ>1< ,”’,2 +, >* 1 ,‘). (79)

1< 9 «

1 01C2)\%1t3>
exp|c; | -1+ ——— |ceot| =exp| —————~ | .
P[l( 1_27\%15_2) 2] p<1_7\%1t2

In terms of the EGF,

Dumbbells The set of dumbbels Dy can be constructed as

P4 T
N ’ ’ B
1
\

-

DgSET(éQ*SEQ(Iﬁ/é 'I+2/>/1I"' )*Q)

(80)
*SET(% lr*SE(;)( ,/712 + ,»11 )*'41,‘)
‘\_,/I 1' o’ 2’(’/
Its EGF is thus equal to
exp [ —acihint | ———— ert) | fexp [ —meahint [ ———— | eat
P 5 1M1 o 2 1 P | 52 1 o C 2
11721 11721 (81)

%(C% + C%))\th
=), 4 — .
P 1— 2?3, t2

Anti-parallel Loops We can write

->

Ag = SET(CYC>3< 1"/ >> (82)

As the element in the bracket has weight W = A;;t, the corresponding EGF of A, is

7\21t2 1 B e—?\ut—%)\%ltz
2 1—A t)

exp <—7\11t — 2L 4 -

Parallel Loops For the set of parallel loops O, observe that O, = SET(L) where each element
L € £ is a single pair of parallel loops of length n > 3 and the weight of an element L € £ of
order n is

wi = (_1)n71}\|{e:(j,j/)eE(L):j/>j}\7\/|{ez(]',]'/)GE(L)Ij/<j}|
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where A = Agyg and A’ = Agy. By Proposition and Proposition [566] the EGF for £ is

B @, Aot | =In Aoz — A2 — Aot — 7\207\02f (83)
Aoz Aoz — Agoeho2—Az0)t 2

Exponentiating this gives the EGF for Oy, which is

Aoz — A2 et 2
Aoz — 7\206(}‘02*7\20)t exp 20 20 025 .

Note that when Agg = Ag2 (as a limit), this is equal to
1 o t2
1—Agot ¥ (‘7‘20t - 7‘2o—> : (84)
which is precisely the anti-parallel loop EGF with A9 instead of A;; as we would expect.

Conclusion As f}Cg = X * Mg x Og x Ag x Ng x C2 x Do, by multiplying the EGFs we obtain that

2 A2 3 2 (c2c)A
(Aoz—A20) €Xp ((0102+K2—7\11—7\20) t+45 (A22—2A%] —Ao2A20) + Ciii%;z —% (Cf_)\%)tzu>

(1—A11t) 4/ 1—)\%1‘(2 ()\02—7\20e()\02—7\20)t)

HY(t) =

5.3.2 One mark
The one-marked structures are the same as in the case of Wigner matrices. There are 1-marked

mussels, chains and dumbbells (see Table [6 in the section on Wigner matrices).

Marked mussels Let Jv[% be the set of 1-marked mussels. By adding up the contribution for
the four different possibilities of marking, that is

- N h S A S h N
’ \ 4 \ 4 \ ’ \
1 1 \\ 1 \ 1 \ 1 \
My=1( X )l x4 ox ! (85)
\ 1 \ 1 \ 1 \ 1
\ 7 \ 7 \ 7 AY 7
N ke N ke N 'S N ke

we obtain (a; + ag)(Ag1 + A12)t2/2! for its EGF.

Marked chains For the set (‘35 of chains with one mark, we write

r r

J LN

Gé: ></\ *SEQ( ,*’2 + 7 1 >* 1 .
\ ’ /I 1

1 2 ¢

(86)



In terms of the EGF,

a ( 1 )C t4a < 1 )C ¢ (ajco + agcq)t
1| 752 ] C2 2| T 5 = | C1t = 5 .
1-2A2, 4 1-2A2, 4 1 — A%, t2

Marked dumbbells For the set D% of all dumbbells with one mark,

- -1
\
n ’ ’ B
1
\

Dy =y *SEQ( 225 1 >*m
/ o <

(87)

Its EGF is thus equal to

1 1 _ Ailajer + ClzCz)tZ
—al}\llt (W) ci1t— 02)\111', (W) Cot = — 1_ }\%112 . (88)

1127 112!

Conclusion As K} = (M} + €3 + D}) » HS, we obtain that

t2  (ajce +agc)t  Arr(aicr +agea)t?\ | o
Ha (1) = A M) — — HI(1). 89
2(t) <(01+02)( 21 +A12) 5+ ESVAD ESVAD 2 (t) (89)

5.3.3 Two marks

The following Table [9 shows representatives of all types of the remaining (connected) structures
having exactly two marks. Note that this table is the same as Table[7]in the Wigner case except
for the fact we now distinguish between two types of loops.

L=~

- s - X~ N
Ty 1 X9 /73\_,?<
/A U Bt
\\\ k,// \\\ k,/l ></_\1 l(/’/,l

3 3 NG
2-Marked anti-parallel loop 2-Marked parallel loop 2-Marked chain
03 A3 €3

Table 9: Types of structures in H% with two marks (Hermitian case)

Remark 58. There are no marked dumbbells as they would violate the assumption that there is
at most one mark per one type of arrow. There are, however, 2-marked fixed points (two marked
1-cycle), but they are again counted as 2-marked chains with one vertex. Similarly, 2-marked
mussels (two 2-cycles with two marks) are counted as 2-marked loops with two vertices.
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Marked anti-parallel loops The set of marked anti-parallel loops A2 (including mussels) is
created as follows

A >

¥ o
A%z({' *SEQ>1<1'/>>. (90)

Its EGF is then simply

1 (11(127\11t2
t(—1 = .
araz < + 1—7\11t> 1—Appt

Marked parallel loops We can analyze the set of marked parallel loops as follows. For a given
marked parallel loop of length n with k increasing edges and n —k decreasing edges, the weight
before we mark a pair of parallel edges is )\‘50)\85 k

When we mark this parallel loop, if we mark an increasing edge (i.e., an edge j,j’ such that

j’ > j) then this replaces a factor of Ayp with a;as. There are k ways to do this so the total

e . Clan— d(AsoAgy * . . .
contribution is ka1a27\‘2‘0 17\82 k= a2(+2°02). Similarly, if we mark a decreasing edge then

this replaces a factor of Agg with ajag. There are n —k ways to do this so the total contribution
k An—k
is alag(n—k))\ggl?\gz_k_l = alaz%};‘f).
Thus, we can obtain the contribution from marking a parallel loop by computing the partial
derivatives of its original contribution with respect to A9 and Ao, adding these partial derivates
together, and multiplying the result by a;as.

By equation the EGF for a single pair of parallel loops of length at least 3 is

A20 B Ao2 — A2o 2
b (7\—02 A02t> - <7\02 - 7\2060‘02?‘20”) A20t —A20h025-

We now observe that

A
1 6B(%,A02t> _ 1 + (1—Agot)e(Po2—A20)t o 2
) 9220 T Ao2—A20 | Agg—AgpelP027 200t 0279
9B (522 Aoat) Aot
2 Mg M027) 1 —1iAgotelf027 20t o 2
) 0Ao2 " Aoz—A20 )\02—?\206()‘02*?‘20“ 20 2"

Adding these contributions together and multiplying the result by a;as gives

(Apgg—Ag0)t 2
ajas (Aoze,;;e(zxoowlzoh —t— (A0 + 7\02)%)-
We make one final adjustment to this expression. Since we want to include marked parallel

loops of length 2 in 02, we add a;ag(Ago + )\02)"2—2 to the above expression. Thus, the EGF for O%

1S
elPo2—A2)t _ 1 .
a1a2 Aoz — AggelPo2—Az0)t )

Pair of one-marked structures Finally, let P2 be the set of pairs of structures one with an
undashed arrow marked and the other with a dashed arrow marked. Similarly as in the Wigner
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case,

1 1

1< 9«

() ( o 1J> ]
+/1r*SEQ 7 + 7 * 41

7

\X,

For its EGF, we thus have

t2 1
a;(Ag1 +A12)= + a1 (7) cot —ajArt < ) Clt]
[ 2 1-2M, 4 27\2{15
2
cot],

t 1
az(Az21 +A12) 5 +ag — 5 | at—azAnt
2 1—2A2, L
which is, after simplification, equal to
t2 cot Cl}\11t2 tz c1t Cz}\11t2
ajag | (A21 +A12) 5 + - A21 + A1)+ + - .
1 2<( 21+ M2)5 22 1-220 (A21 +A12)5 22 1220

Conclusion Adding the contributions together, since H32 = (AZ + 02 + €2 + P3) x K9,

2

Appt? t e(Po2—Az0)t _ 1 t
+ | (A21 +A12) = +

—t+
1 - }\llt 1 - A%1t2 }\02 — }\206()\027)\20)t

C1)\11t2 tz cit Cz)\lltz 0
_1—7\2{1t2> <0‘21+)‘12)2 1-22 12 1222 Ha(b):

cot

H3(t) = ajag [

5.3.4 Full generating function
Corollary 59. Adding up the contributions, we get for any distribution Xi; and Zi;,

2 (ajce + ageq)t
1+ (a1 +az)Ae1 +A12) 5+ ———5 5 —

Ha(t, ay, ag) = HY(t) + Hi(t) + HZ(t) =
2 1—2A%,t2
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2

t
+ < (A21 +A12)

7\11(0—1(31 + azcz)tz ( 7\11t2 t e(?\02*7\20)t -1
- apag 5

—t+
1— 22 t2 L—Ant 1—-22¢2 Aoz — Agoelroa—Az0)t

cot C17\11t2 2 cit C27\11t2
+ - Aa1 +Arz) o+ -
1-22, 2 1—A%1t2> <( 21+ Mi2) 3 1-22 12 1222

HI(t).
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