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Abstract

We try to develop a collective field theory of single matrix models by using
the formalism of Jevicki and Sakita in [1], with Schur polynomials as our
collective fields. Field operators and the relation for the change of variables
required to obtain the collective field Hamiltonian are found using group
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1 Introduction

The ultimate goal of this work is to develop an analytical method to do cal-
culations in multi matrix models in the large N limit. To do this, we try to
develop a collective field theory of Schur Polynomials, since they provide a
gauge invariant basis parametrized by N row lengths. This is useful since
saddle point methods are applicable to problems phrased in terms of N vari-
ables. This will be explained fully later. To construct this theory one needs
to construct the Jacobian for the change of variables from matrices to Schur
polynomials. This will enable us to change from the quantum field theory
path integrals of matrices to path integrals of Schur Polynomials. We use col-
lective field theory since it is an established method to systematically change
the variables of a quantum field theory. We did not achieve our goal in this
project as it was highly non-trivial to obtain the Jacobian for the change of
variables. However, we did succeed in finding the equation that determines

the Jacobian.

We use the collective field formalism to look at the example of N bodies in
a Harmonic Oscillator potential in which the initial Hamiltonian is the sum
of the N individual bodies. This problem is considered as it is perhaps the
simplest example with which we can demonstrate the collective field method.
In this case solutions to the collective field Hamiltonian are functionals of the
collective field. The systematic change of variables from individual wave func-
tions to collective fields requires that we calculate collective field operators
corresponding to the momentum term of the original N body Hamiltonian.

Once these are found using the chain rule, we use them to determine the



equation for the Jacobian describing this change of variables. The collective
field Hamiltonian is constructed using the collective field operators and this
Jacobian. Once the collective field Hamiltonian is found, we find its classical
solution by minimizing the potential term. We then add quantum corrections
to the classical solution in order to demonstrate the equaivalence of the col-
lective field theory with the original quantum mechanics. Our demonstration
entails showing that the Harmonic Oscillator potential correlators calculated
in quantum mechanics and collective field theory yield the same result. Note
that the classical collective field theory does sum quantum effects of the orig-

inal theory.

There has been extensive study of the large N limit since 't Hooft pro-
posed that % would be a good parameter in which to expand matrix model
quantum field theories. This N is the dimension of the matrix valued field
corresponding to the gauge group SU(N). In these field theories with matrix
valued fields the fluctuations are of order ﬁ N is a better expansion pa-
rameter than other physical constants such as #, since it is dimensionless and
scale invariant. This means that if we change the dimension or scale of our
field theory we do not need to account for any renormalization group flow
for N. If we are working in the large N limit, fluctuations become negligible
and the system approaches a classical limit. We look to Schur polynomials
to provide a basis in which the large N expansion can be used to construct
this classical limit. Another reason that we are attempting to define field

theories in the Schur polynomial basis is to try to find a way to incorporate

multiple matrices that are not necessarily simultaneously diagonalized into



our model.

Indeed, although there is no natural generalization of the eigenvalue de-
scription to the case of multi matrix models, there is a generalization of the
Schur polynomial. For multi matrix models restricted Schur polynomials pro-
vide a complete basis for the local operators of the theory and they continue
to diagonalize the free field theory two point function. Our hope is that the
collective field theory of Schur polynomials will have a natural generalization

to the collective field theory of restricted Schur polynomials.



2 Correlation Between QFT and Quantum

Collective Field Theory

In this section the quantum mechanics of an N particle system will be stud-
ied. The correlation functions corresponding to the N body Harmonic Oscil-
lator system will be calculated using an N particle description. We will then
explain the change of variables from a collection of single particle wave func-
tions to the N particle collective field theory wave functional as described by
the formalism of Jevicki and Sakita in [1]. It will then be possible to calculate
the same correlation functions in the collective field theory as found using
quantum mechanics, and the two sets of results will be compared. We expect
the two to agree since the two theories are describing the same system using

different formalism.

2.1 Properties of N Particles in an Harmonic Oscilla-

tor Potential

The Hamiltonian of this N-body system is given by:

1 N 82 82 w2 N
+ o)+ o> (e + ) (1)
8:&2 ayﬂ 2 ;

It is necessary to take note of the quantum mechanical properties of the

system, such as creation and annihilation operators and their commutators.
This is to describe the quantum mechanics of the system, which is then
adapted to collective field variables. Consider the Hamiltonian of a single

oscillator in the system. This can be factorized as follows:

H = H,+H,
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1 2 2. .2 82 2,2
= 5(—72+ 37)+§(—87y2+wy)
1 1 1 1
= 5o T mles Tt gy, Ten 5, e

These factors of the Hamiltonian are in fact the following creation and

annihilation operators:

1 0
a = W(wx—%afx)
al = \}i(wx—gx)
b = ;§<wy+aay>
1
b= —2(w —aay)

The Hamiltonian can be expressed in terms of these operators as:

1 1
H= §(aaT +a'a) + §(bbT +b'b)

The commutators between the creation and annihilation operators are found

to be:
{ai, aH = Ojw
bi,bl] = Oy
The position operators  and y can be expressed as:
a+al
r = ) (2)
y = b+ b )

w2
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In this description we are using the Heisenberg picture of quantum me-
chanics, where states are time independent and operators are time dependent.
a, a’, band b' are all time dependent operators. This allows us to use Wick’s
theorem to calculate correlators. Using the general form of the Heisenberg

equations of motion,
dO
h— = |0, H
t dt [ Y ]

in units with 7 = 1 we can find the time dependence of the creation and

annihilation operators. We will also use —i5- = p, and —i oy = Dy’

a(t) = - = —iwa

al(t) = + = iwa'

. wpy WYy .

b(t) = — — = —iwb

() \/5 \/5 w
2

i) = Lo WY _ ot

and solve the above equations of motion for the creation and annihilation

operators:
a(t) = ape ™!
af(t) = abe™
b(t) = bo@iiwz&
bi(t) = bhe™!
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Using the properties we have explored for a single harmonic oscillator de-
scribed by this Hamiltonian, it is possible to find simple correlators in the
system. Correlators are the Wick contractions of terms containing operators.
We wish to calculate something of the form xll_lx] A good example that will
be used later is the equal time correlator < z;(t)z;(t) >, where z; = x; + iy;
and z; = x; — 1y;. We find the correlator by expressing z; and z; in terms of
creation and annihilation operators and allow these to act on vacuum states.
< z;z; > is useful to calculate since it is related to the Wick contraction z'Z_ZJI

as follows:
— —

= < 0|T(ZZ§])|0 > — < 0| : Z,‘Ej : |O >

= < 0|T(ZZ,§])|O >

= < O‘ZZEJ’O >

Here, the normal ordered product of z; and Zz; falls away since this product

consists of annihilation operators acting on the ket and creation operators
acting on the bra. The T represents the time ordered product. We will

focus on equal time correlators here. It is now simple to find the expectation

< 0|ZZEJ|O >

< ziZp > = < (@ +1y)(z; —1y;).

1
= < 7(@1' + (IZ'Jf + l(bz + bZT)) ((lj + ajT — Z(bj + bjT)> >

1
w2 w2
1 1
= < 0lg(aa;H0 > + < 0l (b:b;1)[0 >

The terms containing a mixture of a and b operators disappear, as do any
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terms with an a or b acting on the ket or an a' or b' acting on the bra. It
is possible to add terms containing aﬁaj and binj to the remaining terms in
the correlator, since this is equivalent to adding zero. In this manner one can
find < z;Z; > in terms of the commutators of the operators found previously

ie.:

1 1

L
1 1
= < 0\27)2((11-%T —alay)]0 > + < Olfwz(bibﬂ —b,'6;)0 >
o, I,
= <0/==10 > 0| =210 >
_ 9
o w

It can be similarly shown that
< ziz; >=0
< zizj >=0
The important result that will be used later on is:

5
< 0|2:75]0 >=< 0]2%0 >= Uj (4)

2.2 Correlators in QM

We have explored some important properties of the Hamiltonian of the N-
particle Harmonic Oscillator system that will be useful to our further calcu-
lations, so it is possible to move onto a calculation demonstrating the equiv-
alence of the collective field and quantum mechanical methods. An example

of a correlator we compute using the two methods is:
N N

<3y E > (5)
1

=1  j=1
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Using equation (4) we can compute this expectation value as a sum over all
possible Wick contractions of pairs of z;’s and/or z;’s, summed over ¢ and j.

This gives something of the form:
A —
< 0|2i2iZiZie e, 2;2;%%;|0 > 4+ < 0|22, 2:%;....22i2;25....2; 2|0 > ...

All possible combinations of Wick contractions must be counted. There
are (n +m — 1)!! possible Wick contractions in total. In general there are
contributions with different powers of N which must be taken into account.

In order to simplify this calculation, there are a few points to take note of:

e It can be shown that if n # m this correlator is zero.
o 0|Zi2j‘0 >=0.
o 0|2i2j|0 >=0

e The above two points mean that when the correlator is calculated only

.. 8ij .
terms containing —* remain.

The correlator can now be calculated. Using the properties above the or-
der N contributions can be found. The leading at large N term corresponds
to the ‘classical’ result, while the sub-leading in N terms are the quantum
corrections. For a correlator containing k£ sums the leading term which gives

N _.n

the ‘classical’ result is order N*. < SV 2

e 2 Zévzl zi" > is calculated as fol-

lows:

e Set m = n, otherwise this correlator will be zero due to the factor d,,,.

e Only contractions of z z pairs will give any contribution, so only terms

which produce a d;; must be counted.
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e This will be the sum of all permutations of possible z z pair contrac-
tions within the product 2j'z7. To count all the combinations of pairs,
we begin with n choices of z; and z; respectively, giving n possible
contractions. After the first pair is chosen we have (n — 1) possible
pair contractions left to choose from, and so on. In the end there will
be n pairs contracted in each term in the sum, giving n! possible pair

contractions.

e Each of the n pair contractions picks up a %, however (6;;)" = d;; since

d;; is only equal to either 1 or 0. The number of w factors is n, so we

1

wn

obtain

e In the end we get

N N N g v
<3y e Zn!f}g(smn _ (6)
i=1  j=1 ij

wn

Equation (6) contains only an N, indicating the N dependence of the
leading term. In this case there is no further sub-leading in N correction. this
term will be reproduced as a quantum effect in collective field theory. Since
this correlator contains two sums, the leading ‘classical’ contribution would
have been of order N2. Tt is not surprising that equation (6) is reproduced
as a quantum effect in collective field theory. A more interesting correlator

to study is

The leading contribution comes from

N N N N nip! N2
<Y Y A ><Y Ry FH >= W
=1 =1

k=1 =1
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where we have used equation (6). Again this would not be reproduced by
classical collective field theory. The size of the classical field theory contribu-
tion to this correlator is N*. There is a sub-leading correction arising when
some of the z["’s are contracted with the z’s. The result for this sub-leading

correction is
[(n+p)! —nlpl] N
wn—‘rm

In total we have

N N N N | |N2 N
" b pln! L
<A YA = (e p)t=nlpl) (7)

i=1  j=1 k=1 I=1

2.3 Collective Field Theory

In order to demonstrate that the same result is obtained from the quan-
tum collective field theory as in the previous section, some detail about the
collective field method (based on [1]) will be included. The same initial

Hamiltonian is used. It is useful to use z and z rather than x and y:

N 82 82 w2
H = -~ 3 i
; Or2 8y )+ 2 ;x )
N a 6 w2 N
N z;(?zz 0z; +?;Zﬂ2

The time independent Schrodinger equation of this system is

N o 0 w2 N
—l—?ZziZi)\IJ(zl,zg, ...,zn,él, ,En) = E\D(Zl,ZQ, ...,zn,El, ,En)
i=1

-2
( =1 3zi 851

The quantum mechanical solution to this equation is some symmetric

wave function W(zy, 29, ..., Zn, 21, ..., Zn). The reason for this symmetry is that

we are looking at a system of bosons. This can be rewritten as a functional
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of the collective field ¢:
\I’(Zl, L9y eaey Ry 21, ceey En) =0 [¢]

The collective field is a density function of the original degrees of freedom of

the system, and is given by

N
¢z, y) =D oz —2:)0(y — ui)
i=1
This is a symmetric function and describes a collection of bosonic point

particles in two dimensions. These collective field variables must satisfy the

constraint equation
/¢(fﬁ,y)dx dy =N

This field can be defined in terms of its Fourier components:

¢ /dx dye tkex— zkyy(b(x y L2 Ze ik x; —ikyy;

We then find ¢ in terms of z and z, where

z=x+1y zZ=x—1y
We also have
1 - 1
k= f(k:x+ik:y) k= f(kz—iky)
2 2
Then
24+ z z—Z
xr = =
2 LY
k—k

So ¢ can be written as

1 .
O = ﬁ/da: dye*%¢ Zkzqﬁ(x Y) =72. Ze ik o —ikzi (8)
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The Hamiltonian after the change of variables to the collective field must

be found. The identity used to change the Hamiltonian operators % and %
into functional derivatives in terms of ¢y, is the chain rule:
9 > > —ik —ikz —ikz O
aZi\Ij(Zl,ZQ,...,Zn,Zl,...,Zn) = zk:(?>€ e %®[¢]
0 z z —ik\ iz ik O
agilll(zl,zg,...,zn,zl,...,zn) = ;(?)e e %<D[¢]

So the kinetic term of the Hamiltonian can be found using this chain rule:
—ik, s i O —ik, s _ife O
—2Y 0,0; = -2 o 6—zkz€—zk:2> TV bz ke Y
zi: o (zk:( L? ) Oy 2,;:( L? ) o;;

(P e e D (R)(=R) e g OO
= -9 d.ze e 227_|_ A A S P
(Xk: 2 O ka: Iz D, Do

The following operators are defined to simplify this equation:

wlkile) = R )
Ok Elg) = o (10)
T = —z'a(; (11)

After the change of variables the kinetic term of the Hamiltonian is

Hycinetic = 21 Z W(k, [(bDﬂ_—k +2 Z Q(k7 ]_fﬂ [¢])7T—k7rfc (12)

k k.k

This term is not hermitian under the conditions ¢} = ¢_j and 7| = 7_y

required for the full Hamiltonian to be hermitian. This is easily shown:
T
n el =[]
k k
— [2@21:2 (—i 0 qb_k)]
k 6¢fk
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= 254 ) K+ 2> w(k
: [27: > wlk [qﬁ])m]

And:
;
230 [cb])?r—mz] - [22 Tl ]
kK
kk O kk O
- _QZLGQSk : 22L3¢k bk

0
- 22 o (a(bkacﬁ )

23" Q(k, k; [d)])??m]

k.k

*

This apparent loss of hermiticity in the Hamiltonian is not actually in-
dicative of a non-hermitian system, since the initial quantum mechanical
Hamiltonian was hermitian; rather it is merely the effect of the change of
variables from the quantum theory to the collective field theory. The her-
miticity of the collective field theory can be restored by finding the Jacobian
of the change of variables of the system. Using the identity,

/ /qusk ( S — ;ie—“@e—i’%) =1 (13)

k#0
which is found using the definition of the collective field ¢, the Jacobian of

the change of variables can be defined as

/ / H du; ] 6 <¢k -7 ge—ik%e—ihi> (14)

i=1 k+0
This Jacobian is used to redefine the inner product of the theory according

to the changed variables as follows:

(Y1, ¥2) Before = /dﬂvl---dl’NW(JH,---,$NW2($1,---,$N)
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= (W Ua)ager = [+ [ T]dont [6] @1 [6] @2 [o]

k+0

The Jacobian must be found to correctly define the new integration measure.
In the above integral the Jacobian arises from the transformation of the
coordinate system. Rescale the collective field operators under this same
transformation. This is done to remove J from the inner product. The
transformation of fields used to obtain an equation that can be solved for the

Jacobian is:

®lg] = J2 (] Vg (15)
T — J2[¢|med 2 [¢]:ﬂk+;i(w (16)

The inner product is now trivial and so the Hamiltonian should be man-
ifestly hermittian. By assuming that this transformation of variables makes

the Hamiltonian manifestly hermitian once again and substituting the trans-

Oln J[¢]
0 *

The substitution obtains an expression for the kinetic term of the effective

formation (16) into (12), it is possible to obtain an expression for

collective field Hamiltonian:

) OlnJ kk
H = > (—i2k’¢pm_y, + 2k> ¢y, )+Z( — Pr KTk TR
k 0p_, L
k/% dlnJ  kk aan 1kk dlnJdlnJ

+ ¢k KTk — dor Zﬁ%—/}mﬂk - §ﬁ¢k_km%)
Using the hermiticity conditions gbL = ¢_; and 7T;2 = m_y, the hermitian
conjugate of H is found:
. olnJ kk
H' = Y (i2k*mpd_y, + 2k - O_k) + D (27 gmrdiy
k a(bk k& L

_ kkoInJ " Kk OlnJ _lﬁﬁanﬁln(]gb N
T2 9g_; KOk T Tk g "k T 97290 - Oy
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This is followed by subtracting H from H' and allowing the 7’s to operate
when appropriate, which yields:

o 0
H-H = 2iwm_y + 2Qm g1 + 2Q———1InJ
2B 20mm 2050 5
N /L/%aan +kkaan5 ) =0
L20¢_j " L2 gy MEE
The last two terms cancel each other out after the sum over ¢ is performed.
After some simplification we have the following equation, from which 8lnq;1[¢]
is obtained:
dlnJ ¢
0 = wisle)+ X o ki 2 g
k'#0 Do,
OlnJ
Ol Jlg] _ _ZQ (k, ks [0 K by (18)
Oy,

The method we used to obtain this differential equation for the Jacobian is
completely general, but the equation we obtained is not. In general there is

also a 2 term in this equation, see [1] for the general result.

The substitution of (18) into (16) followed by (16) into the kinetic Hamil-
tonian, (12), along with the addition of the Fourier transformed harmonic
oscillator potential term, finally leads to the full hermitean Hamiltonian of
the collective field theory:

2

H o= Y %o+ 20 Y (wlsla) s — 507 kK ()6 )

kE’ k

23 (05 [0])(m k= 507 (b K0 a) e — 207 (5 [0
e k!
w? i
— Z ——2ZQp_p + 21 Z <w7r_k + wa_lkﬂgb ) + 22 Qr_pm + Q(?T Q7 )kz’ngk/
2 k 2 kk!
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) 1 1
— %Qﬂ’lw_k(k/%k') + 59971]{/2(]5_“% - Zkﬂ(ﬁ—k'Q*lk/Q(ﬁk')

= 3 (reO(k K 6+ Sl )07 K O [4D) + 3 250

kk! 2 kk'
The collective field hamiltonian can be written in integral form using the

Fourier transforms of ¢ and m:

¢(Z,2) — Zl;zeikzeikquk

k#0
1 .
m(z,2) = —> Mt
L%
so 0.7(z,2) = ikmy, and 0:7(z,2) = —ikm,. Similarly, ¢ can be found

in terms of 0.¢(z,z) and 0:¢(z, z). We do not include k = 0 terms in our
theory. This is because all of the non zero momentum modes integrate to zero
in a box; in this case the box is size L in the x and y directions respectively.
Using this and the expansion ¢ — ¢ + ¢, with [ ¢odx = N, it can be shown
that the £ = 0 mode is zero. The effective collective field Hamiltonian in

integral form:

H—//M&(%w@@ﬂ+;@i%#+;ﬁ%@ (19)

In this effective Hamiltonian, we define V [¢] to be the second two terms in

the collective field Hamiltonian, giving

H:[/@&Q@m@w+vm (20)

2.3.1 Classical Solution to the Collective Field Hamiltonian

To find a collective field, ¢, that satisfies this theory, we expand the potential

about some minimum field ¢q, which is a solution to

5V (4]
do(z, 2)

+A=0 (21)
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Here, ) is a Lagrange multiplier used to implement the constraint [ ¢(z)dzr =
N. To minimize the potential, its functional derivative is taken and a trial

solution is placed in the above equation.

Vg = //dd <1az¢az¢+ uﬂzng)

6 2
5)255] _ // dad(— 1 8Z¢8Zgb 5z — #)(5 — 7)) + ;82(5(2 — Z’);(z — 20,6
+1 9699 <Z _(; E=7) + ;w2z25(2 —26(z - 7))
1 (9z¢5z¢ 1, (0.0 1 29 2 Ne(s o
— //dZdZ[ 3 285<¢>—28Z<¢>+2wzz16(z—z)5(z—z)

After integrating over both z and z, and relabeling the variables, we obtain

the following equation:

1az¢ 1 azaé(b 1az¢az¢
2¢2 22 5 +2 pe +2wzz+)\—0

azai(b o 1 2
7 = 2w Z2Z+ A
A trial solution
¢ = Ce % (22)

is substituted into this equation, where C is a normalization constant. This
enables us to find values for the Lagrange Multiplier, A and the minimized
classical field, ¢g. C is just a Gaussian normalization constant multiplied by

N, the number of fields. Thus we get:

and

¢0 — 7€—wz2 (23)
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2.4 Quantum Expansion of the Classical Collective Field

The quantum effects of the N Harmonic Oscillator system are found by
expanding the collective field around the classical minimum, ¢q, found in the

previous section. The collective field is expanded to

¢ = do+11\/0 (24)

The momentum term is then expanded as

1 -
=0+ —=II 25
75 (25)

The factors of /¢ are chosen in order to preserve the commutation relation
[6(2,2),11(z, 2)] = i6(z — 2')o(2 = Z) (26)
after the expansion, giving

{n(z, zZ), ﬁ(z, 2)} i0(z —2)o(z — 2') (27)

In order to expand 7 and II in terms of a set of modes, the quadratic part
of the Hamiltonian describing the behavior of these quantities is found. This
is done by substituting the expanded field and momentum terms into the
collective field Hamiltonian and dropping all terms linear in either 1 or II.
Any terms mixing 7 and IT are thus dropped. The remaining terms can then
be integrated by parts in order to find a simplified quadratic Hamiltonian
for the expanded variables. A few steps of this calculation are given. The

Hamiltonian, equation (19), becomes:

/dzdz28< >(¢0+n\f> <
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—l—//dzd_[ ¢0+77;5§:)77\§@+77\/_) wzz]

_ /dzdz[m(;;_)%@(f%)+;8(77\/_<)bo (n\/_>]

W22 ~

~ 2
- / d2dz2 la 0.1+ “2(0:M0) 1 + SX11(0.1) + 2 H?]

wz wz w2z ,
+ / / dzdz l 0zn0:n — 2 ~ @zmn — —-n(0:n) + — ?71
= // dzdz ( —20:0, + 2w 27 — w)II + n(—200. + ;w%z - w)n)

We may then expand the expressions for n and II in terms of Harmonic

oscillator eigenfunctions

wltL

> _ _ J, —%z2z
<z, zZ|ld >=1y = et (28)
P~ n w/H 5J ,—92Z
< Jlz,Z >=1p; = e (29)

These eigenfuntions satisfy the quadratic collective field equations of motion

which are as follows:
(—40:0, + W?22)); = 2(J + 1)wip, (30)

(—=40:0, + wW?22) )y = 2(J + Dwipy (31)

This is not a complete set of eigenfunctions. Indeed, the eigenfunctions of
the two dimensional harmonic oscillator are labelled by two discrete quantum
numbers, which each range from 0 to co. Our eigenfunctions are labelled by
a single discrete index. We are describing only the holomorphic sector of the

theory.



26
We now expand:
= Z (EﬂbJ + CJ'QZJ) = Z (pﬂ/u +13J7/_}J) (32)
J=1 J=1

In order to find the properties of c¢;, ¢y, p; and py, the orthogonality relation

< J|K >= §,x is proved, using z = re'?:
WL KT
<JK>:/dd\/ \/ Memwzz
| a4z 7TJ' 7rK'

2 jwJ + K + 2 p J—
= / rdr/ do TR I HE gio =)

Integrating over ¢ obtains < J|K >= 0, thus the integral is only non zero if

J = K. In this case, the ¢ integral yields a factor of 2. So now we have:

2J42
w 2J —wr?

<JJ> = / rdr/%dgzﬁ

W)t
= J! /o rdrr?’

Now set = = wr?:

1 e

= <J|J> = —/ dr z’ e™*
JJo
1

J!

= < J|K >= //dzdwj N -

Using this equation we find the ¢ and p operators:

cJ://ddean EJ://dzdizZﬂ) (33)
Dy — / / dzdz )01y = / / dzdz 1 (34)
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The equations for these operators in terms of n and IT allow us to find
their commutation relations. Using {n(z, 2),11(z, 2)} =id(z—2")0(z—2'), we

get:

[CJ,EK] = 0 [pJ,ﬁK] = 0 (35)

lcr, Pr] = 10K €y, pK] = 105K (36)

2.5 Correlators In the Collective Field Theory

The collective field Hamiltonian has now been expanded around the classical
field solution to the N body system, and quantum corrections to the model
have been examined. This enables us to calculate the same correlators as
those found using quantum mechanics. We shall calculate < 32, 2" >7; 27" > in
the collective field theory and compare the result to the quantum mechanical
result.

In collective field theory, the correlator has an integral form:

< izfizf >— //// dzdzdwdw < ¢(z,z) p(w,w) 2" W™ >

We have an integral rather than a sum because we are no longer dealing
with a discrete set of particles, rather the continuous field describing their
collective motion. This correlator is in fact the sum of the classical and
quantum correlators, obtained by substituting ¢ = ¢ + 1 +v/¢ and keeping

only the appropriate quadratic terms. In total, we're calculating:

////dZddedw < g Po 2" W™ > +////dzd§dwdu? <n \/%77 \/%z” w™ >(37)



28

2.5.1 The Classical Field Correlator

First the classical part of the correlator is calculated, using z = re*® and

w = se'?:

/ / / dzdzdwd < do o 2" T >

N2 2
= / dzdz < e w2 " / dwdw < e Y™ >

N2 2 2 ; 2
= 5 / rdr/ dore’®m emer / sds/ df sMeI0m oS
T 0 0
=0

This is because when we integrate over ¢ or 6 we get zero. This is the same

result that was obtained to calculate the correlator using quantum mechanics.

2.5.2 Quantum Corrections to the Classical Correlator

In order to determine whether collective field theory and quantum mechanical
methods are in exact agreement, the collectve field theory must also produce
the correct quantum corrections to the system. The second term in equation

(21) is now calculated.

[ dzaziwan < iz, 2) Jountw,m) \Jon mam >

/ / / / dzdzdwdi < /(= 2) \/bo(w, D) i(cj@uJ + &) Kil(CKW b G )T >

Using the orthogonality relation [[ dzdZ ¢y x = 0,x, we find that after
multiplying out the n sums, only the terms containing combinations of both

1) and v remain non zero.

N Wz = o o
= //// dzdzdwdin —2 e $EFHwD) yn gm > (esexbk + et gi >
T

)
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The ¢ operators are defined in terms of x and y, which consist of cre-
ation and annihilation operators, as seen in equations (2) and (3). We use
the commutation relations and Wick contractions in the same manner as in
section 1.1, and define the ¢’s in such a way that their expectations yield the

following results:
<CJE]€>:(SJK <EJC]<;>:6JK (38)
<cyjcg >=0 <cjcg >=0 (39)

Thus we have
Cj = \/a(vaLiyJ) (40)

EJ: \/c_u(wJ—iyJ) (41)

where .
aJ + CLJ

= 42

Ly w\/§ ( )
by + b

1T (43)

Yys = w\/§

We now have:

//// dZdZdwdwi e JZK i (g VK + Vi)

W2I+2 o
//// dZdZdwdwi e~ 2 (W) on 7“2 (w4 2l w)e 3 FFHwew)

The term containing the product w™w’ disappears, again due to the integral
over ¢ shown in the orthogonality relation of the ¢’s. So the only term in

the integral which must be evaluated is:

N J+1 B B
( wa‘ // dzdz 2""z7 e7 9% // dwdw wmw‘]e“’ww>
T T
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N J+1 00 2T . o0 27 .
= > (ww / rdr/ d¢r”+‘]e’¢("_‘])e_w2/ sds/ dQsm’LJew(‘]_m)e_“’Sz)
0 0 0 0

|
; T wJ!
Nw wn—f—l

T 7mnl
Nw wn+1

00 5 2
= — (2m)? [/ rdr e " }
0

T 7!

- 6TL’H’L

2 o 2n+1 _—wr? o 2m41 _—ws?
(27) drr" e ds s e
0 0

To evaluate this integral, set x = wr? once again. This gives:
4N 2 /OO dx ($>" ik
—_— — (=] e
n! 0 2w \w

N oo 2
= [ / x"e‘mdx]
nlw™ LJo

2.6 Comparison

If we now compare the correlators calculated for the sum of the classical and
quantum terms in the system, we find that for both Quantum Mechanical

and Collective Field Theory methods we obtain the result:

OmnN !
wn

< "M >= (44)

This allows us to conclude that either of the two methods may be used to
calculate correlators of quantum systems; where the quantum mechanics of
an n-body system is too difficult to use it would be possible to use quantum
collective field theory instead, yielding the correct result. This is valid for
general systems with general potentials other than that of the harmonic os-

cillator.

The reader should note that complete equality between the quantum me-

chanical and collective field theory methods has not been demonstrated in
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full generality. Indeed, all correlators we have studied belong to the holo-

morphic sector of the theory.

The correlation functions calculated here are specific to the Hamiltonian
of the system that we are studying, and are shown to demonstrate that we are
merely performing a change of variables rather than changing any physics.
Correlation functions in this formalism are specific to the Hamiltonian de-

scribing the system.
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3 The Large N Limit of Matrix Models

In the previous section we calculated the classical solution to the effective
collective field Hamiltonian. This gave the large N dynamics of a system of
N particles. We now discuss the large NV limit in theories with matrix valued
fields and argue that in these models N — oo is a classical limit of these the-
ories in the same way that 7 — 0 is a classical limit in quantum mechanics.
The term matrix model is used to describe quantum field theories in which
there are matrix valued fields. These matrices are of size N x N, and it is to
this NV that we refer when talking about the large N limit. In [2], 't Hooft
proposed that fluctuations in matrix model field theories should be of order
O(y=)- This effectively replaces quantum corrections of size O(#). In stan-

dard quantum field theories % can be traded for the coupling constant which

runs as the scale of the quantum field is changed. In contrast to this, ﬁ does
not run. When N, the size of these matrices, is taken to be large (compared
to 1), the fluctuations approach zero and we are left with a classical valued
theory. The AdS/CFT correspondence tells us that the classical theory that
describes the large N limit of A/ =4 SYM theory with gauge group U(N) is

type IIB string theory on AdSs x S°, [4].

3.1 Correlation Functions and the Classical Limit

Once again, methods for calculating operator expectations or correlation
functions in the theory are needed. In this chapter we will explain how to

calculate correlators in the large N limit and show why this is a clasical limit.
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3.1.1 Calculating Correlators

It is possible to show that the large N limit is actually a classical limit. In
order to do so, we will first consider calculations in the single matrix model.
Suppose we have some gauge invariant operator given by . For example,
O may be the trace of a product of matrices. The expectation or correlation
function of this operator can be calculated using the path integral method
of QFT as follows:

<O >= /[dX] Qe

In this integral we have

N

i=1 i<j
The first product represents the integrals over diagonal elements of matrix
X, and the second and third represent the integrals over the real and imag-
inary parts of the upper right triangular matrix elements. We do not need
to include those elements below the diagonal in the lower left triangle of the
matrix since we have a hermitian matrix, X = XT. There are N diagonal
elements, and w of both real and imaginary upper diagonal elements,

giving a total of N? integrals contained in [dX].

In single matrix models, we can use the action S = $tr(X?). This is a
simple choice because we can use Gaussian integration methods in order to
evaluate < O >. For operator O to represent a physical observable we need
it to be a trace valued operator. This is because traced matrix operators are

gauge symmetry invariant, where the gauge symmetry acts as

X - U'XU
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Here U is a unitary matrix, and invariant operators represent physical ob-

servables.

Suppose we have < O >=< tr(X?) >. Using the path integral method

we have:

J [dX] X X e~ 2
f [dX] ef%tr(XQ)
d d

= I\J
i diy

<tr(X?) > =

Here, I [J] is the generating functional given by

[[dX] e 3tr(X?) ptr(JX)

I [J] - [ [dX} 6—%tr(X2)

(46)

J is a source coupled to the field X. To simplify I we use the method of

completing the square and then calculate the integrals
/ [dX] e 3 %) = /o (47)

/[dX] e 3Ir(X) tr(JX) _ Ftr(J?) | fo N

This gives us

I [J] _ eétr(JZ)

This factor of /27 cancels with the normalization factor in the original
correlator, so we are left with the following calculation for the expectation

value:

d d 1]

tr(X? =
<> = Gran
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_ 4 d Hr(?)]
d(]j,‘ dJZ]

J=0
d 1,072
— RS Jleﬁtr(‘])
dJji [ ’ } J=0
= 0;;0;
— N2

In general quantum field theory, the value of a correlation function is the
classical value of the operator with quantum fluctuations added on. This is

given by something of the form
/ [dX] Oe_s - OC’lassical + (#)h + o (48)

When we say that the large NV limit is a classical limit with ﬁ playing the

role of i, we mean

/ [dX] Oe_s = OClassical + (#)]\}v? + - (49)

To see that fluctuations are of order ﬁ we need to consider a more com-
plicated observable. Before doing that we will review a simpler graphical
method for computing correlators, known as the ribbon diagram method.
The indices of the operators are written as points and then connected in
all possible ways in which the ’ribbons’ do not twist. Suppose we have
< 0 >=< X;;X}; >. We write the pairs of indices as they appear in this

correlator, and then join them as follows:

A

ii k1

For a trace valued operator we would do the same thing, and also join

equal indices that are traced in the definition of the operator:
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Here, each loop has a value of NV, so in this case we have the correlator
equal to N2, the same as what was obtained above. When we draw the
ribbons, they are not allowed to twist. Also, for a gauge invariant operator
all lines must be closed loops so that any given diagram is equal to N raised

to some power.
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3.1.2 The Classical Limit

Now that it has been shown how to calculate correlation functions in matrix
models, it is possible to show that the large N limit is a classical limit. An
example will be presented, followed by a general proof. It should be noted
that the large N limit is the same as the planar limit as long as we consider
operators built out of O(1) matrices. We assume this is the case for the
following discussion. Ribbon diagrams for trace valued operators which can
be drawn on a planar surface, for example the surface of a sphere, are known
as planar diagrams, and correspond to the classical piece of the operator.
Fluctuations in the theory are represented by ribbon graphs which are not
of leading order and cannot be drawn without crossing ribbons on planar

surfaces. Instead, they live on toruses with one or more handles.

Suppose we wish to calculate the expectation < tr(X?)tr(X?) >. This
is simplest using ribbon diagrams. To do this, draw dots corresponding to
the indices of each matrix in the operator and connect each pair of dots
with like indices. Next connect all possible remaining pairs of dots (indices)
without twisting the ribbons. The diagrams obtained are summed. We get

< X X X Xy, >=

DIGIE N
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By counting the number of closed loops in these diagrams we get

<tr(X*)tr(X?)> = N*+2N?

1
= N4(1+2xﬁ)

Clearly, if we let N become very large we get
< tr(XHtr(X?) >= N*

If we now calculate the product of the expectations, < tr(X?) >< tr(X?) >,

D

Here there are four closed loops, giving N4. We include this example to

we get the following diagram:

show that in the large N limit the expectation of a product of two operators

is the same as the product of their expectations. So at large N
< tr(XHtr(X?) >=< tr(X?) >< tr(X?) >

This is a rather general conclusion, and for a collection of n operators at

large N we have:
<0105...0, >=< 01 >< 0y >...< 0O, > (50)

This formula assumes that n is O(1) and the number of X’s in each operator

is O(1). The expectation of an operator can be written as follows:
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Here i is the index running over possible values of matrix X = X (i), y; is
the probability that X has the value X (i) and O;(i) is the value of operator
O when X = X(i). We also have >, u; = 1.
We now write the equality of the expectation of the product of operators
and the product of their expectations using this notation:
Z 101 (1) O (1) - - - On(1) = Z piy O (1) Z i, Oa(i2) - - - Z i, On(in) (51)
i i in in
This equation is only satisfied if we set one of the probabilities, for ex-
ample p;« equal to 1, implying that p; = 0 for all ¢ # ¢x. This means that
we have X = X (i*) with a probability of 1, so we know the state of the
operator. If we recall the difference between quantum superpositions and
classical states, we know that this system is in a classical state since the
superposition of states must collapse into a single state if the above equation

is to be satisfied. This means that the large N limit is a classical limit.

3.1.3 Matrix Models In the Classical Limit

We now wish to perform calculations of matrix model correlation functions
in the classical or large NV limit. In doing so we expect to obtain results that
agree with the large NV limit results obtained using either the ribbon diagram
or path integral methods described previously. To find the classical solution
to a theory, we minimize the action and solve the resulting equation. In the
model we have been working with, we use the action S = %tr(X 2). This is

minimized as follows:

ds
dX;;
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So we have the solution Xj;; = 0. If we were to substitute this into our ma-
trix valued operator and try to calculate some correlators, we would get zero.
This is incongruous with the expectations we have calculated, and this is the
downfall of using a matrix basis in the large N limit. So why doesn’t this

work?

To calculate the correlation function of some operator in some matrix field

theory we use the path integral method. For some matrix valued operator,

1
<O > / [dX] OG_S = OC’lassical + <#>ﬁ + -

This is the sum of the classical value of the operator and fluctuations of order

1

+z- For each integral over a matrix element in the product [dX], we pick up

a fluctuation term. As discussed, [dX] represents integrating over N? matrix
elements. This means that we pick up N? fluctuation terms when calculting

< O >, as follows:

/ [dX] Oeis = OClassical + (Nz)ﬁ + -

N2
= OClassical + (#)

At large N, the fluctuation term is now given by some number, # ~ O(1).
This means that in large N limit, the fluctuations in the theory no longer go
to zero, so we no longer have a classical limit. This behavior arises from the
fact that although the fluctuation in each variable tends to zero, the number

of variables tends to infinity in such a way that the product of the number
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of variables with the size of the fluctuations goes to a constant. For this
reason a different basis is needed in which the large N limit can be reliably

computed.

3.1.4 Eigenvalue Basis

Since we cannot use a matrix basis to calculate matrix model correlation
functions in the large N limit, we move to the eigenvalue basis obtained by
diagonalizing matrices in the single matrix model. The eigenvalue basis is
a natural choice since it represents invariant variables and allows us to cal-
culate correlators which are classically valued in the large N limit. In order
to change variables from matrices to eigenvalues, the Jacobian of change of

variables, given by the Van der Monde determinant, must be included.

Previously our path integral was of the form
<- >:/[dX] cematr(X?)

We must now transform this to the eigenvalue basis. Summing over eigen-
values and tracing over a matrix are the same, so it is easy to translate our

observables. However, the measure [dX] is transformed by a Jacobian. We

how have
o N 1N 2
<O> = [[drJOez2im™ (52)
=1
0o N 1Y 42
— / T TTIN = A O e 2 2% (53)
=1 i#]
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The Van der Monde Determinant

The Jacobian shown in equation (52) is known as the Van der Monde deter-
minant. We will briefly show how this Jacobian can be derived. Suppose we
have some trace valued operator, for example < O >=< tr(X")tr(X?*) >

Using the Schwinger-Dyson equation,

O:/[dX] d;

ij

(tr(X™)(X?)i5e77)
we can show that
< tr(X™Mtr(X*Y) >=< ntr(X"?) > + < 2Ntr(X*)tr(X") > + < tr(X)*r(X") >

We know that the trace and the sum of eigenvalues of a diagonalized matrix
are equivalent, which implies that
N N
<tr(XMtr(XY) >=3"3 " < ATA] >
i=1j5=1
Using the above relation and equation (51), the Schwinger-Dyson equation

for this operator in terms of eigenvalues is

O:/OO [d)\z [JZ)\")\36 EPIARY;

Differentiating by A in the above equation obtains a value for our operator
in terms of eigenvalue correlation functions:

N N

DN <N > ZZ ffv ;> +Zn < AT > +ZZ3 < NN >
=1 j=1 ! 1o JdA 1j=1 ’

=1 j= =1 j= i=1j=

We expect to get the same result for the expectation value of our operator

whether we are working in an eigenvalue or matrix basis. This means that
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we may now compare the equations for < tr(X™)tr(X*) > and SV, Z
)\?Af > term by term to solve for the Jacobian. We end up with the followmg

pair of equations:

<tr(XMtr(XY) > = <ntr(X"?) >+ < 2N tr(XHtr(X") > + < tr(X)*tr(X") >
5 jsdind,

<tr(X™Mtr(XY) > = <ntr(X"?) >+ <3tr(X)tr(X") >+ > <A iy tr(X") >
=1
We compare the two equations to get
N dinJ
2Nt (X)r(X™) > 4+ < tr(X)*tr(X") >=3 < tr(X")tr(X*) > +)_ < AthT(X") >
i=1 i

Thus,
3dan

N
>l >

It is simple to check that thls is indeed solved by

J= 11 =Xl

1<i<j<N
This is done by differentiating and doing some algebraic manipulation as

follows:

_ 3 ZJ v

U gtk = j#k
al 3
— by —
> [z 5]
Sy
= 2 i
i:mm‘)‘i_/\k
Yy oy e N
= L +
i=1 k#i )\Z_Ak k=1 i#k /\k )\’L
N N /\3_/\%
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N
= Z (A2 + XAk + A7)

=1
= r(X?) + tr(X)?
This gets the result
N dan
> <N i tr(z™) >=< 2N tr(X*)tr(2") > + < tr(X)*r(X") >
i=1

which satisfies our original equation. It must be noted that the Van der
Monde determinant can be written in more than one way:
AN = IT =Nl=TTIN = AP (54)
1<i<j<N i<j
Although we don’t prove it, this Jacobian ensures that the complete set
of Schwinger-Dyson equations derived in the trace basis agrees with the com-

plete set of Schwinger-Dyson equations derived in the eigenvalue basis.

The Classical Limit of Eigenvalues

We can already see that this basis might be more helpful than the matrix
basis since when we perform a path integral we only have the N eigenvalue
variables to integrate over:
N
<O0> = / Hd)\ [T —A) Oe 22

V%]

1
= < OClassical > +N(#)ﬁ e
Our fluctuations are now of order O(+ ), which go to zero at large N. This
allows us to predict that it will be possible to find a non zero result when we

try to find a classical solution to our action.
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We may now define the effective action of the path integral
o N VI N
/ TTdn TT I — A2 e 325 /Hd)\i o Self
T =1 i<j i=1
So the effective action is
1N
Serr =520 = 2 lnlh = Al (55)
i=1 i<j

We now minimize this effective action to solve for a classical solution:

dSey

— =0

d\;

2
i#j Ai = A

Yy 1

-3 -y
2 i#] Ai — >‘j

The solution to this equation is the classical solution for the theory.
We will solve this equation in terms of the density of eigenvalues, ¢(x) =

SN 8(x — N;). At large N this density of eigenvalues must satisfy

/ dr ¢(x) = N (56)
and
s-fat (57)

To solve this equation we introduce the function

G(z) = /dy (/ﬁ(y;

z —

If we let z — oo we have

Glo) = /dy ¢(y)

=Y
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:/ gb(zy11
_ @[ 4]
: /d@

= 2 +0()

((z) is integrated using the Residue Theorem, since it has a singularity
at y = z, the point analogous to A\; = \; that was initially excluded from our
summation. We denote the maximum eigenvalue in our spectrum a, such
that ¢(£a) = 0, and perform the following integral:

G(z £ ie) = 9 dy zi(;yj:ze
Using the principal value prescription, and the fact that we have —a < x < a

we get:

G(z £ ie) = chy f(_y)y + im p(x)

If we now go back to the original equation for the minimized action, we have

G(x £ i) = g + im o(x)

Propose a general form of G(z) in the following ansatz:

G(z) = g +avz?—a?
We use this ansatz since we have G(x £ i) = § £ im ¢(z), where the

possible positive or negative values indicate a square root must be present,
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and we have a term linear in x to agree with the § term. « is some constant

we can solve for. We also use the fact that G(z) — & as z — oo

= G(z) = g—l—az 1——
z

Using the value of G(z) at large z allows us to solve for the unknowns «

and a. We get

1

a = —=

2

> N

4z z
=a = 2VN

We now find ¢:

o(2) ! Va2 —z? = 21 VAN — 22 (59)

T o 7r
This is a simple result to test; we now integrate this density to see if we

get N. This gives us some more confidence in our solution.

[otwyde= [ v ViN

Let v = VAN y = dx = V4Ndy.

V4N 1 1
do— VAN — 22 = /—\/4N,/1— 2 /AN
/\/4N x27r . 2 y dy

4N
= o a1y
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Now let y = sinf. Then dy = cos@ db:

e : cosdf V1 — sin?0 = N : cos® 0do
T J-z T )z
_ 2N [«9 sin(ZH)] 2
T 2 o
- N ’

We have now shown that our requirement [ ¢(z)dz = N is satisfied by

our proposed function for the density of eigenvalues.

3.1.5 Correlators in the Eigenvalue Basis

We have shown how to calculate correlation functions in the matrix basis
using ribbon diagrams and path integrals; we will now show how to calculate
them in the eigenvalue basis. The results in this section should correspond to
the results for the matrix basis obtained after taking the planar limit. Recall
that it was not possible to minimize the action before calculating correlators
in the matrix basis, as the classical solution turned out to be zero. Instead
we had to perform the calculation and then let N — oo. We will now show
that in the eigenvalue basis it is possible to calculate correlation functions

using the classical solution obtained by minimizing the effective action.

In the large N limit, the following are equivalent:
<tr(X") >= <Z/\” /dxx o(x (60)

In an earlier section we showed that < tr(X?) >= N?. We will now

calculate this using the density of eigenvalues, = 5= VAN — 22

VAN 1
< tr(X?) >—>/dxx2gz5(x) = /Fdxx22 VAN — 22
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We now let x = /4N sinf and use our previous methods:

7 AN
/d:v 2’ p(z) = / do o cos? § 4N sin’ 6
-z T

8N? 3 sin?(20)

= *do
T J-z 4
31— cos(40)
= d ————=
/_g 4.2
= N?

Another example is < 2% >:

<zt> = /dmxA‘gb(x)
VAN 1
= / dmm42— VAN — 2?2

VAN T
T 4N

- / 49— Cos™0 (4N)? Sin*0
-z T

= 2N3

This shows that eigenvalues are a useful basis for calculating correlation
functions in the large N limit. It is possible to extend the above result
to much larger traced matrix products and the leading order in N will be
obtained. This corresponds to finding the ribbon diagrams of the correlator
and taking the planar limit. Eigenvalues are a much more effective basis than

matrices in this respect.

3.1.6 Where the Eigenvalue Basis Fails

We encountered the problem that in the classical limit, fluctuations in the
matrix basis do not disappear. This lead to the use of the eigenvalue basis,

where we solved the equation for the minimized effective action to get the
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density of eigenvalues. It was possible to calculate correlators in the planar
limit in this basis, which indicates it is a more natural basis to use than
matrices. However, we have only looked at single matrix models. Using
an eigenvalue basis relies on the fact that it is possible to diagonalize the
matrices being used. This is doable for singe matrices, but suppose we were
to try to calculate some correlator that contained a trace over two matrices,

for example

< tT(M1M2> >

In a general theory it would not be possible to perform this calculation, since
it is not necessarily always possible to simultaneously diagonalize two or more

matrices.

Another problem with this basis is that if we have operators built from
large numbers of X’s there are many Wick contractions to be performed. If,
for instance, the number of of X’s in an operator is O(N), the number of
Wick contractions overpowers the % suppression of non-planar diagrams.
This means that in this case the planar limit doesn’t capture the large N
limit and eigenvalues which capture the planar limit, do not capture the large

N limit.
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4 Back Reaction on the Eigenvalues

When the number of matrices X in an operator O is of order N? (we call

this a “large operator”) the planar approximation is no longer a good ap-

proximation. Because of this, we can no longer compute observables with

the classical eigenvalue configuration obtained by minimizing the effective

action. When operators are of this size, the large N approximation itself

breaks down. In [4], correlators of large operators were studied in complex
1

matrix models. The result in this paper was that % ~ N7 and there is a

1 .
new N expansion.

Here, we want to show that this can be understood as a back reaction on
the eigenvalues. This issue could not be dealt with in [4] because one dealt
with a complex matrix model, restricted to the %BPS sector. This made
it technically cumbersome to compute the eigenvalue density. Here we will

study an Hermittian matrix and explicitely compute the eigenvalue density.

Matrix Basis

We are going to study correlation functions containing O(Nm) operators,

where m itself is O(N). Suppose we have a Schur polynomial of the form

X (X)
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where the Young diagram R has O(m) columns and O(N) rows. We use this

polynomial to calculate correlators of the form
<< O>>= / [dX] (det(X))?™ O =S

This Schur polynomial can be written in terms of matrices as

X (X) — (det(X)*™

which allows us to calculate these correlation functions of large operators.
Note that the factor of 2 appears if we set the number of columns in R to
be even. We use Schwinger-Dyson equations with the action S = J¢r(X?) to

calculate the correlators as follows:

0 = / [dX] d;ij ((det(X))™ (X™);;e%)
_ / [dX] d;ij (det(X))2m> (X7™)ij e + (det(X)™" (dijan)“) .
{det(X))P™ (X7, (& <‘§”<X2”> )

= /[dX] <2m(det(X))2m(X”)ij(X_l)ji e+ (det(X))%”ni: tr( X" tr (X" ) e

r=0

—<X”>Uxﬂ<det<x>>2%5)

n—1
= <<2mitr(X"N) >> 4+ << Y tr(X)tr (X)) >> — << (X" >>
r=0
n—1
S (X s (X 5 4 << Y (X (X0 >
r=0

We will use this simple formula to calculate the correlation functions for

n = 1,3,5,7. Note that the Schwinger-Dyson equations are also used for
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operators of the form
<< O >>=<< tr(Xtr(X’) >>

The steps to find these correlators will not be shown here as they are very
similar to the above calculation. Simply note that we use Schwinger-Dyson

equations of the form

0= / [dX] d;,j ((det(X))*m™ tr(X) (X))

It is necessary to mention this since terms of this form arise from
n—1
<< D (XN (XM >>
r=0

We also have that tr(X") = 0 if r is odd, due to the symmetry present where

X — —X. The correlation functions are now calculated using our formula:

en=1
<< tr(X)? >>= N(N +2m)
e n=3
<<tr(X*) >> = 2m << tr(X?) >> 42N << tr(X?) >>

= 2N(N +2m)(m + N)
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<<tr(X% >> = 2(N+m) << tr(X?) >> + << tr(X*)tr(X?) >>
= 2(N +m) << tr(X*) >> +(N? 4+ 2mN +2) << tr(X?) >>
= 2(N+m)2N(N +2m)(m + N) + (N? + 2mN + 2)N (N + 2m)

= 4AN(N +m)*(N +2m) + N(N + 2m)(N* + 2mN + 2)

e Nn=7

<<tr(X®) >> = 2(N+4+m) << tr(X% >> +2 << tr(XHtr(X?) >>
= 2(N +m) << tr(X®%) >> +2(N? + 2mN + 3) << tr(X*) >>
= 8N(N +m)*(N +2m) + 2N(N +m)(N + 2m)(N? + 2mN + 2)

+4N(N +m)(N? + 2mN + 3)(N + 2m)

Eigenvalue Basis

We will now change to the eigenvalue basis using methods discussed in the
previous section. To find the effective action we now write our initial Schur

polynomial as

X (X) N emetr(lnX)

Again, the Jacobian for this change of variables is the Van der Monde deter-

minant, so we have the following effective action:

Seff = ;Z)\? - Zln|)\z - A]’ - Qlen/\l

1] 7
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We minimize this action to get the following equation:

1 om 1
O Wil
AR wind Oy vy

1<j

Using the methods to solve for the density of eigenvalues discussed previ-
ously and calculations outlined in [15] we can find the density of eigenvalues

corresponding to this potential. In integral form, this equation is

p(x) = m
Fars,=5+5

We have the constraint equation

[ o@) =N

and as in [15], we have a double brach cut solution. From the calculation
presented in section 3 we have the function
q@:/@aw
=Y
and as z — 00, G(z) — N. Note that this solution G(z) does not have a

pole at z — 0. As in the previous section,
G@ing+mimdw
x

We introduce an ansatz of the form

G(x) =5+ =+ (=) — )

Here the two pairs of branch points of G(z) are located at y+ and —y, and
we require that non-zero values of ¢ lie between the two intervals on the real
axis where 3?2 < y? < yi Again following [15], we have the normalization

factor
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and the values of the branch points

yi = 2(N +m) £ 2/ N(N +2m)

This leads us to propose that ¢ is given by

() = — \/<x2 — (2N +m) +2 /NN + zm))) (x2 — (2N +m) —2,/N(N + 2m)))

27| x|
This was integrated over the two bands where ¢ is supported and it was
found that it does indeed satisfy the constraint equation [ ¢(x)dx = N. This
lead us to proceed with calculating the correlators that were found for this
potential in the matrix basis. We will show the indefinite integrals obtained
for the functions < z? > and < 2* >, followed by the final results found once

the integration limits are included and a fair amount of simplification has

occurred.

o < 2% >
= /(b(:t)x2dx
= [ae @) - )
o R Ier ] GV R

WP [ )+ 207 4 2/(02 - ) (o2 — y?)})
V(@2 —42) (22— y2)

= N(N +2m)

o <1t >



o7

= [arats =) @ )
1

2
= 64r (=22 +93)) (=22 +y2) ( — g(?)yi + 3yt + 2y2 2 — 8zt + Qyi(_yz +a?)

(2 =) ) I [S(2 - y?) 202+ 24/(2% — 4})) (a2 — 42)] )

V@ =) (22— y2)

— 2N(N +2m)(m + N)

These are the same results that were found in the matrix basis using
Schwinger-Dyson equations. Once again we have an agreement between the
matrix and eigenvalue bases, comparable to what was discussed in section 3.
We conclude that by using back reaction on eigenvalues we can extend the
eigenvalue description to situations where the number of matrices X in an

operator O is of order N2.
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5 Schur Polynomials

In this project the ultimate goal is to employ the collective field formalism
to describe a single matrix model, with Schur Polynomials as our collective
fields. Schur polynomials form an invariant basis with order N labels, which
may provide a useful approach to multi matrix models. We are going to try
to replace the matrix basis with a Schur basis using the systematic change
of variables already outlined. Some group representation theory is required

to understand what a Schur polynomial is.

The symmetric group, S, is the group of all permutations of n objects.
This group contains n! elements which can be represented by integer parti-
tions. In group representation theory these partitions can be represented by

Young diagrams. For example, the group S3 is as follows:

Note that there are permutation cycles of the same length in this group. Sets
of these objects of the same cycle structure belong to the same conjugacy
classes. Different partitions of n are represented by Young diagrams. For
example, in S3 we have the following correspondence. Denote (1,1,1) as
three one cycles, or the identity, (2,1) as the product of a two cycle and
a one cycle and (3) as a three cycle. These partitions correspond to the

following Young diagrams:

(1,1,1)_ﬁ
(2,1) —>Hj
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(3) — I

The character of a group element is the trace over the irreducible matrix
representation of that element. Using these objects we can now proceed to

the Schur polynomials. The general form of a Schur polynomial is given by

1 i i in
XR(X) = n! Z XR(U)Xii(l)Xij(m a ‘Xio'(‘n) (61)

oS,
Here R is the Young diagram with n boxes, indicating which representation
of the group we are working with, xg(c) is the character of the element
o € S, in irreducible representation R and the matrices X have upper and
lower indices corresponding to the adjoint indices of group elements. For our
application X is Lie algebra valued. The indices on the X’s are permuted by
the group element o. After summing over repeated indices each term in the

sum is a number times a product of traces of X'’s.

Some Properties of Schur Polynomials and Young Diagrams

Examples

e For clarity, we will show how to obtain the Schur polynomial in S5 for

R = Bj The character table for Ss is:

Rep | Partition | Class
(1) (1,2) (3)
RN (3) 1 1 1
H @) 2 0 -1
H (13) 1 —1 1
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Here, R = [I1J is known as the symmetric representation, R = ﬁ

is known as the completely antisymmetric representation, and R =

Bj is the mixed representation. So the step by step construction of

XHj is completed using this character table and equation (61). Of

course for a group this size it isn’t really necessary to use (61) since

its straightforward to see how many elements there are of each cyclic

structure.

XH](X )

1 : . )
S X X Xis
3! Z XR(U) (1) Mio(2) o (3)

ogES3
1 i1 i2 i3 11 12 i3 1 i2 i3
E(XR(]')X’H Xig Xi3 + XR<12)X22 Xi1 Xig + XR(lS)XZ;;XZQ Xil

XR(23) X Xi2 X33+ xp(123) X0 Xi XG0 + xr(132) X)) X X)

(15 (XR(U)Er(X)? + 3xp(12)tr(X)tr(X?) + 2xn(123)tr (X))

é (2tr(X)® — 2tr(X?))
; (tr(X)* — tr(X?))

The Schur polynomials for the other S35 representations are:

(X)) = 3(tr(X)3+3tr(X)tr(X2)+2tr(x3))

6
1

6

XQ(X) = - (tT(X)3 — 3tr(X)tr(X?) + 2tr(X3))

The Schur polynomials for the S, representations are:

x(X) = ;(tr(X)2+tr(X2)>

) = 3 (007 )

In our calculations we often need the derivative of a Schur polynomial.

Taking the derivative of a Schur polynomial is the same as removing
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a box from the Young diagram R that is used to represent it. The

derivative of a general Schur polynomial is taken as follows:

d d

[xr(X)] = : o)X X2, - X
dX,LZ [XR( )] dXZ . O-; XR 15(1) lo(n)
_ (51 i2 .. Yin—1 gin
N (n— 1 ; Xr(o Xl X’ a(2) Xo(n 1>5Za<n)
= ZCRR’XR’
R/

In terms of Young diagrams, this is like removing a box from the original

0-O

crr is the weight of the box removed when differentiating. If R is the

diagram eg.

original represention, R’ is the representation after differentiating, and
is the same as R with one box removed. To obtain the weight of a box
in a Young diagram, /N is written in the top left box, 1 is added to every
box to the right in the horizontal direction and 1 is subtracted from
each box as one moves down the columns, so the box removed in the
above diagram would have the weight crr = N — 1. Y crrxr (X)
is the sum over all possible ways of removing a box from the Young
diagram R, or in other words the sum over all possible representations
that we could end up with by differentiating yz(X). Suppose we wish
to differentiate x117(X):

d;lq (X)) = d;i(;' E (tr(X)* + 3tr(X)tr(X?) + 2tr(X3))}

_ (13 (BNEr(X)? + 3Ntr(X?) + 6tr(X)* + 6tr(X?))
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_ 3N i O (tr(x)2 + tr(x®)

— (N+2) B (tr(x)* + tr(XQ)ﬂ

= commxm(X)

For more uses of the theory outlined here see [5]. Also note that the

derivative of a Schur polynomial where ¢ # j is given by

d 7 7 ’Ln_l in St
qX7 [XR(X)] = { n _1 Z XR X;(l)Xj(Q) X 1)61 5ia(n>]

ogESh

When the relevant indices are placed on the matrices X in the Schur
polynomial, the trace products take on the cyclic structure of each
group element. This means that there will be a certain number of
trace products of the same form, corresponding to conjugacy classes of
the elements. It is thus only necessary to know how many elements
of each cyclic structure reside in the group, which is easy to calculate

using;:
n!

Here, n! is the order or number of elements in the symmetric group S,,,

(62)

1 is the length of a particular ‘4-cycle’ and n; refers to the number of

times that each i-cycle appears in the element.
The product of two Schur polynomials is given by
Xr(X)xs(X) = frsrxr(X) (63)
T

Schur polynomials are actually characters of SU(N) when evaluated
on an element of SU(N). If we have the character of a tensor prod-

uct of irreducible representations, we have the product of their two
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characters. This is the group theoretic origin of the above formula.
Along with Schur polynomials xg(U) as the characters of SU(N), we
have the characters of the group elements of S, xgr(c) in the Schur
polynomial. The link between these two characters is known as the
Schur-Weyl duality. Taking the tensor product in SU(N) is Schur-
Weyl dual to subducing irreducible representations in S,, Here fgrsr
denotes the Littlewood-Richardson coefficient of the product of two

Young diagrams labeling SU(N) irreducible representations.

e Littlewood-Richardson coefficients are found as demonstrated in the

following example. Suppose we want to calculate
e

This is the tensor product of irreducible representations in SU(N). In
the first diagram we place 0’s in the boxes and in the second we place
ones in the first row, twos in the second row and n’s n the nth row.
The labeled boxes in the second Young diagram are then added to the
first, respecting a few rules. The rules for the positions of the numbers

in the diagrams are:

— The numbers must be weakly increasing along rows
— They must be strictly increasing down columns

— # 1's > # 2’s > --- when the diagram is read from right to left

starting from the first row, then moving to the second and so on.

Here is a concrete example to illustrate the procedure:

0]o0[1] 0]0[1]
0[1 02
2] @ 1]

ofo] [1]1]
0] ®L2] =
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Of course the product of the original two Young diagrams will produce

a sum of more diagrams than the ones we have shown here, however

we are only showing how the coefficients are obtained for [

. There

are no diagrams of this shape omitted from the right hand side. The

Littlewood-Richardson coefficient for this configuration is thus

f =2
HHH

The product of the two Schur polynomials would be of the form:

XBj(X)XBj(X) = ET:fBjHjTXT(X)

= 2gpX) + -
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6 Collective Field Theory of Schur Polyno-
mials

In this section the formalism of collective field theory and the properties
of Schur polynomials that have been discussed in previous sections will be
employed to construct our collective field theory of Schur polynomials. We
will present new results we have found and describe methods that we have
tried applying to works in progress. The primary aspects of collective field
theory formalism needed to create a theory with Schur polynomials fields are
the operators () and w, and the Jacobian that arises from changing variables

from matrices to Schur polynomials.

6.1 Collective Field Operators

After the background work was completed, the first thing that we looked into
was calculating w. The adapted form of the collective field theory formalism
indicates that to find w in terms of Schur polynomials we must calculate

d d

(EE)XR(X> (64)

wWr =1tr

The derivative of the general form of Schur polynomials has been given. We
now have the trace over the product of two derivatives which is performed

as follows:

d d
= tr(-w - )Xr(X
WR (dX dX)XR( )
d zn—l in ST
- dX]Z n — 1 Z XR l (UXZ (2) X 1)6.7 5ia(n)
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Z XR le ng in 2 5Zn 1 6zn

15(1) Zcr(2) —2) lo(n—1) to(n)
: UES

We now let ¢ =1 - (n,n — 1), where ¢ € S,,. This allows us to write

_ i oyl L Xin—2 gin-l gin
WrR = Z Xr(Y 1))Xlw<1>XZw<2> X2y Vi)
ot
d d 1 ; j j
— —1))XE X2 oL X2 el yin
i J Z XR bp(1)" T tp(2) tp(n—2)""tp(n—1) " Lp(n)
dy; dZ ¢€5n

This way of writing the derivatives corresponds to pulling two boxes off of
the irreducible representation (irrep) given by Young diagram R. Irreducible
representations of S,, will subduce an (in general) reducible representation
of any subgroup and hence can be reduced to block diagonal matrices for
elements of subgroup S,,_5. For example if we start with irrep R, differen-

tiating twice takes us to the representation Rj, were i runs over all ways of

removing two blocks from R. Suppose we have R =~ in Sg. This reduces

to block diagonal matrices in for the subgroups S,,_; and S, _s:

EEe
Sl A=

on S,_1, and

]
5

H
- T
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on S,_o. Here R’ denotes representations of S,,_; and R” denotes representa-

tions of S,_. Note that among the possible R” the representation R’ = @j

appears twice. This is because there are two ways that boxes can be removed
[]

from R = [ to obtain @j, with different boxes of weights being removed

depending on the order in which this is done. The original trace over R is

the trace over the representations on the diagonal in this matrix.

The character of some representation R for each element of S, is the trace
over the matrix ['g(c0). Using Young’s orthogonal representation below, we
use properties of the character of R to obtain the character of the subduced

representation, R”. We let (n,n — 1) act on some state:

r <<n,n1>>|21> : 1>+ 1<1>>

C1 — C
Here ¢; and ¢, are the weights of the first and second respective boxes

ol ]

=[]

removed from the Young diagram R to reduce it to Young diagram R”. These
boxes are labeled 1 and 2 on the left hand side of the above equation. The

character of R” can thus be found:

Xr(Y(n,n —1))
= trpe (Pr(Y)TR(N,n — 1))
= > <illr()Tr(n,n - 1)]i >

< iTr()|i > , y 1
; B — + < ilTr(Y)|i" > /1 — 7(01 — o)

The term containing < i|I'g(¢))]¢" > vanishes. This is a known result for

twisted restricted characters [12]. The collective field operator wg is thus
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given by:
. d d . C1C2
wn =1 g el = 2

R C1 — Co

Xrr(X) (65)
This describes the sum over all of the ways of pulling boxes of representation
R to obtain R”.

Examples of wg

We will now show this result applied to some Schur polynomials.

® Wy

We have the equation

d d _ C1C2
“‘(ﬁﬁ)XDﬂ(X) =)

R C1 — C2

Xrr(X)

On the left hand side of this equation, we simply differentiate the Schur

polynomial xr117(X) as follows:

d d d d 1

tr(ﬁﬁ)Xmﬂ(X) = tr(d—Xd—X) [6 (tr(X)?’ + 3tr(X)tr(X?) + 2tr(X3)>}
_1d 25i 2\ g j kxrJ
= §ax [3tr(X)20% + 3tr(X?)8] + 6tr(X) X/ + 6 X/ X]]

= (N? 43N +2)tr(X)
(N +1)(N +2)

- N+2—(N+1)XD<X)

On the right hand side of the equation, we look at the weights of the boxes
we pull off in the order they are pulled off. If we have

rR=lalb]c]
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the weights are given by
a=N b=N+1 c=N+2

There is only one possible way to pull off the first block, so we have ¢; = N42.
We are left with the representation in Sy, R’ = [al8l. It is clear that ¢ = N+1,
and that we are left with R” = We then have

C1C N N
> A wlX) = o)

This is of course the same as what we obtained for the left hand side of the

equation.

b []
]

Similarly, we can show that wg is a simple result for more complicated Schur

polynomials. We will use

X (X) = é. [16tr(X)6 — 2 40tr (X?)tr(X)? + 144tr(XP)tr(X) — 2 40tr(X3)tr(X3)}

Using matrix differentiation, and a small amount of work, we have

tr(dddd)é' [16tr(X)6 — 2 40tr(X3)tr(X)3 + 144tr(XP)tr(X) — 2 - 40tr(X3)tr(X3)]

=0

We then use the formula we found for wg rather than straightforward differ-

entiation. We have

blc|

EE
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with
a=N b=N+1 c=N+2

d=N-1 e=N f=N-2

There are three choices for the first box that can be removed from R = [

This leaves three representations in Ss:
[ 11
R-BE P

The boxes removed have weights ¢; = N + 2, N, N — 2 respectively. Each

of the Young diagrams we are left with then has one or more possible ways
to remove boxes, so we have the following reduced representations R’ shown

with the respective weights of the second boxes removed

H:@ﬁmzﬁﬁﬂ
3= N,N —2
o
=N —2,N+2
R =H - rr=HYH

¢y = N,N +2

R =

We can now use > g ;% Xr(X) as we did before, but rather than doing

c1—

this we will make the following observation. Suppose we label the boxes by

the order in which we remove them, so for example we would have

(N +2)(N —2)
H T N+2-(v-2)
N (N —2)(N +2)
HE T Na- (o)




71

The sum of the Schur polynomials for yrs = XBE((X ) would add up to zero

when placed in the equation Y pn cfl_ciz Xr(X). This can also be shown for

the other possible ways of removing boxes from R, so essentially we have six
[]

different ways to remove two boxes from R = :J , shown below in the pairs

that add up to zero:

[ 2] [ 2] ] M
2] E ] ] 1] 2]
L +0

o]
+
=
o]
+
=

This leaves us with

C1Co
(X)) =0=tr(—— X
s ‘%;cl—cQXR (X)=0 T(dXdX>X7J (X)

as expected.

The Physical Interpretation of this Result

The eigenvalue dynamics of the Hermittian matrix model is known to be
the dynamics of N free fermions. The fermionic wave function is antisym-
metric under the exchange of any two particles. Here we see that doing the
two reductions in opposite order costs a minus sign. Is this related to the
fermionic statistics of the eigenvalues? This does seem to be the natural con-
clusion especially given the arguments in [13] and [14] which show that each
row of the Young diagram corresponds to an eigenvalue. In this sense, ‘row

length’ dynamics in the Schur polynomial description should be equivalent

to eigenvalue dynamics.
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Derivation of Qrg

Using the result for wg we can easily find 2rs. In the collective field theory

formalism we have

d d
= (X)) ——vo(X
dXi]XR( )dX}XS( ) (66)

We started off with the product which allowed us to define wr and Qgg:

Qrs

tr(did)(dfd)()XR(X>XS(X) = (t?"(didxdidX)XR(X)> Xs(X) + xr(X) (tr(didX)Xs(X)>

d d
v o2t x
dX7 Xr(X)

. X
From this we get

0 s = (1 (0 s = (1 0 )

C1C2

Qrs =

N~ DN~

[Z Frsr CICZXT//(X)—Z D8 (X) xs(X) = xa(X) YD

T.7T" 1 — C R C1 — Co S C1 — C2

X (X )}

The first term arises from multiplying the representations R and S and then
pulling two boxes off of the resulting Young diagrams. The sum over 7T in-
dicates the sum of all the diagrams we obtain when we multiply R ® S and

the sum over T” adds up all of the ways of pulling boxes off of the diagrams 7.

In collective field theory Qgs is generically a joining operator: it ‘joins’
fields labelled by R with fields labelled by S to produce a new field. As a
consequence of the fact that the Schur polynomials are complete (2rg can
always be written as a sum of Schur polynomials, which is in harmony with

a joining operation.
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Example of Qgg

We will now calculate €2 B On the left hand side of our equation we have
L]

0 g = () (Few)
_ d;lfi (5 [ + ) dfq (5 [0 = ()

= Ntr(X)? —tr(X?)

We then have

C1C2

0 Xs(X)
T LIOUTCL — C2 R C1 — C2 g C1 — C2

0 pg= ; [Z f T (X) = 3 v (X) xg(X) — (0 Y

R®S = Mmoo

_ BCeH
mBER T _ppT!

We have
=5 o
If we take a block off of each of the diagrams in T', we have
T:EEHT:EEg
T = Ej — T =111, H

We then follow the same process to remove another block from the original

diagrams T and calculate the weights of the blocks as previously described.
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The same is done for R” and S”, leaving us with the following equation:

Qm q = ;((NQ +3N + Q)XH(X) — (N? = 3N + 2)x(X) — (N* + N)XH(X)
+ (V? = N)x(X))
— 5 (423000 + N - 2a ()
= Nir(X)* —tr(X?)

This is a simple example, so it must be noted that in general Qrgs will
not necessarily simply be a linear combination of Schur polynomials. This is
a feature of the example with R and S having two boxes. Also note that the
sums over R” and S” are, in general, only coefficients or numbers when the

Young diagrams R or S have two boxes or less.

6.2 The Jacobian

We now have the operators that appear in the equation that must be solved
to find the Jacobian for the change of variables from matrices to Schur poly-
nomials. This equation is adapted to our bases from the original collective

field formalism:

—ZQSR(aRID J) :WS+28RQSR (67)
R R

In our attempts to solve this equation, we took it as far as we could with
the differential operators and our formulae for collective field operators (2

and w:

— Z QSR(aR In J)
R



I0)

C1C2

1 C1Co C1Co
+ Z@%i Z fSRT XT”(X> - Z x5 (X) Xr(X) — xs(X) Z
R T,T" g7 €1 — C2 r7 C1— C2
cic cic 1 cic
= Z —2 XS +Z Z fSRT - 5RT~ - = Z 2 XRr"ORS
S C1 — C2 R T, T" 2 2 R,R" C1 — C2

C1C2 1 C1C2
- 3 XRORS" — = Z Xs7ORrR
2 RS C1 — Co S” C1 — Co

1

- *Z _— XS“ +Z Z fSRT ac (5RT” D) Z CICQC XR'ORS — 5

s 1 " 1.0 2 RR €1 C2
There are so many possible combinations of Young diagrams that we could
write as RS that despite the ¢’s providing us with a few conditions for this
equation, this was not very useful in solving for the Jacobian. This equation
is not trivial to solve since there is no general formula for the inverse of a
Schur polynomial. Another problem is that there are so many representations
R and S that we could have in this equation, so it would not be conceivable

to try to find J for a few examples and then try to generalize.

Another method we tried to use to find this Jacobian was to try to find
the transformation from the eigenvalue basis to the Schur polynomial basis
in a similar way to finding the Jacobian to change basis from matrices to

eigenvalues. Recall we had the matrix model generating function given by
2~ [axaxie®

where we now study a complex matrix X. We used the Schwinger-Dyson
equations of some operator to find the Jacobian of the change of variables

from matrices to eigenvalues to get the eigenvalues generating function

Z = / [TAAAAC) AR e

1
2

Z C1C2

RS C1 — Co

Xrr(X)

XRORS"
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If the Jacobian for the change from matrices to eigenvalues is known and we
could find the Jacobian to change from eigenvalues to Schur polynomials, the
transformation between matrices and Schur polynomials would be a product

of the two. The generating function in the Schur polynomial basis would be

Z = /HdXRdX;z A? J(XRXE) e
R

To do this we wanted to try to find a relation between Schur polynomials
and energy eigenstates of a system such as electrons in an oscillator potential.
We used the Pauli exclusion principle to label Young diagrams in terms of
excitations and energy levels. The diagram is treated as the excited state of
the fermions. The ground state of the system of N fermions was added as
two empty spaces below the bottom left block of a Young diagram and the
excitation of each state was labeled. We then labeled these states in terms
of integer valued energy levels going from zero up. We added the two to get
the energy eigenstate 1) of each level. The size of the matrix is given by the
number of rows of R added to the two ground state spaces, so here N = 3.

The following table illustrates this process for R = [T

Excitation | Level | Sum Y
] 2 2 =4 | e 2
* 0 1 | =1]ze 7
x 0 0 | =0 e2*

We can then show that the Slater determinant of the energy eigenstates is
equivalent to the product of the Van der Monde determinant and the Schur
polynomial of R. For N = 3 the Van der Monde determinant is given by

A(z) = (21 — 29)(21 — 23) (22 — 23)
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The Schur polynomial for the Young diagram R = [T]is

x(X) = ; (sz(X)2 + tT(X)2)

We can rewrite this in terms of eigenvalues as follows:
1 2 2, .2, .2
xr(z) = 5 ((21 + 20+ 23)° + (27 + 25 + 23))

Although it is not possible to diagonalize X in general with a unitary trans-
formation, we can bring it to upper triangular form with the eigenvalues z;
on the diagonal. This is called the Schur decomposition of X. The above for-
mula then follows. The possible wave functions describing the excited state

are given by

v = (21— 22)(21 — 23)(22 — 23) - ((21 + 20+ 23)° + (2 + 25 + zg)) e 3+ TE)

DO | —

4z 2
w = det 21 2y 23 6_%(Z%+Z§+Z§)
1 1 1

The first wave function here is in terms of the Schur polynomial of the
excited state and the second is in terms of the energy eigenstate. We studied
the two wave functions and found that they were equal, which shows that
Schur polynomials are in fact proportional to energy eigenstates, with the
Van der Monde determinant as a factor of proportionality dependent on the

size of the matrix. We also checked this result for the representations

r-BonPH

and found that it held. Unfortunately this also didn’t allow us to find the

Jacobian in the end.
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7 Conclusions and Outlook

We set out to build a collective field theory with Schur polynomials as the
collective fields. The reason for doing this was to find some way of chang-
ing the variables describing a matrix model from a matrix basis to a Schur
polynomial basis in order to find a way to describe multi matrix field the-
ory models in the large N limit. We succeeded in finding the equation which
determines the Jacobian of the change of variables, but we have not yet man-
aged to solve this equation and hence find the Jacobian. Had we succeeded in
doing this, the collective field theory Hamiltonian would have been relatively

straight forward to write.

It is possible to conclude that using this formalism we found elegant,
simple collective field operators in the Schur polynomial basis, which leads
us to hope that if we manage to find the Jacobian the complete theory will
be simple. Unfortunately this project has not yet been completed due to
the non trivial Jacobian equation we must still solve, which means that the
full physical implications of the results we did manage to get cannot be fully
explored as yet. We plan to continue with this project since it would be
highly valuable to find a way to do calculations in multi-matrix systems in

quantum field theory and other branches of physics.
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