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We calculate the eigenvalues of a class of random matrices, namely the randomly segmented
tridiagonal quasi-Toeplitz (rstq-T) matrix, in exact closed-form. The contexts under which these
matrices arise are ubiquitous in physics. In our case, they arise when studying the dynamics of a
Rouse polymer embedded in random environments. Unlike in the case of Rouse polymers in homo-
geneous environments, where the dynamics give rise to a circulant matrix and the diagonalization is
achieved easily via a Fourier transform, analytical diagonalization of the rstq-T matrix has remained
unsolved thus far. We analytically calculate the spectral distribution of the rstq-T matrix, which is
able to capture the effect of disorder on the modes.

Exact results to elucidate mechanisms in the physics
of disordered systems [1, 2] are limited. Random matrix
theory (RMT) [3–5] provides a powerful framework for
analyzing the statistical properties of complex systems
in general and disordered systems in particular ( [6, 7]
and references therein). Wigner [8] was the first to intro-
duce Random matrices (RM) in order to understand the
spectra of heavy nuclei. The complexity of the Hamil-
tonian of heavy nuclei and its diagonalization was a
formidable task in the 1950s. By modeling the Hamil-
tonian using a Hermitian matrix with random elements,
Wigner was able to explain several features of the nu-
clear spectra. Dyson built on this work and developed
the idea of ensembles of unitary matrices and an associ-
ated unique measure [7, 9]. RMT has since been applied
in diverse fields such as neural networks [10–14], quan-
tum systems [15], spin glasses [16–18], ecology [19, 20],
number theory [21–23], and chaotic systems [24].

The eigenspectra for several classes of RM are
known [3, 25]. The techniques to calculate RM spectra
can be broadly categorized as “histograms without his-
togramming” [5, 26], as they evaluate spectra without ex-
plicit knowledge of the eigenvalues. Recently, closed-form
expressions for the the largest eigenvalue of RM with gen-
eralized correlations has been found [27]. Closed-form
expressions for eigenvalues offer more direct insight into
the physical parameters that control the spectra. Closed-
form expressions are particularly useful when dominant
eigenvalues, smallest eigenvalues, singularities or eigen-
vectors [28] are of interest. No exact closed-form eigen-
values are known for any class of RM under general
conditions, to the best of the authors’ knowledge. Al-
though random tridiagonal matrices, the simplest non-
trivial RM class, have been intensively studied since the
1960s [29–31] following Dyson’s classical works [32], no
explicit expression for their eigenvalues has been found,
even though their spectra have been significantly under-
stood.

Another class of matrices that have found wide applica-
tions in physics are the Toeplitz matrices [33]. The eigen-
values of Toeplitz matrices [34] have exact and elegant
closed-form expressions, and are ubiquitous in physics.
Perhaps the most known appearance of Toeplitz matri-
ces is in the celebrated Kaufman and Onsager correla-
tion function for the Ising model [35]. Toeplitz matrices
are diagonal-constant matrices, while random Toeplitz
matrices are matrices where the constant diagonals are
chosen from a distribution. These matrices have only
recently been numerically investigated [36]. Tridiag-
onal Toeplitz matrices arise in uniform systems with
one-dimensional topology [34, 37–40]. The constant di-
agonals of Toeplitz matrices embed some symmetry of
the systems they arise in. Breaking this symmetry at
longer ranges gives rise to a form of disorder. For in-
stance, in systems where local ordering and long-range
disorder co-exist, and the underlying topology is one-
dimensional, such as 1D tight-binding models with dis-
order [41] and 1D wave propagation in layered random
media, one would expect to come across a class of matri-
ces that are diagonal constant up to a range but taken
from a distribution. This would result in the randomly
segmented tridiagonal quasi-Toeplitz matrices (rstq-T).
In this letter, we provide an exact closed-form expres-
sion for the eigenvalues of the rstq-T class of RM for a
given realization of randomness and analytically deduce
the spectra for the random distribution. We show the
application of these results to the dynamics of polymers
in heterogeneous media, which is central to many aspects
of soft-matter physics and chromatin dynamics, in par-
ticular.

Chromatin packing directly affects epigenetics [42, 43],
so it’s crucial to understand. Studying how chromatin
moves can help us understand how it is packed in
live cells. Single-particle tracking of nucleosomes has
greately enhanced our understanding of how chromatin
moves [44–48]. By adding fluorescent tags to protein oc-
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tamers (nucleosomes) that chromatin is wrapped around,
live cell tracking of the nucleosomes becomes feasible.
The cellular nuclear environment is composed of phase-
separated liquid droplets [49]. The motion of nucle-
osomes embedded in these diverse liquid droplets are
a possible source of multiple diffusivity peaks [44, 45].
Single-particle tracking reveals that nucleosome motion
is subdiffusive and its mean squared displacement (MSD)
behaves as ∼ t0.5, with time (t) [44, 50–52]. The Rouse
bead spring polymer model (RBP)[53, 54] has the same
MSD exponent as nucleosomes, making it a good mini-
mal model for nucleosome dynamics. RBP and its vari-
ations have been studied to understand chromatin con-
formation capture data[55] and folding and fluctuations
in yeast chromatin [56]. RBP assumes a constant damp-
ing coefficient, and its dynamical equations have a circu-
lant matrix form, which is diagonalizable using a Fourier
transformation, resulting in uncoupled Langevin equa-
tions with exact solutions. Assuming dissolved chromatin
loops[57] and neglecting ATP activity [58, 59], a minimal
polymer model for nucleosome dynamics in the hetero-
geneous nuclear environment is the random Rouse block
copolymer (rRBC), here the segments of the polymer
are embedded in different liquid droplets. The dynami-
cal equations matrix for rRBC yields the rstq-T matrix,
which we analytically diagonalize.

The bead-spring model assumes over-damped Brown-
ian dynamics, where nearest neighboring beads are con-
nected by springs with strength κ. Non-neighboring
beads don’t interact energetically or volumetrically.. The
polymer consists of Nm beads divided into m bead-
segments, each characterized by the number of beads
ni and damping coefficient ξi, ∀i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, with∑m

i=1 ni = Nm. A map f : l → i is defined between the
bead index l ∈ {1, . . . , Nm} and the bead-segment index
i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} it belongs to. The bead positions are de-

noted by R = [R⃗1, . . . , R⃗Nm
]T . The Langevin equations

are:

dR

dt
= −κΞ−1ZR+Ξ−1F (1)

Here Ξ = diag[ξ1, ...ξ1, ξ2, .., ξ2, ...ξm] is a Nm×Nm diag-
onal matrix and Z is the bead connectivity matrix with
periodic boundary conditions.

Z =


−2 1 0 ... ..1
1 −2 1 .. 0
...
1 0 .. ..1 −2

 (2)

Any bead l is subject to δ-correlated white noise
ηl(t) with < ηl(t) >= 0. For any other bead j,
< ηl(t)ηj(t

′) >= 2kBTδljδ(t − t′) [54]. The term
[Ξ−1F]l = ηl(t)

√
kBT/ξf(l), where kB is the Boltzmann

constant. We define:

M = −κΞ−1Z (3)

Let S be the similar matrix which diagonalizes M. Appli-
cation of this transform on (1) would result in an uncou-
pled set of Langevin equations with exact solutions [60]

dX

dt
= −κSMS−1X+ SΞ−1F (4)

Here X = SR = [X⃗1, ..X⃗Nm ]T . The linear transform
SΞ−1F leaves the nature of the noise invariant [54]. The
task now is to diagonalize M. We do the diagonalization
in the limit Nm >> 1, and the number of beads in each
bead-segment ni ≥ 2 ∀i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} need not be large.
The periodic unit entries in the first and last row of Z
are ignored since the error in the eigenvalues is of order
O(1/N3

m) [61]. Then,

[M]ij = κδi−1,jξ
−1
f(j) + κδi+1,jξ

−1
f(j) − 2κδijξ

−1
f(j) (5)

∀i, j ∈ {1, . . . , Nm}. With κ = 1. The submatrix Mu:v

includes all beads from bead index u to v > u in M is :

Mu:v =


2ξ−1

f(u) −ξ−1
f(u) 0 ..0. 0

−ξ−1
f(u+1) 2ξ−1

f(u+1) −ξ−1
f(u+1)..

0
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .

0 0 · −ξf(v) 2ξ−1
f(v)


(6)

If ξf(j) is the same for u ≤ j ≤ v, but different
from ξf(u−1) and ξf(v+1), we call the submatrix Mu:v

a segment. If ξi were the same ∀i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, then
M would be a tridiagonal Toeplitz matrix with a sin-
gle segment. However, if ξi are chosen from a random
distribution, then M becomes a randomly segmented-
quasi-uniform tridiagonal Toeplitz matrix (rsqt-T). We
aim to first derive exact expressions for the eigenval-
ues of the matrix M with m segments for a realization
of ξi ∀i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. The characteristic equation is
ψ1:Nm = det[(M1:Nm − λI) = 0. By studying the cases
for m = 1 and m = 2, we establish a pattern that leads
to a theorem for the mth case. This yields a sequence
of random matrix products that, in the continuum limit,
become an integral equation for the spectral distribution
of the rsqt-T matrix.

Case m = 1: Consider the characteristic equation
for ψ1:n1(λ) = det[(M1:n1 − λI)]. For the first segment,
ξf(j) = ξ1 with 1 ≤ j ≤ n1. M1:n1

is a Toeplitz matrix.
Using the cofactor expansion on the last row of (M1:n1

−
λI) in terms of ψ̃ = 1

ξ
n1
1

ψ(λ):

ψ̃1:n1
(λ) = (2− λξ1)ψ̃1:n1−1(λ)− ψ̃1:n1−2(λ) (7)

Using the Chebyshev recurrence relation of the second
kind [62], we can identify 2 cos(k) = 2 − λξ1, ψ̃1:0 = 1,
and ψ̃1:1 = (2 − λξ1). This yields the characteristic
equation as the Chebyshev polynomial [62] of the sec-

ond kind, given by ψ̃1:n1 = Un1(k) ≡ sin[(n1+1)k]
sin(k) . The

roots of ψ̃1:n1
= 0 correspond to the eigenvalues, λp =

4
ξ1
[sin2(kp/2)] where kp = pπ/(n1 + 1) ∀p ∈ {1, . . . , n1}.
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Case m = 2: Consider the matrix below for the case
N2 = n1 + n2:

M1:n1+n2
=



M1:n1

0 · · · 0
...

...
...

0 · · · 0
1/ξ1 0 0

0 · · · 1/ξ2
0 · · · 0
...

...
...

0 · · · 0

Mn1+1:n1+n2


(8)

Using Laplace expansion in the n1 + 1 row and Leib-
niz formula for determinants [63]. Redefining, ψ̃n =
( 1
ξ2
)n det(Mn − λI) ∀ n ∈ {1, . . . , Nm} we have:

ψ̃1:n1+n2
(λ) = ψ̃1:n1

(λ)Un2
(λ) (9)

− w1ψ̃1:n1−1(λ)Un2−1(λ)

We define, wi =
ξi+1

ξi
∀i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. Since, ψ̃1:n1+n2

can be expanded using Un1
,Un2

it is a function of cosines
2 cos(k). First, we need to find the kp roots of ψ̃1:n1+n2 =
0 ∀p ∈ {1, . . . , n1 + n2}, from which we can obtain the
corresponding λ’s.
Banchi and Vaia [64] showed that eigenvalues of ma-

trices with mostly uniform Toeplitz structure and a small
non-uniform part can be expressed as Toeplitz eigenval-
ues that are phase-shifted. We adopt their method as our
starting point since all segments in our case are Toeplitz.

Consider the following identity between Chebyshev
polynomials:

Un−1(k) = cos(k)Un(k)− Tn+1(k) (10)

The Chebyshev polynomial of the first kind Tn(x) =
cos(nx). We apply identity (10) to (9) to obtain:

ψ̃1:n1+n2
= cos[(n2 + 1)k](w1ψ̃1:n1−1) (11)

+ sin[(n2 + 1)k](ψ̃1:n1
− w1 cos(k)ψ̃1:n1−1)

= sin((n1 + n2 + 1)k + ϕ2)/ sin(k)

where ϕ2 is given by:

ϕ2 = −n1k + tan−1

(
w1ψ̃1:n1−1 sin(k)

ψ̃1:n1
− w1 cos(k)ψ̃1:n1−1

)
(12)

The roots of ψ1:n1+n2
= 0 are given by kp = (pπ −

ϕ2)/(n1+n2+1), with ∀p ∈ {1, . . . , n1+n2}. The eigen-
values are obtained by identifying 2− ξf(p)λ = 2 cos(kp),

then λp = 4
ξf(p)

sin2(kp/2).

Case m: The emerging pattern fromm = 1 andm = 2
suggests a generalization for any m. In order to do this
we introduce two functions:

Fni
(k) = Uni

− wi cos(k)Uni−1 (13)

Qni
(k) = Tni+1 − wi cos(k)Tni

∀i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. A physicists proof of the theorem fol-
lows.

Theorem. Let M1:Nm be a real tridiagonal Nm × Nm

matrix, with entries
[M]ij = δi−1,jξ

−1
f(j) + δi+1,jξ

−1
f(j) − 2δijξ

−1
f(j)

∀i, j ∈ {1, . . . , Nm}. The matrix is partitioned into
m segments, where Nm =

∑m
l=1 nl, with nl ≥ 2 ∀

l ∈ {1, ..m}. For any p ∈ {1, ..Nm}, the pth eigenvalue
λp is:

λp =
4

ξf(p)
sin2

(
pπ − ϕm
2(1 +Nm)

)
where ϕm = −(Nm − nm)k + tan−1(

vm sin(kp)
um

), kp =
pπ−ϕm(kp)
(1+Nm) and um and vm are defined by the following

products of matrices,[
um
vm

]
=

 2∏
j=m

[
Fnj−1(k) Qnj−1(k)

wj−1Unj−1−1(k) wj−1Tnj−1
(k)

][1
0

]
(14)

Based on the cases m = 1 and m = 2, we can make
an induction hypothesis for the form of the characteristic
polynomial for the matrix M1:Ns, for any m = s to be:

ψ̃1:Ns
=

sin[(Ns + 1)k + ϕs]

sin(k)
(15)

We can expand ψ̃1:Ns+1
using Laplace’s expansion be-

tween submatrices ψ̃1:Ns
and ψ̃Ns+1:Ns+1

as follows:

ψ̃1:Ns+1
= ψ̃1:Ns

Uns+1
− wsψ̃1:Ns

Uns+1−1 (16)

Using identity (10), we have:

ψ̃1:Ns+1
=

sin[(Ns+1 + 1)k + ϕs+1]

sin(k)
(17)

with,

ϕs+1 = −(Ns+1 − ns+1)k (18)

+ tan−1

[
wsψ̃1:Ns

sin(k)

ψ̃1:Ns+1 − ws cos(k)ψ̃1:Ns−1

]

Hence, by induction identity (15) is true. Then for any
s = m, the roots of the polynomial ψ̃1:Nm

= 0 imply:

(Nm + 1)kp + ϕm(kp) = pπ (19)

From (16) we see that ψ̃1:Nm
can similarly be expanded

using polynomials Unm , it follows that ψ̃1:Nm is a polyno-
mial in 2cos(k). Again, identifying 2−ξf(p)λ = 2 cos(kp),
we have:

λp =
4

ξf(p)
sin2

(
pπ − ϕm
2(Nm + 1)

)
(20)
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∀p ∈ {1, . . . , Nm}. kp needs to be numerically deter-
mined using (19). To obtain ϕm, we need to solve the
recurrence relation (18). Substituting (10) in (16) with
s = m :

ψ̃1:Nm = Unm

(
ψ̃1:Nm−1 − wm−1 cos(k)ψ̃1:Nm−1

)
(21)

+ wm−1ψ̃1:Nm−1−1Tnm+1

We propose an ansatz that allows us to express (21) in
terms of certain polynomials u(m) and v(m):

ψ̃1:Nm
= u(m)Unm

+ v(m)Tnm+1 (22)

ψ̃1:Nm−1
= u(m−1)Unm−1

+ v(m−1)Tnm−1+1

ψ̃1:Nm−1−1 = u(m−1)Unm−1−1 + v(m−1)Tnm−1

Substituting (22) in (21) we have the following relation:

u(m) = u(m−1)Fnm−1
(k) + v(m−1)Qnm−1

(k) (23)

v(m) = u(m−1)wm−1Unm−1 + v(m−1)wm−1Tnm−1

This allows us to write the recurrence relation in the
following form,[
um
vm

]
=

[
Fnm−1

(k) Qnm−1
(k)

wm−1Unm−1−1(k) wm−1Tnm−1
(k)

][
u(m−1)

v(m−1)

]
(24)

Starting with u1 = 1 and v1 = 0 in (24) to express
um and vm proves (14). The formula for the eigenvalues
(20) bears resemblance to the RBP eigenvalues [53, 54],
but with additional phase shift ϕm, which is expressed
using Chebyshev polynomials. The eigenvalues are exact,
with a caveat that numerical solving of kp with (19) is
necessary. Using (4) and (20) allows one to write the pth

mode dynamics for rRBC in an uncoupled manner:

Ẋp =
Xp(t)

λ−1
p

+ η(t) (25)

Here, λ−1
p is the relaxation time and Xp(t) is pth eigen-

vector of M, ∀p ∈ {1, . . . , Nm} . The eigenvectors are
easily obtained from the eigenvalues [28].

Spectral distribution: To calculate the spectral
distribution P (λ) of eigenvalues λ(k, ϕ̃m(n), ξ), where

ϕ̃m = tan−1(
v(m) sin(k)

u(m)
), we need the following distribu-

tions: (i) h(ϕ̃m): distribution of the phase ϕ̃m, (ii) ρ(k):
distribution of the roots k, (iii) Pξ(ξ): distribution of ξ,
(iv) Pn(n): The distribution of bead-segment size n.
We startby calculating h(ϕ̃m) for arbitrary Pξ(ξ) and

Pn(n). We can write equation (24) as a stochastic rec-
curence relation:

tan(ϕ̃m) = sin(k)
wm−1Unm−1−1 + wm−1Tnm−1

tan(ϕ̃m−1)

Fnm−1
(k) + tan(ϕ̃m−1)Qnm−1

(k)
(26)

We introduce a distribution of tan(ϕ̃m): g(tan(ϕ̃m)). The
random term w in (26) is a ratio of two random vari-
ables, ξ, and its distribution is Pw(w) can be obtained
from Pξ(ξ) using a Mellin transform [65]. One way to
interpret equation (24) is as an evolution of a random
walk in the u-v space, under the action of a 2 × 2 ran-
dom matrix [66]. Since um and vm are the components
of the same vector, they have the same Lyapunov expo-
nent [67], hence for a large m’s and realization of w’s
one would expect g(tan(ϕ̃m)) to converge to a limiting
distribution [66]. On multiplication of the random ma-
trix the limiting distribution g(tan(ϕ̃m)) transforms to
itself and we can write this as an integral equation, with
r = tan(ϕ̃m), r̃ = tan(ϕ̃m−1) as:

g(r) =

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

g(r̃)δ (r − γ(r̃, w, n)) (27)

Pn(n)Pw(w) dw dn dr̃

Here,

γ(r̃, w, n) = sin(k)
wUn−1 + wTnr̃
Fn + r̃Qn

(28)

Integrating over w first and then n gives:

g(r) =

∫ ∞

−∞
g(r̃)

〈
Pw (w∗)

γ′(r̃, w∗, n)

〉
n

dr̃ (29)

w∗ =
rUn + rr̃Tn+1

(sin(k) + r cos(k))(Un−1 + r̃Tn)

Here, ⟨.⟩n denotes the average over n, same conven-
tion is used for other variables. Here, γ′(r, w, n) =
dγ(r, w, n)/dw is the Jacobian when we transform from r̃
to w variables. Furstenberg’s theory [66, 68] guarantees
the existence of a unique solution to the integral equation
(29).

We first calculate g(r) from (29) (See Supplememtary
Material) [69]. Since, h(ϕ)dϕ = g(r)dr, we have:

h(ϕ) = g(r)
(
1 + r2

)
(30)

From (19) the density of the roots ρ(k) = dp
dkp

is:

ρ(k) = (Nm + 1 + ϕ̃
′

m)/π (31)

Here, ϕ̃
′

m = dϕ̃m/dk. We choose a simplifying distribu-
tion Pn(n) ∝ exp

[
−α(n− no)

2
]
, α is very large. We can
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Simulations

Figure 1. P (λ) for distribution (i) P (ξ) = δ(ξ− ξo) (ii) P (ξ)
is uniform (iii) P (ξ) is χ2(2), (iv)P (ξ) is χ2(4). Histograms
obtained from eigenvalues of 10000× 10000 matrix, no = 100
segments. Theoretical curves are in red.

now calculate the distribution of eigenvalues P (λ):

P (λ) =

∫ ∞

0

∫ π

0

∫ π

0

ρ(k)δ(λ− λ(k, ξ, ϕ(n)))

dk Pξ(ξ) dξ h(ϕ) dϕ Pn(n) dn (32)

P (λ) ∝

 1

π

∫ ( 4
λ )−

0+
ξ

Pξ(ξ) dξ√
(λξ4 )(1− λξ

4 )



+

 1

πNm

∫ ( 4
λ )−

0+

ξ

〈
ϕ̃

′
(sin−1(

√
λξ
4 )

〉
ϕ

Pξ(ξ)√
(λξ4 )(1− λξ

4 )
dξ


(33)

The second term in equation (33) is O( 1
Nm

). Al-
though the ni’s need only be ≥ 2 in (14), when Nm is
large, the effect boundary conditions between segments
which comes through h(ϕm) is inconsequential. This
highly simplifies the expression of P (λ). In the limit
of Pξ(ξ) → δ(ξ − ξo), the spectral distribution of tridi-
agonal Toeplitz matrix is recovered from (33). Fig.(1)
shows the spectral distribution obtained using equation
(33) for three cases: (i) Pconst(λ) for Pξ(ξ) = δ(ξ − ξo),
(ii) Puni(λ) for Pξ(ξ) = U(0, 1): uniform distribution
for (0 < ξ < 1) and 0 elsewhere, and (iii) Pχ2(d)(λ) for
Pξ(ξ) = χ2(d) distribution with degree of freedom d.

Pconst(λ) ∝
ξo√

ξoλ
4 (1− ξoλ

4 )
(34)

Puni(λ) ∝
{

16 sin1(
√

λ
2 )

λ2 − 4
√

λ(4−λ)

λ2 , if 0 ≤ λ ≤ 4
8π
λ2 , if λ > 4

(35)

Pχ2(d)(λ) ∝
1

λd/2+1

∫ 1−

0+

y
d
2 e−2y/λ√
y(1− y)

dy (36)

Fig. 1(a) with (b-d) captures the effect of disorder on the
mode relaxation times (λ−1), one sees that the concen-
tration eigenvalues at λ = 4 decrease and spread beyond
λ > 4. Most studies of polymers in random media has
been done using replica theory [70–72], to my knowledge
this is the first exact results of polymers in random media
without replica theory, showing disorder induced relax-
ation time spread. To see this effect on dynamical quan-
tities like MSD, one needs to obtain R⃗ which is weighted
summation over X⃗p and the weights depend on λp [54].
How the summation of this series effects the scaling of
MSD with time t and localization transition [73] will be
reported in a subsequent publication.

We have calculated exact closed form eigenvalues for
rsqt-T, this has enabled the diagonalization of the Rouse
modes for the rRBC. Furstenburgs theory enables calcu-
lation of analytical spectral distribution. We have shown
that the boundary conditions between the random seg-
ments do not effect the spectral distribution for large
polymers. Implications of this study in live cells nucleo-
somes is under investigation.
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