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Abstract

It is well known that freeness appears in the high-dimensional limit

of independence for matrices. Thus, for instance, the additive free
Brownian motion can be seen as the limit of the Brownian motion on
hermitian matrices. More generally, it is quite natural to try to build
free Lévy processes as high-dimensional limits of classical matricial
Lévy processes.
We will focus here on one specific such construction, discussing and
generalizing the work done previously by Biane in [I], who has shown
that the (classical) Brownian motion on the Unitary group U (d) con-
verges to the free multiplicative Brownian motion when d goes to in-
finity. We shall first recall that result and give an alternative proof for
it. We shall then see how this proof can be adapted in a more general
context in order to get a free Lévy process on the dual group (in the
sense of Voiculescu) U(n). This result will actually amount to a truly
noncommutative limit theorem for classical random variables, of the
which Biane’s result constitutes the case n = 1.

1 Biane’s result about the Brownian motion on
the Unitary group

In all the following, we assume that a unital noncommutative probability
space (A, ¢) be given. Let us remind what we mean by that definition: a
unital noncommutative probability space is a couple (A, ¢) where A is a
unital x-algebra and ¢ is a linear functional on A such that ¢(a*a) > 0 for
each a € A and ¢(1) = 1.

We will also write by &4, Kronecker’s symbol, which is equal to O when a # b
and is equal to 1 when a = b. Let us recall following definitions and result:

Definition 1. We denote by (v4)i>0 the same family of measures on the

unit circle as in [1], ie vy is the only probability measure such that &,,(z) =
11+
31
where the integration is done on the unit circle.

zexp| |, where &, is the inverse function of 1‘%;2;5 and i, = [ 1iCz< dvi(€)

Definition 2. A free multiplicative Brownian motion is a family (Ut)tzo
such that:

o Forevery0) <t; <ty <...<ty, the family (Utl, UtQUtjl, Cees UtnUtnfl)
is free.



o For every 0 < s <t the element UtUgl has a distribution vi_g.

In his paper [I], Biane proved that Brownian motion on the group U (d)
converges, as d goes to infinity, towards a multiplicative free Brownian mo-
tion. To do this, he proves first the convergence of the marginals using rep-
resentation theory arguments and secondly the freeness of the increments.
We suggest here that there is an other way to prove the convergence of the
marginals based on the It6 formula.

Let us first observe that the Brownian motion on the Unitary group U (d)
can be defined as the unique solution of:

1
U = idH, U — §U§d) dt

with initial condition Uy = I. Note that we denote by i the complex number,
so as to differentiate it from the index 7. In the same way we write d the
differential operator so as to distinguish it from the size of the matrices.
In this equation, we have noted by H; a Brownian motion on hermitian
matrices defined by:

e The family (H;;(t))i<i<j<d is an independent family of random vari-
ables

e For 1 <i < d, we have H;(t) a gaussian variable (0, %)
o For 1 <k < j<d, wehave Hy;(t) = Hy)(t) +iHy) (t) with H{Y (¢)
and H Ig) (t) two independent gaussian variables A/(0, ;)
e The matrix H(t) is hermitian for each ¢.
In particular this means that each entry of H; is of variance 1/d.

Note: we shall omit the exponent (d) when there is no confusion possible.
Let us now denote by fg, . k. the following function of ¢:

frryhr = E [tr (Utkl) o tr (Ut r):|

where the trace is normalizedEl by 1/d. We will find a differential equation
involving those functions.

Lemma 1. We have the following formula:

. 1 a
d (Ui, -.-Uij,) = martingale — > kEZI Uiyji - - - Ui,j.dt
dt
- — E Uiljl s Uiqu te Uiqu ce UiTjT

1<p<q<r

!The convention we adopt in this paper is following: whenever we mean the normalized
trace, we write tr and we write T'r whenever we speak of the usual trace.



This means that the non-martingale part is constituted by two terms, the
first one where nothing is changed in the indices and the second one where
you have switched two indices: j, replaces j, and j, replaces a jq.

Proof. This is obtained by using It6’s formula and by reasoning for each
element in the matrix, because:

d (Ui1j1 .- wr Z Ulljl .- Zk]lc) Uirjr—"_ Z H Uisjsd [Uikjk’ Uizjz]
1<k<I<r s#k,l
The [.,.] denotes the quadratic variation. We remark that:
d 1
Vi, j, dUs;(t) = 17ZIdHWUr] SUidt

and

1 2 1 2

d[Hikrk7 Hilrl] = dl:HZ(k'B‘k + lHl(k'r)‘k7 Hl(ﬂ‘)l + IHZ(lT)l]

But we know that the quadratic variation of two processes is zero if they
are independent. Thus, d[H;, ., , Hi,r,| is equal to:

[ ] If ik = il and jl :jk, d[Hikjkailjl] = % — % =0
1, 1
d d

|
Ul

o If 1 = jl and ]k =1, d[Hikjk’Hiljl] =3 + 5
e And it is equal to zero in all other cases.

And thus, the quadratic variation can be expressed as:

d
d[Uikjk’ Uiljl] = i Z Urkjk Urljld[Hikm’ Hl’m] + martingale
r,re=1
iUiljk Uikjl

When we take the expectation, the martingale part vanishes.
If we expand f, . ., we get:

d
fkl,...,kr = E UZ}Z% Ulllcli .. Uliig . UZ; Z"r]
il
il
L ey 1
Z17 7Zkr

To get a system of differential equations we will use the former formula that
we have obtained thanks to It6’s Lemma. Especially we must see how the



last term, switching p and ¢, can be rewritten in terms of the functions
fk1,...kr- There are actually two cases to study: first when p and ¢ come
from the same trace and second when they come from different traces.
When they come from the same trace: If for instance p and ¢ both
come from the m'™ trace, the contribution of this trace is of the kind:

1
cUipgn o Uiy Um0 Uy

dr 1% p+1 Lq tq41 [

So when we do the switching it yields:

1

dr : UZTZ? T Ui%"ié”ﬂ e Uzq lpﬂUiZ”ﬂiZ’iz T Uiz”mii”
And when we sum over all those indices we see that we actually get: dfy,
ie the switching has produced one more trace.
When they come from two different traces: We shall here suppose
that p comes from the u™ trace and ¢ comes from the v*™* trace, with u < v.
The contribution of those two traces are:

1
E - Uﬂfzg - Uigi;.f+1 - Ul'tktul'tlt - UZ”{@E . Ul'gi3+1 - Uzzvﬂf -
Switching p and ¢ yields to:
1 .U; U, U, U, U, U, .U;
d iy i5i3+¢ . izui% ce Uy o i8i2+1 igtr1igre - ZZ Qv

And so if we sum over all indices we see that we get %fkh...ku—i—kv,...km ie we
have merged two traces together.

So, if we put it all together we see by using Lemma [[l that the system of
differential equations we get is:

k‘1+
Srvokr = fkl, Lk ZZ I O

r=11=1
1 ki kx

7 Z szkl,---,kmLkA,...

1<k<A<rp=1lg=1

Let us observe here that we have a nice combinatorial structure for these
equations. Indeed, we can interpret (ki,...,k,) as an integer partition for
the integer k1 +. ..+ k.. By doing so, we see that the equation only involves
partitions for the same integer because we either split an integer into two
parts or we merge two integers into one. These equations thus have the
same structure as the equations in Proposition 2.3 in [5] via the identifi-
cation between a permutation and the length of the cycles of its canonical
decomposition.

km—(q—p),q—Dp;---



Let us also note that an integer [ has only finitely many partitionsH So
that means that each function is involved in a system of finitely many linear
differential equations with fixed initial conditions.

What can we say about the convergence of this family of functions? We ac-
tually have that for each » > 1 and every kq, ..., k. > 1, the function f,g‘li) kn
converges, as d goes to infinity, towards a function f, . . verifying:

T

ki+...+k L Es
Fivrer = —frfkl,...,kr =3 ke =) frrbo—tdyor
rk=11=1

Indeed, let us fix such a partition ky + ... + k, = k. If we note P(k) :=
{(k1,...,k)|r > 0,k1 + ...+ k, = k} the set of partitions of the integer k,
we have just shown that this set if finite. The function flgil,)...,kr thus only
shows up in a finite number of linear differential equations with constant
coefficients. This finite number of differential equations can be rewritten in
a matricial form: let @gd) be a vector in C*#'(*) consisting of all functions
f,ﬁf,)___,pl where py,...,p; is a partition of the same integer k. Then @@ is
solution of a differential equation of the form:

(@DY = AD ()

where A is a (constant) matrix formed with the coefficients of our differen-
tial equations. It is well-known that ¢(%) is thus of the form @@ = sﬁéd)eA(d)t.
But the coefficients of the equations for (4, namely A4 converge towards
the coefficients for the equation of f, namely A, and thus @ converges
towards @, or in other words, flgil,)...,kr converges towards fi, . k..

We will now denote by Fj, . the function ¢ (ufl) o (ufr) where
u is here a free multiplicative Brownian motion. To prove the convergence
of the marginals it will be enough to prove that the family of functions F'
verifies the differential equations system:

, ki + ... kr b
Fk’ly---vkr == 9 Fkly"'7k7" - Z Z (k/’v - l) Fkh...,k,@—l,l,...,k‘r
r=11[=1

Indeed, if we have proven it, then it implies that for all » > 1 and all

0 <t <...<t, the function ft(fl’)___,tr converges towards Fy, ;. when d

2Without going into the details of the theory of integer partitions, we may find a gross
upper bound for this number in the following way: A partition of [ cannot have more than
[ parts. So let’s consider a line consisting of [ +1 — 1 = 2] — 1 boxes. We then put crosses
in [ — 1 boxes. Each such cross helps separate two parts of the partition. For instance:

‘ I><I>q N ‘ ‘ represents the partition (1,1,2) of the integer 4. Hence we

see that the number of such partitions is bounded by (211:11)7 which is finite.




goes to infinity. In particular, if we take r = 1, we see that we have the
convergence of the marginals (in moments).

In order to prove that formula we must remark that a free multiplicative
Brownian motion is given by a free stochastic equation with initial conditions
up = 1 (1 is the unit element of A):

1
dut = idXtut — §utdt

where X is a free additive Brownian motion. This result is stated in [I]’s
Theorem 2. We will simplify the calculations by putting V; := e*/?u;. Using
the free analogue of Itd’s Lemma (see e.g. [4], Theorem 5), Biane demon-
strated following formula

n n—1
k=0 k=1

In other words this means:
n n—1 n
dul) =1 uFd Xk — kubo (u?F) dt — —uldt
t l;) t AALUy ];1 19 ( t ) 5

Taking the trace of it we obtain:
n—1
ny k n—k) T n
6(u) = = 3 ko (uf) o (™) = o )

And so it finally yields the following system of differential equations:

kr—1
ki+...+k " e
/ T
Fkhmkr = - 2 Fk?l---k'r - Z Z kal?"'7p7k:"€_p7"'7k7‘
k=1 p=1
And this is exactly the system we wanted because F, . p k. —p... = Fy,. kn—pop,...

To put it in a nutshell: we were able to reprove Biane’s result by using a
different method (by comparing systems of differential equations) to prove
the convergence of marginals. The freeness of the increments can still be
proven as did Biane but it will also follow from the results of section 4. We
will now try to use that alternative method to generalize Biane’s result. To
do that we will need the concept of dual groups.

2 Dual groups in the sense of Voiculescu and Lévy
processes
We will here briefly introduce dual groups as they were first defined by

Voiculescu. For more information on this subject one can read [I0]. In the
sequel we denote by LI the free product of unital x-algebras.



Definition 3 (Dual semigroups). A (unital) dual semigroup is a triple
(B,A,§) where B is a *-algebra and A : B — BUB and 6 : B — C
are x-homomorphisms such that

(Al Jids) oA = (1ds| |A)
(6] Jidp) o A = idp = (1dp| ]5) 0 A

The former property is called coassociativity, whereas the latter is the counit
property.

When considering the free product B||B, in order to differentiate between
elements coming from the B on the left and elements coming from the B on
the right, we will talk about the left and the right legs of B| | B.

We shall be in this paper particularly interested in one dual group:

Definition 4 (Unitary Dual Group). For n > 1, we call Unitary Dual
Group the dual group (U(n),A,d) defined by:

e The *-algebra U{n) is generated by n? generators (uij)1<z‘j<n verifying
the relations: -

n n
Vi<ij<n Z Upugj = Oij = Z Ui U,
k=1 k=1
e The coproduct is given by:
1) (2
Auij = 3 uguy)
k
where the exponent (1) (resp. (2)) indicates that the element is taken
from the left (resp. right) leg of U{n) U U(n).
o The counit is given by: du;j = 0;;.

Dual semigroups are particularly useful to define free Lévy processes in
the most general case.

Definition 5 (Lévy processes). We shall assume that we have a dual semi-
group (B, A,d) and some unital noncommutative probability space (A, ).
A free (resp. tensor independent) Lévy process on the semigroup B over
the noncommutative probability space (A, ¢) is a family (jst)gcgey OF *-
homomorphisms from B to A such that:

e (Increment Property) For every 0 < s <t <r we have:

(jst l—]jtr) oA = jsr



e (Stationarity) We have for every 0 < s <t: joi—s = jst

o (Freeness of the Increments) For every 0 < t; <to < ... < tni1, the
inCrements Ji iy, - - s Jintn., are free (resp. tensor independent).

o (Weak continuity) For each b € B and each s > 0, we have: lim,_, ;+ ¢o
Js,t(b) = 0(b)

How can these concepts be applied in our case? We could generalize
Biane’s question by taking Uéd> a Brownian motion on the Unitary Group

U(nd), where n is a fixed integer. The matrix Ut<d> can be decomposed in n?

blocks of size d x d. In the sequel of the article we will denote by [Ut<d>]ij the
(i,7)™ block of our Brownian motion. For each d we thus get a quantum

stochastic process on the Dual Unitary Group by setting for 0 < s < :

(d
i Um) = (A9)
d

wij = (U

We will in the sequel of the article omit the exponent (d) whenever no

confusion can arise.

The question that is natural to ask and that generalizes Biane’s result is

whether or not jg converges to a Lévy process on U(n) in the limit when d

goes to infinity.

We will show that we have following result

Theorem 1 (Main Theorem). We assume that ¢ is tracial.
Let X = (Xij)1<ij<n be a matriz whose entries are free stochastic variables
verifying that:

e For each i, X;; is an additive free Brownian motion.

o For everyi # j, X;; = Xi(jl) —|—iXi(j2) with \/§XZ-(]»1) and \/EXi(jQ) who are
two additive free Brownian motions who are free one with another.

e For eachi,j we have X;; = X7;.
o The family (Xij)i<i<j<n is free.

Let also W = (V;;) be a free stochastic process defined by the free stochastic
equation with initial condition Vo = I:

i

dv, =
' n

1
XV — 5 Ut



Through ¥ we may define a free Lévy process J througiﬁ:

Jst : U<n> — (Aa ¢)
Uij — \I}ij

Then, (jif») converges towards (Jg) as d goes to infinity.

3 Convergence of the marginals

We will first study the convergence of the marginals. Hence we will fix in this
section a t > 0. To prove such a convergence we must study the moments
of the type gboj()t(u;;jl . u:-:jr), where €1, ..., ¢ € {&,x}. For convenience,
we will identify @ with 0 and * with 1. We will use exactly the same method
as in the first section but, because there are n? variables, we will have many

more indices.

3.1 Notations

We consider the dual group U(n) which is generated by n? variables. We
will need to introduce some notations to describe all the indices that will be
involved.

From now on and until the end of the paper, when we have a matrix M €

M ,4(C), we will denote:
e by M;; the (4, j)-matrix entry of M.
e by [M];; the (i, j)-block of size d x d of the matrix M

We denote by [Z] the set [Z] = {1,...,n}? x {0,1}. For such a triple a =
(4,4, €), we will denote [Ul, the d x d block [U]f; where we identity ¢ = 1
with * and € = 0 with @.

We denote by Z the set Z = {1,...,nd}* x {0,1}. For such a triple p =
(p,v,w), we will denote U, the coefficient U, if w = 0 and the coefficient
Uw if w=1.

When ¥ is in M,,(A), with A a *-algebra, we denote by ¥, the element
e

3By calculating d(}, Vi V) we find zero. Moreover, when we calculate
d(>", ir¥j,) we find a free stochastic diffenrential equation that is verified by the
constant d;;. By unicity of the solution (see e.g. [4][Theorem 4]), we have that
>k Wik, = dij. Thus Jg respects the defining relations of U(n)

10



3.2 A system of differential equations for the Brownian mo-
tion on U(nd)

To achieve our purpose we need to consider the family of functions (as
always, we will omit the exponents everytime we may do so without risk):

(d)

70!11,---,akl1§~~~;0!1r,---,0fkrr

= Eftr([Ulay - Ulag,,) - - tr(-- - [Ulay,,)]

where © > 15k, ..., k. € N, oy € [Z].

In other words, we take functions very similar to what we had before in the
simpler case of the convergence to Biane’s result. They still are the product
of tracedd. The difficulty arises here from the fact that we consider blocks
and that we thus have to consider all possible products of the blocks and
their adjoints. The indices we use specify which U;; appear and if they have a
x or not and the semicolumns separate two traces. We will, as previously, try
to find a system of differential equations. Let us fix the indices aq; ... ag,.,.
Again, we apply Lemma [Il in order to calculate the differential equation.
For the sake of simplicity let us first observe what happens if we suppose
that there are no * in our function and we will later explain how to get the
general case. As previously we treat separately the case where the switch
occurs inside a same trace and the case where it affects two distinct traces.
The switch occurs in the same trace: Let’s say that the switch is
between p and ¢ inside the ™ trace. Then, when we develop the traces, we
see that the contribution of this trace, after the switch, is of the type:

E[ Z e U(ipnfl)dJrspn7(jqnf1)d+3qk~ e U(iqlifl)dJFSun7(]'pn*1)d+szm o ]

S11---Skyr
As we could have expected the x™ trace will be divided into two distinct
traces: We get A7, it jin,...ipnigr,igtt gt 1o iipst ndptlomsignipni (we recall
that the normalization constant we now use for the trace is 1/d).
The switch concerns two distinct traces: If we do the calculations, we
see that we reunite these two traces and that we get a multiplicative factor
1/d.
So, if we put it all together (in the case we have no * at all), the equation
we will have is:

/
’Yau,...,akllg...;...,ak”

_k1+---+kr

= Yair, Qs 15050 Qe
2 1 r

1

r
- Z Z Ery---?alm---7(ipnjq~0)704q+1,;<,7---§04p+1,m---7(iqn7.717&70)%---
k=11<p<q<ky

+ 0()

“The renormalization is here done with a coefficient 1/d.

11



Now, in the general case. We can remark that [U*];; = [U]%;. We also
have:

d
1
dU,, :iE:MﬁJ%—gmMﬂ
T=1

d
_ _ 1-
dU,, = -i» UndH,, - U dt
=1

In turn this yields to the more general Lemma:

Lemma 2. We have, for p1,...,pr € L:

r

AUy, .- Up,) = =5Up, . Up,dt
dt
+  martingale part — — (_1)wp+wq<1§gl>)
1<p<q<r
where:
Upl"'(_]ﬂpl/q" Ugvp - Up, if wy =wy =0
C<d>) = Upl" Uy - - Uﬂql’ﬂ‘ -Up, ifwp =wg =1 (1)
pq - .

o 15Mpyq pl...UTVp...Uﬂ,q...Upr if wp=1,w4 =0
> léqu Upy - Ury oo Upyy .. Uy, ifwp=0,wg=1

Proof. 1t is an application of It&’s Lemma along with the observation that:

dt _ nd gt
5EwhmmamidW¢”ww — By By

A[U,,, Up| = —
[ 18 677] — d

O

So, taking up the same calculations as before, we get following system
of differential equations:

, /{)1 + ...+ kr
Yor,.. = —T 5 Do

- Z Z (_1)%”6%7@7%)

k=11<p<q<ki
1
+ O(ﬁ)

where we note:
If € = €4 = O:

7(]’7‘]7”) = ’Y~~~;a1fc7~~~7(ipnjqn€qx)yaq+l,m7---?ap+1,»i7---7(iqmjpn€pn);---

12



That is, we have a switch exactly as before.
If € = € = 1t

7(1”7‘17“) = ’y'";aln7"'aap*l,li7(iqﬁjpfiepf€)7"';(ip:“€jq."€5q/i)7---;---

That is, we also have here a switch as we have already seen.
If ) = 1,645 = O:

n

’y(pqu’ﬁ) = Z 6iPﬁqu~ry---?041117---7(tjpﬁ@m)7(tjq»iEqn)v---?aval,Ku---aqfl,n%---
t=1
The structure is here a little more complicated, with a sum over ¢ and ¢
replacing the indices i, and i, and everything situated between the places p
and ¢ gets located in a new trace.
If ). = 0,¢qr = 1t

n
Tpar) = Z5ipﬁiany---§a1x7---vapfl,n704q+1,n7---%(tjmem)7---=(tjq~€qfc)§---
t=1
the structure is almost the same as in the previous case, with the only
difference that the places p and ¢ and everything in between gets into a new
trace.

3.3 A system of differential equations for the free stochastic
process

We will now introduce:

Pa’ll7---§---§041r7---=04krr - ¢(\Ilc¥11 .- ) s ¢(\Ilalr s \Ilakrr)

To prove the convergence of the marginals, we will show that I" verifies
the system of differential equations that we have just found, in the limit
where d goes to infinity.

By using free stochastic calculus we can see that the quadratic variation
is dX;;d Xy = 0;0;,dt. Moreover, the free stochastic differential equation
yields, coefficient by coefficient:

i & 1
dv,, = % ];quk\I’kv - §\Iluvdt
and
aw;, LS g d X - Lt
w — T kv ku ™ 5 ¥uw
V= 2

This allows us to prove following technical Lemma:

13



Lemma 3. For each r > 2 and all indices we have:

d(Va, - Wa,) = = Vo Vo,
i dX; V.
+ (—1)6”1/(1 { " 4
"= /;1 1 Vs, Xk,
_oa S (—1)etag,
" 1<p<a<r
where
Uy, --- \I’ap_lgs(\ll?jp e \I]aq—l)\llzjjq T

C =
P S i, Y -

n o €p
S Oigig Wy - U

\I]ap—1 gb(
(v

€p €q
W W, W)
€q
W, TR

aptl e

Proof. The proof is done by recurrence and by using It6’s formula.

W, oy W7 (W, o Woy U5 W

ifeg=0
ifeg=1

ifep=¢€,=0
ifep=¢€4=1
ifep=0,¢q=1
ifep=1,64=0

For

simplicity’s sake we will do it only in the case where all € are put equal to

Z€ro.
For r = 2 we get:

d(\IIZ]\IIk‘l

\/— Z \I]Z_]ka‘S sit—= \/, Z dXZS\IISj\Ilkl_\llqu]kldt__¢(\llk])¢ll

Hence we have the desired result for » = 2. Let us now assume that the

Lemma is right until a certain r. Then, by It6’s Lemma:

7“—|—1

= wulm .- UT+1U7‘+1

+ _nz%m-“‘l’

AWy, - Yarpr0010) dt

+ ZZ\PW}I. AX ok Pk, - -
k 11=1
dt
- = ) Wy (W, -
n 1<p<q<r

— —Z\Ifum..

And so we see that the result is also right for » + 1.

Up—19— 1¢( Up410] * *

Uy Uy qur+1k \I]kvr+1

v

Ur41Vr+1

IVWoog - Yaur i 1v41

\I]urvr )\Ilulvr+l

O

We now introduce, as expected, the family of functions:

Fa117~~~;---;alr =

14

d(Wayy o) d(Wqy, -

)



By applying Lemma [B] we get:
kl + ...+ kr

/ _ L s
Fozlh...;...;oqr,... - 2 Pan,...;--.;alr,...

1 T
B EZ Z (_1)6p+€qr(p7qﬁ)

k=11<p<q<ky;

where we defined:

Cipgm) =
P---?aln7---7ipnjqn5qn7---704ka%iqrcjpnﬁpn7---70¢q71,n§--- lf Epﬁ - Eqﬁ = 0
F---;C‘flfc7---7iqnjpnﬁpN7aq+l,fc7-";ap+1,f»c7~~~7ipnqu<~€qn§--- if €pr = €qr = 1
n 1 J— J—
Zl:l 62p,¢2q,¢F...;Oéln7...7041771N7O{q+17,§...;ljp,iEp,i7...,l]q,.€5q,€;... if €pr = 0, €qr = 1
n 1 — —
ZlZI 511)»&(1&P---?aln7---7l]pnepnyl.]ql<~€qlm---;ap+1,n~~~7aq—1,»i§~~~ lf Epﬁ - 1’ eqﬁ - 0

Hence we see that the family of functions « truly converges towards the
family of functions I'. In particular, taking » = 1, we see that the *-moments
(d))

of the family (Uij )1<i,j<n converges towards the s-moments of (¥;;)1<;i j<n.

This proves the convergence of the marginals.

4 Conditional expectation

In order to prove Theorem [[lwe must prove the convergence of all mixed mo-
ments of the kind: Eotr(U;; (t1) ... U (¢,)) towards ¢(¥3!; (t1) ... W77, (¢)).

Q171 ir jir
In the previous section we have already proven that this is indeed the case
when #{¢1,...,t,} = 1. In order to prove the general case we will use a
method consisting of computing the joint moments by taking recursively

conditional expectations.

4.1 Notations

In order to use this method, we must generalize somewhat our notations. In
the sequel, we fix s > 0 and our time variable ¢ will always verify ¢t > s. We
note:

1. by [Z] the set {1,...,n}* x {0,1} x ./\/l((f), where M&S) is the set of
d x d matrices whose entries are Fs-measurable random variables. Of
course, we have Fs = 0 (ju,u < s).

2. by T the set {1,...,nd}* x {0,1} x V(¥ where V() designates the set
of Fs-measurable random variables.

3. by Z/ the set {1,...,n}? x {0,1} x A, where A, is the x-algebra
generated by all Wy, (u),u <s.

15



We use these sets as sets of indices in the following way:

L If a = (i,4,¢,m) € [Z], we note [U], = m[U];;

2. If p= (p,v,w,m) € Z, we note U, = nU};,

3. If a = (i,7,¢,m) € Z/, we note ¥, = mWs,.

4.2 A system of differential equations for the Brownian mo-
tion on U(nd)

We are interested in the family of functions:

'Vau7~~~7ak11;---;~~~70¢k” (t)

= Eftr([Ulan (®) - Ulag,, @) - tr(... [Ulay,, (1))

In other words, we use the same family as before but we put Fs;-measurable
elements between the blocks of the Brownian motion.
We want to use the same method as before. We will need following Lemma:

Lemma 4. We have for any choice of indices in T and fort > s:

k
dUp, - Up) = —5Up - Updt

1 wpFw
_ n_ Z (_1) pt qCISZ>>dt

d 1<p<q<k
+  martingale part

where:
Upy o pUppvg -+ - TqUpguy - - Upy if wy =wg =0
CIS? _ Upl. TpUhvg - TqUsg, - Upy, z:pr:wq: 1 @)
o léqu Up, ... mpUsy, o Uy Up, if wp =105 =0
T:1 OppugUpr -+ - mpUriy, . mgUS, o Upy if wp =0,wg =1
Proof. As always, this is proven using [t6’s Lemma. O

Applying this Lemma, we get:
Lemma 5. The system of differential equations is:

70!11,---7ak11;---;---,akrr

_/{?1+...—|—]{7r

Vot ey Oy 15y X
2 1 "

- _Z Z (_1)%#%7(12761#)

r=11<p<q<ky

+0()
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where:
If €. = €grs = 0:

V(p,q,/i) = f)/'";---7(mpn7ipnqu<~€qn)7aq+1,m~~~;C‘fp+1,fc7~~~7(qu7iql<ajpn€pn);---

If €. = € = 1:

fy(p,q“‘{) = 7---§~~~7(mpn7iqlijpn€pn)yaq+l,fc7-";ap+1,f»c7~~~7(17ipnqu€qn)§~~~
If €). = 1,640 = 0:
n

’y(pv%ﬁ) = Z6iP“iql€ry---§---y(mpn7t7jpn€pm)7(t7jqn75qn71)7---?(ip+1,;<;7jp+1,n7€p+1,mmqmmp+l,n)7---§---
t=1

If €, = 0,64 = 1:
n

7(1%‘1#) = Z5%*@"(1&7---?---v(iq+1,l<~7jq+1,ﬂqu+l,ﬂvmpﬂmq+l,n»)---?(t7jp~75p»i71)7---7(t7jqn75qmmq»i)?---
t=1

The structure is very similar to what we had proved in the previous sec-
tion. We just have to be careful to what happens with the m’s.
When we proved Biane’s result we saw that the system of differential equa-
tions had a combinatorial structure related to the idea of integer partitions.
I do not see any obvious combinatorial structure in this generalized formula
but it is a question that is worth being asked.

4.3 A system of differential equations for the free stochastic
process
Of course, we will be interested in the behavior of the family of functions:

Q11 5y O 1500 - (b(\pan (t) .. ) e ¢( . )

Lemma 6. For any choice of indices in Z and for t > s, we have:

r

k
d(P,, ... 0,,) = —5%1...\11%0115
i & dX;, V., ifeg=0
+ — Uy ...« ur T 0
vn 7;11:21 1 ! { U,;,dX,;, ifeg=1 Xk
dt
- Z (_1)5p+5quq
" 1<p<qsk
where
Woy oo (W Wy g W ifep=r¢€,=1
(o = \P? oW O(Wg, = \I/jgjqe)xpaqﬂ . ifep=e,=1
St 0ipig P - apd (W W VW if ey = 0,60 =1

S 6ipig Pay - U H(U

€q ; — —
s og)VS o ifep=16=0

Ap+1
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Proof. 1t is the same proof as before, based on [t6’s formula. O
Applying this Lemma, we get:

Lemma 7. The system of differential equations for the free stochastic pro-

cess 1s:

I110411,...;...
_ _kl—i-...—l-]{)rr

- 9 QLT yeeeyen

- Z Z (_1)€pﬁ+6an(p,q,n)

r=11<p<q<ksx

where:
If ep, = €ge = 0:
F(pquli) = F'~~§~~~7(ipnjqn€qnmpn)7~~~;(iqnjpnepnmqn)7~~~7aq—1,n§~~~
If (epr, €qi) = (1,1):
T =T o (i . e
(1’%‘17“) ---7---7(an]pm5p~mpn)7aq+1,l<~7---7ap+1,ﬁv---7(1pnjqn5qn yooe

If €, = 0,645 = 1:
n

F(pv%ﬁ) = Z 6iﬂ'€iqﬁF---%---y(iq+l,ﬁ7jq+1,n75q+1,mmpnmq+l,n)7---§(tjprcfpn1)7---7(tjq~€qnmqn)§---
t=1

If €). = 1,640 = 0:

n
P(pquli) = Z 5i1"iiq"‘€F~~~§~~~7(tjpli€pnmpn)7(tqu<a€ql<a1)7~“;(ip+l,fc7jp+1,»i7€p+1,n7mqnmp+l,fc)7---7~~~
t=1

4.4 Recurrence

We are now able to finish the proof of Theorem [Il We want to show that the

moments Eotr([Ul;,j, (1) ... [UF;, (tx)) converge towards (W5, (t1) ... Wik, (tk)).-

ik Jk
Let us denote o = §{t1,...,t;} the number of different times showing up in
our moment. We are going to prove that result through recurrence on o.

1. If 0 = 1 the result has already been shown because it is just the
convergence of the marginals.

2. Let us suppose that the result is true until a certain 0. We will now
consider a moment using ¢ + 1 different times. We can order those
times in increasing order: ¢t; <t; < ... < t,41.The recurrence hypoth-
esis tells us that:

(Upyg(ti)) 1<ice . —  (¥pq(ts)) 1<i<o
1<p,g<n in *-moments 1<p,q<n

18



We can write the moment under consideration as:

% (@), (tot1)

o (d) o
11J1€1Mmy )77--'7(ijkekmk

where the mgd) are F;_-measurable. Now, let us remark that the family

of functions (Yayy,...ax, 1;012,...) 18 entirely characterized by the system
of differential equations from Lemma [Bl along with all the relationships
between the {ml(-;l), 1<j<r1<i<k;}. Inthe same way, the family
I'.. is entirely defined by the system from Lemma [7] along with the
relationships between the {m;;,1 <j <r, 1 <i<k;}
Now, the recurrence hypothesis allows us to say that the mz(d), 1<
1 < k converges towards some m;,1 < i < k. This tells us that the
relationships between the {mgd)} "converges" towards the relationships
between the {m;}. Moreover, the system of differential equations from
Lemma [B] converges towards that of Lemma[Zl To put it in a nutshell,
this means:

Vol @ (tor1) — Tay oy (tor1)
Or, in other words, we have the convergence of our moment.

Thus, we have proven that all x-moments converge and this means that
Theorem [I] is proven.

5 Some examples of calculations and gaussianity

We will now use the differential equations that we obtained to calculate some
simple moments of our process. We will then be able to draw a consequence
about the gaussianity of the free process. In the sequel, we denote by ¢; the
function defined on U(n) by ¢ = ¢ o Jyo where J; is the limit (free) process.

5.1 The first moments
Let us take now 1 <1 # j < n. We have the following differential equations:
d 1

E(bt(uii) = —5@(%‘)
d 1
0 (wi) = —5di(uy)
with initial conditions: ¢(us;) = 1 and ¢o(u;j) = 0. It thus yields:
Gi(uig) = et
Pr(uij) = 0

We find the same expression for ¢ (uj;) and ¢¢(u];) because they obey the
same differential equation with the same initial conditions.
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5.2 The second moments

Let us take 1 <4, 7, k,I <n. We have following equation:

%tbt(uijukl) = _¢t(uijukl)_¢t(uil)¢t(ukj)%

1 _
= —oi(ugjup) — E5il5kje K

with initial conditions ¢g(uijur) = 6;;0k because Wy = I. This equation is
a linear differential equation of order 1 and the well-known method allows
us to say:

0;70

ij Okl e*t

— téilékje’t
n

be(uijup) =

The moments ¢ (u;;uy;) also obey the same equation with the same initial
condition and they therefore have the same expression. If we are interested
in ¢ (uijuy;) we get the equation:

d 1 &

%@(UUUZD = —¢r(uijuy) + - > de(upyuzy)
p=1

with initial conditions ¢g(uijuy;) = 6;j0k. This can be put in the form of a

system of linear differential equations by puting ®; = (¢t(uijukl))1 <ijkl<n

seen as a vector of C"" and A = (a

on (C"4, with:

r1,rz,rs,r4),(31,SQ,S3,S4)) as a matrix acting

ars =0 if s1 =s3and r=s
ars =1/n  if sy =ssand r#s

ars = —1 ifr=sandr; #r;
The equation then is:
o = AP

The solution of such an equation is of the form ®, = Ce* with C' a constant.

5.3 Gaussianity

We would like to define a Brownian motion on U(n) as a free stochastic
process having the same law (the same *-moments) as ¥;. This would seem
natural because it is just the limit of the Brownian motion on U (nd). To
know if this definition makes sense, we would like ¥; to verify some proper-
ties, and especially the gaussian property as defined in [2], Proposition 1.12
and in [7], Proposition 5.1.1.

We define a counit § on U(n) as the morphism of x-algebras verifying
d(uij) = ;5. We recall following definition and results from [2] and from

[7:
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Definition 6 (Definition 1.8 from [2]). Let B be a unital x-algebra equipped
with a character 6 : B — C. A Schiirmann triple on (B, ¢€) is a triple (w,n, L)
consisting of:

o A unital x-representation m: B — L(D) on some pre-Hilbert space D.

o A linear map n: B — D verifying:
n(ab) = m(a)n(b) + n(a)e(b)
e A hermitian linear functional L : B — C such that:
—((a”),n(b)) = €(a)L(b) — L(ab) + L(a)e(b)

Property 1 (Theorem 1.9 from [2]). There is a one-to-one correspondence
between Schiirmann triples, generators of Lévy processes and Lévy processes.

Definition 7 (Proposition 5.1.1 from [7]). We say that a Lévy process on
U(n) is gaussian if one of the following equivalent properties are verified:

e [or each a,b,c € Kerd, we have L(abc) = 0.

For each a,b € Kerd, we have L(b*a*ab) = 0.

For all a,b,c € U(n) we have the following formula:

L(abc) = L(ab)é(c) + L(ac)d(b) + d(a)L(bc) — §(a)d(b)L(c)
0(a)d(c)L(b) — L(a)d(b)d(c)

The representation 7 is zero on Kerd: mgeps = 0.

e We have for each a € U(n): m(a) = é(a)ld.

e For each a,b in Kerd, we have: n(ab) = 0.

e We have for all a,b in U(n): n(ab) = é(a)n(b) + n(a)d(b).

Theorem 2. Let us take D = M,,(C). We then define a Schiirmann triple
by setting:

n(ujr) = €jr/vVn,n(ujy) = —exjv/n

W(Ujk) = jkId

1 & .
L) = =5 S {u(u;), ()
r=1
where €, describe the elementary matrices.

Then, the Schirmann triple (n,m,L) is associated to the Lévy process on
U(n) we are interested in.
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Proof. We prove it by recurrence on the length of the words:
For the length 1: we have:

n 1 n
L(u]k = Z erj,erk = —% ZTT(Ejrerk) = — jk/2
r=1 r=1

l\')IH

Let us suppose the result is true for words of length up to k: We
must first find an expression for 7. The cocycle property for n allows us to
find through an easy recurrence that:

k .
(uEl Z . €ipip if €p = 0 o
MWy 4y - - lk]k g . ife, =1 =~ "k
=1 —€jyi, i€y =
We can now use the coboundary property to write:
€1 €ht1 _ €1 €h+1 i €ht1
L(uiljl T uik+1jk+1) - E(ui2j2 T uik+1jk+1)L( 11]1 ) + L( Uiggo -+ uik+1jk+1)6(u‘ ]
1—e€1 €2 € €k+1
+ <n(ui1j1 ); n(ui2j2 T uikjkuik+1jk+1)>
k

= _§5i1j1 s 5ikjk5ik+1jk+1

D R G L YRS
2<p<q<k+1

OirjiOinga + - - Oigy1jyr /2

+ &

where we have used the fact that the Brownian motion on U(nd) at time
t = 0 is just Id. So we only have to compute the value of &, which is the

P 1—e1 €2 €L €k+1
term arising from (n(u; ;') n(ug, - wij, vt 5, ). We also remark that

to finish our recurrence, it suffices to show that this & is equal to

= Y, (PN,

2<p<k+1
So we may now write:
1—e1 €92 €k €41
<77(ui1j1 ); 77(uiwé T uikjkuik+1jk+1)>
N . o k1 o : _
B l<{_6hll ifeg =0 5. {ewp ife,=0 S )
- . R 1272 * ¢ o . 1 Vi1 Jk4
€ 4p if e = p—2 —€jpip if €p = 1
k+1
- Z LR
p=2
We may now study the four cases:
Case where ¢; = ¢, = 0: we have
&, = —ld i Oini 0i i = —(=1)ater
p = 5 CidpQizga - o+ Oipja » - = (1,p,1)
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Case where ¢; = ¢, = 1: we have

1
O, = 0 0ng By = —(=1)TTT )

Case where ¢; = 0,= ¢, = 1: we have

1 € €
h, = 551‘1@)5@'2]‘2 Gy = — (D)D)

Case where ¢; = 1,¢, = 0: we have

1
‘p = E5i1ip5i2j2 s 6jpj1 cee = _(_1)514‘51)1‘(17])71)
Thus, we have proven the result by recurrence. ]

Theorem 3. The Lévy process from Theorem [ is gaussian.

Proof. 1t is immediate by using the fifth characterization from Definition [6l
O

Our Lévy process is thus a good candidate to define what we would like
to call a Brownian motion on U(n).

6 Conclusion

We have proven in this article a generalization of Biane’s result, namely
that the Brownian motion on U (nd), seen block-wise, converges towards
a Lévy process on the Unitary Dual Group U(n), as d goes to infinity.
Biane’s result can thus be seen as a Lévy process on U(1).The proof of our
generalized result uses quite elementary tools, ie mainly the convergence of
systems of differential equations and combinatorial considerations.

This limit free Lévy process is described by using a free stochastic differential
equation whose form is similar to the equation of the Brownian motion on
U(nd). A natural question would be to know if other classical matricial
Lévy processes arising from (classical) stochastic equations yield (free) Lévy
process described by a similar (free) stochastic equation.

Also, this free Lévy process seems to be a good definition for a Brownian
motion on our dual group U(n).
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