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A SHORT NOTE ON STRONG CONVERGENCE OF
¢-GAUSSIANS

AKIHIRO MIYAGAWA

ABSTRACT. In this note, we prove strong convergence of g-Gaussians with
respect to a parameter g, which implies the spectrum of any self-adjoint non-
commutative polynomial in g-Gaussians is continuously deformed with respect
to g. With Bozejko’s Haagerup-type inequality, we follow Brannan’s approach
to proving the asymptotic strong convergence of the free orthogonal quantum

group.

1. INTRODUCTION

The concept of strong convergence has attracted substantial attention in the
fields of free probability and Random matrix theory. This interest is largely driven
by the tendency of particular multiple random matrices (for instance, independent
GUE [I0] and Haar unitary [7]) to demonstrate strong convergence to free random
variables when their size goes to infinity.

As an example of applications, once we can show strong convergence, we can es-
timate the operator norm of a polynomial in random matrices with sufficiently large
sizes by computing that of their limit, which can be applied to show additivity viola-
tion of the minimum output entropy in quantum information [8]. Moreover, strong
convergence of random matrices has applications to operator algebras. An early ap-
plication is due to Haagerup and Thorbjgrnsen [10] who prove that Ext(C ,(F2))
is not a group. Another application was found by Hayes [12] to reformulate the
Peterson-Thom conjecture for free group factors, and it was subsequently proved
by Belinschi-Capitaine [I], and Bordenave-Collins [2].

Strong convergence also appears in group and quantum group theory. In particu-
lar, Brannan [6] proved strong convergence of the free orthogonal quantum groups.
His idea is to prove the Haagerup-type inequality which is also known as RD (Rapid
Decay) property and to combine it with convergence in non-commutative distribu-
tion.

In this paper, we prove strong convergence of g-Gaussians with respect to ¢, based
on Brannan’s method. The ¢-Gaussian (also known as g-semicircle) distribution is
an interpolation between Bernoulli (¢ = —1), semicircle (¢ = 0), and Gaussian (¢ =
1) with a parameter —1 < ¢ < 1. This probability measure is classically known as a
probability measure whose orthogonal polynomials are g-Hermite polynomials. In
the non-commutative context, multi-variable g-Gaussians are originally introduced
by Frisch and Bourret [9], and Bozejko, Kiimmerer, Speicher ([4], [5]) realized ¢-
Gaussians (and ¢-Brownian motion) as field operators on g-deformed Fock space,
which is an g-analogue of Fermionic and Bosonic Fock spaces in quantum physics.
Although the connections between g-Gaussians and quantum physics are not so
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much known, g-Gaussians are well-studied in operator algebra since they generate
von Neumann algebras that share many properties with free group factors.
Now, we state our main result of strong convergence of ¢g-Gaussians.

Theorem 1.1. For any —1 < qo < 1, strong convergence of q-Gaussians A9 =
(qu), ceey Al(f)) holds at qg, i.e. for any non-commutative polynomial P,

lim [|[P(A@)|| = [|[P(A))]].
q9—qo

The key fact for the proof is the Haagerup-type inequality of ¢-Gaussians proved
by Bozejko [3]. Thanks to this inequality, we can apply Brannan’s approach to show
strong convergence from convergence in non-commutative distribution. This kind
of argument also appears in Pisier’s paper [14, Section 1 and Section 4]. Thanks
to strong convergence and functional calculus, we can also show the convergence
of spectrums in the Hausdorff distance. We can generalize our result in a more
general setting where operators satisfy “uniform RD property” and convergence in
non-commutative x-distribution. We state this at the end of this note.
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2. PRELIMINARY

In this section, we introduce notations. One can find more details in [3], [], [5].
Let H be a d-dimensional Hilbert space with orthonormal basis eq,...,eq. We
consider the algebraic Fock space of H defined by

Fag(H) = @ HE,
k=0

where H®? = Ceq with the unit vector €. In order to express the basis of Fyz(H),
we use the word set [d]* which consists of letters [d] = {1, ..., d} and the empty word
0. For each word w = w1 - - - wy, € [d]* with w; € [d], we define e, 1= €y, @ - - Rey, -
Note that {ey }we[q+ forms a linear basis of Fag(H). The g-Fock space Fo(H) is
the completion of F,z(H) with respect to the g-inner product ( , ), defined by

<€1 X gm; m [N 77n>q - 5m,n Z quV(ﬂ-) H<€zv777r(z)>H

TESm i=1
where 6,, 5, is the Kronecker’s delta and S,, is the symmetric group with degree m
and inv(r) = #{(i,j) € [m]?; i < j, m(i) > 7(j)} is the number of inversions in 7.
Definition 2.1. The g-Gaussians A@ = (qu), . .Aflq)) are defined by operators
on F,(H);
AD =141

where [; is the left creation operator defined by l;e,, = €;,.
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The von Neumann algebra W*(A(@) generated by ¢-Gaussians A9 has a faithful
normal tracial state given by

T(X) = <X€0, €0>q,

which forms a tracial W*-probability space. As well as independent Gaussians
satisfying the Wick formula, it is known that joint moments of ¢g-Gaussians are
characterized by pair partitions and the number of crossings.

Theorem 2.2 (Theorem 1 in [9]). For any i1,...,i, € [d] and —1 < ¢ < 1, we

have
T(A'Ei])'”A'SZ)): Z i) H 8,

TEP>(n) (k,l)em

where Py(n) is the set of pair partitions on [n] and cr is the number of crossings.

From this theorem, we can see convergence of ¢g-Gaussians in non-commutative
distribution; for —1 < gg < 1 and any non-commutative polynomial P, we have

lim 7[P(A@)] = 7[P(Al0))].

q—qo0

Let L2(W*(A@), 1) be the Hilbert space obtained from GNS representation of
W*(A@) with respect to 7. Then it is known that there is an isomorphism D
between Hilbert spaces JF,(H) and L*(W*(A@), 1) which maps Fue(H) to the
algebra C(A@) of non-commutative polynomials in A,

The q-Wick polynomials {egf)}we[d]* are defined by ed) = D(ey). Let us denote
the operator norm on B(L?>(W*(A@),7)) by || ||. We also use LP-norm | ||,
(1 <p < o0) defined by || X|, = T[(X*X)g]%. Note that we have

Tim [IX]l, = 1X]

for X € W*(A@) since 7 is a faithful state. The following inequality, which is
proved by Bozejko, is crucial in this paper.

Theorem 2.3 (Proposition 2.1 in [3]). For each k € N and —1 < ¢ < 1, we have

Z ael? || < (k—|—1)0é| Z el?

|wl=k |wl=k )

where o, € C and C|;|1 == (1 = lgI™).

Remark 2.4. This kind of inequality is proved first by Haagerup for generators of
free groups [I1]. Bozejko’s Haargerup-type inequality for ¢-Gaussians is extended
to a more general setting of Coxeter relations in [13].

3. THE PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

Theorem 3.1. For any —1 < qo < 1, strong convergence of q-Gaussians A9 =
(qu), ceey Al(iq)) holds at qg, i.e. for any non-commutative polynomial P,

lim [|P(A@)|| = [|[P(A)]].
q9—qo
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Proof. Since we have

IPAD) = 7 [(PPY(4®)] ™ < [P(AD),
it is obvious from convergence in non-commutative distribution that

IP(A)]| < lim inf || P(A@)]].
q9—qo

For the other direction, we will apply Brannan’s approach [6] with Bozejko’s Haagerup-
type inequality in Theorem 2.3 Let P be any non-commutative polynomial of
degree m. Then we can write P(A@) ="' 2 jwl=k awel? | and we have

Dol wel?|

k=0 |w|=k
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= (m+1)2C || P(AD)],.

2

where we use orthogonality of 653) with respect to word length. Now, we apply this
inequality to (P*P)™ which has a degree 2mn. Then we have

I(P*P)" (AD)]| = | P(AD)[*" < (2mn + 1)3CE [|(P*P)" (AD)]l2.

By taking a limit ¢ — gqg after taking the power of % in both sides, we have from
the convergence in non-commutative distribution,

limsup | P(A@)|| < (2mn + )3 Cfz [|(P*P)"(A@) |37

q9—qo

= _[[P(At)].

Thus we have strong convergence of ¢g-Gaussians. ([

Remark 3.2. When gy = +1, our proof does not work. Actually, the 1-Gaussian

is the standard Gaussian, which is unbounded. The (—1)-Gaussian is the discrete

measure which takes +1 with probability % For —1 < ¢ < 1, it is known that
. . . o 2 2

the g-Gaussian has a density function which is supported on [—\/1—Tq, \/1—Tq] (cf.

Theorem 1.10 in [4]). Since limg—, 1 ﬁ = /2, we don’t have strong convergence
at go = —1.

As a corollary of the main theorem, we obtain the convergence of spectrums of
a self-adjoint polynomial in the Hausdorff distance.

Corollary 3.3. For any —1 < qo < 1 and any self-adjoint polynomial P, we have
lim dy (o[P(A?)],o[P(AD))]) =0
9—q0

where o[P(AD)] is the spectrum of P(A) and dg(-,-) is the Hausdorff distance.
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Proof. Let € > 0 be given. Since o[P(A(%))] is compact, we can take {1}, C
o[P(Al)] such that o[P(A)] c U, N¢ (wx) where N¢ () is the §-neighborhood
of . For each k = 1,...,m, we take a continuous function f; on R such that
0< fr <1land fr(zr) =1 and fk|N%(mk)c = 0. Since || fr(P(A)))|| =1 for all k,
we also have || fr,(P(A@))|| > 0 if |¢ — qo| is sufficiently small by Stone-Weierstrass
theorem and strong convergence (actually, convergence in non-commutative distri-

bution is enough for this claim). This implies N¢ (z) N o[P(A@)] # § for each k
and we have

o[P(A))] O N (zx) C o[P(AD)] + (=€, ).

k=1

£
2

On the other hand, we take a continuous function g on R such that 0 < g <1
and g = 0 on o[P(A))] and g = 1 on the complement of g[P(A(®))] + (—¢,¢).
Since g(P(A(®))) = 0, we similarly have ||g(P(A@))| < 1 if |¢ — qo| is sufficiently
small, which implies

o[P(AD)] C o[P(A1))] + (=€)

Therefore, we obtain dg (c[P(A@)], o[P(A®))]) < € if |g — qo| is sufficiently small.
]

This kind of argument actually holds for any tuples of operators in C*-algebras
with faithful states which satisfy “uniform RD property” and convergence in non-
commutative x-distribution.

Proposition 3.4. Let (A, ¢n)nen and (Aso, doo) be couples of a C*-algebra A,,, Ax
and a faithful state ¢p, doo. Let XM = (Xl(n), . ,X;n)) be a d-tuple of operators

(not necessarily self-adjoint) in A, for each n € NU{oo}. Assume (X™),enu(oo)

satisfy the following two properties

o ‘“uniform RD property”; there exists constants C, D > 0 such that for any
n € N and non-commutative x-polynomial P,

IP(X™)]| < C(degP +1)P | P(X™]|2.
where degP is the degree of P.

e convergence in non-commutative x-distribution; for any non-commutative
x-polynomial P,

lim ¢, [P(X™)] = o [P(X ).
n—oo
Then, X ™ strongly converges to X (> ; for any x-polynomial P,
T [[P(XC)] = [P(X).
We also have for any self-adjoint *-polynomial P,
lim dg(o[P(X™)],o[P(X))]) =0.
n— o0

Proof. As well as the proof of the main theorem, we can estimate [|(P*P)*(X )|
by using “uniform RD property”. Since limy_, o [(2k - degP + 1)D]ﬁ =1, we
obtain strong convergence from convergence in non-commutative *-distribution.
By a similar argument in the proof of Corollary [3.3] we also obtain the convergence
of spectrums in the Hausdorff distance. O
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Remark 3.5. We conclude with a remark on the spectral radius r[P(X ()] for a
non-self-adjoint polynomial P. For the same reason that the infimum of continuous
functions is upper semi-continuous, we can say by strong convergence (note that
#(T) = infy |T*||* for a bounded operator T,

lim sup r[P(X ™) < r[P(X ).

n—oo

In particular, the spectral radius r[P(A(‘I))] is upper semi-continuous with respect
to q. We were not able to show the lower semi-continuity. For this problem, a
quantitative estimate for the difference between ||[P(A@)*|+ and ||P(A@))*|%
with different ¢,¢' € (—1,1) should be helpful. By the Haagerup-type inequal-

ity, it is enough to see the difference between ||P(A(‘1))k||2% and ||P(A(‘1,))k||2% for
sufficiently large k. We leave it for future work.
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