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Abstract

We study Wilson loop expectations in lattice Yang-Mills models with a compact Lie
group G. Using tools recently introduced in a companion paper [PPSY23|, we provide
alternate derivations, interpretations, and generalizations of several recent theorems
about Brownian motion limits (Dahlqvist), lattice string trajectories (Chatterjee and
Jafarov) and surface sums (Magee and Puder). We show further that one can express
Wilson loop expectations as sums over embedded planar maps in a manner that applies
to any matrix dimension N > 1, any inverse temperature 8 > 0, and any lattice
dimension d > 2.

When G = U(N), the embedded maps we consider are pairs (M, ¢) where M is
a planar (or higher genus) map and ¢ is a graph homomorphism from M to a lattice
such as Z?. The faces of M come in two partite classes: edge-faces (each mapped by
¢ onto a single edge) and plaquette-faces (each mapped by ¢ onto a single plaquette).
The weight of a lattice edge e is the Weingarten function applied to the partition whose
parts are given by half the boundary lengths of the faces in ¢~!(e). (The Weingarten
function becomes quite simple in the N — oo limit.) The overall weight of an embedded
map is proportional to NX (where x is the Euler characteristic) times the product of the
edge weights. We establish analogous results for SU(NNV), O(N), SO(N), and Sp(N/2),
where the embedded surfaces and weights take a different form. There are several
variants of these constructions. In this context, we present a list of relevant open
problems spanning several disciplines: random matrix theory, representation theory,
statistical physics, and the theory of random surfaces, including random planar maps
and Liouville quantum gravity.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Overview

On a heuristic level, Euclidean Yang-Mills theory is a “probability measure” defined by

| NN
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where w ranges over a space A of Lie-algebra-valued connection forms on some Riemannian
manifold, the Yang-Mills action Sy is the L?-norm of the curvature of w, g is a coupling
constant, and dw is a “Lebesgue measure” on A. Making precise sense of the heuristic
definition above is a famous open problem that we will not solve here [JW0G].

Instead, we will study lattice Yang-Mills theory (a.k.a. lattice gauge theory), an approx-
imation to the continuum theory introduced in 1974 by Wilson [Wil74] who also credits
Polyakov and Smit for similar ideas [Wil04]. An online search for scholarly work on “lattice
gauge theory” turns up tens of thousands of articles in physics and mathematics, and we
cannot cover all of the variants and applications here. Wilson’s memoir and Chatterjee’s
recent survey for probabilists are good places to start [Wil04, [Chal9b]. See also Yang’s
account of his early work with Mills in 1954 [WGOT].

Lattice Yang-Mills assigns a random N-by-N matrix from some compact Lie group G
— usually U(N), O(N), SU(N), SO(N), or Sp(IN/2) — to each directed edge of a graph A,
which is usually Z¢ or a finite induced subgraph of Z¢. We require this assignment to have
an edge-reversal symmetry: if @), is the matrix assigned to a directed edge e = (v, w), then
Q) = Q(_vfw). If p=(e1,e2,...,6e;) is a directed path, then we write Q) = Q¢,Qe, - - - Qe,-
A loop is a directed cycle ¢ defined modulo cyclical reordering (which amounts to repositioning



the starting point of the loop). We define a set P of directed loops in A that we call plaquettes.
Usually P is the set of directed unit squares in A (i.e., directed cycles with four distinct
vertices), but in principle P can be any collection of loops that is closed under reversal (i.e.
p € P implies that the orientation reversal of p is in P).

Let M be one of the aforementioned classical Lie groups. Define the normalized trace

by tr(M) := xTr(M) = %(Zj\le Mj,j) and write Re(z) for the real part of z. Note that if

M is the identity, then Re(tr(M)) = 1 and Re(tr(—M)) = —1. In some sense Re(tr(M)) €
[—1,1] is a measure of how close M is to the identity matrix. It is large (close to 1) if M
is near the identity. If ¢ is a loop then tr(Q;) is well-defined because the conjugacy class of
Qe, Qea ... Q., (and hence the trace) does not change if we cyclically reorder the e;. If ¢~
is the orientation reversal of ¢ then tr(Q,) = tr(Q,-1). This is because inverting a matrix
inverts its eigenvalues, and (for matrices in compact Lie groups) each eigenvalue z satisfies
2] = 2z = 1 so that 1/z = z. This also implies that for the matrices M in our compact Lie
groups, we can write 1 (tr(M) + tr(M ")) = Re(tr(M)).
The lattice Yang-Mills measure is the probability measure

Z7 ] Jexp(NBTx(@Q,)) ] dQ. (1.1)
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where 8 > 0 is an inverse temperature, Z is a normalizing constant, each d(). is Haar
measure on the compact Lie group G, and (to avoid counting an undirected edge twice)
EY is the set of oriented edges of A for which the endpoint is lexicographically after the
starting point. This is a positive measure because P is closed under direction-reversal —
this direction-reversal property implies that we can define a set P* of “positively oriented
plaquettes” containing exactly one element of {¢, =1} for each £ € P, and then rewrite ((1.1)
as

Z7 | | exp(2NBRe(Tr(Q,))) [ | d@.. (1.2)
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Remark 1.1. We note here that the above action differs from some previous work |[Chal9al
CJ16, [SSZ22] by a factor of 2: where we have 23 the previous works have just 5. This
slightly simplifies many of our formulas later on, where 8 appears instead of §

Informally, the Yang-Mills measure on (Q.) configurations corresponds to i.i.d. Haar
measure (one instance of Haar measure for each positively directed edge of A) modified by a
weighting that favors configurations for which @), is close to the identity whenever p e P. A
Wilson loop observable is a quantity of the form

We(Q) = [ [ tr(Qo),

lel

where £ is some finite collection of loops in A. A Wilson loop expectation is a quantity of
the form

E[W.(Q)].

Remark 1.2. In contrast to some previous works [Chal9al [CJ16, [SSZ22], our Wilson loops are
defined with the normalized trace rather than the trace. Thus, our Wilson loop expectations



are N~I¥l (here |£| denotes the number of loops in £) times the Wilson loop expectations
that appear in the works mentioned above. This is a cosmetic distinction; the scaling we use
is natural when taking large N limits.

The fundamental goal of lattice Yang-Mills theory is to understand these quantities. That
is, one seeks to compute

1@ 2 [Tew(vome(@,) 1 de. (13
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which we can Taylor expand and write as

2 [T]w@ (2 %% riq,) 7 de. (1.4)
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Given K : P — Z,, write K! = HK(p)! and g = H,@K(”). Using this notation, write

) as
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This leads to a classical problem in random matrix theory, which is somehow at the heart of
this subject. How can we best compute and understand the individual summands in (1.5)),
which can be described in words as “expected products of traces of products of matrices—
each of which comes from a set of i.i.d. Haar-distributed matrices and their inverses”? This
question is expressed more carefully in Section [1.2]

Variants of this question have a long history, beginning with the foundational work of
't Hooft and Brézin et al and Itzykson, Parisi, Zuber from the 1970’s [tH93, BIPZ78] and
expanding greatly over subsequent decades, encompassing various types of random matrices,
including Gaussian ensembles (such as GUE or GOE) as well as Haar measure on compact Lie
groups [EynlTal IZ80, Meh81l [GPWI1l, [DFGZJ95, [Zvo97, BIZS0, [Oko00, BDFG02, [ZJZ03),
GMS05, [GMS05, [MS06, I[CMSS07, [EO0S, [CGMS09, [Eyniib, [GNT5, E*16]. These papers
make connections to the random planar map theory developed by Tutte (and many others)
[Tut68] and the continuum random surface theory developed by Polyakov (and many others)
[Pol81]. The third author’s recent random surface survey contains many additional references
on both sides [She22].

Despite these decades of work, fundamental advances continue to be made. For example,
the precise question above was recently addressed in the groundbreaking work of Magee and
Puder [MP19, MP22], as explained further in Section below. The analog of A in their
setting is a “blossom graph” which contains a single vertex and an edge set E, that consists
of finitely many (distinct and labeled) self-loops. This is somehow the most general setting,
because in this scenario any element of the free group generated by (Q.) can be written as @
for a loop ¢ in A. Their analysis treats this as a fundamental random matrix question (not
necessarily motivated by Yang-Mills) and builds on the classical work of Collins and Sniady
on the so-called Weingarten calculus which in turn builds on earlier work by Weingarten
himself [Wei78| CS06, CMN22]. See also the representation-theoretic ideas due to Dahlqvist
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and others [CDKIS, [Dahl16]. Further analysis on this theme appears in recent work by
Buc-d’Alché which in particular describes the N — oo asymptotic behavior of Wilson loop
expectations in terms of so-called unitary maps [Bd23| while also considering generalizations
to mixtures of deterministic and unitary matrices.

A series of groundbreaking papers by Chatterjee and/or Jafarov has provided a different
approach to identities involving including the Makeenko-Migdal/Master Loop/Schwinger-
Dyson equations. This approach enables them to describe the N — oo behavior of in
terms of so-called lattice string trajectories [CJ16, [Chal9bl, [Jaf16l [Chal9al, see also another
recent derivation by [SSZ22] and several generalizations due to Diez and Miaskiwskyi [DM22].
These works build on a vast literature in this area, including early works of Makeenko and
Migdal [MMT9] (see also the recent physics paper [KZ23|] which combines these equations
with the bootstrap method in order to numerically compute Wilson loop expectations). Al-
though they work in the setting where A is an induced subgraph of Z¢, one may also recall
a standard “gauge fixing” argument that allows one to reduce to the case that Q). is fixed
to be the identity for all e within some spanning tree of A. This is equivalent to identifying
that entire tree with a single vertex, which reduces A to a blossom graph that (in the case
f = 0) agrees exactly with the setting discussed by Magee and Puder.

We will provide an alternate derivation of some of the blossom graph results of Magee and
Puder [MP19, [MP22] as well as the master field and string trajectory results of Chatterjee
and Jafarov [CJ16l [Chal9bl [Jaf16, [Chal9a]. Our statements along these lines will be in
several ways more general than those in previous works.

1. General N: We allow for any matrix dimension N > 1 (the results in [MP19, [MP22]
are stated for NV sufficiently large; one has to use a slightly different definition of the
Weingarten function for smaller N).

2. General graphs: We consider general A and P in our derivation of the Makeenko-
Migdal/Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson relations (in [CJ16, [Chal9bl [Jaf16, [(Chal9a] the
plaquettes P are taken to be squares, though this is not fundamental to the argument).

3. More general recurrence formula: We also derive a more general form of the above-
mentioned relations. To roughly explain the distinction, recall that the Makeenko-
Migdal /Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson relation in [CJ16, Theorem 3.6] expresses the
Wilson loop expectation of a string s in terms of strings s’ obtained by applying local
moves to s. A stronger result [CJ16, Theorem 8.1] uses only the s’ obtained from local
moves involving a single fized edge e € A. Our slightly stronger result uses only the
s" obtained from local moves involving a single fized edge of s. The distinction is that
there may be many edges in s that correspond to the same e € A. We refer to this as
the single-location Makeenko-Migdal /Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson equation.

4. General matrix families: We also include analogs of our result for the most fun-
damental Lie group families (namely U(N), O(N), SU(N), SO(N), Sp(NN/2)) while
some of the earlier papers focused on one or two such groups. While [CJ16, [Chal9b)
Jaf16l, [Chal9al first frame their results in terms of SO(/N) and SU(NN) we will frame our
results and discussion in terms of U(NV), which from our point of view is the simplest
case. We then extend the theory to O(N), SU(N), SO(N), and Sp(N/2) in Section [6]



This is the longest and most technically challenging part of the paper, as each group
family comes with its own interesting set of challenges.

Another straightforward generalization of our result would be to include some deterministic
matrices in the words; this type of generalization is considered e.g. in [Bd23]. We expect
that this should be possible in our setting as well, but we will not discuss this here.

In all of settings described above, we will explain how to express Wilson loop expectations
in terms of random lattice-embedded planar maps, which give rise to convergent sums for
any A, any N > 1, and any . These are closely related to both the topological surface
sums in [MP19, [MP22] and the string trajectories in [CJ16, [Chal9bl [JafT6l [Chal9a], but our
derivation and planar map interpretation will be rather different. The main point we want
to stress in this paper is that there are powerful ways to express Wilson loop expectations as
sums over embedded planar maps. Some settings are more challenging than others (certain
symmetries that apply in one setting may not apply in all settings) but we will nonetheless
develop a framework that is very general, and that we hope will lead to progress on some of
the open problems listed in Section [7]

Remark 1.3. One of the long-term goals of this theory is to construct and understand a
continuum scaling limit of quantities like as § — oo and the lattice mesh size simul-
taneously goes to zero at an appropriate rate. Thus, ideally one desires an understanding
of the terms of that is sufficiently robust that it allows one to make predictions about
these limits.

Remark 1.4. When f is large, the function x — exp(26z), defined for x € [—1, 1], is largest
for x near 1 and much smaller in the rest of [—1,1]. In principle, one could replace the exp
in by a different function with this property: say = — %(xb + 2%*1) for some large b. If
we took this approach, then the analog of would have only finitely many summands,
but we would still expect it to have a similar scaling limit behavior as b — oo and the lattice
mesh size simultaneously goes to zero. Somehow b is playing the role of 5 here: instead of
taking the number of plaquettes of a given type to be a priori Poisson with parameter g we
can take the number to be either b or b + 1 (each with probability 1/2). Alternatively, one
can replace (|1.1]) with

Z—1[<|7D|—1 D tr(Qp)>b + (|7:|—1 > tr(Qp)>bH] ] d@. (1.6)
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which somehow fixes the total number of plaquettes to be b or b + 1. This approach might
also have a similar scaling limit if b — oo at the right rate. If one is working toward the goal
of “constructing a candidate continuum theory” one is allowed to use whatever approach
turns out to be most computationally tractable.

Acknowledgements. We thank Bjoern Bringmann, Sourav Chatterjee, Hao Shen and Tom
Spencer for helpful conversations. We thank the Institute for Advanced Study for hosting
us while this work was completed. The first author was supported by the Minerva Research
Foundation at IAS, as well as by NSF Award: DMS 2303165. The third author is supported
by NSF Award: DMS 2153742.



1.2 Random matrices

At the heart of our analysis are two classical questions about the traces of random matrices.
The first is the one we discussed in Section [L.I] and the second is a close variant.

1. Suppose My, My, ... M, are i.i.d. samples from Haar measure on U(N) (or a similar
Lie group) and that Wy, ..., W,, are words in the M; and Mi_l. Can we compute the

expectation
k
i=1

in a “nice” way? For example, can we express IE[tr(MlMQMfle’)tr(MfMnglMgl)]
as a simple function of N?

2. How does the answer to the previous question change if instead of sampling from Haar
measure, we obtain each M; by running a Brownian motion on the Lie group for ¢;
units of time, starting with the identity?

The second question can be understood as an “external field” version of the first question.
This is because when the t; are small, the M; are more likely to be close to the identity,
and this “bias toward the identity” is similar in spirit to the “bias toward positive spin”
imposed in e.g. an Ising model with an external field. The second question also arises
naturally in two-dimensional Yang-Mills theory and has been heavily studied in that context
[GKS89, Dri89, Fin91l Wit91l Mig96, [Sen97, [Lév03, Lév10, Lévi7, DHKIT, [She21l [Chel9),
Dri19, [CCHS22al [DN20), [DL22].

In two dimensions, the fine-mesh scaling limit of Yang-Mills theory is well understood,
but if one attempts to compute the Wilson loop expectation for a complicated collection
of loops (perhaps with many intersections and self-intersections) one obtains precisely an
instance of the second problem above—indeed, the problems are equivalent since one can
obtain any instance of the second problem for some two-dimensional loop.

In a recent companion paper [PPSY23] (including some of the authors of this paper), it
was shown that the answer to the second question can be expressed as an expectation w.r.t.
a certain Poisson point process. In this paper, we will explain how the answer to the first
question can be derived directly from the analysis in [PPSY23| by taking ¢; — co. This is our
first main result, which we state informally as follows. For a precise version, see Theorem
2.5

Theorem 1.5 (Recovery of Weingarten calculus via Brownian motion). The expectations of
traces of words of Unitary Brownian motion converge as the time parameter goes to infinity
to an explicit limit given in terms of the Weingarten function. Similar results hold for the
other classical Lie groups.

Remark 1.6. We note that Theorem 2.5 has previously appeared in [Dahl17], albeit stated in
slightly different (but equivalent) terms — see Sections 4 and 5 of the paper. Dahlqvist’s proof
relies heavily on representation theory. On the other hand, we believe that our proof may be
easier to read for those who have a probability background but perhaps are not as familiar



with representation theory. Additionally, our proof technique differs from Dahlqvist’s in
an essential way, which allows us to obtain the more general version of the Makeenko-
Migdal/Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson equation for lattice Yang-Mills that we previously
alluded to (Theorem [I.12)). See Remark for more discussion on the differences between

the two arguments.

Our approach to this result is in some sense very straightforward. The analysis in [PPSY23]
notes that when all of the ¢; are less than infinity, the noise generating the Lie group Brow-
nian motion is a Gaussian white noise on a Lie algebra; because all randomness is Gaussian,
all of the relevant quantities can be easily deduced from Wick’s formula and planar maps (see
the overview of these techniques [Zvo97]) which leads to a Poisson point process formulation
of the theory. The analysis in this paper begins with the Poisson point process formulation
obtained in [PPSY23] and shows that geometric cancellations simplify in the ¢; — oo limit, so
that the Weingarten function (as originally introduced in [Wei78|) appears naturally without
any difficult computation. This approach also provides other insights — for instance, certain
single-edge analogs of the string-exploration steps in [CJ16] can be interpreted in terms of
the so-called Jucys-Murphy elements [Juc74, Mur81l [ZJ09, Nov10, [App11], MN13].

1.3 Continuum Yang-Mills

The famous continuum Yang-Mills problem [JW06] is (roughly speaking) to construct and
understand the basic properties of a continuum analog of the lattice mode described above,
which should somehow make rigorous sense of the measure in [I.I This problem remains
open for d > 3 and its solution for d = 4 would in some sense also yield a solution to the
quantum Minkowski version of Yang-Mills that forms the basis of the standard model in
physics, see the Millennium Prize description |[JW06].

This paper is focused on understanding a lattice version of Yang-Mills theory in terms of
sums over surfaces, with the aim of gaining insight into a possible continuum theory. It is not
clear what kind of fine-mesh scaling limit one should expect the lattice models to have, but
our hope is that the lattice analysis presented here will provide some clues, and we present
several open problems along these lines in Section [7]

We remark that a number of purely continuum approaches to this problem are also being
actively pursued. For example, there is an SPDE-based approach which aims to construct a
dynamical version of continuum Yang-Mills (on a torus, say) and show that it converges to a
stationary law in the large time limit. One can take as the initial value a “Lie-algebra-valued
Gaussian free field connection” that one expects to approximate the correct continuum theory
at small scales and try to argue that the behavior at large scales converges to a limit over
time. See e.g. [CCHS22al [CCHS22b, [Che22] [CC21, [CC23, BC23|. There has been some
significant recent progress in this area, especially in two and three dimensions.

Alternatively, one can also work directly in the continuum without attempting to un-
derstand a dynamical process. One might regularize the continuum model in some other
way—perhaps starting with a continuum Gaussian. Some form of this was implemented by
Magnen, Rivasseau, and Sénéor [MRS93]. Some approaches along these lines might also be
amenable to the type of random surface analysis discussed in this paper; see Section [7]



1.4 Lattice models and planar maps

Consider a pair (M, ¢) where M is a planar (or higher genus) map and ¢ : M — A is a graph
homomorphismﬂ We call this pair a semi-folded map or edge-plaquette embedding if
the following hold:

1. The dual graph of M is bipartite. The faces of M in one partite class are designated as
“edge-faces” (shown blue in figures) and those in the other class are called “plaquette-
faces” (shown yellow in figures).

2. ¢ maps each plaquette-face of M isometrically onto a plaquette in P.

3. ¢ maps each edge-face of M onto a single edge of A.
See Figures [I}4] for examples and intuition.

<> — -
O-=-®-
J-=-6-

Figure 1: In an edge-plaquette embedding, we can imagine that each blue face is “twisted
and collapsed” onto a single edge, see Figure 2| In the sequence above, we first twist, then
collapse matching vertices, then collapse edges.

In order to construct a model of random edge-plaquette-embedding that is useful in Yang-
Mills theory. We will need to assign a “weight” to every face of A (depending on the number
of plaquettes there) and every edge (depending on the number and type of blue faces there).
This weight is closely related to the so-called Weingarten function, which we discuss next.

1.4.1 Weingarten function

Note that a complex-valued function on S, can be identified as an element in the group
algebra C[S,], that is 0 — f(o) is identified as Y s f(o)o. Let Q[N] = C[N] be the
field of rational functions with rational coefficients in the variable N. When N > n the
Weingarten function Wg,[Jcan be defined as the inverse in the group ring of Q(N)[S,] of

n other words, if two vertices v,w € V(M) are adjacent in the graph M, then ¢(v), ¢(w) are adjacent
in the graph ¢(M) < A.
2We omit the dependence on n for brevity.



Figure 2: Edge-plaquette embedding example: Each of the 16 blue faces on the upper
left gets mapped to a single vertical edge in the upper right, while each yellow face on the
upper left gets mapped to a vertical yellow face on the upper right—the edge colored red
is the one mapped to the top. On the lower left, additional yellow faces are added; their
images on the right alternate between upper and layers in checkerboard fashion. Going from
left to right requires “folding up” the blue squares and collapsing the blue 2-gons.

Figure 3: Edge-plaquette embedding example: If the blue face is an octagon, then
there will be 8 yellow plaquettes meeting at the corresponding edge. In this example shown,
the pre-image of each yellow face on the right may consist of two yellow faces on the left. In
other words, there are two “copies” of each of the four plaquettes shown on the right.

the function o — N#eveles(@) (There is a slightly different definition for N < n, see Section[2})
Note that Wgy (o) depends only on the conjugacy class of o—i.e. on the cycle structure of
o. We can order cycles from biggest to smallest, represent this by a Young diagram, and
interpret Wgy as a function on Young diagrams. It is not the simplest function, and one
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Figure 4: Edge-embedding example showing orientations: (1) Three oriented plaque-
tte images in ¢(M). (2) The blue faces connecting them have different types. (3) “Untwist”
by flipping the lower-left plaquette across its red-red diagonal so that the three red and
three blue faces are orientably embedded in the plane. (4) Add some new faces (three yellow
squares and five blue 2-gons) to fill in the hole. Interpret the resulting colored map as a
portion of M orientably embedded in the plane. (5) Map this portion back into the lattice.
Not all six yellow plaquettes are visible on the right because some overlap each other.

explicit formula (see the overview and additional references in [MP19]) is as follows:

Wey(o) = o 3 [alidnoate) TV +5-)7"] (17)

7 An (i,5)ex

where id is the identity permutation, A - n denotes that X is a partition of n, y,(o) is the
character (trace of ¢ in the irreducible representation indexed by A). Alternatively, when
N > n the Weingarten function is the group ring inverse of f(o) = 0 — N#¥(9) and can
hence be formally expanded as

+(I=f+T—-f)>+.... (1.8)

The latter observation plays a key role in the derivation of [MP19, Theorem 2.9].

As will be explained in Section 3 we interpret ¢ as a collection of blue faces (one blue
face of length 2k for each cycle of o of length k). Then Wgy, (o) is essentially the weight
associated to given collection of blue faces at an edge. Actually, as we detail in Section [3]
the edge weights are given by the normalized Weingarten function, which we define as

W_gN( ) =N 2n—sfoycles(o WgN( )

This is the normalization which leads to a nontrivial N — co limit (see Remark [3.2)).

11



_ Given an edge-plaquette embedding (M, ) and an edge e of our lattice A, we will write
We(e) as shorthand for We  (11e(M, 1)), where u.(M, 1)) is the partition given by half the
degrees of the blue faces mapped to e.

1.5 Main results

We already informally stated the first of our main results — recall Theorem [I.5] In this
subsection, we proceed to state the remaining main results of this paper.

First, when computing Wilson loop expectations, we imagine the simplest setting in
which we fix the number of yellow faces of each type (i.e. assign weight 1 to that number and
0 to all others). This corresponds to focusing on a single summand in , or equivalently
to taking g = 0 in . In this case we have the following:

Theorem 1.7 (Surface-sum representation for word expectations). When the gauge group
is U(N), the expected trace product is proportional to ¥, (], Wey(e)) - NX=%* where the
sum s over spanning edge-plaquette embeddings with given plaquette numbers, x is the Euler
characteristic and k = |L] is the number of loops.

Remark 1.8. We regard Theorem[I.7)and the upcoming Corollary[1.10]as the main conceptual
contribution of this paper. These results introduce the new concept of an edge-plaquette
embedding, and give a fundamentally new description of Wilson loop expectations in terms
of random planar mapsﬂ thereby connecting two very different areas of research. Ultimately,
we hope to prove new results about lattice gauge theories via analysis of these random planar

maps, in particular building on the many advances in their understanding — see Section
for some open problems. See also Remark [1.11}]

Remark 1.9. The results of Magee and Puder [MP19, MP22] could also be applied here to
give a surface sum representation of the terms in . However, the relation to random
planar maps is not as clear in their formulation. As mentioned in Remark [I.8] this is the
main point of our result. For more comparison with Magee and Puder, see Section [1.5.1

For a precise statement of this theorem, see Theorem [3.8] Even in the U(N) case there
are several variants to this result. The various “string trajectory moves” in [CJ16] can be
interpreted in terms of the exploration of a surface built out of blue 2-gons and 4-gons and
yellow squares. One can also interpret the individual Jucys-Murphy elements in these terms.

By applying Theoremto every term in the series appearing in equation , we obtain
that Wilson loop expectations may be expressed as a weighted sum over edge-plaquette
embeddings. We state this informally as the following corollary.

Corollary 1.10 (Surface-sum representation of Wilson loop expectations). When the gauge
group is U(N), the Wilson loop expectation E[W,(Q)] is proportional to ), ﬂ:ja (TT. Wen(e))-
NX=2k where the sum is over spanning edge-plaquette embeddings with arbitrary plaquette
numbers, area is the total number of plaquettes in the edge-plaquette embedding, K! is a
combinatorial factor depending only on the plaquette counts, y is the Euler characteristic,

and k = |L£] is the number of loops.

3This is rather loose terminology, as our surface sums are signed, and in general higher genus surfaces
may appear.

12



For a precise statement of this corollary, see Corollary [3.11}

Remark 1.11. Recently, Taggi and coauthors [LT20, [LT21), [(QT23] have succeeded in proving
various results about spin O(n) and related models by analyzing a certain related random
path (or random loop) model. Starting from the spin O(n) model, they arrive at their
random path model in exactly an analogous manner as how we arrive at Corollary [1.10]
Namely, starting from the action for the spin O(n) model, which at a single edge is of the
form exp(fo, - 0,), where 0,,0, € S, they expand exp(B(o, - 0y)) = D i—?(ax - o,k for
each edge (x,y), and then compute the resulting S™-integrals. The S™-integrals may be
easily computed, with the resulting expressions only involving very explicit quantities such
as factorials and Gamma functions (see [LT21) equation (2.12)]). This is one simplification
compared to our setting, where the U(N)-integrals lead to the appearance of the Weingarten
function, which is much more complicated to understand. Another key difference is that while
the S"-integrals are always positive, the U(NN)-integrals may be both positive and negative.
Thus the random path model of Taggi et al. may be interpreted as a genuine probability
measure, while our surface sums may only be interpreted as signed measures.

Next, we give an informal statement of the Makeenko-Migdal/Master loop/Schwinger-
Dyson equations satisfied by Wilson loop expectations. The corresponding precise statement
is Theorem [5.6

Theorem 1.12 (Single-location Makeenko-Migdal /Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson equation).
Wilson loop expectations satisfy the following recursion:

E[WE(Q)] = splitting + merger + deformation

Here, splitting, merger, and deformation correspond to certain types of operations we
may apply to a given collection of loops L to obtain a new collection of loops. They will be
precisely defined in Section [5]

Remark 1.13. As previously mentioned, versions of this recursion for various Lie groups have
previously appeared [CJ16, [Chal9bl [Jaf16] [Chal9al [SSZ22]. We note that the precise form
of our recursion is slightly different from (and more general than) the existing literature — see
Remarks [5.4) and [5.7] Ultimately, the reason for this difference is due to our proof method.
Whereas previous approaches are based on integration-by-partg’], our approach is essentially
equivalent to applying a certain recursion that is satisfied by the Weingarten function (see
e.g. [CM17, Proposition 2.2]), although we don’t phrase our argument in this way — we prefer
to proceed more probabilistically via our aforementioned Poisson point process formulation.

1.5.1 Discussion of Magee and Puder

The vocabulary in [MP21, MP19] is somewhat different from ours, but the results can be
expressed in similar terms. We won’t give a detailed account of those results, but let us

4The argument in [SSZ22] essentially reduces to integration by parts, as explained in [AN23, Appendix
A.2]. To sketch the argument, the proof uses the fact that if the lattice Langevin dynamics is started at
stationarity, then the expectation of any observable must be constant in time. Then, applying Itd’s formula
to Wilson loop observables, one obtains an identity saying that the drift term must have expectation zero.
This identity is precisely integration by parts.
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briefly outline a couple of key ideas to assist readers trying to compare their approach to
ours. The approach in [MP21, MP19] makes heavy use of commutator words. Suppose a
loop ¢ in L corresponds to a commutator word ABA™'B~! (where A and B could in principle
describe paths of length longer than one). Imagine then that we have a surface S with a
single boundary loop, whose boundary is mapped to £. We can turn this surface into a
closed surface in two ways. First, we can identify the boundary of an ordinary disk (with
circular boundary) with the boundary of S, thereby gluing a circular disk onto S. Second
we can glue the boundary of S to itself by first gluing the pre-images of the A and A~!
segments to each other and then gluing the pre-images of the B and B~! segments to each
other—which somehow turns the disk bounded by ¢ into a torus. It is not hard to see that
the second approach produces a surface whose genus is 1 higher than the surface produced
by the first approach: it effectively “adds a handle” to the surface. If we write a long loop ¢
as a product of n commutator words, then those words provide us a recipe for turning a disk
bounded by ¢ into an n-holed torus (by performing gluings of the type mentioned above for
each commutator).

Theorem is closely related to [MP19, Theorem 2.8]. We remark that one could also
interpret [MP19, Theorem 2.9] in terms of embedded maps (somehow involving multiple
layers of blue faces). We note that [MP19, Theorem 2.9] is in some ways simpler than
IMP19l Theorem 2.8] (it does not involve the Weingarten function) and in other ways more
complicated (it involves another quantity called the L? Euler characteristic, which is in
general not so trivial). We note that [MP19, Theorem 2.9] is derived from [MP19, Theorem
2.8]. We will not give an alternate derivation of this step, aside from remarking that the

expansion in (1.8)) plays a role.

1.6 Summary of paper and reading guide

We close this section off with a summary of the rest of the paper. In Section [2, we introduce
the notation and background material that will be needed in the rest of the paper. In
Section [3, we derive our surface-sum representation of Wilson loop expectations. In Section
[, we show how to recover the Weingarten calculus by taking limits of Unitary Brownian
motion, using a certain strand-by-strand exploration that we introduce in the section. In
Section 5] we apply our strand-by-strand exploration to obtain the single-location Makeenko-
Migdal/Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson equation for Wilson loop expectations. Finally, in
Section [6] we adapt our results to the cases of G = O(N), Sp(N/2), SU(N), SO(N).

To the reader who wants to understand our surface-sum representation of Wilson loop
expectations as quickly as possible, we recommend the following expedited reading strat-
egy. First, read enough of Section 2] to understand the statement of Corollary 2.7, Then,
proceed directly to Section [3| to see how this corollary is applied to obtain the surface-sum
representation. This is roughly ten pages of material.

2 Notation and background

In this section, we introduce some basic notation and background that will be needed
throughout this paper.
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e For n € N, we denote the set [1,n] nZ = {1,...,n} by [n].
e For a,beZ, a <b, we denote (a: b] :={a+1,...,b}. So[n] =(0:n].

e For a set A, we let (’;‘) denote the unordered set of ordered pairs of elements of A.

2.1 Poisson point process on strand diagrams

In this section, we review a result in the companion paper [PPSY23] that is necessary for this
paper. In particular, we express the expected trace of unitary Brownian motions in terms of
a certain Poisson point process, which we encode in a strand diagram (Definition .

Let T' = (I'y,Ts,...,T'%) be an (ordered) collection of words I'; on letters {Ay, -+, A\p}
where " )

i = Ay Aaan)
for some ¢; : [M;] — [L] and ¢; : [M;] — {—1,1}. By letting M = M; + --- + M and
concatenating ¢;’s and ¢;’s, we may define ¢ : [M] — [L] and € : [M] — {—1,1}. Our goal is
to compute
E[Tx(B(T))].

where

Tr(B(T)) := Tr(B(Ty)) - Te(B(Tx)), and B(T;) = B7 Y (Ao w) - B ™ O an),

and where {B7(A¢)}ee[r is a collection of independent Brownian motions on U(XN) started
at the identity and run for time 7" > 0. We also define

4 (757) = tmmty s < m s em) = o),

and
Dr= || [0,7],
(m,m*)eC
equipped with some parametrizing bijection n : C x [0, 1] — DTE] Given a point x € Dy, let
[(z) € C be the index of the interval which contains . We now consider the Poisson point
process Y on Dr with intensity given by the Lebesgue measure. Equivalently, ¥ has the
same law with >, N Dy where X, is the Poisson point process on

Dy= || [0.0)

(m,m*)eC

with intensity given by the Lebesgue measure. In other words, ¥, is a disjoint union of i.i.d.
rate 1 Poisson processes on [0, 00).

As we previously alluded to, expectations of Unitary Brownian motion may be represented
by a certain diagram which is obtained from a Poisson process on Dr. To begin to make
this statement precise, in the following definition, we describe how to associate a diagram to
a given collection of points of Dr.

®The bijection 7 is only to record the location of points. In [PPSY23], the interval [0, Ty(m)] is identified
as the interior of each loop (so that n is a space-filling curve) for more geometric interpretation, but the
Lebesgue measures are identical in the end.
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Definition 2.1 (Strand diagram). Let I = )\i((ig e ngﬁi be a word on {A1, -, Ap} and 2
be a collection of points in Dr. Then n~!(X) be a collection of points ((m, m*),t) € C x [0, 1]
for (m,m*) € C and t € [0,1]. Let ny = |c;*(¢)| for each ¢ € [L]. The strand diagram
of (I',Y) is an array of right- or left-directed arrows, each of which is identified as the unit

interval [0, 1], placed as follows.
e There are L columns and each column is labelled by A, for £ € [L];

e The column labeled by A\, consists of a stack of n, unit-length arrows, each of which
corresponds to an element of ¢; *(¢);

e If an arrow corresponds to m = ¢; '(£) € [M], it is right-directed (resp. left-directed) if
g(m) =1 (resp. e(m) = —1);

e The end of arrow corresponding to m is connected to the origin of the arrow corre-
sponding to m + 1, modulo M;

e For each point ((m,m*),t) € n~(X), if e(m)e(m*) = 1, we insert a green crossing
(called the “same-direction swap”) on two arrows corresponding to m and m* at lo-
cation t € [0,1]. Otherwise, we put a blue double bar (called the “opposite-direction
swap”) on two arrows corresponding to m and m* at location ¢ € [0, 1].

In general, if I' = (I'y,...T";) is a collection of words I'; on {\1,--- ,Ar}, we define the
strand diagram of (I', X)) as a collection of strand diagrams of (I'y, %), -+, (I'x, Xx) where
Y = |_|f:1 >; with the same labelled columns. See Figure |5/ for an example.

np =4

At

Figure 5: Left: The strand diagram for ((I';,Ts),¥) with Ty = A Aado A A5, To = A Ay,
and n71(2) = {((1,6),1/4),((2,3),1/2),((4,8),3/4)}. For example, the first and sixth al-
phabet in the word I" are A;’s, so we put a green crossing at the 1/4 location of two unit
intervals representing those. Similarly, we put a blue double bar at the 3/4 location of two
unit intervals representing A\;' and ). Right: The CW-complex constructed from the left
strand diagram. By following each 1-cells and closing each cycle by adding a new 2-cell,
we obtain a closed surface whose Euler characteristic defines the Euler characteristic of the
strand diagram. The orange dashed line is an example of a 2-cell we add. Including this
face, we need 3 faces in total to obtain a closed surface with the minimum genus. Therefore,
the Fuler characteristic of this surface is equal to V — E+ F = 14 — 174+ 5 = 2, and the
resulting surface is a sphere.
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Figure 6: Left: The same strand diagram as Figure |5 but with ends of arrows labelled. By
following all swaps, each row of the strand diagram defines a matching on [2n,] for £ = 1,2, 3.
Right: The corresponding CW complex picture with labels. It is straightforward that the
number of components in the left picture is exactly the number of faces in this picture.

We define a CW-complex from a strand diagram as in Figure [f] Each word T'; can be
represented by a regular polygon with unit-length arrows (preserving the orientation), and
each same-direction swap or opposite-direction swap corresponds to a path connecting two
arrows at the specified location in the strand diagram. As a result, we have k 2-cells for each
polygon, M + 2|3 1-cells, and M + 2|X]| 0-cells, where M = ny +---+nyg. Then there exists
a closed surface with the minimum genus constructed by adding extra F' 2-cells, that is by
following every 1-cell and adding a 2-cell whenever they form a cycle. (Equivalently, it can
be viewed as a ribbon graph.) By Euler’s formula, the number F' of extra 2-cells determines
the minimum genus, that is x = (M +2|X|) — (M +3|X|) + (k+ F) = k+ F — |X|. We define
the Euler characteristic x of the strand diagram as the Euler characteristic of this surface
with the minimum genus.

We now give a precise statement of how Unitary Brownian motion expectations reduce
to certain diagrammatic sums. We quote the following result from [PPSY23].

Lemma 2.2 (Expected trace as Poisson sums [PPSY23]). Let T' be a collection of words
on {A,..., Az} and T > 0. Let 3 be the Poisson point process on Dy. Consider the strand
diagram S for (I',n~'(X)). Then

E[Tr(B(T))] = exp —% f T+ T E[s(E)(—l)'Z|N‘k+X(S)].

(m,m*)eC

Lemma may be interpreted as follows. First, observe that for each individual letter
A¢, the portion of the strand diagram corresponding to Ay may be thought of as a matching
on [2ny], see Figure[6] In order to compute the Euler characteristic x(S) of a given strand
diagram S, it suffices to give the partitions my,..., 7, of [2n4],...,[2nL], respectively. In
particular, the number of vertices V'(.S) is precisely the number of components of the diagram
given by combining the exterior connections (which we have been drawing as dashed red lines)
with the interior connections specified by = = (mq, ..., 7). Let #comp(T', 7) be the number
of components of the diagram arising from I', 7. Define also

wrtm) = en (5 () = ne) 7 EEDCUN PR = 2], @)

Le[L]
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which is interpreted as the partition function of all point configurations which results in the
collection of partitions 7. From these considerations, combined with Lemma [2.2] we have
the following.

Lemma 2.3. Let T" be a collection of words on {\1,...,Ar}. Let ¥ be the Poisson point
process on Dr. Consider the strand diagram S for (I',n~*(X)). Then

E[Tr(Br(T)] = ),  wp(m)N#eompm), (2.2)

m=(m1,...,7L)

Lemma [2.3| says that in order to compute the expectations of traces of words of Unitary
Brownian motion, we may perform a weighted sum over all partitions of the corresponding
strand diagram, where the weights are given by wr(7), and the statistic we are averaging over
is N raised to the number of components of the diagram made from the exterior connections
specified by the collection of words I' and the interior connections specified by the collection
of partitions 7. See also Figure [7| for a visualization.

We proceed to give a precise statement of Theorem [1.5] which is we are able to obtain
the T — oo limit of the right-hand side of . First, we make the following definition.

Definition 2.4 (Balanced collection of words). A collection of words I' = (I'y,..., ;) on
letters {\1, ..., Ar} is balanced if for each letter \;, the number of times that \; appears in
I' is equal to the number of times /\i—1 appears in I'.

Next, we describe a certain special set of partitions that plays a key role in the limiting
formula. Suppose that T' is balanced. Then n, is even for all £ € [L]. Given a pair of
bijections o, 7 : [ng/2] — (n¢/2 : ng], we may obtain a partition [o 7] of [2n,] as in Figure 8]

Clearly, the set of all partitions that arise this way is a strict subset of the set of all
partitions of [2n,]. Observe that o7~! : [n,/2] — [ng/2] is a bijection, and thus we may
view o771 € Sp,s2- It turns out that as T" — oo, these are the only partitions that have a
non-vanishing weight. This is inherent in the following theorem. Its proof is the subject of
Section [l

Theorem 2.5. LetT' = (I'y,...,Ty) be a balanced collection of words on {\1,...,A\p}. Then

lim E[Tr(Br(T))] = > <]_[ WgN(aml)) #comp(I'm)

T
m=([og T¢], Le[L]) ™ LeL

Here, the sum in the right hand side is over ™ wihch can be obtained from pairs of bijections
o0, 7ot [ne/2) — (neg/2 : nyl, L€ [L].

Recall we defined the Weingarten function Wgy when N is large in Section [1.4.1] (in
particular, see (1.7))). We will give the definition for general values of N in Section [2.2|— see
Definition 2.21]

Remark 2.6. In Theorem [2.5] it suffices to only look at balanced T, because if T' is not
balanced, then limy_,o, E[Tr(Br(T))] = 0, due to known properties of Haar integration.
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same-direction swaps

I -

opposite-direction swap

Figure 7: E[tr(ABc—lD—l)tr(A—lF—lEJCB—l)tr(A—lDIHG—lB—l)tr(BGH—ll—lE—lFA)]
is the expected trace product of the four loops above, where the symbols are i.i.d. random
elements of U(N). [PPSY23| explains one way to compute this quantity when each symbol
has the law of the time-7" value of a Brownian motion on U(N) started at the identity. First
one stacks the strands on of each other (lower left) so that the arrows corresponding to the
same symbol lie on top of each other. Then one chooses locations for “swaps” according to
a certain Poisson point process (lower right). The desired expectation is a constant times

E[(—l JIN)# same-dir swaps \r# components | - Ag ¢ — oo the expected number of swaps tends to

infinity. In this paper we derive the t — oo limit by starting with the formulation above and
applying simple geometric arguments and sign cancellations.

Since Unitary Brownian motion converges in distribution to the normalized Haar measure
in the large-time limit, the combination of Lemma [2.3] and Theorem [2.5 allows us to obtain
the Weingarten calculus as a corollary, which we state in the following form. Similar to
existing notation, we denote Tr(U(I")) := Tr(U(I'y))--- Tr(U(I'x)), where U(I';) is obtained
by substituting an independent Haar-distributed Unitary matrix for each letter.

Corollary 2.7. Let I' = (I'y,...,I'yy) be a balanced collection of words on {A,..., Az}
Then

ETwm) - Y (HWgwm1>)N#C°mp<“>.

m=([o¢ T¢],¢e[L]) ™ LeL
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2 2
3 3
4 4
5 5
6 6

Figure 8: Example when ny, = 6. Here oy maps 1 — 6, 2 — 4, 3 — 5, and 7, maps 1 — 4,
2—5,3—6.

Here, the sum in the right hand side is over m which can be obtained from pairs of bijections
T¢, Ty - [ng/Q] — (TL@/Z : ng], le [L]

This corollary has a similar interpretation as Lemma in terms of a weighted sum,
with the previous weights wyz () replaced by Weingarten weights W (o, ).

Remark 2.8. Having understood the statement of Corollary [2.7] the reader who wants to
understand the surface-sum representation of Wilson loop expectations as quickly as possible
may now skip ahead to Section[3] The remainder of the material in this section is only needed
starting from Section [4]

We finish off this subsection with an instructive example which illustrates how one may
compute #comp(T, ) for a given T, 7.

Ezample 2.9. Suppose our letters are {A, B}, and our words are Iy = I'y, = ABA™'B1.
Since each of A, B, A~!, B~! appears twice total in I';, 'y, we start with the diagram in the
left of Figure [0} Notice that we have labeled the vertices of each strand by a number, which
will come in handy later when we want to represent the number of connected components
of the resulting diagram after including the interior and exterior connections. The choice of
words affects the exterior connections of the strand diagram. For instance, in our current
example, we would include the exterior connections as illustrated in the right of Figure [0

Now ignoring for the moment the exterior connections, suppose we have pairs of match-
ings of the strand diagrams as indicated in the left Figure 10} Now the specific statistic we
need to compute is the number of connected components of the following diagram, which is
essentially obtained by including both the interior (blue) and exterior (red) connections —
see the right of Figure [10]

We now make use of the vertex labels. In general, the various connected components of
the diagram may be indexed by the cycles of a permutation. In this case, the permutation
is on 16 elements. The cycles are obtained by starting at a given vertex and alternately
following the dashed red lines and solid blue lines. For instance, in the above figure, we get
a single cycle: (1111075151432 1298 6 16 13 4), which implies that there is a single
connected component.
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3 - 716
2 10 -7
- - -~
4 ey e -5
3 » ~1 -
- - —
____ 6 P
4 12

Figure 9: Left: Letters A and B with four strands each. Right: the exterior connections on
the strand diagram specified by (I'1, ).

Figure 10: Left: blue interior connections.
connections.

B

Right: combining the interior and exterior

2.2 Representation theory and other preliminaries

The strand diagrams of Section [2.1| may naturally be viewed as elements of the so-called
Brauer algebra, which is a well-studied object in mathematics. We proceed to introduce the
Brauer algebra because this will form a convenient language when phrasing our proofs.

Definition 2.10 (Brauer algebra). For n > 1, let M(n) be the space of matchings of [2n],
i.e. partitions of [2n] into two-element sets. We will view matchings pictorially as in Figure

11l
1 / 10
2 e 9
3 8 - -
4 7
) 6
Figure 11: = = {{1, 3}, {2, 9}, {4, 10}, {5, 7}, {6, 8}} Figure 12: Element of Bj 3

We refer to pairs that involve both a left and right element as “left-right pairings”, and
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pairs that involve two left elements or two right elements as “same-side pairings”. In the
above picture, {1,3},{6,8} are same-side pairings, while {2,9}, {4, 10}, {5, 7} are left-right
pairings.

Let B,, be the vector space of C-valued functions on M(n). We will often view elements
f € B, as formal sums f = > f(m)m, where m ranges over M(n).

Fix ¢ € C. We may define a product of matchings 71, 75 € M(n) as in Figure .

oK

Figure 13: Example of multiplication in the Brauer algebra.

In words, we put 7, my together side-by-side, and then follow the lines to obtain a new
matching. Any closed loops incur a factor of (. Observe that this product induces a product
on B, which turns B,, into an algebra. Explicitly, if we represent f, g € B,, by formal linear

combinations f = ZmeM(n) flm)m, g = ZMGM(n) f(m2)ms, then the product fg is given by:

f9= Z f(m1)g(me)mims.

m1,m2EM(n)
We refer to B,, as the Brauer algebra.

Remark 2.11. Typically, elements of B, are drawn as top-bottom matchings, yet here we
have chosen to draw them as left-right matchings.

In what follows, we always take ( = N. This is the choice of ( which relates multiplication
in the Brauer algebra with expectations of Unitary Brownian motion: note that the factor
of N that we incur when we form a loop exactly matches the factor of N that we incur in
the strand diagram when we add another connected component.

We specify a norm on B,,, which will enable us to later talk about convergence in B,,.

Definition 2.12 (Norm on B,). For f € B, define ||f| to be the L' norm, i.e. |f| :=
ZTA’EM(H) ‘f(ﬂ—)’

Next, we define a certain sub-algebra of the Brauer algebra, called the walled Brauer
algebra. This arises naturally in computing expectations of Unitary Brownian motion, as
it turns out that the strand diagrams of Section are not only elements of the Brauer
algebra, but even more they are elements of the walled Brauer algebra.
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Definition 2.13 (Walled Brauer algebra). Let n,m > 1. Let M(n,m) < M(n + m) be
the subset of matchings of [2(n + m)] such that every same-side pairing is between a top n
element and bottom m element, while every left-right pairing is between two top n elements
or two bottom m elements. Pictorially, one imagines a dashed line separating the top n
elements from the bottom m elements, and the only pairings which can cross this dashed
line are same-side pairings. See Figure 12| for an example when n = m = 3.

The walled Brauer algebra B, ,, is the sub-algebra of B, ,, consisting of functions f €
B, m which are supported on the matchings M(n,m). One may check that given two
matchings 71, ma € M(n,m), their product 77y is proportional to a matching in M(n,m).
This implies that the product on B,,,, descends to a product on B, ,,.

Observe that S,, can be embedded in M(n) < B, as follows. Given o € S,,, we can view
it as an element of M(n) as in Figure [14]

1 10 ’ \/
2 . o
1

3 8
6 e N

s 7 o )

5 6 4

Figure 14: 0 = (1 25 4) Figure 15: (1 3)

We may also embed S,, into M(n,n) < B, as follows. by connecting the top n vertices
on the left and right as we did to embed S, into B,, and then connecting the bottom n
vertices on the left and right by straight lines.

Next, we define the following notation for certain special elements of the walled Brauer al-

gebra B,, ,,. These correspond to the same-direction and opposite-direction swaps introduced
in Section 2.1l

Definition 2.14. Given 1 <i < j<norn+1<i<j<n+m,define (i j) € B,,, to be
the pairing of [2(n + m)] which swaps the 7, j vertices with their corresponding versions on
the right, while keeping the other vertices fixed. This is best explained by the example in
Figure [I5 when n = m = 3.

Given 1 <i<mnandn+1<j <n+m,let {(ij)be the pairing which has a same-side
pairing between 7, j on the left, as well as their corresponding versions on the right, while
keeping the other vertices fixed. See Figure [16| for an example when n = m = 3.

Next, we define the following notation for another set of special elements of the walled
Brauer algebra B,,,,. These elements are matchings which have no left-right pairings.

Definition 2.15. Let 0,7 : [n] — (n : 2n] be bijections. Define [0 7] € B,,, to be the
element of the walled Brauer algebra which is given by o on the left and 7 on the right. See
the Figure [17] for an example when n = 3.
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! Figure 17: 0 = {1 — 5,2 > 6,3 >
Figure 16: (2 5) 44, 1={1—4,2— 53— 6}

Note the particular way we have chosen to label the vertices in Figure From now
on, this is how we will label vertices when working with the walled Brauer algebra B, .
Ultimately the labeling will not matter, but we have chosen to label in this way to better
relate to the Jucys-Murphy elements, which we next define.

Definition 2.16 (Jucys-Murphy elements). For n > 2, define the Jucys-Murphy element
Jo:=(1n)+ -+ (n—1n) e C[S,]. We also view J,, € C[S,,] for any n < m. Define
Jl = 0.

Remark 2.17. One may show that the Jucys-Murphy elements commute with each other.

In the following, we will also view Ji, ..., J, as elements of B, ,,, by using the previously
mentioned embedding of S,, < B,,,. We will also need to refer to Jucys-Murphy elements
which act on bottom elements rather than top elements. We define this next.

Definition 2.18. Let n,m > 1. Define Ji,...,J), € B, by
Jo=n+1ln+k)+-+n+k—1n+k), ke[m]

Definition 2.19 (Norm on group algebra). For f € C[S,,], we define | f| to be the L' norm,
e [f] = s, [F(m)]-

Note that our norm on C[S, ] and on B,, are compatible with our embeddings C[S,] < B,
and C[S,] € B, < Ban.

Remark 2.20. With this definition of the norm, we have that | fg| < ||f|-]g] for f,g € C[S,].
This implies that |e/| < e/l which further implies that if | f|| < 1, then

/ e WD dy e C[S,]
0
converges absolutely. Moreover, one has that

o
/ eudd+D gy, — (id + f)~ "

0
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Next, we discuss an alternate form of the Weingarten function Wg, which arises naturally
in the proof of Theorem [2.5] First, suppose N = n. The case of general N will be addressed
a bit later. Then Wgy € C[S5,] is the following inverse:

-1
WgN = < 2 N#cycles(a)o_) ‘

oES,

Jucys [Juc74] proved the following identity:

Z N#cycles(a)o_ _ (N + Jn) R (N + Jl) (23)

oESH

Note that when N > n, each N + Ji for k € [n] is invertible because then |Jy| =k —1 < N
(recall Remark [2.20)), with inverse given by:

(N + Jk> (ld + Jk/N N/ u(id+7i/N) d

Since the Ji, ..., J, commute with each other, we have that (as observed by [Nov10])
Wegy = (N+J,) - (N+J)"", when N > n. (2.4)

The reason why we introduce this formula for the Weingarten function is because the terms
(N + Jx)™', k € [n] will appear naturally in our argument.

Next, we discuss the definition of the Weingarten function in case of general N. We
follow [CS06].

Definition 2.21 (Weingarten function). Let N,n > 1. Define Wg, € C[S,,] (as usual, we
omit the dependence on n) by

Wen(o) = = 3 [adale) [T 0V +i-07], (25)
" Aen (i,5)€EA
NN

Here, ¢()) is the number of rows of A, i.e. the number of parts in the partition of n given by
A

Compared with the formula (1.7) for N > n, the only difference is in the restriction
¢(\) < N when summing over Young diagrams A. Note that when N > n, every Young
dlagram with n boxes has at most n < N rows, and thus the definition ({2.5)) reduces to ((1.7)
it N >

2.2.1 Additional technicalities for the small N case

The following material is only needed to prove Theorem in the case N < 2maxge[r) ne.
We encourage the reader on a first reading to skip this subsection and continue on to Section
to first read over the proof in the case N > 2maxye(z) n¢, which already contains the main
probabilistic ideas. The reader may come back to this section once they are ready to read
Section where the results introduced here will be needed.
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Let ey,...,ey denote the standard basis of CV¥. The tensor space (CY)®" has a basis
given by (e;,i = (iy,...,i,) € [N]"), where ¢; := e¢;;, ® - ® ¢;,. The space (CV)®" has a
natural inner product which when restricted to basis elements is given by

(eir€5) = 0ij = 0iyjy -+ iy

Let M € End((C")®"). One may think of M as an N x N™ matrix, whose matrix entries
are given by:

Mij = <617Me]'>7 Z,j € [N]n

In particular, if Mj,..., M, € End(C"), then the matrix entries of the tensor product
M=M®---® M, are given by

Mij =<ei, (M1 @+ @ My)ej) = ey, @ €5, (Miej,) ® -+ ® (Mpej, )
= <€il, M1€j1>' : ‘<€in7 Mnejn>
= (Ml)iljl U (Mn)injrﬂ

i.e. the product of the corresponding matrix entries of My, ..., M,.

Definition 2.22. Let N,n > 1. We define a representation p, of B, as follows. Given a
pairing 7 of [2n], define p, (7) to be the linear map in End((CY)®") whose matrix entries
are given by:

(p-l-(77))(i1,...,in),(igm._,’inJrl) = H 5iaib.

{a,b}em

For notational brevity, we omit the dependence of p, on N,n. In the following, we
mostly apply p; to elements of B, , < Ba,. The way one visualizes this definition is as
follows. Suppose n = 5 and we are given the pairing displayed in Figure [18]

i1 Ji

12 J2
is \ J3
iy @ —
is / \ Js

Figure 18: Visualization of matrix entries of p, ().

Then the matrix entry corresponding to indices (iy,...,15), (j1,--.,J5) is simply 1 if all
constraints indicated by the pairing are satisfied (in this case, iy = jo, ia = Jjs, i3 = 15,
iy = ja, and j; = j5), and 0 otherwise.
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Remark 2.23. There is an alternative definition of p, that one typically sees (e.g. [Dahl6]).
First, let F;; € End(C") be the elementary matrix which has a 1 in its (i, j) entry and zeros
everywhere else. We may write F;; = eie]T. Then

P+ (ﬂ-) = H 5iaibE’i1i2n ® Eigig, 1 @ ® Einin+1'

{a,b}em

Here and in the following, repeated indices are implicitly summed over. To see why this
definition is equivalent, we may compute an arbitrary matrix entry:

(P-i— (W))(il,..., = H (Sjajb<€i1 K- “Cins (Ejljzn K- Ejnjn+1) (eizn Q- 6in+1)>

{a,b}em

_ Jadb/ p. el o N e, oI .
- 1_[ 5 “ <€l1’ e]1 ean 612n> <eln7 e]n ejn+1eln+1>
{a,b}em

_ Jadv S, 8. . .8 8. .
- H 5 “ 521]15]2n12n 57/71]71 5Jn+1%n+1
{a,blem

= ] o

{a,b}em

in),(12n 50 sin+1)

Recalling that we may view S,, as embedded in B,,, the restriction of the representation
p+ to S, defines a representation of S,,.

Definition 2.24. Let N,n > 1. Define the representation p : C[S,] — End((C")®") to be
the restriction of p, : B, — End((CY)®") to C[S,] < B,.
Again, we omit the dependence of p on N, n for notational brevity.

Remark 2.25. One may verify that p has the following explicit form on pure tensors:
,0(0')(1)1 ® - ®Un) = Us(1) ® - '®U0(n)> o€ Sn7 Vi,...,0p € (CN-

In words, p(o) acts by permutation of tensors.

Next, we discuss how the formula needs to be modified when N is general. First,
recall that when N > n, the Weingarten function may also be defined as the inverse of
> N#evdes(@)g in C[S,]. For general N, this inverse may not exist. However, we quote the
following result from [CSO6], which says that the Weingarten function can still be interpreted
as an inverse, in a suitable sense.

Lemma 2.26 (Section 2 of [CS06]). Let N,n > 1. We have that p( X, N#veeslg) s
invertible, with inverse given by p(Wgy).

Remark 2.27. This is the whole point of introducing the representation p, in that p(>}, N#veles(@)q)
is always invertible as a matrix, even though >, N #eyeles(7) ;- may not be invertible in
C[S,]. The simplest example of this difference is when N = 1 and n = 2, in which case

> N#vees@g = id + (1 2). Now clearly, id + (1 2) is not invertible in C[S,], because the
inverse would be given in general by a-id+b- (1 2), where a, b € C solve the following system

of equations:

a+b=1,
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a+b=0.

On the other hand, when N = 1, the space (C")®" is one-dimensional no matter the value of
n. On this space, both p(id) and p((1 2)) are the identity operator. (Recall that p((1 2))(u®
v) =vQu. If u,v e C, then vQu = u®u, so that p((1,2))(u®v) = u®v.) Thus p(id+ (1 2))
acts as multiplication by 2, and thus p(id + (1 2))~! is multiplication by 1/2.

Similarly, we next show that the elements N + Ji, k € [n] are always invertible, if we
apply the representation p, .

Lemma 2.28. Let N,n > 1. Let p; : B,, — End((C")®?") be the representationﬁ from
Definition [2.22] For all k € [n], all eigenvalues of p(Ji) are at least —N + 1.

Proof. Due to our embedding of S, into B, p;(Ji) acts as the identity on the last n
coordinates of (CY)®"  On the first n coordinates, p,(J;) acts as p(Ji) (as defined in
Definition . Thus, it suffices to show that all eigenvalues of p(J;) are at least —N + 1.
This follows from the combination of two classic results in the representation theory of the
symmetric group:

1. By Schur-Weyl duality (see e.g. [CS06, Theorem 2.1]), we have that in the decompo-

sition of p into irreps, only those irreps corresponding to Young diagrams A with at
most N rows (i.e. /(A\) < N) appear.

2. Let p* be the irrep corresponding to A. The eigenvalues of p*(J) are explicitly known:
for each Young tableaux with shape A, let (7,j) be the coordinates of the box which
contains the integer k. Here, i is the row index and j the column index. Then p*(J)
has an eigenvalue equal to j — i. Moreover, all eigenvalues of p*(J;) arise this way.
This result was proven by Jucys [Juc74] and independently later by Murphy [Mur81].

The second fact implies that the every eigenvalue of p*(.J;) is at least —£(\) + 1, since the
box with the most negative value of j —i is (¢()),1). Combining this with the first fact, the
desired result now follows. O

This lemma shows that all for all k£ € [n], all eigenvalues of p, (N + Ji), are at least 1,
and thus py (N + Ji) is invertible. Moreover, we have the following lemma, which generalizes
(2.4) to the case of general N.

Lemma 2.29. Let N,n > 1. We have that
p+(Wey) = po(N + o)~ pp (N + )7

Proof. Due to our embedding of S,, into B, ,, for any element f € C[S,,], the matrix p, (f) €
End((CY)®2) acts as the identity on the last n coordinates of (CY)®2". On the first n
coordinates, py (f) acts as p(f) € End((CY)®"). Thus it suffices to prove the claimed identity
with p, replaced by p. Since p is a representation, we have that (using that the Jucys-Murphy
elements commute with each other and applying in the final identity)

p(N +J) " - p(N+J) P =p(N+J)---(N+J,))" = p(ZN#CydeS(U)U)_ :

The desired result now follows by Lemma [2.26] O

SRecall that By,n S Bap. The representation py is originally defined on By, here we restrict it to B, .
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In the course of proving Theorem for general values of N, we will also need the
following technical lemma.

Lemma 2.30. Let N,n > 1. All eigenvalues of

1
Np(Jn + -+ Jp) € End((CY)®)

are at least —%5 + % More precisely, if n = mN +r with 0 < r < N — 1, then all eigenvalues
are at least

Proof. As noted in the proof of Lemma by Schur-Weyl duality (see e.g. [Cé06, Theorem
2.1]), we have that in the decomposition of p into irreps, only those irreps corresponding to
Young diagrams A with at most N rows (i.e. £(\) < N) appear. Thus letting p* be the
irrep corresponding to A, it suffices to show the claim with p replaced by p*, for any Young
diagram A with at most N rows.

Towards this end, let A\ be a Young diagram, for example as in Figure As discussed

0 1 2 3 4
1 0 1 2
2 -1 0

Figure 20: Young diagram with content
Figure 19: 5+4+3+1=13 labels

in the proof of Lemma [2.28] for k € [n] the eigenvalues of p*(J;) are given by the content
of the kth box when we range over standard Young tableaux with shape A\. Even more,
[Juc74, [Mur81] show that the (p*(Ji), k € [n]) have a joint eigenbasis indexed by standard
Young tableaux with shape A\, where the eigenvalues corresponding to a given standard
Young tableaux are the contents of the boxes of the Young diagram. This discussion shows
that on each eigenbasis element, p*(J,, +- - -+ J;) acts in the same manner, that is as a whole
p*(Ji + -+ J,) acts as a multiple ¢, of the identity, where ¢, is the sum of contents of all
the boxes in .

To envision the computation of ¢y, we label each box of A with its content, i.e. the
number j — i, where (7, j) is the row-column coordinate of the box. For the Young diagram
in Figure 19 we have the labeling in Figure 20, The constant c, is then the sum of all box
labels. For example, for the Young diagram in Figures [I9 and [20] ¢\ = 6.

Now, fix n, N = 1. To prove the lemma, we need to understand how negative the
content sum ¢, may be for a Young diagram with n boxes and at most N rows. Clearly, to
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0 1 2 3 4 )

-1 0 1 2 3 4 r
N

-2 -1 0 1 2 3

-3 -2 -1 0 1

Figure 21: When n = mN +r, the “worst case” Young diagram in terms of smallest content
sum.

minimize ¢y, we want a Young diagram with as many columns of size N as possible. Thus,
if n =mN +r with 0 <r < N — 1, then the Young diagram in Figure [21] minimizes c,.
The content sum ¢, of such a diagram (by first summing the contents along each column)

S(3)+ (= (5) ) en (< (5) # ) (= () + o)
) (o

From this, we may obtain

18

Cx

1 1 1 lr(r—1) mr
Cey=—=m(N 1)+ =m(m—1) — =2, T
Nc,\ 2m( )+2m(m ) 5T W + N
1 1 1 Lr(r—1) mr

— ——(mN S oo ) T
2(m +T)+2m +27“ 5T N + v

Since n = mN + r, this proves the second claim. Moreover, we see that if m > 1, then the
above is at least —%n—i— %mz > —%n—i— %, as desired. Now, suppose that m = 0, so that n = r.

Then the above is equal to
1 N 1 14 1 r
2" T\ N TN

One may check that under the restriction 1 < r < N — 1, the above is minimized at r = 1
with a value of —%n + %, as desired. O

Recall the Jucys-Murphy elements acting on bottom vertices defined in Definition [2.18]

Corollary 2.31. Let N,n > 1. Let p; : B, 11 — End((CV)®2n1) " All eigenvalues of

1
Np+(Jn+---+J1+J,Q+1+-~-+J{)

are strictly greater than —n.
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Proof. Observe that p,(J, + --- + Ji) acts as the identity on the last n + 1 coordinates,
and on the first n coordinates, p;(J, + --- + Ji) acts as p(J, + -+ + J1). In other words,
pr(Jp+ -+ J) = p(Jy+ -+ 1) ® L1, where I,,;1 € End((CV)®+1)) is the identity.
Similarly, we have that p, (J) +--+J]) = [,&p(Jps1+- -+ J1), where I,, € End((CY)®")
is the identity. In general, given two matrices My, Ms, the eigenvalues of M; ® M, are the
products of the eigenvalues of M; and eigenvalues of M,. Combining this fact with Lemma
m, we obtain that all eigenvalues of %p(l]n + -+ J1)® I, are at least —%n + %, and all
cigenvalues of I, ® ~p(J),, + -+ + Ji) are at least —1(n + 1) 4+ 5. The desired result now
follows. [

3 Surface-sum representation of Wilson loop expecta-
tions

In this section, we show how to apply Corollary to express Wilson loop expectations as
sums over edge-plaquette embeddings (which were introduced in Section . We first prove
a more abstract result about expectations of traces of words of Haar distributed Unitary
matrices (Theorem which has no reference to a lattice, and then apply this result to
Wilson loop expectations to obtain Corollary [3.11]

Definition 3.1. Define the normalized Weingarten function Wg by:
Wey () := NIl wg . (7), 7eS,.
Here, ||| := n — #cycles(n).

Remark 3.2. We will see later on that the normalized Weingarten function is the more natural
quantity to work with, as it leads to nicer statements of our formulas. Another nice thing
about Wg, is that with this choice of normalization, the limit as N — o0 exists and depends
on 7. Indeed, we in fact have (see e.g. [CS06, Corollary 2.7))

Wey(m) = Mob(n) + O(N?) as N — o,

where if 7 is decomposed into cycles of lengths C1, ..., Cf, then
Méb(7r) := H ce,—1(—1)%71 where ¢, := (k) is the kth Catalan number.(3.1)
= ¢it ’ ORIk + 1) N

Recall from Corollary that expectations of traces of words with respect to Haar
measure may be expressed in terms of sums over pairs of matchings of strand diagrams, with
matchings weighted by the Weingarten function. In this section, we will use this to express
Wilson loop expectations in lattice gauge theories as weighted sums over edge-plaquette
embeddings. The main step is to describe how to obtain a map from a given balanced
collection of words I' along with a collection of matchings of strand diagrams. Let us start
with some examples.

We begin with a collection of faces corresponding to the words of I'. Each word I'; gives
a face whose degree (i.e. number of boundary edges) is the length of I';, The boundary
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edges of each such face are naturally labeled by letters in {A;,...,Ar}. These faces can be
obtained from adding the exterior connections specified by I' to the strand diagram, as in
Figure @ (think of the red exterior connections as being shrunk down to a single vertex).

Next, consider a pair of left-right matchings of a strand diagram as displayed in the left
of Figure Think of this as the portion of the diagram corresponding to some letter A
in {A,...,Az}. One can imagine that the two endpoints of each blue line are identified
(this corresponds to “shrinking” each blue line away). In this case, one is then left with a
collection of faces as in the right of Figure [22]

1

(G o> >

5

\v/

N

6

Figure 22: Left: a pair of left and right matchings. Right: the faces obtained by “shrinking
away” the blue matching edges.

In Figure 23, we give another example of a pair of matchings of the strand diagram, and
the corresponding collection of faces.

1 >

: /,
>\ : [/ !

S . N\ 2

Figure 23: Left: a pair of left and right matchings. Right: the faces obtained by “shrinking
away” the blue matching edges.

-

By specifying a pair of left-right matchings (oy,7,) for each letter A,, we can obtain
another collection of faces, in the manner described in Figures 22 and 23] We thus naturally
have two collections of faces: the set of faces which correspond to words in I', and the set of
faces obtained as above for every strand diagram.

Convention 3.3. We refer to the faces which correspond to words in I' as “plaquette-faces”,
or “yellow faces”. We refer to the faces which are obtained from the interior of the strand
diagram as “edge-faces”, or “blue faces”.

Observe that every edge is incident to exactly two faces — one blue face and one yellow
face. This naturally induces a gluing of the faces, and so we obtain a map whose dual is
bipartite from the data (T', ((o¢,7¢),¢ € [L])). Now the point is that the number of vertices
of this map is precisely the number of components of the strand diagram. This relation is
captured in the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.4. Let T' = (T'y,...,T%) be a balanced collection of words on {\i,...,Ar}.
Suppose that for each ¢ € [k], the number of occurrences of A\, is ny. For ¢ € [k], let
o¢, 7o [ne] — (ne : 2ng] be a pair of matchings of the portion of the strand diagram corre-
sponding to I'y. Then #comp(T', ((04, 7¢), £ € [L])) is equal to the number of vertices in the
corresponding map.

Proof. To compute the number of vertices in the map, we can proceed as follows. Recalling
that the map arises from combining an interior connection with an exterior connection of
the strand diagrams, we may begin by giving the vertices of the strands separate labels. For
the portion of the strand diagram corresponding to \,, we give a total of 4n, labels, since
there are 2n, strands. Each connection (be it interior or exterior) results in the identifica-
tion of two labels. In terms of the map, labels which have been identified are in fact the
same vertex. Therefore the number of vertices in the map corresponds to the number of
different equivalence classes of labels, after performing all label identifications indicated by
the connections. The equivalence class of a given label may be obtained by starting at the
label, and alternately following the exterior and interior connections, until we arrive back at
the initial label. Recalling Example [2.9, observe that this is precisely the same method for
computing the number of connected components of a given strand diagram with interior and
exterior connections. Thus the connected components of the strand diagram are in bijection
(moreover, there is a canonical identification) with the vertices of the map. O

Definition 3.5. Let I' = (I'y,...,Tx) be a balanced collection of words on {\y,...,Ar}.
Define DBM(T") (short for “dual bipartite map”) to be the set of all possible maps which can
be obtained from adding interior matchings to the strand diagram corresponding to I'. For
a given map M e DBM(T'), and ¢ € [L], let us(M) be the partition of n, (the total number
of occurrences of A;) given by 1/2 times the degrees of the blue faces which are glued in to
the strand diagram of \,.

Remark 3.6. Note that all maps in DBM(T") are orientable. The faces corresponding to a
word in T are endowed with a natural orientation (given by traversing the word). The faces
coming from interior matchings can then always be endowed with a consistent orientation.
For instance, in Figures 22 and 23] the orientations of these faces should be the reverse of
what is drawn.

Remark 3.7. Observe that for any M € DBM(T'), we have that

E(M) =2 n;, FM)=k+ > lu(M)). (3.2)
ie[L] ie[L]

Here, ¢(1;(M)) is the number of parts of the partition u;(M). The first identity says that
the number of edges is equal to the total number of strands in the strand diagrams, and the
second identity says that the total number of faces is equal to the number of words plus the
total number of cycles of the interior matching of the strand diagram.

Theorem 3.8. Let I' = (I'y,...,T'x) be a balanced collection of words on {\,...,A\p}. We
have that

ETU@)] = Y (Hngw»)NWW

MeDBM(T) ™ (e[L]
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Proof. By Corollary the definition of DBM(T'), and Lemma , we have that

ETU@)] = Y (HWgNww)))NVW)
)

MeDBM(T Le[L]

Applying the identities (3.2]), we further obtain

EUE)) = Y (HN"i*“*M)WgN<m<M>>)NV(M*EWHFWW

MeDBM(T') “ie[L]
The desired result now follows. O

Next, suppose that the letters {A;,..., AL} are edges of the lattice A. In this case, a
map M € DBM(T') exactly corresponds to an edge-plaquette embedding (M, ), where
the function v is determined by the requirement that it maps each edge of M (which is
canonically labeled by a letter in {\{,...,Ar}) to the corresponding edge of A.

We now apply these considerations to lattice Yang-Mills. Let s = (¢4,...,¢,) be a string.
Recall equation , which we reproduce here:

Woors = Zx s Z /W V[ [T(@)<P [ dq.. (3.3)

K:P-N peEP eeEp

For each fixed K : P — N, we may apply Theorem [3.8]to obtain an expression for the integral
above in terms of a sum over edge-plaquette embeddings. We first set some notation.

Definition 3.9. Let s = (¢1,...,¢,) be a string, and let K : P — N. Define the set
EPE(s, K) of edge-plaquette embeddings associated to s, K to as follows. If s, K is unbal-
anced, then EPE(s, K) := @. If s, K is balanced, let T" be the collection of words consisting
of s and K (p) copies of the plaquette p for each p € P. We define EPE(s, K) to be the
set of edge-plaquette embeddings (M, 1) obtained from maps M € DBM(I'). In words,
EPE(s, K) is the set of edge-plaquette embeddings with plaquette counts specified by K.
Next, define

EPE(s) := | | EPE(s, K).

K:P—-N

For (M,) € EPE(s), and e € Ey, let u.(1) be the partition of [p7!(e)|/2 induced by 1/2
times the degrees of the faces of ¥y~!(e). Define

area(M, 1) : Z |t
peP
=]l
peP

Note that if (M, ) € EPE(s, K), then area(M, ) = >} K(p) and (¢~ ')! = K.
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Remark 3.10 (Boundaries of edge-plaquette embeddings). One can also think of EPE(s) as
the set of edge-plaquette embeddings which have “boundary” s, by deleting the plaquette-
faces (see Convention of M which correspond to ¢,...,¢, (i.e. the plaquette-faces
whose boundary is mapped by 1 to one of edges of /1, ...,£,). Denote by (M, 1) the map
obtained in this way from a given (M, ). Then M is a map with n boundary components
(whose duals consist of neighboring edge-faces), and the boundary components are mapped
by the embedding 1 to /1,...,¢,. This is the sense in which (M,) has “boundary” given
by s. See Figure 4] for an illustration.

Figure 24: An example of an edge-plaquette embedding with boundary when ¢, = ABC'D
and lo = D7'C~'B~1A~'. The top left sphere is a map M whose dual is bipartite and the
bottom left map M is obtained by removing two yellow faces corresponding to ¢, and (5.
The Euler characteristic changes from 2 to 0 after removal of the two faces. The boundary
of M maps onto the edges of ¢; and ¢, and thus we can interpret M as having boundary
given by the union of ¢; and /5.

Also, note that x(M) = x(M) —n. Thus if one wants to sum over maps (M, 1)) with
boundary s, then the term x(M) — 2n which appears in what follows should be replaced by
X(M) —n.

Corollary 3.11. Let s = (¢1,...,¢,) be a string. We have that

area(M,)
USIVES /N EDY 5—( || Wen ue(w))> NXAD=20,

(M,1h)eEPE(s) (¥=)! ceEp

Proof. Combining equation ({3.3)) with Theorem we have that (recall that our Wilson
loops are defined using the normalized trace)

Wors =235 ¥ SIS B (] Waau(o) )y,

K:P—N (M))EEPE(s,K) \ ecEx

Recalling that area(M, ) = >} K(p) and (¢~')! = K! for (M, ) € EPE(s, K), the desired
result now follows. O
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We close this section with some heuristic discussion of the large-N limit, where the
surface sums are expected to simplify greatly. Recalling Remark [3.2] the large-N limit of the
normalized Weingarten function factors into a product of Catalan numbers. This implies
a nice factorization of the surface-sum weights according to connected components. For
brevity, given a surface (M, ), let

Weo (M, 1)) = ]\lfl_rf})o H Wen (1e(1))

eeFEp
If (M, ) splits into connected components ((M;, ), € [k]), then
wee (M, 1)) = Hwoo M, ). (3.4)

Now given a general (M, 1) € EPE(s), we can spht split (M, 4) into the union of (M, 1)
and (M’ ¢"), where My contains all components of M which are connected to s, and M’
contains everything else. Then by the factorization (3.4)), we would expect that when N is
large, we can factor out a copy of the partition function Z g from the numerator of (W) 3,
and then write

Barea(./\/lo,wo)

Wors~ Y. Wos (Mo, thg) NXMO) =2

(Mo,10)eEPEq(s) (77% )!
where EPE(s) is the subset of EPE(s) consisting of the (M, 1) such that all components
are connected to s.

Next, note that for (Mg, ) € EPEg(s), we have that limy_,,, NXM0)=2n ¢ {0 1} and
moreover, the limit is 1 if and only if each of the n strings s4,...,s, is part of a separate
component of My, and all components have the topology of the sphere (this is the only
situation which gives the maximal Euler characteristic x(Mg) = 2n). We thus obtain that
(using the factorization property of we,)

gm )

(Mo po)eEPEq(s) (g )!

area(Mo,vo)
ﬁ—ww(/\/lo, 1) NX(Mo)=2

[ X

i€[n] (Mo,i,%b0,;) EEPEq(s;) (wO,z‘ )

Barea(/\/lo,i,%,i)
— 1, Wop (MO,ia %Uo,z‘)

Combining the previous few displays, we thus heuristically see the factorization of Wilson
loop expectations in the large-N limit:

Jim (Wong =] | lim (W
i€[n]

In summary, the large-N factorization of Wilson loop expectations (proven in [Chal9al [Jaf16],
S7723|) can be seen from our surface-sum picture as follows: (1) by using that the weights
factor according to connectivity, we can obtain a sum over surfaces which are connected to
s (rather than a ratio of sums over surfaces), (2) we can further restrict to those surfaces
which are made of n disjoint spheres, where each s; is in a distinct sphere. Of course, some
work is required to make this picture rigorous. In finite-volume, it might be possible to prove
the factorization for any 5. However in infinite-volume, we likely need a small 5 condition
(as in previous works) in order to deal with absolute convergence issues.
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4 Brownian motion and Poisson process exploration

In this section, we prove Theorem [2.5] First, in Section [4] we define and analyze a particular
exploration process that is central to our proof. We then give the proof of the theorem in
the case where N is large, where it is easier to focus on the main ideas. In Section we
extend the argument to the case of general N.

4.1 Strand-by-strand exploration

We begin towards the proof of Theorem . The main difficulty is that the weights wp ()
appearing in Theorem [2.5], when expressed as a series in 7', do not converge absolutely when
T — . In fact, the series is of the schematic form ), (_ICL!)kck, for some coefficients c¢y,.
Clearly, to show convergence as T' — o0, we need to take advantage of delicate cancellations
which occur, rather than any sort of absolute summability. Uncovering these cancellations
is the main technical part in the argument. This will be achieved via a certain exploration
of the Poisson point process introduced in Section which will provide an alternate form

for the weights wr(7) which makes taking the 7" — oo limit trivial.

Notation 4.1. We will often refer to the opposite-direction swaps introduced in Section
as “turnarounds”. Also, we will often use the term “matching” and “partition” interchange-
ably.

In the following, recall the Poisson process and strand diagram material introduced in
Section[2.1] Because the Poisson processes corresponding to different letters are independent,
it will suffice to just analyze the portion of the strand diagram corresponding to a single letter
A

Notation 4.2. In this section, it will be notationally convenient for us to assume that the
strand diagram corresponding to A has 2n total strands, with n right-directed and left-
directed strands each. This corresponds to the case that A and A™! each appear a total of n
times in the given collection of words I". This is in contrast to the notation of Definition [2.1]
where ny is the the total number of occurrences of a given letter A\, and its inverse )\Zl. To
make consistent with this previous notation, we could perhaps introduce n, = n_ = n/2 and
work with n,. However, the parameter n often appears in subscripts or superscripts, and
adding a subscript “+” to n will result in iterated subscripts, which will complicate many
expressions. Therefore, we decide just to use n to denote the number of right-directed (and
left-directed) strands.

Having restricted to a single letter A, let C, Dy, ¥ (introduced in Section correspond
to the single letter A\, with a total of n positive occurrences and n negative occurrences. Let
Y(T) =X nDr. By Lemma , expectations of words of Unitary Brownian motion may
be expressed in terms of wy(mw) (which is defined in ([2.1))), for pairings 7 € M(4n). Now
that we have introduced the Brauer algebra B,, in Definition [2.10] one may in fact view the
pairings m as elements of Bs,. Even more, we may restrict to the walled Brauer algebra
B, S Bay, for reasons we next describe.

The weights wr(7) are naturally expressed in terms of a random walk on the walled
Brauer algebra B, ,, as follows. We may visualize ¥(7) as in the following picture (where
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n = 3). The green lines represent same-swaps, the blue lines represent turnarounds, and
locations of the green/blue lines correspond to the points of ¥(7"). Recalling Definition m,
we have that each green line corresponds to an element of the form (i j), and each blue line
corresponds to an element of the form (i j).

._
v

._
\

6 - ‘
5

4

5 - \
4 - ‘

-

B 2 012 D000 5 [T P e

We can read off the element of B, ,, from the above strand diagram by exploring along
each strand. For example, in Figure 26 we explore from the left of strand 3, as well as the
right of strand 6. We see that 3 gets matched to 6 on the left, while 6 gets matched to 2 on
the right. Clearly, if we do this for all other strands (not drawn), we can obtain the element
of B,,, that the above diagram corresponds to.

On the algebraic side, this exploration amounts to multiplying together all increments
(2 j) or (i j) corresponding to the points of X, in the order that they appear. Due to the
Poissonian nature of the points, each possible increment (i j), (i j) is equally likely, and thus
one may interpret ¥ as giving a random walk on B, ,, as previously mentioned. However,
there is an additional wrinkle, in that we need to keep track of more than just the final
pairing, since each green line contributes a factor of —% while each blue line contributes a
factor of % With this in mind, we make the following definition.

Definition 4.3. Given a finite collection of points P < Dr, let F(P) = Fy(P) be the
element of B, , that P corresponds to, with the additional factors of —% for same-direction
swaps and % for turnarounds. Let M (P) be the pairing corresponding to P, i.e. the element
of B, , obtained when ignoring the additional factors.

With this definition, observe that we may express

2n

wr(r) = el TE[F(S(D) LM (S(T)) = m)]
Or, as elements of the walled Brauer algebra B,, ,,, we have the equality

M wp(m)m = T TE[F(S(T)). (4.1)

2n

In the following, we will mainly focus on understanding limy_,, el >T_"TE[F (3(T))]. Clearly,
once we understand this, we will also know limg_,, wr(7) for any 7.
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In terms of the strands, this condition says that once a blue turnaround appears, the
only points which can thereafter appear that touch either of the matched strands must be
the blue turnaround between the same two strands.

Lemma 4.4. Let ig € [n], jo € (n : 2n]. Let ¥_g, ;3(T) be the Poisson point process
obtained by deleting all points of 3(7") touching the igth or jyth strands. Then

(io joyE[F(S(T))] = e " Vg jo)E[F (X gi,50)(T))],

E[F(S(T)) o joy = e~ " VTE[F (S 50,50} ()]0 Jo-
Proof. We only show the first identity as the second follows similarly. Let A7 be the event
that the process ¥(7) contains no points touching the iyth or joth strand, besides those which
give the turnaround (iy jo). Since each strand is involved in 2n — 1 total Poisson processes,
the number of Poisson processes that involve the ith or jth strand is 2(2n —1) — 1 = 4n — 3.
On the event Ap, all but one of these processes must have zero points, and thus P(Ar) =
e~ =0T et Yo joy(T') be the process obtained by keeping only those points which give
the turnaround (i jo). On Az, we may split

Z(T) = 2—{io,jo}(T> U Z{iovjo}(T)v
and moreover
F(X(T)) = F(Zi,jo} (T) F (X_ig,jo} (T))-
We thus have that

(o Jo)BLF(5(T))Lar] = P(Ar)io Jo)ELEF (Eiq 5oy (1)) JELF (X iy 0} (T))]

= e~ G0 ELF (S oy (T)IELF (S oy (T))]-

By explicit calculation, using that (i jo)* = N* "Xy jo), we have that

w

o 0B ()] = G i 35 55 (%5 )"~ o e > = o
To finish, it suffices to show that

(o Jo)E[F(X(T))] = o jo)E[F(E(T))Lar],
or in other words,
Cio Jo)E[F(2(T))Lag] = 0.
We show that for each k£ > 1, we have that
(o Jo)E[F(E(T))1ag | [2(T)] = k] = 0.

If £ = 0 then A% cannot occur.) Let 2, be the set of length-k sequences of elements of the
T
set

{ig):1<i<j<n}u{(ij):n+l<i<ji<2n}u{ljy:ie[n],je(n:2n]},
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such that there exists some element not equal to {(ig jo) that involves either iy or jo. For
each (z1,...,2zx) € Q, let ny(xy, ..., xx) be the number of transpositions (i.e. elements of
the form (¢ 7)) in the sequence. Observe that

Clo Jo)B[F(X(T))Las. | [E(T)] = k] = o jo>;ka D, (S gy

(2271) (@1,..,0k )EQ,

We now define a bijection h : Q) — Qy such that if h(zy,...,2%) = (y1,...,yx), then

(g Joy(—1) Wby gy = —(ig joy(—1)" gy ey

Note that this immediately implies that

<Z.O ]0> Z (_1)nT(z1,...,mk)xl R _<ZO ]0> Z (_1)717“(:):1,.‘.,:1:;9)1,1 T,

(@1, Tk ) EQ (1,0, ) EQ

which implies that the above is zero, which would give the desired result. To define h, given
a sequence (x1,...,2g), let 1 < r < k be index of the first element x, which causes the
sequence (x1,...,T,) to be in Q. Then either z, is a transposition of the form (iy k) or
(k jo), or x, is a turnaround of the form (ig k) or (k jo). If x, is a transposition, we set

h(m T ) N (Ila Ce 7$r—1a<k j0>7xr+17' c ,l’k) Tr = (ZO kj)
Lyeeeo k) (1’1, . ,l'r—17<i0 k>7$r+17 cee ,fﬂk) Ty = (k ‘70)

and if x, is a turnaround, we set

L {(xla ceey Lp—1, (k jO)aerrla s ka) Ly = <ZO k>
7xk)

h(zy,... = , »
( ' (I’l, sy Tp1, (7'0 k)erJrl?' . ,I'k) Ty = <k j0>

In words, if z, is a transposition involving ig (resp. jo), then h switches z, to a turnaround
involving jo (resp. ig). Similarly, if =, is a turnaround involving ig (resp. jo), then h switches
x, to a transposition involving jo (resp. ig). Note that & is an involution, and thus a bijection.
Also, we clearly have by construction that

(_1)nT(I1,...,CEk) — _(_1)nT(h(:E1,...,:ck)) .

Thus to finish, it suffices to show that with h(zq,...,zx) = (y1,...,yx), we have that

(ig Joyxy -+ - ok = {io Jo)Y1 - - - Yr- By construction of h, it just suffices to show that (ig joyzi -z, =
{1y joyx1 -+ Tr_1Yy,. By the assumption on r, we have that z; - - - z,_; commutes with {ig jo),

and so

(io Jopr1 - xp = Ty -+ Tp_1lo Jo)Tr, G0 Jo)T1- - Tp_1Yp = T1 - Tp_1{i0 Jo)Yr-

To finish, we claim that (i jo)x, = {igjo)yr, i.e. the switching procedure used to define h
does not change the overall matching. This follows by the identities (i k)(i j) = (i k){J k)
and (i k)(i j) = (i k)(j k). For the first identity, observe that the two products of matchings
in Figure 27] are equal.

The second identity follows similarly. O
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Figure 27: The above two products of matchings are equal.
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We now finally describe our exploration of the strand diagram corresponding to 3. The
exploration proceeds strand-by-strand. We first give an informal description with accompa-
nying figures before proceeding to the formal mathematical definition. The main feature of
the exploration is that we explore only a single strand at a time, rather than all strands at
once. That is, we start at (say) the top strand, and explore left-to-right until we see a swap
or a turnaround involving this strand. If we see a swap between the top strand and another
strand, then we begin exploring the other strand. If we see a turnaround, then the current
exploration era ends, and we begin to explore the next strand. To visualize this exploration,
suppose we want to explore the the diagram in Figure [28]

\J

\J

A

A

-+

Figure 28: Before the strand-by-strand exploration.

Our exploration proceeds in three separate eras, drawn as in Figure 29|

Note that at the start of the second era, we begin exploring the top strand instead of
the second-to-top strand, because of the previous swap between these two strands. Likewise,
at the start of the third era, we also begin exploring from the top strand, because this is
effectively the bottom strand due to the previously seen swaps. Another thing to note is
that in principle, during the first exploration era, it is certainly possible for the point process
to have swaps that involve two non-top strands. However, our exploration process does not
see these swaps. It turns out that by exploring the random environment in the manner
we described, we can in fact assume that in every exploration era, every swap in the point
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(a) First era (red) (b) Second era (orange)
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(¢) Third era (brown)

Figure 29: The successive eras of our strand-by-strand exploration.

process involves the current exploration strand, so that we don’t need to worry about such
“unseen swaps”. This property is due to certain cancellations that we may take advantage
of, which are very similar in spirit to the cancellations observed in the proof of Lemma [4.4]

At the end of the last exploration era, we have built up an element of B, , (we have
omitted the additional factors of i% and only drawn the left and right matchings), as
displayed in Figure [30]

Here, the colors are for visual purposes and don’t affect the end element of B, ,: we
have colored the matching edges to denote the exploration era in which these pairing were
discovered. Now here is why we chose to explore as we did: conditioned on everything we
have seen up to the end of the last exploration era, the expectation of F'(3(T")) is essentially
g@'verﬂ by the matching in Figure . This property is intimately related to our previous
comment that we can assume that there are no unseen swaps, i.e. swaps which do not
involve the current exploration strand. This key property of our exploration enables us to
give a rather explicit closed-form expression for the overall expectation of F(3(T')). Even
more, it is almost trivial to take the T — oo limit of the closed-form expression, and this
allows us to recover the Weingarten calculus.

"Technically, this is only true up to some explicit factors, but this is more of a technical detail.
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Figure 30: The matching discovered by our strand-by-strand exploration.

We now proceed to the precise definition of the exploration. First, for i € [2n], define

= | Zea

jel2n]\{i}

i.e. X; collects all Poisson processes with which ¢ is involved. In terms of the strands, X;
collects all swaps and turnarounds touching the ith strand. The exploration is described by
two processes (E});=0, (7¢)i=0, the first of which takes values in [n], and the second of which
takes values in S,, (which we view as the set of bijections of [n]). One should think of F; as
tracking the current exploration era, and m; as tracking the current strand of exploration.

We start with £y := 1, 7 := id. We begin exploring Y (g, = X1 until we see the first
point, which we denote by U;. At time Uy, we update F and 7 as follows. There is some
J € [2n]\{Ep} such that [(U;) = mo(Ey),j}. For ¢t € (0,U;), we set E; := Ey, m = .
Now if j € [n], then we set Ey, := Ey and 7y, := (mo(1) j)me. We then continue exploring
Yy, (By,) from time U;. Otherwise, if j € [n : 2n], then we set Ey, := Ey+ 1 (i.e. a new
exploration era begins) and 7y, := m. Additionally, we remove all points of ¥ (g, U %;
from . The exploration then continues on this reduced point process. In terms of the
strands, the removal of points corresponds to only looking at those swaps or turnarounds
which do not involve my(FEy), 7. The exploration stops once all exploration eras have ended,
i.e. once we have explored all strands up to their first time of turnaround. This is the first
time t such that F, = n + 1.

For i € [n], let T; :=inf{t > 0 : E} = i+ 1}, i.e. the time at which the ith exploration era
ends. Let Q; be the set of points that the exploration has seen up to time ¢. Let (F, ¢ = 0)
be the filtration generated by the processes F, 7.

The following key proposition makes precise the key property of our exploration that we
described earlier.

Proposition 4.5. We have that

T TR[F(S(T)L(T, < T)] =
E[F(Q(T,))L(T,

A

T)62(TL71)T1 62(n72)(T27T1) . 62(n7n)(Tnan,1)]'
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Proof. Fix N. We proceed by induction on n. When n = 1, the result is true for all
T > 0, because then Ap always occurs, and furthermore when 77 < T, we have that
F(X(T)) = F(Q(T1)). Now suppose that for some general n > 1, the result is true for all
T > 0. We proceed to show that the case n + 1 also holds. We start by conditioning on
Fr,. Pictorially, this corresponds to exploring until the end of the first era, see the left of
Figure One should think of the two parallel vertical red lines as occurring at the same

Ty Ty

YyvyYyYyy

YyYYVY

A A A A

A A A A

Figure 31: Left: We start at the first strand and explore until we see a turnaround. Right:

Once we have seen a turnaround, we may treat the two strands involved in the turnaround
as “out of the game”.

time (namely 77), although for visual purposes we have drawn them to be slightly separated.
Next, naturally, we may split the diagram in Figure [31| into two parts: the part to the left
of T}, and the part to the right of 7). This corresponds to splitting

X(T) = 3(Th) v (B(T)\X(Th)).

Since the Poisson processes before T} and after 7 are conditionally independent, we have
that

E[F(E(T))E(Tnﬂ < ) | Fry] =
E[F(X(Th)) | FRlE[F(E(TN\S(T)W(Th — Ty < T —T1) | Fryl.

We first use our inductive assumption to rewrite the second conditional expectation on the
right hand side above. By our cancellation lemma (Lemma , we may assume that there
are no swaps or turnarounds which involve either of the two matched strands after 77, as long
as we multiply by the explicit exponential factor e~ (4(+D)=DT=T1) — o=4n(T=T1) = Pictorially,
after T, the two segments which are colored bright green in the right Figure|31|are no longer
connected to the other strands in the diagram. The point now is that after having taken out
the two green strands, the expectation of the remainder of the diagram after 77 is exactly
given by our inductive assumption. Thus, we have the identity

2n
(3) =) =T TOR F(S(T)\S(T))L(Tsr — Ty < T = Th) | Fry] =
e~ 4n(T-T)Rg [ (QT\QTl) ( 1 =Ty <T — Tl)62(n—1)(T2—T1)62(n—2)(T3—T2) - @2(”—n)(Tn+l—Tn)].
Applying this identity, as well as the identity ( ("H)) —(n+1)=4n+ (22") — n, we obtain

6(2(7124»1))7—1_

A OTR[F(S(T)) LTy < T)] =
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E[F(E(Tl»F(QTn_,_l\QTl)1(Tn+l < T)€(4n+(22n)—’n)T1 62(n+1—2)(T2—T1) . 62(n+1—(n+1))(Tn+1—Tn)].

To finish, we now argue that

4t ()RR F(S(T1)) F(Qr,.,\On) | Fru] = " F(Qn)F(Qr,,,\Qr)  (4.2)
= eznTIF(QTn+1).

Note that this would complete the proof of the inductive step. For a picture of what we have
in mind when conditioning on Fr, ,, see Figure

T 1 TQ T3 T4 Tl T2 T3 T4

. Y N

—

YVYY

A A A
-
—t

Figure 32: Left: we can assume that our exploration process looks like this after applying
the inductive assumption. Right: completing the inductive step by arguing that after can-
cellation, we may assume that there are no other points before 77, besides the previously
seen red swaps.

In the left of Figure we treat the portion of the diagram to the right of 77 as fixed,
whereas the portions of the strands before T} which are black have not been fully explored.
The identity says that after averaging over this randomness, we may simply assume
that there are no additional swaps or turnarounds in [0, 7], so that the expectation is given
by the right of Figure |32/ (which corresponds to the right hand side of the identity).

The identity follows by cancellations similar to those exploited in the proof of the
cancellation lemma (Lemma. Indeed, observe that the two diagrams in Figure|33| equal,
in the sense that the final matching is the same (the red and orange strands are unchanged,
so one only needs to track the brown and purple strands). Note however that the left

Ty T
|
|
\
|
T
|

B IS —1

—

 — i

Figure 33: The above two diagrams are equal as elements of B,, ,,
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diagram will have an opposite sign compared to the right diagram, because swaps incur a
factor of —1 while turnarounds do not. This gives the desired cancellation between swaps
and turnaround which do not connect two strands which have been matched by the portion
of the diagram after T;. Thus the total number of Poisson processes which must have zero
points is (g) + (";1) + n?%. Here, (72‘) counts the possible swaps between two top strands,
(”;1) counts the possible swaps between two bottom strands, and n? = n(n + 1) — n counts
the turnarounds which connect a top and bottom strand which are not already connected

by the diagram to the right of 77. We now finish by noting the identity

2 1
4n + " —-n — my_(nt —n?=2n. OJ
2 2 2

Next, to extract the Jucys-Murphy elements, it is helpful to think of all the swaps in
the ith exploration era as involving the ith strand. Towards this end, we show that the
expectation of F(Q(T,)) appearing in Proposition may be computed by following a
slightly different exploration, one in which each exploration era stays on a single strand, and
in each era, we keep track of all swaps that touch the strand we are currently exploring.
First, we define processes (E;)i=o and (7)o as follows. As before, we start with Ey = 1
and 7y = id. We proceed to explore Pg, (in contrast to before, where we explored Pr(g,))-
When we see a swap of the form {1,j}, j € [n], we update @ — 7(1 j). When we see a
turnaround (1 5), j € (n : 2n], the first exploration era ends, we update E to be 2, and we
remove from P all points in Pg,. We then continue until the end of the nth exploration
era. See Figure [34] for how one may visually compare this alternative exploration with our
original exploration.

&
\j

v
|
Yy

(a) Original (b) Alternative

Figure 34: If, every time we see a swap, we imagine we “cut and swap” the two strands
which were involved, we go from the left picture the to the right picture. Note that the
left matching is unchanged. The original right matching can be reconstructed from the left
matching and the swaps. In the right picture, all swaps in the first era involve the top strand,
all swaps in the second era involve the second-top strand, etc.

Formally, we may define a bijection on sets of points P — P’, which preserves the Poisson
measure, and moreover if we follow our original exploration process on the set P, then that
amounts to following the alternative exploration on the set P’. Under this bijection, the
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left matching found by the original exploration is equal to the left matching found by the
alternative exploration, whereas the right matchings of the two explorations differ in a precise
way, which is exactly encoded in the process 7. As an example, observe that in the previous
picture, just before time 77, we have that 7, = (4 3)(4 2) = (2 3 4). Observe that m(4) = 2,
and on the right hand side of the original exploration, 2 is matched to 6. More generally,
the rule is as follows. Let 0(Q) be the left matching found by the alternative exploration
process. Then the right matching 7(Q) is given by o(Q)m;. Finally, because the bijection
preserves the Poisson measure, when we apply the two explorations to a Poisson process,
then they have the same law. We have thus arrived at the following result.

Lemma 4.6. We have that
E[F(Q(T))L(T, < T)e* V22t 2] =

Nl Y [a oE| 7, e V(T < T)e2(nf2)(Tz—T1)...62(nfn>(Tn—Tn_1>]]
"n!

o:[n]—(n:2n]

Remark 4.7. The factor of 7 arises because each turnaround incurs factor of + L and there
are n total turnarounds on the event T}, < T. The factor - arises because the ﬁrst turnaround
is equally likely to touch any of the n bottom strands, the second turnaround is equally likely
to touch any of the n — 1 remaining bottom strands, etc.

i.4.d.

Lemma 4.8. Let Uy,...,U, ~ Exp(1). We have that

E[ﬁ,THGQ(nfl)Tll(Tn < T)e2(n72)(T27T1) - eQ(n*n)(Tn*Tn—l)] —
n!Elexp(—=U,J,/N)---exp(=U i /N)L(Uy + --- + U, < T)].

Proof. Note that the duration T — T;_; of the kth exploration process is an exponential
random variable with rate n — k + 1. We thus have the explicit formula

[WTn]l(Tn )62 n— 1)T1 62(n72)(T27T1) - GZ(H*H)(Tn*Tn—l)] —

T T T
/ dt, / dty - - / dt,, (ne‘”tl) ((n - 1)6_(”_1)(t2_t1)) s tnmtna1)
0 tn—l
fn(tl)fn—l(tQ - tl) e fl(tn - tn—l) X

2=t 2(n=2)(ta—11) . 2(n=n)(tn—tn_1)
Here, f,(t1) is the expected contribution of all same-direction swaps in the first exploration
era, conditioned on Ty = t1, f,_1(t2 — t1) is the expected contribution of all same-direction
swaps in the second exploration era, conditioned on T, — T} = t5 — t1, etc. Conditioned
on T = t;, the number of total same-direction swaps is Poi((n — 1)¢;), and conditional on
the total number of same-direction swaps being equal to k, the expected contribution is
uniformly distributed on all possible sequences of k swaps, i.e. (—=J,/N(n —1))*. We thus
have the explicit formula

A N (e A S A
fult) = e ), T <N(n—1))

k=0
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=€ €

o0
] /N
_ (n—1)t1 Z 19n —(n—1)t1 —t1Jn/N.
k=0

More generally, we have the formula
frpsr(ty —tp_1) = 6_(n_k)(tk_tkfl)e_(tk_tkfl)Jnkarl/N, ke [n].

Inserting this into our first display, we obtain

]E[ﬁ—T T 2(n— 1)T162(n 2)(Tx-T1) . .. e2(n—n)(Tn—Tn,1)] _

nl/ dt / dty - / dt, e ... e~ (tn—tn-1) o=t1Jn/N o=(t2=t1)Jn-1/N  o=(tn—tn-1)J1/N

To finish, observe that the right hand side above is precisely the right hand side of the
claimed identity. O

Up to now, we did not need to make any assumption on the size of N. We begin to do
so here. Later, in Section we will show how to remove these assumptions, but for now
we prefer to work in a simplified setting where the main ideas are more transparent.

Lemma 4.9. Suppose that N > n. Then

lim E[TI’T ﬂ(Tn < T>62(n71)T162(n72)(T27T1) C 62(n7n)(Tn7Tn—1)] — n'N"(N + Jn)il o (N + Jl)il-

T—0

Proof. By Lemma [4.8] we may compute
E[ﬁ'T 1(T, < T)e 2(n=1)T1 2(n=2)(To=T1) ..62("*n)(Tn*Tn—1)] -

T—un —(un+-+u2)
n'/ dun/ dun1 .. / dU1 (e—Une—uan/N> . (6—u1€—u1J1/N).

Since N > n, we have that ||J,/N| < 1 for all k& € [n]. This implies that the following
integral is absolutely convergent (recall Remark [2.20)):

0 0 o
/ dun/ diy,_q - / duy (e—une—uan/N) L (e—ule—ulJl/N)’
0 0 0

and moreover, the limit in question is equal to n! times the above. To finish, simply observe
that the above splits into a product of n integrals, where the kth integral may be evaluated:

e} o0 d Jk
/ dukefuke*Uka/N :/ dukeiuk(l +Jk/N) _ (1d—|— N) N(N+ Jk)fl
0 0

The desired result follows. O

Next, we argue why the contribution to the partition function e(3)7- "TR[F(X(T))] com-
ing from the event {T,, > T’} vanishes in the 7' — oo limit (that is, as 7" becomes large, we
can assume that all exploration eras have finished by time 7"). We first show that when the
numbers of top strands and bottom strands are mismatched, the expectation vanishes as
T — oo. This will be needed in the proof of Proposition later.
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Lemma 4.10. Suppose that n > 2 and N > 2n. Suppose that ¥ is a Poisson process arising
from having n — 1 top strands and n bottom strands. Then

STLEO) e(%?il)T*("fl)THE[F(E(T))]H < 0.

Proof. We proceed by induction. First, consider the base case n = 2. In this case, by
conditioning on the first time of turnaround, we can explicitly compute

T
62TE[F(2(T))] _ 62T/ 2672uX(u)YZ<u>du+€2T672T€7T67TJ§/N7
0

where X (u) is the expected contribution of all swaps up to time u, and Z(u) is the expected

contribution of all points after time u, where both are conditioned on the first turnaround

happening at time u. Also, Y = ({1 2) + (1 3)) is the expected contribution of the

turnaround, since each of the two turnarounds is equally likely. Note that the time of first

turnaround is exponential of rate 2, which explains the presence of the 2e72* term. The

second term above corresponds to the case where the first turnaround happens after time 7.
We have the explicit formulas

X(u) _ e—ue—uJé/N’ Z(u) _ 6—2(T—u)7

where J), is the Jucys-Murphy element which we view as acting on the bottom two strands
(recall Definition [2.18]). This formula follows because the number of swaps up to time wu is
Poisson(u), and each swap incurs a factor —J3/N. The fact that Z(u) = e 27" follows
because once a turnaround occurs, we can argue via cancellation as in the proof of Lemma
[4.4] that the only points which can occur thereafter are turnarounds between the same two
strands. Plugging in the formulas for X (u), Z(u), we may obtain the expression

T
/ 6—u(id+Jé/N)du(<1 2> + <1 3>> 4 6—T(id+Jé/N).
0

Since N > 2n is sufficiently large, as T' — oo the above stays bounded (in fact, it converges
to some explicit expression involving (id + J5/N)~!, as in the proof of Lemma . This
shows the case n = 2.

Now suppose the claim is true for some n. Suppose also that N = 2(n + 1). We show
that the claim is true for n + 1. As in the base case, by conditioning on the first time of

turnaround, we may express (note that (*/') —n = 2n?)

TR P(S(T))] = 2T /OTn(n + 1)e VX () Yo Za(u)du + (43)

2 n n+1
o2n Tefn(nJrl)Te—(2)T€7T(Jn+---+J1)/Ne—( : )TefT(J,’i+1+---+J{)/N

Y

where X, (u) is the expected contribution of all swaps up to time u and Z,,(u) is the expected

contribution of all points after time u, where both are conditioned on the first turnaround
1

happening at time u. Also, Y, = mzie[n]7je(n:2n+l]<i J» is the expectation of the first
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turnaround. Let Ji,...,J! ., be the Jucys-Murphy elements which act on the bottom n + 1
strands, as in Definition [2.18 Similar to before, we may explicitly compute

Xp(u) = 67(3)“67(n;1)”e_"(‘]”+"'+J1)/Ne_“(‘]£+1+"'+J{)/N7

Zn(u) _ 672(2n71)(T7u)fn(T . U),

where f,, (T —u) is the expected contribution of the points involving the remaining n — 1 top
and n bottom strands after time u, conditioned on the first turnaround happening at time w.
Observe that the e 22n=D(T'=4) factor in Z,(u) arises due to similar cancellations as in the
proof of Lemma [£.4] which allows us to restrict to the event that after the first turnaround
{i j), the only points which can involve either of the two matched strands are exactly the
turnarounds of the form (7 j). This means that a total of 2(2n — 1) rate-1 Poisson processes
must have zero points on the interval [u, T1.

Plugging in our formulas for X, (u), Z,(u), and using the identities 2n? —n(n+1)— (}) —
(") = —n, 2n® —2(2n — 1) = 2(n — 1)?, we have that the first term on the right hand side

2
of (4.3)) is equal to
T
n(n + 1) / e—nue—u(Jn+-~-+J1)/Ne—u(J;L+1+~-~+J{)/NY62(n—1)2(T—u)fn<T . u)du
0

By the inductive assumption, we have that supgs ™ V*5|f,(S)| < . Also, since N =
2(n + 1), we have that |(J, +---+ J1)/N| <n/2 and |(J), .4 + -+ J7)/N|| < n/2, which

implies
0
— pa— e pa— / e /
/ e nuHe u(Jn+ +J1)/N€ u(J) 1+ +J1)/NHdu< 0.
0

Combining the two facts, we obtain that the first term on the right hand side of (4.3) is
uniformly bounded in 7". The second term in the right hand side of (4.3)) may be expressed

efnTefT(Jn+---+Jl)/Ne*T(J¢/1+1+"'+J£)/N_

By arguing as before, we may show that this stays bounded as 7' — o (in fact, it converges
to zero). This completes the proof of the inductive step. n

Combining this lemma with an inductive argument, we can obtain the following.

Proposition 4.11. Suppose that N > 2n. We have that

lim e(3)""TE[F(S(T))1(T}, > T)] = 0.

T—o0
Proof. Fix N. First, when n = 1, we have that
E[F(X(T)L(T, > T)] = e Tid,

where id here denotes the identity element of B, ,. The right hand side above clearly goes
to zero as T — oo. This shows the base case n = 1. Now suppose the result is true for some
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general n > 1. Suppose also that N > 2(n + 1). We proceed to show that the n + 1 case is
true. Towards this end, observe that we may decompose

:H_(Tn+1 > T) = ]]_(Tl > T) + :H_(Tl <T< Tn—i—l)-

We split into the two cases indicated above. In the first case, we condition on the exploration
at time 7"

)T VTR R P(S(TY)) | Fr]L(Ty > T)]].

To help visualize, imagine we have the situation in Figure [35, where we explore the first
strand until time 7', and we have not yet seen a turnaround.

v

v

v

A

A

A

A

Figure 35: We explore the top strand, and do not see a turnaround before time 7.

Conditioned on this picture, the expectation of the diagram can be computed as follows.
First, since we have already explored one strand, the remaining points effectively form a
Poisson process corresponding to n top strands and n + 1 bottom strands. Call this modified
process L(T'). We visualize this in Figure , where the top-most strand in the left diagram
is dashed, to signify that there are no points touching this strand.

Having computed the expectation of the modified diagram in the left of Figure [36] to
obtain the conditional expectation of F(3(T")) we simply need to multiply by the right
diagram in the figure, which captures the effect of all swaps seen by our exploration up to
time T'. This discussion corresponds to the following identity for the conditional expectation:

E[F(S(T)) | Fr] = E[F(2(T))]F(Qr).
We may then compute
e(2<n2+1>)T*(”“)TE[E[F(E(T)) | Fr]L(Ty > T)]]
= ()T DT B (S(T))E[F(Qr) LT, > T)]

e<2(n2+1))T_(n+1)T]E[F(i(T))]e—(n+1)T6—nT6—TJn+1/N
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A

A

A

A

Figure 36: Left: F(X(T)). Right: F(Q(T)).

_ (e(zn;1>T—nTE[F(S<T))]) efTefTJnH/N.

As T — oo, the right hand side above goes to zero, since by Lemmam (and our assumption
that N > 2(n + 1)), the term in the parentheses above is O(1), and since N > n + 1, we
have that |J,.1/N| < 1, so that e"Te~T/n+1/N — (. This shows the inductive step in the
first case.

Next, we consider the case corresponding to 1(77 < T < T,,4+1). We condition on the
exploration at time 77. Consider the diagram in Figure [37 which corresponds to n +1 = 4.

Ty

v

v

v

v

A

A

A

A

Figure 37: We explore the top strand and see a turnaround at time 77.
On the event that T} < T < T,.1, the portion of the diagram to the right of T} can be

treated as having n top strands and n bottom strands. By arguing similarly to the previous
case, i.e. by splitting our strand diagrams into the portion before T} and the portion after
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T, we may compute the conditional expectation:
E[F(S(T)UT < T < Toir) | Fry = u] = E[F(E(u)]e" T F(Qn) fu(T — u),

where ¥ is a Poisson process corresponding to having n top strands and n+1 bottom strands,
and f, (7T — u) is the expectation of the remaining n top and n bottom strands after time
u, on the event that not all n exploration eras end before time is up. Observe that by our
inductive assumption, we have that for any u > 0,

lim ¢(3)T—0=n(T=0) ¢ (7 _y) = 0, (4.4)

T—0

Since T} is an exponential random variable of rate n 4+ 1, we may compute the expectation:
6(2(n2+1))T—(n+1)TE[F(Z(T))ﬂ(Tl <T< Tn—i-l)] =
T
6(2(n2+1))T—(n+1)T / du (TL + 1)67(n+1)u (E[F(i(u))]) (efnuefan_*_l/N)Y(674n(T7u)fn<T o U))
0
Here, the term e ™e %“»+1/N arises from taking the expectation of all swaps in the first

exploration era (i.e. F(Q(T1))), conditioned on T} = u, and Y is the expectation of the first
turnaround. Since

<2(n2—|- 1)) —(n+1)=2n%+2n

(2(“; 1>> —(n+1)—4dn = (2;) -

we have that the above is further equal to
T , B
(n+1) / du (e®""E[F(Z(u))]) (e_“e_“J"“/N)Ye_4”(T_“)fn(T —u).
0

Now since N > 2n, by Lemma [4.10, we have that ¢>”**E[F(2(u))] = O(1) and e~ e~ #/n+1/N
is integrable. Combining this with (4.4) and dominated convergence, we finally obtain

lim ("3 T-CHTE[ P(S(T) LT < T < Toar)] = 0.

T—00
This completes the proof of the inductive step, and thus the desired result now follows. []

We can now finally take the T" — oo limit.

Proposition 4.12. Suppose that N > 2n. Then as T' — oo, we have that

Jim TTEPE@)] = Y, Weylor o 7.
o,7:[n]—(n:2n]
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Proof. By combining Proposition 4.5 Lemmas [4.6] and [£.9, and Proposition we obtain

lim e(3)" T E[F(2(T))] = 2 [0 oWey]

T—o0
o:[n]—(n:2n]

= 2 ZaergN )

o:[n]—(n:2n] €Sy

= Z [0 T]Wgx(o717).

o,7:[n]—(n:2n]
To finish, recall that Wgy (077) = Wgy(0771), because Wgy is a class function. O

We can now prove Theorem [2.5] in the case N = 2n.
Proof of Theorem [2.5 when N = n. Recall from (4.1]) that

ETTR[F(P(T))] = Y wi(m)m

By Proposition 4.12| we obtain
Thm wr(m) = 1(x = [o 7] for some o, 7 : [n] — (n: 2n])Wgy (o7 ).
—00

Since wr(my, ..., 7)) = wr(m) - wr(ry), the desired result now follows. O

Remark 4.13 (Comparison to [Dahl7]). If one translates Dahlqvist’s proof to the language of
Poisson point processes, then his strategy amounts to an exploration of the Poisson process
which simultaneously explores all strands. This is certainly a natural exploration to try.
[Dah17, Lemma 5.1] amounts to the statement that the main contribution comes from the
event that all exploration eras end for this “simultanecous exploration”. [Dahl7, Lemma
5.2] gives a formula for the limiting contribution on this main event. He then extracts the
Weingarten function from this formula by [Dahl7, Lemma 5.3].

We believe that our proof technique via strand-by-strand exploration is intrinsically in-
teresting, because first of all it is rather surprising that such an exploration actually works.
Recall that this was Proposition [£.5] whose proof rested on certain cancellations that could
be uncovered (Lemma . Moreover, the strand-by-strand exploration naturally uncov-
ers the Jucys-Murphy elements, thus giving an alternative perspective on the appearance
of the Weingarten function. Finally, the strand-by-strand exploration naturally leads to
a single-strand recursion that results in a slightly more general version of the Makeenko-
Migdal/Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson equation — see Remarks and for more discus-
sion.

4.2 Extension to general values of N

Recall that in the proof of Proposition|4.12} we deduced the existence of limy_,, e(3)T- "TRIF(2(T))]

from the existence of limy_,., E[7r, 1(T,, < T)] € C[S,]. However, when N < n, the trouble
is that the latter limit no longer exists. Thus to prove Theorem in the case where N is
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small, we need some alternative argument which does not rely on convergence in the group
algebra. Indeed, we will show that although limy_,., E[7, 1(7,, < T')] does not necessarily
exist in C[S,], once we apply the representation p, (Definition [2.22)), the limit does ewist.
Moreover, the limit lim7_. p4 (E[77, 1(T}, < T)]) already contains enough information in
order to compute expectations of traces of words. Once we have built up enough back-
ground, the actual proof of Theorem for general values of N will be a small variation of
the proof for large N, as the major technical steps were already covered in Section {4| (and
any additional background covered in Section .

Towards this end, it will be useful to recall why expectations of traces of words may be
reduced to weighted sums over the Brauer algebra, i.e. why Lemma [2.3]is true. Let I' be a
word on letters {\1,...,A\r}. We may assume ' = /\igg e /\E(ng, where € : [n] — {£1} and

c(n
c:[n] — [L]. Let M = (My,..., M) be a given collection of N x N Unitary matrices. The
computation of Tr(M(T)) = Tr(Mf((ll)) e Mf((:))) may be visualized in terms of the strand
diagram as in Figure where we consider the concrete case I' = A2\ A\ 2A; 1.

. IR i5 i6
y y ~ -
11 - = ?) S - | 4 -
- > _ -
_ - —~ N _ -
) - 7 RNGY) -7 i11
1344~ 4 -————— v
- - //
g _ - - e .
- 0@ O« -7
TTee i7 P
t10 - g -7
- w0
(M1)iyi,0%2% (M1 )53, 6" (M2)i560°"7 (M1 )5 6% (M 1)1 010" (M2 )11, 0712

Figure 38: Visualization of the calculation of Tr(M2MyM; > My1).

In Figure |38, we can imagine we are traversing the strand diagram. Every black strand
contributes a matrix element, and every dashed red strand enforces an identification of
indices. In the end we sum over all indices which appear. Of course, we could have written
the trace more succinctly as

To(MP Mo M2 My) = (M)igis (Mg (Mo )igia (M 1) 510 (M1 )igis (M2) 6

but we prefer to keep the § functions because they correspond to the dashed red lines. We
now want to give an expression as above for general words and strand diagrams. Given the
strand diagram of a word I', note that the diagram has a single component, with a unique
ordering of its vertices x1,...,xy up to cyclic equivalence. This ordering is such that the
edges alternate between black strands and dashed red lines. Let B(I") be the set of black
strands, and R(I") be the set of dashed red lines. Further split B(I') = B, (') u B_(T'),
where B, (T"), B_(T") are the set of positive (i.e. right) and negative (i.e. left)-oriented black
strands. In the previous example,

By (T) = {(21, 72), (23, 24), (x5, 76)}, B_(T) = {(w7,28), (29, Z10), (211, T12)},
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R(F> = {(‘r% x3)’ ("L‘47 [E5), (1767 I7), ("L‘Sa x9)7 (517107 1’11)}-

Given a collection of indices i = (iy,...,iy) € [N]V, and an edge e = (zj,zj41), let i, =
(4j,9j41), i—e = (ij41,7;). Let r(e) € [ ] be the index of the letter that e corresponds to.
Then the general formula for Tr(M(I')) in terms of the strand diagram is:

o 1] )i [T 6%

eB+(F) eeB, (T) eeR(T)
where we implicitly sum over i = (i,...,iy) € [N]V. Now the point is as follows. If
M, ..., My, are independent U(N)-valued Brownian motions, then upon taking expectations

of the above, we may obtain that E[Tr(M(T"))] is equal to a weighted sum of diagrams as
follows.

First, for ¢ € [L], let B, (', ¢), B_(T',¢) be the sets of positively and negatively oriented
edges corresponding to the letter \,. Since the M, ..., My are independent, we have that

e = [T2) ] ot [T 0o [T o

Le[L] eeB,(T',0) eeB_(T',0) eeR(T)

We recall the following lemma from [PPSY23, Appendix A| (see also (2.1))) which gives
a formula for each of the expectations appearing in the right hand side above.

Proposition 4.14. Let i1, ... 0, @], ... 00, J1s- s Jn, J1s-- 575 € [IN]. We have that

]E[(BT)iljl cee (BT>injn (ET)Z'lji cee (BT)Z%]%] = Z wT(ﬂ)IL(indices match with 7T).

Here, the sum is over walled pairings m € M(n,n) (recall Definition [2.13)).

Using this, we may write

E[Te(M@)] = >, welm)-—wr(m) [ T] o [] o™

7r=(7r1 ..... 7I'L) leL {a,b}Eﬂ'g eeR(F)

Now, observe that

H 1_[ Siats H Sle — N#comp(F7W)7

LeL {a,b}emy eeR(T")

where recall #comp(I", ) is the number of components obtained by deleting all black strands
but including all interior matchings specified by m,..., 7. For instance, in our previous
example, suppose our matchings were as in Figure . Since each edge in Figure (be
it red or black) imposes a constraint on the indices, the total number of free summation
indices is exactly equal to the number of connected components in the above diagram. Each
free summation index may take one of N values, whence the term N#©=P("'™)  Temma
follows directly from these considerations}

8In our discussion, we have only considered a single word, but everything extends directly to the case of
multiple words.
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Figure 39: Visualization of the calculation of Tr(M2MyM; >M; "), where now M; = p, (),
My = py(m2), for the matchings m € M(4), m € M(2) displayed in the figure.

Now recall from Definition that the matrix elements of the representation p, (7) are
exactly given by

(p+(7))ivir juy = L(indices match with ).

Here, iL1i’ denotes the length-2n vector of indices given by concatenation: (iy,...,0,,4,...,1,),
and similarly for j 1 j/. Combining this with the previous discussion, we have the following
result. First, for some notation, let iy, j, respectively collect all left and right indices which
appear in the strand diagram corresponding to A,. For the example in Figure |39 we have

that iy = (1,43, 48, i7), j1 = (l2, 4, U7, 79), 12 = (45, %12), jo = (@6, %11)-

Lemma 4.15. Let T be a balanced collection of words on letters {A1,...,A}. Let m =
(m¢, £ € [L]). Then

H P+(T0)igge H §le = N#comp(Tm),

eeR(T

Using this lemma and the previous discussion, we could have written E[Tr(M(T"))] in
terms of py(m1),...,ps(mr), as follows.

Lemma 4.16. Let I" = (I'y, ..., ') be a balanced collection of words with letters {\1, ..., AL}
We have that

SO = (3 wrmpe) (S wrlme () I] 5

7T1€Bn17n1 WLEBnL,nL irjr eER

As mentioned at the beginning of this subsection, we have rewritten expectations of traces
of words of Unitary Brownian motion in terms of some function (namely, p,) of weighted
sums over the Brauer algebra. The point now is that limy_.. pi (E[77, 1(T,, < T)]) exists
for all N. Once we show this, the rest of the proof of Theorem in the case of general N
is exactly the same.

Lemma 4.17 (Analog of Lemma [1.9). We have that

lim p, (E[,ﬁ_TnQQ(n—l)Tlﬂ(Tn < T)e2(n—2)(T2—T1) o 62(n—n)(Tn—T%1)]) = nIN"p, (Wgy).

T—o0
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Proof. By Lemma [4.8, we may compute
py (E[77, 2 VDT, < T)2n= BT 2emn(T-Tu)]) =

T T—uy T—(ur+-+up—1) ) -
n! / dun / dunfl .. / dulernP+(ld+Jn/N) . 67u1p+(1d+J1/N).
0 0 0

By Lemma for all k € [n], all eigenvalues of p, (Jy) are at least —N + 1, and thus all
eigenvalues of p, (id + J/N) are at least 1/N, and in particular all eigenvalues are strictly
positive. Thus as we send 7' — oo the above converges to (applying Lemma in the final
identity)

e} o0
n! / e unp+ (4 In/N) gy / e~ P+ (AN gy = nlp, (id + J,/N) - py (id + J; /N)
0 0

=nIN"p (N + Jp) " - pye (N + )7
=nIN"p, (Wgy),

as desired. O
We also have the following analogs of Lemma [4.10] and Proposition [£.11}

Lemma 4.18 (Analog of Lemma [4.10). Suppose that ¥ is a Poisson process arising from
having n — 1 top strands and n bottom strands. Then
2n—1

supe( 2 )T*(”fl)THer (E[F(2(T))])| < oo

T=0

Proof. In the proof of Lemma [4.10 the condition on N was needed to show that

0
B _ (! e !
/ e nuHe w(In et J1)/N g=u( ],y + +J1)/NHdu< 0,
0

— p— es — / e /
sup e nTHe T(Jn+ +J1)/N6 T(J), 1+ +J1)/NH < o,

T=0

When we apply p,, we instead need to show that

0
_ _ — 4 1
/ e nuHe wpt(Jn+-+J1)/N g=up+ (T}, 41 + +J1)/NHdu < o0,

—nTHe—Tp+(Jn+-~~+J1)/Ne—Tp+(J;+1+~-~+J{

sup e N < o

T=0

These claims both follow from Corollary [2.31} which gives that the eigenvalues of % po(Jn+
oot 1) + wpe (I 4 oo+ J7) are all strictly greater than —n. O

Proposition 4.19 (Analog of Proposition [4.11)). We have that

lim ()77 (E[F(S(T))1(T, > T)]) = 0.

T—o0
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Proof. The points in the proof of Proposition where we needed N to be large were
in the application of Lemma and in arguing that e “e~*/»+/N ig integrable. For the
present proposition, we may apply Lemma |4.18 which does not require N to be large. The
fact that e “e~ur+(ns1)/N ig integrable follows from Lemma [2.28] as noted in the proof of
Lemma 17 O

Proposition 4.20 (Analog of Proposition [4.12)). We have that

. 2n —n J—

Tim G TR (FRM))] = Y, pello ) Wen(or™).
o,7:[n]—(n:2n]

Proof. We argue exactly as in the proof of Proposition except we replace the applica-

tions of Lemma [£.9] and Proposition [4.11] with Lemma and Proposition O

Proof of Theorem [2.5, Combining Lemma [£.16] and Proposition [4.20, we have that

B[] X sl adWenlom) ] 5

leL N oy,1p:[n]—(n:2n] irje eeR(D)

By Lemma |4.15| the right hand side above may be written

2 (HWgNwm1>)N#C°mp<“>,

w=([op T¢],le[L]) ™ LeL

as desired. O

5 Makeenko-Migdal/Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson equa-
tions

In this section, we utilize the Process process formulation described in Section [2.1] and ana-
lyzed in Section {4 to prove a recursion relation (Proposition [5.2]) on expectations of products
of traces of words in independent Haar-distributed Unitary matrices. We then apply this re-
cursion to deduce the Makeenko-Migdal /Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson equations (Theorem
for Wilson loop expectations.

First, we describe the terms which will appear in our recursion. Let T' = (T'y,...,T%) be
a collection of words on {\1,..., A\ }. We will often refer to the edge at the (i, j) location of
I', which is meant to be the jth letter of I';.

Definition 5.1 (Splittings and mergers). Let I' = (I'y,...,I'x) be a collection of words on
{A, ..., AL} Let (i,7) be a location of I'. Define the set of positive and negative splittings
S+((4,7),T) and S_((i, 5),T'), as well as the set of positive and negative mergers MY ((i, j), ')
and MY ((, 5),T), as follows.

The set of positive splittings S, ((¢,7),T') is the set of collections of words I" obtained
by splitting I'; into two words as follows. Let (i, k), k # j be another location of I'; which
has the same letter as at location (7, 7). Suppose I'; is of the form AABAC, where X is the
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letter at locations (4, j) and (7, k). We may split I'; into I';; = AXNC and I'; , = BA. The set
S+((4,7),T) is the set of all collections of words that may be obtained this way.

Similarly, the set of negative splittings S_((7,7),T') is the set of collections of words I
obtained by splitting I'; into two words as follows. Let (i, k), k # j be a location of I'; which
has inverse of the letter at location (i, j). We may write I'; = AABA™'C or T'; = AN"'BAC.
In either case, we split I'; into I';; = AC and I'; 5 = B. The set S_((7,7),T") is the set of all
collections of words that may be obtained this way.

The set of positive mergers MY((4, j),T) is the set of collections of words IV obtained by
merging I'; with some I'y, ¢ # i, as follows. Let (¢,m) be a location which has the same
letter as at location (i, 7). Suppose I'; = AAB and 'y = CAD. Then I';, T, are replaced by
their positive merger AADCAB. The set MY((z,),T') is the set of all collections of words
that may be obtained this way.

Similarly, the set of negative mergers MY((4, j),T) is the set of collections of collections
of words I obtained by merging I'; with some Ty, ¢ # i, as follows. Let (¢, m) be a location
which has the inverse of the letter at location (7,5). Suppose I'; = AAB and 'y = CA™!D.
Then I';, I'y are replaced by their negative merger ADCB. The set MY((i, j),T) is the set of
all collections of words that may be obtained this way.

In the following, let tr(U(T')) = [ [,py tr(U(L;)), where U(I;) is obtained by substituting
into I'; an independent Haar-distributed Unitary matrix for each letter {A;,..., Ar}. Note
that in contrast to previous results, we are using the normalized trace here, which we find
to be more natural for stating the recursion.

Proposition 5.2 (Single-location word recursion). Let I' = (I'y,...,I'x) be a collection of
words on {A1,...,Ar}. For any location (i, ) of I, we have that
Eltr(U(T)]=— >, Ew@@)]+ >, Eftc(U(T))]
I7eSy ((4,5),T) VeS_((4,5),T)
1 1
- > Efte(UT)] + 2 > E[e(UI)
reMY ((i,5),T) eMY ((i,5),I")

Proof. Without loss of generality, take (i,7) = (1,1), so that we look at the first letter of
Iy, Let A e {A,..., AL} be this letter. Recall from Corollary 2.7 that E[Tr(U(T"))] is equal
to a sum over pairs of matchings of strand diagrams, weighted by the Weingarten function
applied to each pair, as well as N raised to the number of components of the resulting strand
diagram. For each strand diagram corresponding to a letter X' # ), fix a pair of matchings
ox,Ty. We apply our strand-by-strand Poisson process exploration from Section 4| to the
strand diagram corresponding to A, but stop at the first time we see any point in the first
exploration era. This will result in the claimed recursion.

Let n be the number of times that A\ appears in I', so that the portion of the strand
diagram corresponding to A has n right-directed strands and n left-directed strands. Let all
notation be as in Section . Now, suppose that N > 2n. (As was the case for the proof
of Theorem [2.5] the case of general N will follow by small modifications from the case of
large N, by applying the representation p, and using the various general N results proven

in Section ) By combining Lemma and Propositions , 4.11}, and Proposition m,
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we have that

Y, Weylor Do 7] =

o,7:[n]—(n:2n]

: 1 < 2(n—1)T1 2(n—2)(T2—T1) . . . ,2(n—n)(Th—Tn—-1) )
Jim E[F(Q(T,)1(T, < T)e" e ‘ ]
We will derive a recursion for the left hand side above by looking at the first point seen by
our exploration process Q. For brevity, let

fn(T) - E[F(Q(Tn))ﬂ(Tn < T)€2(n71)T162(n72)(T27T1) . 62(n7n)(Tn7Tn—1)]'

Let U; be the time of the first swap seen by Q. Note that U; is an exponential random
variable with rate 2n — 1 (since there are n — 1 possible same-direction swaps and n possible
opposite-direction swaps). By conditioning on this time, we may obtain a recursion like

1 n—1 T
N 2 / e~ Cn=Du(pn j)e2n=Duf (T — o) du +
o

Z / “enmln et (5, T — w)du

] n+1

Note the factor e2"=D* comes from the 2™ DTt term. The first sum corresponds to the
case that we first see a same-direction swap, and the second sum corresponds to the case
that we first see an opposite-direction swap. Here, f, 1(j,T —u) denotes the corresponding
expectation where we take out the top and bottom strand which are matched by the opposite-
direction swap {(n j) and continue the exploration on the remaining strands. The point now
is that when we send 1" — o0, we obtain the recursion:

Z Wey(om)[o 7] = __Z Z Wey (o) (n j)[o 7] +

o,7:[n]—(n:2n) Jj=1 o,7:[n]—(n:2n]

~ Z Y, Weylor o 7l.

J =n+1o,7:[n]—(n:2n]
o(n)=7(n)=j

(In the case of general N the above is true after applying p; to both sides.) We now
claim that by inserting this equation into the sum over pairs of matchings in the portion
of the strand diagram corresponding to A (and then applying Corollary to compute the
expectation), we obtain the claimed recursion. To help visualize why, note that before having
explored the Poisson process, the strand diagram looks as in Figure [40]

Here, the top strand corresponds to the first letter of I'y. The dashed red strands indicate
the exterior connections which are determined by the words involving the letter A. When we
follow our exploration process until the first point of any kind, there are several possibilities
that can occur. The first point can be (1) a same-direction swap which connects the top-most
strand with another right-directed strand (2) an opposite-direction swap (i.e. turnaround)
which connects the top-most strand with a left-directed strand. Also, the two strands which
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Figure 40: Strand diagram before exploration.

are connected can (1) be in the same word (2) be in different words. Any combination of
these two things can happen, and so all told there are four different scenarios to account
for. These four scenarios correspond to the four different categories of strings appearing in
the right hand side of the loop equation: positive/negative splittings and positive/negative
mergers. We proceed on a case-by-case basis. Throughout, let U; denote the time of the
first point.

Suppose that the first point we see is a swap which connects the top-most strand with
another right-directed strand, and moreover the two strands are in the same word. See
Figure 41}

<« - - <« ------

5

<« ------ - < ------
8

6

-« - - - <« - - - - - -

|
|
|
T
|
I
|
T
I 9
|
|
T
|
|
|
T
|

Figure 41: The first point is a swap which connects two strands in the same word.

Since the top two strands belong in the same word I';, we can write I'y = A’y 1A'y o,
where I'y ; collects all letters which appear in between the dashed red line labeled 12 and the
dashed red line labeled 2, while I'; 5 collects all letters which appear in between the dashed
red line labeled 11 and the dashed red line labeled 1. After accounting for the same-direction
swap we saw, we may treat the part of the diagram after time U as in Figure [42]

Notice here that the dashed red lines labeled 1 and 2 have been swapped. The effect of
this is that the top and second-top strands are now in different words: AI'; ; and AI'; . Note
that the resulting string s’ = (AI'11, AI'1 2, "9, ..., ') is precisely a positive splitting of s at
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Figure 42: After accounting for the swap, we have the above effective strand diagram.

M. We thus see that this case contributes the term

1 ,
-~ > E[Tx(UI)

e+ ((4,4).T)

If the first point is a swap but the two matched strands are in different words (say I'; = AI"”
and I'y = AI'}), then we would have the two diagrams in Figure 43

Uy A A
| "

7777777777777 [ e EEEE TR, 3
10 10
4 4
-« 4 - -« — 4 ------
9 9
5 5
<« 4 - <« — 4 ------
8 8
6 6
<« 4 ------ <« — 4 ------

Figure 43: Left: the first point is a swap between strands in different words. Right: the
resulting effective strand diagram.

Note that the two matched strands are now effectively in the same word: A} AI';,. Thus
the case where the first point is a swap and the two matched strands are in different words
contributes the positive merger term:

1 /
-~ X Emum)]

'eMY{ (AT

Next, suppose that the first point is a turnaround and the two matched strands are in
the same word. We then have the two diagrams in Figure 44!

Originally, we have the word T' = AT’y ;A™'T'1 5. After seeing the turnaround swap, we
may treat the rest of the diagram after U; as in the right figure, where the two matched
strands have been deleted, and the word I' has been replaced by two words I';; and I'y 5.
This case corresponds to a negative splitting, and contributes the term

v Y EmEm)

IeS_(AT)
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7777777777777 > e e

7777777777777 > ———— - e

7777777777777 > ———— - e

-« - - -— e~
T2 Tia T2 T

--- e—- M D

- e - 4=

Figure 44: Left: the first point is a turnaround between two strands in the same word. Right:
the resulting effective strand diagram.

The final case is when the first point is a parallel swap and the two matched strands are
in different words. The two pictures are as in Figure [45]

Uy A
|

r I I r
7777777777777 > e et
7777777777777 > ————- - EEEE TS
7777777777777 > ————- - EEE Tt
<« - -——— 4 - <« — -

I Iy > I
-« t— e - -“--c--- e
-« 4 - <« — 4 ------

Figure 45: Left: the first point is a turnaround between two strands in different words.
Right: the resulting effective strand diagram.

Originally, the top strand is part of the word I'y = AI'}, while the bottom strand is part
of the word I'y = AI',. After the turnaround swap, the two words I'y,I's merge to form the
word I"|I[,. Thus, this case contributes the term

1 )
~ > E[T(U(I)].

’eMY (\,T)

In summary, we have obtained the following recursion (stated using the usual trace):

E[Tr(U())] = — E[Tr(U(T)]

IeS—((4,4),T)

> E[Tx(UT)] +

E[Tr(U(T))] +

r’eMY ((4,5),T) eMY ((4,5),T)

E[Tr(U(TY))].

Zl—= ==
!
D)
»
e

To convert to the normalized trace, we need to multiply both sides by N~!¥, and then observe
that in the splitting terms, a factor of - gets absorbed due to the fact that IV € Sy ((z,5),T)
has one more word than I', and in the merger terms, a factor of % pops out because IV €
MY ((z,7),T) has one less word than T. O
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Next, we apply the loop recursion Proposition to obtain a recursion for Wilson loop
expectations. In contrast to the notation of Section [I} we denote collections of loops by s
instead of £, and we refer to s as a string. Recall the notation that Wy(Q) = [ [;c, tr(Qe,)-

Notation 5.3. Given a string s = (¢1,...,4,), let ¢(s) := (Wy)p 3, where (-)p 5 denotes
expectation with respect to the lattice Yang-Mills measure defined in (1.1)). We omit the
dependence of ¢ on A, 5, N.

Note that Definition [5.1] specializes to the case of loops on a lattice: given a string s, we
have the sets of positive/negative splittings/mergers Sy ((k, %), s) and MY((k, 1), s).

Remark 5.4. We remark that our definition of the set of splittings and mergers is slightly
different than what appears in [Chal9al [SSZ22]. In our definition, we consider all possible
splittings/mergers that involve the specific location (k,i), whereas in the earlier works, the
authors consider any splitting/merger that involves any two locations of the string which
correspond to the same lattice edge.

We need to define another type of string operation which appears for lattice Yang-Mills.

Definition 5.5 (Deformations). Let s = (¢1,...,¢,) be a string. Let (k,) be a location in
s. We define the sets of positive and negative deformations D, ((k,),s) and D_((k,q), s) as
follows.

The set of positive deformations D, ((k, 1), s) is the set of all possible strings which can
be obtained by a positive merger between s at location (k,i) and some oriented plaquette
p € P. The set of negative deformations D_((k,1), s) is the set of possible strings which can
be obtained by a negative merger between s at location (k,7) and some oriented plaquette
peP.

Let e be the oriented edge of A that is at location (k,i) in s. Let p € P. In order for
their to exist a positive merger between s and p, note that p must contain e. In this case,
we denote by s @) p to be the positive merger of s and p at location (k,7). Similarly, in
order for their to exist a negative merger between s and p, note that p must contain —e. In
this case, we denote by s O p to be the negative merger of s and p at location (k,17).

Let p > e denote that the plaquette p contains the edge e. Note then that (here e is the
edge at location (k,17) of s)

D, ((k,7),s) ={s @wnp:peEP,p> e} (5.1)
D_((k,i),s) ={sOwiyp:p€P,p> —e}.

Theorem 5.6 (Single-location Makeenko-Migdal/Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson equation).
Let s = (0q,...,4,) be a string. Let (k,i) be a location in s. We have that

dls)=— D, s+ Y o(s) - Nz D, o)+ N2 >, o)
s'€S+((kyi),s) s'eS_((ki),s) s'eMY ((kyi),s) s'eMU ((ki),s)
D COE I S ]

s'eD4 ((k,i),s) s'eD_((k,i),s)

65



Remark 5.7. We re-emphasize here that the above recursion is slightly more general than pre-
vious literature [Chal9al [CJ16, [SSZ22], because we defined the string operations appearing
on the right hand side of the equation in a slightly more restrictive manner — recall Remark
b.4l In particular, the right hand side of our formula formally depends on i while the ‘unsym-
metrized’ version stated in [Chal9al, Theorem 8.1] does not. The Makeenko-Migdal/Master
loop/Schwinger-Dyson equation of the previous works may be recovered from our equation
by summing over all locations of s.

Also, recall Remark that our scaling is so that [ in our paper corresponds to 2/ in
previous papers. This explains why /5 appears in the above recursion, while 5/2 appears in
[SSZ22, Equation (1.7)].

Proof. Recall from equation ((1.5)) that

o) =20y ¥ B [wa@T (@) ] .

K:P—-N ’ peEP eEEp

For brevity, let

I(s,K) := /WS(Q)HTr(Qp)K(p) H dQ..

peP ecEp

Fix K : P — N. It may help to keep in mind that K(p) counts the number of copies of
p that are present. Before we apply Proposition [5.2] let us set some notation. Let e be
the oriented edge of A that is traversed at location (k,%) in the string s. Recall that p > e
means that p contains e, and p > —e means that p contains e with the opposite orientation.
Recall also that if p > e or p > —e, let s @15 p and s Oy p be the positive and negative
deformations of s by p at location (k,4). For p € P, let §, : P — N be the delta function at
p. Now applying the word recursion Proposition [5.2] we have that
1
I(s,K) = — > | I(s', ) + > | I(s', K)

/€S ((k,i),5)

1

N

2= ==

N peP peP
p>e p>—e
(Here, the factor of K (p) arising in the last two terms arises because there are K(p) copies
of the plaquette p which can possibly be used to deform s.) From this, we obtain (note that
in the splitting terms, the 1/N factor gets absorbed due to the fact that s’ has one more
loop than s, while in the merging terms, there is an extra 1/N factor because s’ has one less
loop than s)

TOEEEED YR OFIID SRNNTO B SR CO R S S0

s'€Sy ((kyi),s) s'eS_((k,i),s) s MY ((k,i),5) s'eMU ((k.i),s)
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+D1+D27

where

1 Np)K
D=z 3 S O ks ou p. K -6y,

peP K:P—N Kl
p>e K(p)=1
1 (NB)X
Do=Ziy 20 U gy KW (5Owop K =)

Observe that we may write (by changing variables K — K — ¢, and then recalling ({.1]))

D=z wa Y Y N

I(s @) ps K)

BN K
peP K:P—-N
p>e
=B, ¢s®wap) =B >, ),
peP s'eD4 ((k,i),s)

p>e

and similarly

Dy, =0 Z (s O,y ) = Z o(s').

peP s'eD_((k,i),s)
p>—e

The desired result now follows.

6 Other groups

In this section, we adapt our results to the cases G = O(N),Sp(N/2), SU(N),SO(N).

Section [6.1 we address the cases G = O(N),Sp(N/2), and in Section [6.2] we address the

cases G = SU(N),SO(N). Define the matrix J by

0 Ing
J = . 6.1
(—IN/2 0 ) o1

We quickly recall the definitions of the various groups.

O(N) := {0 e GL(N,R) : 070 = Iy}
Sp(N/2) := {SeU(N):STJS = J}
SU(N) := {U € U(N) : det(S) = 1}
SO(N) := {O € SO(N) : det(0) = 1}.

Notation 6.1. Let I' = (I'y,...,I'y/) be a collection of words on {Ay,...,Ar}. Given a
compact Lie group G, we will denote Tr(G(T")) = Tr(G(I'y)) - Tr(G(I'y)), where G(I')
is obtained by substituting an independent Haar-distributed element of G for each of the

letters {A1,..., AL}
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6.1 Orthogonal and Symplectic

In this section, we adapt our previous results to G = O(N),Sp(/N/2). These two cases are
at times very similar, and thus we choose to place them in the same section. However, they
are also at times very different, which prevents us from handling the two cases completely
simultaneously — there are certain parts which require special attention in the O(N) case,
and certain parts in the Sp(N/2) case.

Notation 6.2. In this section, we will denote matchings on [n] (i.e. partitions of [n] into
two-element sets) by 7, 7', 1", etc., and often write 7 : [n] — [n].

6.1.1 Orthogonal surface sums

First, we discuss the surface sums that arise in the O(NN) case. We begin by introducing the
needed setup in order to state the analog of Corollary (the Unitary Weingarten calculus)
for O(N).

Definition 6.3 (Unoriented-balanced collection of words). Let I' = (I'y,...,'y/) be a col-
lection of words on letters {\1,...,Ap}. For £ € [L], let n, be the total number of times A\,
or A\, ' occurs in T'. We say that T' is unoriented-balanced if n, is even for each ¢ € [L].

Remark 6.4. By O — —O distributional symmetry of Haar-distributed O(/N) matrices, if T’
is not unoriented-balanced then E[Tr(O(I"))] = 0. Thus when computing E[Tr(O(T"))], we
may assume I' is unoriented-balanced.

Definition 6.5. Let n > 1 be even. Let m, 7’ : [n] — [n] be matchings. Visually, we will
think of m, 7" as giving left and right matchings, as in the Figure [46] This defines an element
of the Brauer algebra B,,, which we denote by [r 7'].

6 < 6
5 5

4 4
3 3
» .
1 1

Figure 46: Here, n = 6. The left matching is 7 = {{4, 6}, {1, 5}, {2,3}}. The right matching
is 7" = {{5, 6}, {1,4}, {2,3}}. The left and right matchings together define an element |7 7]
of B,,.

Let #cycles(m, ') be the number of connected components in the graph one obtains by
adding in the strands connecting the left and right vertices - see Figure 47| for an example.

Definition 6.6. Let n > 1 be even. Given left and right matchings =, 7' : [n] — [n], the
face profile ¢(m, ') is the partition of n induced by the cycles of 7',
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N
I

AN

Figure 47: For the left and right matchings 7,7’ from Figure there are two connected
components in the graph obtained by adding the strands, and thus #cycles(w, 7’) = 2.

We note that all parts of ¢(m, ') are even, and thus %E(W,W’) is a partition of . For
the matchings m, 7' in Figures [16] and [A7] the face profile ¢(m,7') = {4,2}. Note also that
#cycles(m, ') is exactly the number of parts of ¢(m, 7’).

Definition 6.7 (Orthogonal Weingarten function). Let ( € C. Let n = 1 be even. We define
the Orthogonal Weingarten function ngn as follows. The input is a pair of matchings

7,7 : [n] — [n], and the output is a number ngn(ﬂ,ﬁ') e C. First, define the Gram
matrix

GP,(m, @) = ¢reveles(m) 7' [n] — [n] matchings.

We define ngn to be the pseudo-inverse of G = ng(ﬂ', 7'), that is the symmetric matrix
W which satisfies

WGW =W and GIWG = G.

We typically omit the n variable and write Wg?. The normalized Orthogonal Weingarten
function is defined to be

V\_/vg?(ﬂ_’ 71_/) _ Cn—#cycles(ﬂ,w’)wg?(ﬂ,ﬂ_/)‘

Remark 6.8. From [CS06, Theorem 3.13], the normalized Orthogonal Weingarten function
has the following large- /N asymptotics:

: w0 AN _1)a—1
Jim Wey(mn) = [] (- e,

aE%é(ﬂ',ﬂ")

where ¢ is the kth Catalan number as in (3.1]), and the product is over all parts in the face
profile of £¢(m, 7') (which recall is a partition of %).

In fact, the proof of the cited theorem extends without change to a general complex
parameter ( — oo, and thus we have that

lim Weo (m,7) =[] (1) Pears

(—0



We state the following lemma which says that the Orthogonal Weingarten function is a
function of the face profile of (7, 7). It essentially follows from [Mat13], although we haven’t
found a precise statement in the literature. Thus for the reader’s convenience, we give more
detail as to why the lemma is true in Appendix [A]

Lemma 6.9. The Orthogonal Weingarten function Wg?(ﬂ',ﬂ'/ ) is a function of the face
profile (7, 7') of m, 7’

Remark 6.10. We defined the Orthogonal Weingarten function in a slightly different manner
than the Unitary Weingarten function (Definition [2.21]). For an expression of Wg? in terms

of characters, see [CSOG, Theorem 3.9] or [ZJ09, Proposition 5]. The interpretation of the
Weingarten function which is most relevant for us is as a weight assigned to pairs of left
and right matchings, and the most direct definition of Wg? from this point of view is as the
pseudo-inverse of the Gram matrix.

Also, note that we defined the Orthogonal Weingarten function for a general complex
parameter ( € C. This did not require any extra considerations. For Orthogonal Haar
integration, this level of generality is not needed and we could have restricted to ( = N
a positive integer. However, it turns out that the Symplectic Weingarten function is re-
lated to the Orthogonal Weingarten function with ( = —/N a negative integer — see Lemma
. Moreover, it will be more convenient to work with Wg®, rather than the Symplectic
Weingarten function, due to a certain sign issue. See Remark for more discussion.

Definition 6.11. Let n > 1 be even. Let 7 : [n] — [n] be the matching given by {{n,n —
1},{n—2,n—3},...,{2,1}}. One may visualize 7 as in Figure 48] We omit the dependence

oo o
)
)

Figure 48: [my mp] when n =6

Definition 6.12. Let n be even. For each matching 7 : [n] — [n], we define a permutation
o € S, such that o, [7 w]o 1 = [my 7o) as follows. We may write 7 = {{m(1),7(2)},...,{m(n—
1),m(n)}}, where 1 = 7(1) <7(3) <--- <7w(n—1), and 7(2j — 1) < w(2j) for j € [n/2]. We

then define o, (j) := 7(j).

See Figure for an example of o,. Visually, o, can be thought of as a permutation
of the vertices which takes [7 7] to the “standard form” [my mo]. In general, there may be
many such permutations; the definition of o, makes a particular choice for each w. This
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Figure 49: In the middle, we have [7 7| where 7 = {{1,3},{2,6},{4,5}}. Thus o, =
(13264 5) (written in one-line notation). We see that upon conjugating |7 7] by o, we
get the “standard form” [m 7).

particular way of choosing the permutation does not matter so much for O(NV), however for
Sp(N/2) it is important that o, be defined as it is, due to the fact that sgn(o,) appears
in the definition of the Symplectic Gram matrix (see Definition , and thus also the
Symplectic Weingarten function. (Different permutations which take [7 7] to the standard
form [my mo] may have opposite signs.)

Let T' = (T'y,...,Ty) be an unoriented-balanced collection of words on {Ay,..., Az}
Recall that in the Unitary case, the choice of T' specifies a choice of red exterior connections
in our strand diagram. In the orthogonal case, the situation is similar, except now we specify
that all strands point in the same direction (right). By doing so, the dashed red strands that
we add may not have a consistent orientation with the black strands. This is a reflection
of the fact that in the Orthogonal case, the surfaces we obtain may be unorientable. We
explain through an example how to obtain the red exterior connections from I' — see Figure
00k

A B
~- % "~~~ -~ —_ >
= . —»
-~ - - |

Figure 50: The red exterior connections arising from the words T' =

(ABA7'B™', ABA™'B~1). Compare with the right of Figure |§| in the Unitary case
with the exact same I'.

For each ¢ € [L], let my,m), : [n¢] — [n¢] be matchings. Similar to the Unitary case,
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we may form the diagram obtained by I' and 7 = (m, 7), ¢ € [L]) by starting with the red
exterior connections specified by 7, and then adding in the blue interior connections specified
by 7. Let #comp(T', 7) be the number of components of this diagram. See Figure [51| for an
example.

Figure 51: Let I' be the same as in Figure . For some particular choice of 7r, we may end
up with the blue interior connections as displayed. In this case, #comp(T', ) = 2.

Proposition 6.13 (Orthogonal Weingarten calculus). Let G = O(N). Let ' = (I'y, ..., ')
be an unoriented-balanced collection of words on {Aq,...,Ar}. Then

E[T(GI)] = ), (HWg?Vw,wz>)N#wmp<w>.

m=([me,ml Le[L])  LeL

Here, the sum in the right hand side is over m which is a collection of pairs of matchings
7Tg,7Té . [ng] — [ng], le [L]

We proceed towards applying Proposition to give expressions for Wilson loop expec-
tations of O(NN) lattice gauge theories. First, we need some setup. Exactly as in the Unitary
case, given (I',7r), we may obtain a map whose dual is bipartite as follows. We start with
one yellow face for each word in I'. For each letter \,, the left and right matchings m,, 7,
giving the interior connections in the portion of the diagram corresponding to A, then specify
an additional collection of blue faces which are glued to the yellow faces which contain the
letter A\, or its inverse.

Definition 6.14. Let I' = (I'y,..., ;) be an unoriented-balanced collection of words on
{\,...,Ar}. Define DBMqog(T') to be the set of all possible maps which can be obtained
from adding interior left and right matchings to the strand diagram corresponding to I'. For
a given map M € DBMqg(T'), and ¢ € [L], let p(M) be the partition of n, (the total number
of occurrences of A\, and )\;1) given by the degrees of the blue faces which are glued in to
the strand diagram of A, (this is the same as the face profile of the left and right matchings
7 = (my, m), € € [L]) used to construct M).
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Here, the subscript “OS” is short for Orthogonal and Symplectic, since DBMgg is the
set of maps that one obtains in these cases.

Remark 6.15. Unlike in the Unitary case, the maps in DBMpg may be unorientable.

Proposition 6.16. Let G = O(N). Let I' = (I'y,...,I'x) be an unoriented-balanced collec-
tion of words on {Aq,...,Ar}. We have that

Emem) = Y (H ngwwn)mw
()

MEDBMOS le [L]

As in the Unitary case, when the letters {A;,..., A} are edges of the lattice A, then
any map M € DBMgg(T') naturally gives an edge-plaquette embedding (M, 1), where ) is
determined by the requirement that it maps edges of M to the corresponding edges of the
lattice.

Definition 6.17. Let s = ({,...,¢,) be a string, and let K : P — N. Define the set
EPEos(s, K) of edge-plaquette embeddings associated to s, K to as follows. If s, K is not
unoriented-balanced, then EPE(s, K) := @. If s, K is unoriented-balanced, let T" be the
collection of words consisting of s and K (p) copies of the plaquette p for each p € P. We
define EPEog(s, K) to be the set of edge-plaquette embedding (M, 1)) obtained from maps
Me DBMos(F)

Next, define

EPEos(s) := | | EPEos(s, K).
K:P—N

For (M, ) € EPEog(s), and e € Ey, let p.(¢)) be the partition of [/~ (e)|/2 induced by 1/2
times the degrees of the faces of ¢~!(e). Define

area(M, 1) : Z [t
peP
=[]
peP

Note that if (M, 1)) € EPEog(s, K), then area(M,¢)) = 3} K(p) and (y~')! = K.

We now arrive at the following theorem, which is the analog of Corollary Since the
proof is very similar to the proof of the corollary, it is omitted.

Theorem 6.18. Let s = ({y,...,0,) be a string. For O(N) lattice gauge theory, we have
that

Wons =27 Y W%)<wa%wﬁmm%-

(Mzw)EEPEOS (S) (¢ eeFp
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6.1.2 Symplectic surface sums

Next, we discuss the surface sums in the Symplectic case. This case is more complicated
than before due to a certain sign issue. We start by working towards the definition of the
Symplectic Weingarten function.

Definition 6.19 (Symplectic Weingarten function). Define the Symplectic Weingarten func-
tion ngs\?m as follows. First, define the Gram matrix

GJS\?,n(WaW/) = (—1)"?sgn (o, )sgn (o) (— N)#¥eesm) = 7' [n] — [n] matchings.

We define ng}’?n to be the pseudo-inverse of Gi}”n. We typically omit the dependence on n
and write Wg%’.

Remark 6.20. This definition of the Symplectic Weingarten function is not so easy to find
in the literature. For instance, the first paper on the topic [CSOG] does not give an explicit
formula for the Symplectic Weingarten function, nor does the recent survey [CMN22]. The
paper [MP22] which applies the Symplectic Weingarten calculus only posits the existence
of some function which can be used to compute Symplectic matrix integrals (see [MP22
Theorem 3.1]). The paper [Mat13] defines the Symplectic Weingarten function as a certain
clement W of the group algebra C[S,] (Matsumoto denotes this element by WgP). The
relation between Matsumoto’s definition and our definition via pseudo-inverses is precisely
stated in [Mat13, Lemma 2.5, which says that the Weingarten weight ngs\?(w, 7') assigned
to a pair of matchings 7,7’ is precisely W (o 'o,). We prefer to give the pseudo-inverse
definition in the present paper, because it is the most easy to state and understand. This
way, the reader who only wishes to be able to understand the weights that appear in our
surface sums can do so without having to spend too much time on background material.

By comparing the definitions of the Orthogonal (Definition and Symplectic Wein-
garten functions, the next lemma follows immediately. (Here we also use the uniqueness of
the pseudo-inverse of a matrix.)

Lemma 6.21. We have that
ng}’(w,ﬂ') = (—1)”/2sgn(a7r)sgn(a7r/)Wg?N(W,7r’), 7,7 : [n] — [n].

Remark 6.22. This relation between the Orthogonal and Symplectic Weingarten functions
has previously been observed, see for instance the end of [Mat13], Section 2.3.2]. When N > n,
this identity is also stated as [MP22, Lemma 3.2]. We note that by defining Weingarten
functions as pseudo-inverses of the appropriate Gram matrices, it is trivial to see that the
relation holds for general N (indeed, even general ¢ € C).

Remark 6.23. Recall that Wg© (7, 7’) is a function of the face profile £(r, 7). Lemma m
shows that ngs\})(ﬂ, 7') is not a function of the face profile ¢(m, '), because sgn(o,)sgn(o,)
is not determined by ¢(7m, 7). For a simple example, see Figure 52, Thus to obtain weighted
sums over surfaces in the Symplectic case, we will use Lemma o replace ngs\}’ by Wg© N
which will allow us to express our weights purely in terms of the surfaces. We note that this
was also done in [MP22] — see Theorem 1.2 and Appendix A of the paper.
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[0 7]
Figure 52: Left: [my 7] with 7 = {{1,4},{2,3}}. Thus o, = (1 4 2 3), and so sgn(o,) = 1.
Right: [mo 7] with " = {{1,3},{2,4}}. Thus o, = (1 3 2 4), and so sgn(o,/) = —1. Con-
sequently, we see that Wg P (o, 7) = (—1)2sgn(oy, )sgn (o )Wel y (1o, ©) = We© (o, 7'),
whereas WgP (mo, 7') = —Wg®y (7, 7). Note that the face profiles {(mq, 7) = £(mo, )

{4}, and so Wg© (o, 7) = Wg°y (mo, 7). This shows that WgiP (g, 7) = —WgiP(mo, ),
even though (g, 7) has the same face profile as (mg, 7).

[mo 7]

0 Ing

Recall the matrix J =
B (—fm 0

) from the definition of Sp(IV/2).

Definition 6.24. For indices i1,y € [N], define (iy,i9); 1= Jis. For n = 1 even and a
permutation o € S,,, define

n/2
A;(1> = H<i0(2k—1)7 iO’(?k)>J = <ia(l)7 ia(2)>J T <’ia(n—l)7 Z.cr(n)>J7 i= (’il: SR ;Zn) € [N]n
k=1

For a matching 7 : [n] — [n], we abuse notation and write A’ for A/ .

We next state the matrix-entry version of the Symplectic Weingarten calculus. This is
essentially [Matl3, Theorem 2.4] (see also [Matl3, Lemma 2.5]).

Proposition 6.25 (Symplectic Weingarten calculus). Let G = Sp(/N/2). Let n > 1 be even.
For any i = (i1,...,4),j = (J1,---,Jn) € [N]", we have that

[n]—[n]

7

By applying Proposition [6.25] and Lemma [6.21, one can obtain the following word-
expectation version of the Symplectic Weingarten calculus. We remark that going from
the matrix-entry version to the word-expectation version of Weingarten caclulus is not as
simple as in the Unitary or Orthogonal cases (where one may use the argument described
in Section , and one has to carefully handle signs. The proof is omitted — see [MP22,
Appendix A] for the relevant details.

Proposition 6.26. Let G = Sp(N/2). Let I' = (I'y,...,I'x) be an unoriented-balanced
collection of words on {Aq,...,Ar}. We have that

E[Tr(G(T))] = (-1)* > [T Wels (e, my) (— N)#eom(®m),

wv=([m,m}],Le[L]) £e[L]
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Consequently, we have that

E[TOD)] = (-1F Y (HWgNW >>)<—N>X<M>-'f.

MEDBMOS (F)

Remark 6.27. To obtain the second claim in Proposition [6.26] it was crucial that we used
the Orthogonal Weingarten function rather than the Symplectic Weingarten function, since
the former is a function of the face profile but the latter is not (recall Remark|6.23). In other
words, WgP is not a function of (M), so we could not have replaced Wg3F (m¢, ) with
Weil (1e(M)).

We can now give a representation of Wilson loop expectations in Sp(N/2) lattice gauge
theories as Weingarten-weighted surface sums.

Theorem 6.28. Let s = ({1,...,4,) be a string. For Sp(N/2) lattice gauge theory, we have
that

i, ﬁarea(/\/l ) M)—2
Wong = (-1)"2Z55 ] (HWgNue >>< Nyxn=2n

(M,IZ))EEPEos( ) ( eEEA

6.1.3 Exploration process

In this subsection, we detail how to obtain the Orthogonal and Symplectic Weingarten
calculus from taking limits of Brownian motion, much as we did in Section [4] for the Unitary
case. The key is to use a variant of the exploration process we defined in Section [£.1] This
will again allow us to extract the Jucys-Murphy elements, which as before will relate to the
Weingarten function. First, we work towards describing the analog of Proposition for
O(N),Sp(N/2).

Remark 6.29. Note that SO(N) is connected while O(N) is not. Thus an O(N) Brownian
motion started at the identity (or more generally, any element of SO(N)) is exactly the
same as an SO(N) Brownian motion. Thus to reprove the Orthogonal Weingarten calculus,
we will need to take the initial value Oy of the O(N) Brownian motion to lie in the two
connected components of O(N) with equal probability. This amounts to multiplying an
SO(N) Brownian motion started at the identity by Oy.

Notation 6.30. In the following, to discuss the cases G = O(N), Sp(/N/2) simultaneously,
we set the notation € = 1 when G = O(N) and € = —1 when G = Sp(N/2). We found this
useful notation from [Dahl7].

Next, we define a representation p_ : B,(—N) — End((C")®") which is needed to relate
expectations of Symplectic Brownian motion to weighted sums over Brauer algebra elements.

Recall the definition of (-, -); and A/ from Definition [6.24]

Definition 6.31. Define the representation p_ : B,(—N) — End((CY)®") as follows. It
suffices to define p_ on the generating set {(i 7),{ j),1 < i < j < n} of B,. We let
p—((i 7)) := —p+((i7)). Welet p_({i j)) be the matrix whose (k,1) (withk = (kq,...,k,),l =
(I1,...,1,) € [N]™) matrix entry is

(p- (G ))ha = —Ckis kypallis by | ] Ok,

r#i,j
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Remark 6.32. The minus sign in the definition of p_ is crucial, since p_ is supposed to be
a representation of B,(—N), which implies that p_({i j))* = (=N)p_({ 7)) (since (i j)* =
(—N){i j»). The minus sign ensures that this is the case.

Remark 6.33. For a matching 7 : [n] — [n], observe that

[m 7] = (r(1) 7(2)) - (w(2n = 1) 7(2n)).

This implies that

p-([m w)ig = (=1)"2ALH)ALG)-

More generally, we have that

p—([m ')y = (=1)"*sgn(ox)sgn (o) AL ()AL (5)- (6.2)

Notation 6.34. We will take p; to mean p, and p_; to mean p_. This way we can write
Pe-

Let n > 1. Consider a strand diagram with n total strands. We define a Poisson point
process Yps on the strand diagram as follows. We imagine we have n right-directed strands
homeomorphic to [0,0). Between any pair of strands, there are two independent rate-1
Poisson processes: one which gives the swaps between the two strands, and one which gives
the turnarounds between the two strands. The Poisson processes corresponding to different
pairs of strands are also independent. Let ¥og(T") be process obtained by keeping only those
points of g which occur before time 7. See Figure [53|for an example realization of ¥og(7").

>

>

Figure 53: An example realization of ¥og(7") for some finite 7. The green lines represent
swaps and blue lines represent turnarounds.

Remark 6.35 (Comparison with the Unitary case). In the Orthogonal and Symplectic cases,
all strands point the same direction, and there may be turnarounds between same-direction
strands. Whereas in the Unitary case, there were only swaps between same-direction strands,
and turnarounds between opposite-direction strands.

Definition 6.36. Define F, = Fy; as follows. Set F, := F} := F (where F' is as defined
in Definition . Define F_ to be a map which takes point process realizations to elements
of B,(—N) as follows. Define F_ almost exactly as F', except same-direction swaps incur
a % factor and turnarounds incur a —% factor (note that this is the reverse of how F' was

defined).
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The following proposition is the analog of Proposition [4.14] It says that for G =
SO(N),Sp(IN/2), expectations of G-valued Brownian motion may be expressed in terms
of the Poisson point process Yos. See [PPSY23, Appendix A] for the proof.

Proposition 6.37. Let n > 1. Let G = SO(N),Sp(N/2). Let By be a G-valued Brownian
motion at time 7. We have that

£

E[B§"] = ()7 3075 p (B[ F(Sos(1))]).

Equivalently, for i = (i1,...,4,),j = (J1,---,7n) € [IN]", we have that
E[(Br)ij, -+ (Br)iu,] = 2773075 p (B[ F.(Sos(1))])
Next, we state the following lemma which relates the Orthogonal Weingarten fuction
to Jucys-Murphy elements. This may essentially be found in [Matl3], however it may not
be so clear why this is the case without actually reading the paper. Thus, for the reader’s

convenience, we provide some discussion in Appendix [A] of why the following lemma follows
from the results of [Mat13].

Lemma 6.38 (Relation of Weingarten function to Jucys-Murphy elements). Let 7 : [n] —
[n] be a matching. We have that

p-([m mo))p-((EN + Juca)(EN + Jug) -+ (eN + 1)) = > WeSy(mo, 7)po ([ 7']).
w:[n]—[n]

As in the Unitary case, the main theorem that we will prove using our exploration process
is the recovery of the Weingarten calculus, stated as follows.

Theorem 6.39 (Weingarten recovery). Let n > 1 be even. Let Oy € O(N) be a random
matriz which has equal probability of being in the two connected components of O(N), or
equivalently E[det(Oy)] = 0. For G = O(N), we have that

lim EBPIEOF"] - Y. Wed(m, ™o ([ 7).
w7 n]—[n]

For G = Sp(N/2), we have that

I B =Y Welylmm)o(r 7). (63)
' [n]—[n]

Remark 6.40. To see why equation (6.3)) is equivalent to the matrix-entry version of the
Symplectic Weingarten calculus (Proposition [6.25)), recall by Remark that

(o7 7'D)y; = (~1)"sgn(oJsgn(ow )AL DAL ()

Then by the relation between the Orthogonal and Symplectic Weingarten functions (Lemma

6.21)), it follows that

W2y (m, ) (p-([m 7']));; = ((=1)"*sgn(or)sgn(ox)Wey (m, 7)) A7 () A% (§)
= We (m, m) AL ()AL (j)-
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Next, we define the analog Q%% of the strand-by-strand exploration process Qr from
Section As before, the exploration is encoded by two processes (E)i=o, (m)i=0. Here,
E takes values in [n/2] and tracks the current exploration era, and 7 takes values in S,,. In
words, the exploration starts at the top strand, and follows swaps until the first turnaround.
At this time, the exploration proceeds to the next-highest strand which hasn’t been matched.
The exploration continues until all strands have been matched (i.e. until the end of the n/2th
exploration era).

Notation 6.41. For notational brevity in what follows, define

hn(ty, ... 7tn/2> = =1 =(1=F)t o 2(n=3)-(1=F)(t2—t1) . . o2Q)=(1=F))(tn/2—tn/2-1)

The following is the analog of Proposition [4.5] which recall encoded the key cancellation
property of our strand-by-strand exploration process.

Proposition 6.42. Let n > 1 be even. Let G = SO(N), Sp(/V/2). We have that
2G5 TR [F (Sos(T)1(The < T)] = E[F(Q7°,)L(To < T)ha(Th, - .., Topo) |-

Proof. The proof is very similar to the proof of Proposition 4.5 in that we proceed by
induction, except now the combinatorics is slightly different. Throughout, we write ¥ and
Q instead of Ypg and QO for brevity.

The base case n = 2 may be handled by direct calculation, which we omit. Suppose that
the proposition is true for n — 2 > 2 and any 7" = 0. As before, we condition on the time
Ty, which is the time of first turnaround, which results in two strands being matched. After
this time, we may assume that any swaps or turnarounds involving either of the matched
strands must involve precisely the two matched strands (by essentially the same argument
as in the proof of the cancellation lemma, Lemma [£.4). Each strand is involved in 2(n — 1)
independent Poisson processes, and thus the number of independent Poisson processes which
must have zero points on the interval [T}, 7] is 2(2(n—1)) —4 = 4n—8. The Poisson process
which gives the turnarounds between the two matched strands contributes a factor 1, and
the Poisson process which gives the swaps between the two matched strands contributes a
factor e=(T=T)e=(T=T/N (when we condition on T}). We thus obtain

E[FET)UT, < T) | Fr] =
E[F.(X(T1)) | FRlE[F(2(T)/S(T)) LT, < T) | Frylem 0TI/,

Now observe that

From this, we obtain

)50 RTE[F(S(T) (T < T) | F]

I
VRS
)

S
=
|
NE
T
2|~
e
!
o3
g/
~
Ry
N~
X
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(62@;2)@41)—’52u—;><T—T1>E[FE(E(T>\E(T1>)ﬂ(Tn/z <7 le]).

At this point, we recognize that the second factor is exactly given by the inductive assump-
tion:
ez(ngz)(T—Tl)—”7’2(1—%)(T—T1)E[FE(E(T)\Z<TI))]lATH(TH/Q <T)| Fnl =
E[F.(9Qr,,\Qn)1(Th2 < T)hya(Ta, ..., Tp2) | Fry]

Thus, to finish the induction, we just need to show that

62(Z)T1_%(1_%)T1E[F8(E(Tl))F(QTnQ\Qﬂ) ’ ‘FTn/z] = 6(2(n_1)_(1_%))T1Fa(QTl)FE(QTn/z\QTl)'

Again, this follows by accounting for the contributions before time 77 of all the swaps and

turnarounds not involving the top strand. There are a total of 2(”51) such processes. Out

of these, there are ”7_2 processes which contribute 1 (the turnarounds between two strands

which are matched on the right), there are ”T’Q processes which contribute e~ Tte =T/~ (the
swaps between two strands which are matched on the right), and every other process must
have zero points on [0,7}], and thus contributes e=71. In total, we get

E[F6(2<T1))FE(QTW2\QT1) | ‘FTn/z] = 67(2(7?1)7(”72))711e_nT_QTIe_enT_QTI/NFE(QT1)FE(QTn/2\QT1)'

To finish, note that (using that 2(}) — 2(”51) =2(n—1))

o) 51w ) - ;1 —(n— —%—%N=2n—l— -+ ) O
2(2)50-5) (%) o) e ()

Next, we give an explicit expression for the right hand side of Proposition [6.42] First,
let £, be the event that in the exploration process, n gets matched to n — 1, n — 2 gets
matched to n — 3, ..., 2 gets matched to 1. In other words, E,, is the event that the left
matching discovered by our exploration is m (which was defined in Definition see also

Figure .

For notational brevity, we make the following definition.

Notation 6.43. Define
T T—uy T—(u1+-+up/2_1)
I(T,n) := / dul/ dusg - - / dtty /2 (e’”le’”l‘]"*/N) X (e’“Qe’EUQJ’L*3/N)
0 0 0
X oo X (efun/2e*€un/2J1/N).
We will need the following lemma.
Lemma 6.44. We have that
[71'() 7T0]Jn = [7T0 7T0](1 + Jn—l)-

Proof. In the case n = 4, Figure [54] contains the proof by explicitly identifying the terms
which appear on the left and right hand sides of the claimed identity. The proof when n > 6
is essentially same as the case n = 4. The case n = 2 is trivial. O
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m0(4,2) = mo(3,1) mo(4 1) =m0 (3 2)

Figure 54: Term-by-term identification of the three terms in each of myJ; and my(1 + J3).

Lemma 6.45. We have that
E[F. (97 /2) (Toj2 < T)ha(Th, - . aTn/Q)ILE,,O] = (eN) ™[y o] I(T, n).
Proof. By considering an alternative exploration as in Section 4.1}, we may explicitly compute
E[F.(Q7 /2) (Toj2 < T)ho(Th, - .. 7Tn/2)]]-E,r0] = (eN)™™?[my mo] I,

where

T— u1 T— (Ul+"'+un/271)
/ dul/ / dun/2(efQ(nfl)uefsulJn/N> %

e 2(n=3)uz j—euzJn— 2/N) X o X (6_2“”/26_5“"/2J2/N) ho(ug, ... ,un/z).

—2(n—1)u ,—eu1Jn/N (n—1)u

We explain how e € arises. One factor of e~ comes from the density of
Ti, which is an exponential random variable with rate n — 1. Conditioned on T} = uy, we

need to average over all swaps involving the top strand before time u, which contributes
6—(n—1)ue—u15.]n/N.

Next, observe that the formula for I’ may be simplified to

T— u1 T— (u1+~~~+un/2,1) -
e e

uge—auan Q/N) Cox (e—(l—%)un/ge—sun/ng/N).

Next, by Lemma we have that [my mo]J,, = [mo mo](1 + Ju—1). Since the Jucys-Murphy
elements commute, we may then obtain that

[0 o] J¥ = [mo mo](1 + Ju_1)® for all k = 0.

This implies that [my mole"/" = e[my mole*/—! for any u € R. More generally, by the same
argument as in the proof of Lemma [6.44] we may obtain that [y mo]e"’2r = e“[my mole®’>—1
for 1 < r < n/2. By applying these identities, we obtain [my mo|I’ = [mo 7| (T, n), and the
desired result follows. O

Now suppose that the left matching discovered by our strand-by-strand exploration is
some arbitrary m. Then we may first permute the strands so that m becomes 7y, apply
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Lemma to compute the expectation of our strand-by-strand-exploration in the case
where the left matching is 7wy, and then permute the strands back. This gives a formula for
the expectation of our strand-by-strand exploration in the case where the left matching is ,
which then leads to the following lemma. Recall from Definition that for each matching
7 : [n] — [n], we fixed a permutation o, € S,, such that o,[r w]o ! = [mo 7).

Lemma 6.46. We have that

E[F(Q2° 1T < T)ha(Th, .., Topa) | = (eN) ™2 1 [w ml (T, n)os.

m:[n]—[n]
Proof. By summing over all possible left machings m, we obtain

E[F.(QP° ) 1(Toa < T)ho(Th, ..., Tupp)] = (eN)™™2 > [w 7] I(T,m, ),

m:[n]—[n]

where I(T,n, ) is the analog of I(T',n) defined for a general 7. Writing [r 7] = o [mo m|o,
we may write

[ 7| I(T,n,7) = o, [mo mo](oxL(T,n, 7)o )or.

Since conjugating by o, corresponds to permuting the strands according to o, we have that
o, I(T,n,m)o -t = I(T,n). Le., after permuting the strands according to o, I(T,n, ) gets
taken to I(T,n). To finish, note that o ![my my| = [7 7] (since if we only permute the labels
on the left, then only the left matching gets changed). ]
Lemma 6.47. We have that

lim p.(I(T,n)) = e">N"?p.((eN + Jo 1) (eN + Jo_g)--- (eN + J1)) .

T—0
Proof. We have that
o] [oe}
71’141)12.10 pe(](T7 n)) = A dule_ule—€u1P5(Jn71)/N e A dun/ge_u”/z6_5“”/2p5(J1)/N

A S S AU S S A
—pe(1d+€ N) p5(1d+€ N) e Pe 1d+€ﬁ

= &"2N"2p.(eN + Jy1) " pe(eN + Jug) ™ - pe(eN + J1) 7L

Here, the operators p.(id + €J,,_2x/N), 1 < k < n/2, have strictly positive eigenvalues (and
thus are invertible) by Lemma [2.2§] (recall that p_((i j)) = —p((¢ 7)) for any transposition

(i ). O

Lemma 6.48. For any matching 7 : [n] — [n], we have that

pe([m 7o))pe((EN + Ju1)(EN + Juog) - (N +00) " pelon) = D, Wele(m,w)p([r 7)),

7":[n]—[n]
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Proof. Applying Lemma [6.38], we have that

pe([m o))pe((EN + Ju1)(EN + Jus) -+ (eN + 1)) palon) = D Wedy(mo, @)p([x 7']oz).

' [n]—[n]

Since [ 7] = o [m mo]ox, we have that [r 7']o, = o '[mo 7']o,. Changing variables
7’ = n'o,, we obtain that the above is further equal to

>, Wedv(mo o )p.([n 7']).

7':[n]—[n]

To finish, observe that Wg% (7o, 7' ') = Wey (0 ', ') = WeOy (7, 7'). The first identity
follows since o !my 7’0 |0, = [0 7 '], which implies that (7, 7’0 ') has the same face
profile as (o, 'my, 7’), and the second identity follows since o, 'my = 7. O]

Combining Proposition and Lemmas [6.46] [6.47] and [6.48] we obtain the following

result.

Proposition 6.49. We have that

Jim TR (B[R (Sos(T)UT,p < T)) = Y, Waly(m w)pe([r )
w7 [n]—[n]

To complete the proof of Theorem [6.39] we need to show that it suffices to restrict to
the event that all exploration eras have finished before time 7. This turns out to be much
harder to show for O(N) than for Sp(N/2) — see Remarks and for some discussion
as to why. We begin by introducing some concepts which are needed to handle the O(N)
case.

Definition 6.50. Let G = O(N). Define P, := E[G®"]| € End((C")®").

By properties of Haar integration, we have that P,, is symmetric and P? = P,,. Thus, P,
is the orthogonal projection onto its image, which is precisely the subspace of O(N)-invariant
vectors {v € (CV)®" . O®"y = v}. Observe moreover that with Oy as in Theorem [6.39} we
have that

lim E[B2"|E[O®"] = E[G®"] = P,.

T—oo

We thus have that

Jim E[BE"|E[O$"]P, = P2 = P,,.
—00

This discussion shows that when taking limits of SO(/N) Brownian motion to recover results
about O(N) Haar integration, we may first project to the space of invariant vectors, and
this does not change the limit. This projection is a technical convenience that will make it
easier to argue why the contribution from the case where not all eras end by time 7" goes to
zero as T' — 0.

With this discussion in mind, we state the following proposition.
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Proposition 6.51. We have that

Jm | PGITEORT) (BLP(Sos(T)L(Tye > TP =0, G = O()
Jim |0 (B[P (Sos(T) LT > T)])| =0, G =Sp(N/2).

We will prove this proposition by an inductive argument, which rests on the following
technical lemmas. The proofs are deferred to Section [6.1.4

Lemma 6.52. Let n be even. For any v > 0, we have that

e

se )
” —up J”)P H <e (N— 2)u‘

Remark 6.53. The first estimate of Lemmal6.52] immediately follows from Lemma[2.28 which
says that all eigenvalues of p,(J,) = p(J,) are at least —N + 1. However, this estlmate is
not good enough for the proof of Proposition when G = O(NN). The point of the second
estimate of Lemma is that if we restrict to the subspace of O(/NV)-invariant vectors

WhiCh 1S the eﬁeCt ()f addin the I n term s then we can in fact ()l)tain a better estimate f()r
g
Hefup(Jn) HOp

Lemma 6.54. Let n be even. For any T' > 0, we have that
|(1@E[BF" )P, snn T3 172073 G = O(N),
[T@E[BF" V]|, <y TE e 205300 G = Sp(N/2).

Remark 6.55. Another reason why O(/N) is more delicate than Sp(N/2) may be seen in the
statement of Lemma [6.54 For O(N), we need to add in the additional projection P,, in order
to obtain the stated estimate. Indeed, in certain cases limy_q I ® E[BY ("_1)] is not even
zero — note that this limit is equal to I @ E[S®("~V] where S is a Haar-distributed SO(V)
random matrix. If N is odd and n — 1 > N is also odd, then E[S®" )] may be nonzero.
The most direct example of this is when n — 1 = N, because if E[S®V] were equal to zero,

then this would imply that any matrix entry has expectation zero:
(E[S®V]); = ElSus -+ Sigu] =0, = (i1, in), = (r, .., o) € [N]Y.

This would further imply that E[det(S)] = 0. On the other hand, det(S) = 1 deterministi-
cally. Thus E[S®V] # 0. Thus to prove Lemma , we will need to argue why we still have
convergence to zero at an exponential rate, if we restrict to the subspace of O(N)-invariant
vectors.

On the other hand, since —I € Sp(N/2), we have by parity that / @ E[S®"~V] = 0 if
S is a Haar-distributed Sp(/N/2) random matrix (and n is even). It then isn’t too hard to

further prove that the convergence of I ®E[B® " 1)] to zero happens at an exponential rate
— one can argue similar to the Unitary case.

Lemma 6.56. Let n be even. We have that

pr((nn—1)P, =I*?QP,_,.
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In the following, we will also use without explicit reference the fact that for any O € O(N),
O®" commutes with any element of p, (B,). As a consequence, P,, also commutes with any
element of p(B,).

Proof of Proposition[6.51]. First, assume G = O(N). We proceed by induction. First, in the
base case n = 2, we may obtain by explicit calculation

A== (B[F(Sos(T))L(Ty > T)]) = e 00T TolR2/N,

Now by Lemma , we have that ||e"TP(2)/NPy|, < e(=%)T. The desired result when
n = 2 then follows by combining the two estimates.

Next, suppose the result is true for some even n > 2. Consider the case n + 2. We first
show that there is no contribution when the first era doesn’t end, that is

lim HeQ(ngz)TﬂTﬂ(l_%)Tm (E[F(Z0s(T)U(Ty > T)])Puya| =0. (6.4)

T—o0

op

Towards this end, consider a realization of ¥og(7") on the event T} > T, as in the left of
Figure [55l By imagining that every time we see a swap involving the current strand of
exploration, we “cut and swap” the current strand and the other strand involved in the
swap, we obtain a map on point configurations which preserves the law of Xog(7). After
applying this map (see the right of Figure , we obtain another Poisson point process
ios(T), which has the property that all swaps which involve the first strand of exploration
touch the top strand.

\J
\J

\J

Figure 55: The green lines represent swaps, and the blue lines represent turnarounds. On
the event {1} > T}, the exploration of the first strand makes it all the way to the right (see
left). We may map the left point process into the right point process, which has the property
that during the first exploration era, all swaps which are seen by the exploration involve the
top strand.

To determine F(Xog(T)) from Xog(T), we split Log(T) into two parts: all points not
involving the top strand, and all points involving the top strand — see Figure |56l Here, the
points involving the top strand must be read in reverse order.

If we now multiply together the two matchings in Figure [56] we obtain the match-
ing in Figure which is precisely the same matching one obtains by following all the
swaps/turnaround in the original points process Yogs(7") (recall the left of Figure .

Let ©38(T) be the process obtained by keeping only those points of Yog(7) which in-
volve the top strand. Let X™(7T') be the process made of all other points, i.e. X'(T) =
Yos(T)/S5E(T). The preceding discussion shows that

E[F (Sos(T))L(T1 > T)] = e " DTE[F(SEE (1)) E[F(Z68(T)],
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\J
v

\J
\J

» »
> >

Figure 56: Left: the points of EOS(T) not involving the top strand. Right: the points of
Y0s(T) involving the top strand, arranged in reverse order.

Figure 57: The matching one obtains from following all the swaps/turnarounds in ¥og(7'), or
equivalently by first following all swaps/turnarounds not involving the top strand in Yos(T),
and then following in reverse order all swaps involving the top strand in Xog(7).
By an explicit calculation, we have that
e+ )T~ la-%)T oo (E[F(Eg’g(T))]) — o 3(=)T o=Tni2/N
We also have that
e(2<n;r2>_2(n—i-1))T—"T“(1—%)TpJr (E[F(Eggt (T))D —I® E[B%(er)]'
Combining, we thus obtain
n+2 _n+2_ 1
62( 2 )T > (1 N)Tp+ (E[F(EOS(T ) ) n+2
(I@]E B® n+1 ])e—%(l )T —Tp(Jnt2) /NP
= (I®E B® )Pn+2) (e_§(1_N)T€_TP(JH+2)/NPTL+2)_

The second identity follows since P2,, = P,.o, and P, o commutes with p(J,42). By
applying Lemmas and [6.54] the last term above has operator norm which is bounded
by

(1 @ELBE P, ], |e ORI T Np, | < T2 bR 0T 0

1

which converges to zero as T'— co. This shows the claim (6.4]).
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Thus to finish, it suffices to show that

. nt2)p_n42(q_ L
lim HeQ( )T T, (E[F(Zos(T)UTt < T, T2z > T)])Pusz| =0

T—o0

op

On the event T} < T, we may follow the exploration until the end of the first era. Let E be
the event that the first era ends with the turnaround (n + 2 n + 1). We will focus on this
case, as the case of a general turnaround may either be reduced to the case by permuting
the strands, or may be similarly argued, just with more notation. By a discussion similar to
that outlined in Figures [55]- [57, we may compute

1

€2<n;2)T_nT+2(1_W)Tp+ (E[F(Zos<T))]l(T1 < T, T(n+2)/2 > T)]lE‘])Pn+2

T
- / du (I@E[BE"]))p. ((n +2 n+ L) (IS @ fo(T — u))e /NP, .
0

where here f,(T — u), is the total partition function for a system with n strands, not all
exploration eras end by time 7" — u. For brevity, let /(T") denote the term on the right hand
side above. Observe that our inductive assumption implies that for any u > 0,

T [[£(T — w)Py oy = 0.

To insert P,, note by Lemma that p, ((n +2 n+ 1))P,,o = I®* ®P,. Using this and
the fact that P2, , = P, 15, we have that

1) = [ 0 @BB )P} 2 0 D)@ (T~ WP,

By the inductive assumption, the operator norm of the integrand above converges pointwise
to zero as T'— 0. Recall also the previously obtained bound (via Lemmas and [6.54)

H<I ®E[Bg(n+1)])Pn+2HopHe_up(JnJr2)/NPn+2HOp < un+2€_%u.

We may thus apply dominated convergence to conclude that limg_,o |I(T)|,p = 0. This
finishes the proof of the inductive step. Thus the case G = O(N) is proven.

The case G = Sp(N/2) follows in a similar (and indeed, simpler) fashion. By a sim-
ilar discussion, in the inductive step we may obtain the following identity when the first
exploration era does not end:

1

2T 124 T, (E[F_(Sos(T))L(T; > T)]) = (I®E[Bg(n+l)])675(1+%)T€Tp,(Jn+2)/N

1

_ ([ ® E[Bg(n-i-l)]) 6—5(1+%)T6—Tp(Jn+2)/N’

where in the second identity we used that (by definition) p_((i j)) = —p((i j)) for transpo-
sitions (¢ 7). Then applying Lemmas and [6.54) we may bound

|(IT@EB[BE ) e s0 AT Tl N < = UHRIT0RT 0 2 T > o0,

op

Thus as before, we may work on the event {T; < T, Tinv2y2 > T}. The contribution from
this event may be bounded similar to before. We omit the details. O
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Before we combine everything and prove Theorem [6.39, we state the following lemma
which is needed for the case G = O(N), whose proof is deferred to Section [6.1.4]

Lemma 6.57. For every pair of matchings 7, 7" : [n] — [n], ps([7 7']) maps into the
subspace of O(N)-invariant vectors, i.e. Im(py([7 7'])) € Im(P,,).

Proof of Theorem [6.39. First, consider the case G = O(N). By combining Propositions
and [6.51, we obtain

; ®n &nl _ 13 ®n &®n
lim B[BZ"JE[OF"] = lim E[BF"E[OF"]P,

— lim ()50 ) (B[F(Sos(T))L(T, 2 < T)])E[OZ"|P,,

= >, Wel(m m)p:([r 7P,

' [n]—[n]

Let A= > WeS (7, @) p-([7 7']). To conclude that limy_., E[BE"] = A, use that (by
Lemma Im(A) € Im(P,), and AP,, = P,A. This implies AP, = P,A = A. Thus
the case G = O(N) is proven. The case G = Sp(N/2) follows similarly (without the extra
considerations involving P,,). O

6.1.4 Technical proofs

In this section, we prove Lemmas [6.52] and [6.54. The main difficulty is in proving the
estimates that involve the projection P,,, because as mentioned in Remarks and [6.55),
the addition of the P,, term leads to better estimates. We proceed to introduce the additional
representation theory elements that are needed to see why these improved estimates hold.
We note that everything we introduce is classical.

We first describe a spanning set for the space of O(/N)-invariant vectors. From classical
representation theory (see e.g. [DahlT7, Section 3]), when n is even, the space of O(N)-
invariants {v € (CV)®" : O®" = v} is spanned by a family of vectors {u,,n : [n] — [n]}
which are indexed by matchings w. The vector u, € (CV)®" is given by (with implicit
summation over repeated indices)

Uy = 1_[ 0", @ Qe .

{a,b}em

Remark 6.58. Dahqlvist [Dah17] uses Brownian motion to prove this fact that {u,, 7 : [n] —
[n]} is a spanning set for the space of O(V)-invariants (i.e. the First Fundamental Theorem
of invariant theory). Thus one may wonder if we are cheating a bit in using this explicit
knowledge of O(N)-invariants in order to Proposition [6.51]] We don’t think our argument
is circular, because our focus is not to re-prove representation theory results using Brow-
nian motion, but rather to show that our particular strand-by-strand exploration process
indeed suffices to recover the Weingarten calculus. Moreover, we find our strand-by-strand
exploration intrinsically interesting, for the reasons given in Remark [£.13]

Observe that for any m, there exists a permutation o € S, such that p(0)uy, = Ug.
Indeed, recall that we previously fixed o, such that o [r m]o ! = [m 7], and that visually,
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this had the interpretation that [7 7] may be taken to [my mo] by permuting the left labels
according to o, and the right labels by o1 — recall Figure . From this, we can obtain that

P(07)Ur = Uny, OF p(o 1)“%0 = Un-. (6.5)
For matchings 7,7 1 [n] — [n], the matrix elements of p, ([7 7']) are given by
pellr ™Dy = [T b TT Sus 1= Gs ke [n]).5 = G e [n) € [N]"
{a,b}em {a,b}en’
The right hand side above is precisely (i, €;){un, €;). In other words, we have that p, ([7 7'])

is the rank-one matrix given by

pi([m 7)) = urtug

Proof of Lemma[6.57. The preceding discussion shows Im(p ([7 7'])) < span(u,) < Im(P,,).
[

Definition 6.59. Let #H, be the subgroup of S, such that o[my mlo™! = [m m]. In
words, H, is the subgroup of S,, which leaves 7y fixed upon permutation of the vertices. Let

Py, = |H_ln| Dner, v € C[Sn]-
Next, we recall the following classic results from the representation theory of the sym-

metric group. We closely follow the discussion from [ZJ09) Section 1.3]. There is a family of
group algebra elements e indexed by standard Young tableau T" with n boxes such that

erérr = 5TT’6T> Z er =

The e are known as Young’s orthogonal idempotents. These elements have the additional
property that they diagonalize the Jucys-Murphy elements. That is,
JkeT = eTJk = C(T, ]{Z)QT, ke [TL],

where ¢(T, k) is the content of box k in T, i.e. ¢(T,k) = j — i if box k has coordinates (i, j)
in T. For a Young diagram A\, let SYT(X) be the set of all standard Young tableau with
shape \. Define

Py = Z er € C[S,].

TeSYT())

From the given properties of er, Py acts on C[S,]| as the projection onto the subspace V,
corresponding to the irrep A. An explicit formula for this projection is given by

p, — Xalid) 3 xalo)o. (6.6)

n!

o€eS,

Since y, is constant on conjugacy classes, Py is central, i.e. it commutes with all elements
of C[S,].

We note that for any Young diagram \  n, the matrix p(P,) € End((CY)®") is the
orthogonal projection onto its image. Similarly, for any Young tableau with n boxes, p(er) is
the orthogonal projection onto its image. Moreover, the subspaces Im(p(Py)) and Im(p(Py))
are orthogonal for A # X. Similarly, the subspaces Im(p(er)), Im(p(er)) are orthogonal for
T#T.
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Notation 6.60. Given A, let 2\ be the Young tableau obtained by “doubling”, i.e. by
multiplying each part in the partition by 2.

The following lemma is the key observation which leads to improved estimates for e #*(/»)P, .

Lemma 6.61 (Proposition 4 of [ZJ09]). In order for er Py, # 0, T must have shape 2 for
some A = 4.

Lemma 6.62. For all O(N)-invariant vectors v € (CV)®", we have that

v = Z p(PQ)\)U.

A-2

Proof. In general, we may write (recall (6.5]))

-1
o= Sonte = S oepler e, <o (Zaﬂaﬁ )u
™

For brevity, let X := Y, a,o,! € C[S,]. Now, since H, stabilizes u,,, we have that

p(X)uﬂo = IO(X)p(PHn>u7T0 = p(X) Zp<€TPHn Uy = 2 2 p<€TP7'ln>uTr0
T A2 AeSYT(2))

_ p(X)p( > )eT)p(Pm)um
(

= p(X)p pa ng) Uy = p( > Pg)\),o(X)u,To.

A2

In the second identity, we used Lemma [6.61, and in the last identity, we used that P is
central. O]

Proof of Lemma[6.54. The first estimate follows immediately from the fact that all eigenval-
ues of p(J,,) are at least —N + 1 (by Lemma [2.28]). We proceed to prove the second estimate.
By Lemma [6.62 we have that

e—uP(Jn)Pn = e—uwp(Jn) 2 p(P2A>P
A2

It suffices to show that

N-2
< 6( )“

He_up(‘]") Z p(Poy)

A2

op

Since (p(F2x), A = %) is a family of projections onto orthogonal subspaces, it suffices to show
that for each A = 7, we have that

™ p(P), < N7
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To see this, first note that in order for p(Psy) # 0, 2\ must have at most N rows. Thus,
we will assume that this is the case. Recalling that Poy = > ipcqyry) e, and (p(er), T €

SYT(2))) is a family of projections onto orthogonal subspaces, it suffices to show that for
each T'e SYT(2)), we have that

e pfer)],, < eV

Since Jner = ¢(T,n)er, we have that

—up(Jn) e—uc(T,n)

e

pler) = pler),

and so it is enough to argue that ¢(7,n) = —(N — 2). This follows because T" has shape 2,
and 2) has at most N rows, which implies that the location of n in T' cannot be (N, 1). Any
other location in 7" must have content at least —(N — 2). O

Proof of Lemma[6.50. Since p,({(n n — 1)) acts as the identity on the last n — 2 tensor
coordinates, it is enough to assume n = 2 and prove p, ({2 1))O0%? = p, ({2 1)). Since O%?
commutes with p, ((2 1)), we have that p, ({2 1))0%* = O%?p, ({2 1)). Now observe that
when n = 2, we have that (2 1) = [my m]. Since p,([mo mo]) maps into the subspace of
O(N)-invariants (by Lemma [6.57), it follows that O®%p. ([m o)) = p4([m0 mo])- O

Definition 6.63. Following the notation of [Dahl7], let ey € C[Sx] be given by

1
EN = 1 Z sgn(o)o.

O'ESN

Remark 6.64. Observe that ey is precisely Py ., where A, = (1,. .., 1) is the Young tableau

corresponding to the sign representation of Sy.

Lemma 6.65. Suppose N > 3 is odd. We have that (I ® p(enx))Pny1 = 0. Also, for any
1<i<j<N,en(ijy=0¢eBy. Here, to be clear p : By — End((CY)®V).

Proof. It suffices to show that for any matching 7 : [N 4+ 1] — [N + 1], the corresponding
invariant vector u, is annihilated by I ® p(en), i.e. (I ® p(en))ur = 0. To see this, note
that for any 7, there is some pair of vertices {7, j} matched by =, with both 7,7 < N (here
we use the assumption that N > 3). Since these vertices are matched, swapping them does
not change the matching, and so we have that (I ® p((i j)))ur = u,. On the other hand, we
have that ey (i j) = —en, and thus (I ® p(en))p((@ 7)) = I Q@ plen(i 7)) = =1 ® p(en). We
thus have

(I ® plen))ur = (I @ plen))p((i §))ur = —(I & p(en))tr,

and thus (I ® p(en))ur = 0. The second claim follows by the a similar argument, i.e. we
start from the observation (i j){i j) = (i j). O
Lemma 6.66. We have that +-p(Jy + - -+ J;) € End((CY)®") has eigenvalue —% + I with
eigenspace Im(p(ey)). All other eigenvalues are at least —% + 3.
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Proof. From the discussion in Lemma , recall that for each A = N, p(P)) projects onto
an eigenspace of p(Jy + - - -+ Ji) with eigenvalue given by the content sum cy. The minimal
content sum in this case is achieved when A = Ay, = (1,...,1), i.e. the Young diagram
with N parts of size 1, or equivalently a single column of height N. The content sum in this
case is

N(N —-1)

~(N=D)=(N=2) = — 1= ———

Thus the minimal eigenvalue of +p(Jy + -+ + J1) is =281 = —& 4+ 1. The associated
eigenspace is Im(p(Py_..)). The first claim now follows upon recalling that P, . = ey.
The next smallest eigenvalue is given by moving the box (N, 1) to (1,2), i.e. by the Young

diagram A = (2,1,...,1). The content sum in this case is
N(N -1
—(N—2)—~--—1+1:—¥+N.
The second claim now follows. O

Definition 6.67. Define

(n—1)

Al'(n—1):=— 5

€ 1
(1 - N>I®" — 5 ® v (Jus + -+ 1) € End((CY)2").

Here, we write the subscripts py,,_1 to be clear that px., 1 : S, 1 — End((CN)®n=1),

Lemma 6.68. For any n > 2 such that n — 1 # N, we have that

” uA?(n—1) ”op 67%(17%)u7 u = 0.
If n—1= N, we have that
A5 0IP, o < 7%, e AN, (2 1) < ;e < e uz 0.
Proof. For brevity, write p instead of pn 1. For the first estimate, note that the case e = —1

readily follows from the case ¢ = 1 because

n—1
N

A" (n—=1)=AT(n—1) -

Thus, we focus on the case ¢ = 1. Define

-1 1 1
A?—l(n — 1) = —% (1 _ N) 7®Mn=1) _ N’O<Jn_1 I Jl) c End((CN)®(”_1)(X3,7)

Then A?(n—1) = IQ A} ' (n—1). Thus, it suffices to just look at A}~*(n—1). By Lemma
2.30} the eigenvalues of p(J,,—1 + - - - + J;) are lower-bounded by
1 5, 1 lr(r—=1) mr

1
—~(n—1)+-m*+ o1 — = +—
yn—DHgmi+or—o—yg N
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From this, it follows that all eigenvalues of A7'(n — 1) are at most

n—1 1 1 1 1 Lr(r—=1) mr
- 1— )4 =(n—1)—=m?—r+= _mr
2 ( N)+2(” O U N N

Using that n — 1 = mN + r, this may be simplified to

1 1 r mr
If (m,r) # (1,0), then the above is easily seen to be at most —3(1 — +), which implies

1

e e P e e L

lop
If (m,r) = (1,0), then n — 1 = N. We may split

(TAN(N) _ (TAY(N) (1 _

=€ p(en)) + plen).

By Lemma [6.66] we have that on Im(1 — p(ey)), all eigenvalues of AY(N) are at most —1,
and thus

HeTA{V(N)(l _ p(gN))Hop <e T

By Lemma we have that for M = Py, or p,((i 7)), (I ® p(en))M = 0. Combining
these two, it follows that

HGTA?(TL_I)MHop < e [ M]op.

We have that |[Px1[ep < 1 since Py, is an orthogonal projection. Since (i j)* = N{ j),
we obtain p. ((i j))* = Np..((i j)), which implies | p. (i j))]op = N.

Finally, when n — 1 = N, we have by that A™;(n — 1) = A?(n — 1) — 1. By the
preceding discussion, all eigenvalues of A} (n — 1) are at most 0, and thus by equation (6.7))
all eigenvalues of A", (n — 1) are at most —1, and thus the estimate |e*2™ 1"~V < e
immediately follows. ]

Proof of Lemmal0.5] First, consider the case G = O(IN). We proceed by induction. First,
in the base case n = 2, we have that E[B,] = e 2(=%)* and so

I®E[B,] = e 2(0- 7182,

The desired estimate in this case immediately follows.
Now, suppose that the result is true for some even n > 2. Consider the case n + 2. We
have that

T@E[BE" V] = (") 0-0T), (B[F(Sos(T))1g]),

where F is the event that there are no points touching the top strand. Let Es be the event
that there is some turnaround in Yog(7"). Then on the complement of Es,, there are only
swaps, and we may compute

2USITHE0=0T,(B[F(Sos(T))1m, 1)) = 72100,
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By Lemma [6.68, we have that

n+2
HeTA1 (n+1) n+2H0p<e 3

Combining, we thus obtain
n+2 _n+2_ 1 11
He2( SH)T-122 N)Ter (E[F(EOS(T))1E1ILES])PH-‘F?HOP < e 3(=%)T

To finish, it suffices to show a similar estimate with 1 B replaced by 1g,. Let ES < Ey be
the event that the first turnaround in Xog(7) is (2 1). We will show the estimate with 1,
replaced by 1pg. The general estimate will follow by the same argument, just with more
notation. On the event EY, we may condition on the time of the first turnaround to obtain

()T R ) (B[P (S0s(T)) 1, 1 o)) =

T
/ du "2 (2 1)) (T QE[BE" V] @ 192).
0

Here, the AT (1) term arises because given that the first turnaround happens at time

u, we average over the contribution from all swaps which happen before u. The term I ®

E[Bg(_z_l) ] ® I®? arises because once we see the turnaround (2 1) at time u, we can ignore

those strands after time u, and only look at the top n — 2 strands on the interval [u, T'].
Now, observe that (by a variant of Lemma

p+((2 1)Ppiz = P @ I¥%
From this, we obtain
62(n32)T7nTH(17%)Tp+ (E[F(EOS (T))]]-El :H-Eg])Pn+2

T
:/ du "D (2 1) @ E[BE V] @ I9°P,, .
0

= / " Qe e p+((2 1)) (((1 QE[BI" V)P, ® I®2>.
0
By our inductive assumption, we have that
(I @EIBEE, NP, < (T —w¥ e 200,
By Lemma [6.68, we have that
HeuA;L+ (n+1) (<2 1>)H 1—%)%
Putting our two estimates, together, we obtain

n+2

2T T (BLF(Sos(T) e L)), < [ du (T —w)37lems0"
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which proves the inductive step. Thus the case G = O(V) is proven.
The case G = Sp(/V/2) is similar (and indeed, simpler). We sketch the changes. In the
first part of the inductive step, we may compute

IR (B[P (Sos(T)) L Leg]) = 5 (04 T oty

—¢ -2+ L )Te—ﬁp(fn+2+-..+J1) _ eTA’_ﬁ?(nH)’
where we used that (by definition) p_ ((z 7)) = —p((i 7)) for transpositions (i j). By Lemma
6.68, we have that ||e” TAT (nt) ) op < e 20+3)T The contribution from the case 1, 15, may

be handled similar to before. We omit the details. O

6.1.5 Makeenko-Migdal/Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson equation

We next discuss the Makeenko-Migdal/Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson equation for G =
O(N),Sp(N/2). First, we introduce additional string operations which appear for these
groups.

Definition 6.69 (Mergers, Twistings). Let I' = (T'1,...,T'x) be a collection of words on
{M1,...,AL}. Let (i,7) be a location of T'. Define the set of positive and negative merg-
ers M, ((¢,7),T') and M_((¢,7),T'), as well as the set of positive and negative twistings
T,((¢,5),I) and T_((4,7),I'), as follows. Throughout, denote the letter at location (7, j) by
A, and suppose I'; = A\B.

The set of positive mergers M, ((4,j),T) is the set of collections of words I'” obtained by
merging ['; with some 'y, ¢ # 7, in one of two ways. The first way: let (¢,m) be a location
which also has letter A\. Suppose I'y = CAD. Then I';,I'; are replaced by ANDCAB. The
second way: let (¢, m) be a location which has A™!. Suppose I'y = CA™'D. Then T';, T are
replaced by ANC~ 1D~ I)\B.

The set of negative mergers M_((7, j),T') is the set of collections of words IV obtained by
merging ['; with some 'y, ¢ # 7, in one of two ways. The first way: let (¢,m) be a location
which also has letter X. Suppose I'; = CAD. Then T';, T’y are replaced by AC~!D~!B. The
second way: let (¢,m) be a location which has A™!. Suppose I'y = CA™'D. Then I';, T are
replaced by ADCB.

The set of positive twistings T, ((4,7),T') is the set of collections of words IV obtained by
replacing I'; with another word as follows. If A™! does not appear in T';, the set T_((4, ), T') is
empty. Thus, suppose A~! also appears in I';. Let (i, k) be a location which has A™!. If k > j
then recalling that I'; = AAB, we may write B = CA~'D. We then replace I'; = ANCA™!D
by ANCTIA\7!D. If k < j then we may write A = EA~'F. We then replace I'; = EA"'FAB
by EATLFI\B.

The set of negative twistings T_((7, j),T) is the set of collections of words IV obtained by
replacing I'; with another word as follows. If A appears only once in I';, the set T_((¢,7),T)
is empty. Thus, suppose A appears at least twice in I';. Denote (7, k) be another location
which has A. If £ > j then recalling that I'; = AAB, we may write B = CAD. We then
replace I'; = ANCAD by AC~'D. If k < j then we may write A = EXF. We then replace
[; = EAFAC by EF~1C.
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Remark 6.70. From the perspective of our Poisson point process on strand diagrams, the
reason why the O(N) and Sp(N/2) cases result in additional loop operations is because
there may now be turnarounds between two same-direction strands, and swaps between two
opposite-direction strands. (Recall that in the Unitary case, same-direction strands only had
swaps and opposite-direction strands only had turnarounds.)

Proposition 6.71 (Single-location O(N), Sp(/N/2) word recursion). Let G = O(N), Sp(N/2).
Let I' = (I'y,...,I'x) be a collection of words on {\{,...,Ar}. For any location (i, j) of ',
we have that

g<1‘%)E[tr<G<r>>]=— 2, Em@@m+ ) Ef(GT)
IS, ((i,5),T) IVeS_((i,5),I")

1 , 1 /
- 2 Em@@)+s5 Y E(G(T)
IVeM ((4,5),T) eM_((4,5),T)

_% 3 E[tr(G(I"))]Jr% > E[t(G(I)]

IVeT, ((4,5),T) [VeT—((3,5),T)

Proof (sketch). The proof proceeds by stopping our strand-by-strand exploration process at
the time of the first point, as in the proof of the U(N) word recursion (Proposition [5.2).
The main ideas are very similar but the details are a bit different — we sketch out where the
differences lie. When we explore the strand-by-strand exploration until the first point, we
see either a turnaround or a swap, which may connect same-direction or opposite-direction
strands. Moreover, the two strands may be part of the same word or different words. We
present the two tables in Figure [58 which indicate which of the loop operations each of these
cases contributes to. O

same dir. opp. dir. same dir. opp. dir.

different words same word
different words same word

swap turnaround

Figure 58: Left: the various cases when the first point is a swap. Right: the various cases
when the first point is a turnaround.

The word recursion then immediately implies the Makeenko-Migdal /Master loop /Schwinger-
Dyson equation. The proof is omitted, as it is very similar to the proof of the Unitary
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Makeenko-Migdal /Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson equation using the Unitary word recursion
(see Section [f)).

Theorem 6.72 (Single-location O(NV) and Sp(V/2) Makeenko-Migdal /Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson
equation). Let s = ({q,...,{,) be a string. Let (k,i) be a location in s. For G = O(N),Sp(N/2)
lattice Yang-Mills theory, we have that

g(1—%)¢(s)=— dDoes)+ D el

s'e€S4((k,3),s) s'eS_((k,i),s)
1 1
N2 Z o(s') + N2 Z o(s)
s'eM4 ((k,2),s) s’eM_((k,3),s)
1 1
LY s Y e
s'€T 4+ ((kyi),s) s'€T_((k,i),s)
=28 ), esh+28 Y el
s'eDy ((k,i),s) s'eD_((k,i),s)

Remark 6.73. In the Unitary case, we had the factor § in front of the deformation terms,
whereas in the Orthogonal and Symplectic cases, we have the factor 28. This difference is
ultimately due to the fact that there may be swaps and turnaround between any two strands,
no matter their directions.

6.2 Special Unitary and Special Orthogonal
The Weingarten calculus for SU(N) and SO(N) is far less developed than for U(N), O(N), Sp(N/2).

The only formula we have seen for the SU(N) Weingarten function is in the physics literature
[BVC20l, Equation (20)]. We have not seen a formula for the SO(/N) Weingarten function.
Therefore, in this paper we will not do as much for SU(/N) and SO(N) as we did for the pre-
vious three groups. In particular, we will not recover the Weingarten calculus via large-time
limits of Brownian motion. Instead, we will focus on giving surface-sum representations of
Wilson loop expectations and proving the Makeenko-Migdal /Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson
equations.

We first show that although we don’t have explicit formulas for the SU(N) and SO(N)
Weingarten functions, we can still relate (via soft arguments) SU(N) and SO(N) Haar ex-
pectations to some elements of the Brauer algebra. These “Weingarten elements” will then
provide the weights that appear in our surface-sum representations.

Definition 6.74. Given a matching 7 € M(n), let 77 be the reflection of 7, or i.e. the
matching obtained by swapping the left and right vertices.

Proposition 6.75. For n,m > 0, there exist elements Wg?VU € Bym, Wg?vo € B,, such that

E[GP" ® GE™] = p, (WiV), G = SU(N),
E[GZ"] = p.(Wgi), G =SO(N).

Moreover, these elements are invariant under reflection:

Wei(m) = Wei ("), € {SU(N),SO(N)},
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as well as invariant under conjugation:

UWgJSVUU_l = Wg]SVU for all o € S,, x S,, € Byms

oWgilo ! = Wgi? for all o € S,,.

There are various ways one can prove this proposition. The representation-theoretic way
would be to note that in the SU(N) case, E[S®" ® S®™] commutes with U®" @ U®™ for any
U € SU(N), and then to use the fact that any such operator must be of the form p(W) for
some W € B,, ,,,. The fact that W may be assumed to be invariant under conjugation can be
ensured by averaging over all possible conjugations, since this does not change E[S®"®5%™].
The SO(N) case can be handled similarly.

Another way to show the proposition is via SU(N) and SO(N') Brownian motion. We have
already introduced how SO(N) Brownian motion is related to the Brauer algebra (Propo-
sition [6.37)), and we will need to introduce SU(N) Brownian motion in order to derive the
Makeenko-Migdal /Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson equations for SU(N). Thus we will supply
a proof of Proposition [6.75| using Brownian motion. The first step is to introduce the analog
of Proposition for SU(N), i.e. to state how expectations of SU(/N) Brownian motion
are related to Brauer algebra elements. We begin with the necessary setup.

Definition 6.76 (Poisson point process for SU(N)). Let n,m > 0. Define a Poisson point
process Ysy as follows. We imagine we have n right-directed strands and m left-directed
strands. Let Xy be the Poisson point process on this strand diagram corresponding to the
Unitary case, i.e. between any two same-direction strands, there is a rate-1 Poisson process
giving same-direction swaps, and between any two opposite-direction strands, there is a
rate-1 Poisson process giving turnarounds. We define Ygy := Xy u Xgy, where Xg is an
independent Poisson process which is made of independent rate-1 Poisson processes between
any two pairs of strands, not necessarily distinct’] We differentiate between the various
types of points by assigning the color green to same-direction swaps, blue to turnarounds,
and purple to the points of Xg.

Definition 6.77. Define FSY which maps point process realizations P to elements of the
Brauer algebra B, ,, as follows. We may split our point process realization P = Py u P,
where Py collects all same-direction swaps and turnarounds, and P’ collects all purple points.
We define FSY(P) := F(Py)F'(P'), where F(Py) € B, is exactly as in the Unitary case,
and F'(P’) € R is a scalar defined as follows. Let K be the number of points in P’ between
same-direction strands, and K’ be the number of points in P’ between opposite-direction

strands. Then
1\* 1\Y
= () (-)

One should think of this as saying that each point in P’ between same-direction strands

incurs a factor of N~2, while each point in P’ between opposite-direction strands incurs a
factor of —N 2.

See Figure [59] for an example realization of Ygy.

9Whereas the processes for same-direction swaps and turnarounds are always between distinct strands.
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Figure 59: Example realization of gy (7"). The green lines represent same-direction swaps,
blue lines represent turnarounds, and purple lines/points represent the points of ¥§;. In
particular, a purple point on a given strand belongs to the Poisson process that encodes
points between that strand and itself.

We can now state how SU(N) Brownian motion is related to the Brauer algebra B, .

e [PPSY23, Appendix A] for the proof.
Proposition 6.78. We have that

E[BS?” ® Bj@m] — e('n-‘rm)?T—HTmTer (E[FSU(ZSU(T))])7 T > 0.

Proposition immediately implies Proposition as we next show.

Proof of Proposition [6.75. First, consider the SU(N) case. Note that py : B,,,, — End((CN)®n+m)
is a linear map into a finite-dimensional vector space. This implies that its image p; (B ) is

a closed subspace of End((CY)®™*+m)) (as very subspace of a finite-dimensional vector space

is closed).

By Proposition [6.78] we have that E[BS" ® B™] € py (B,.,) for all T > 0. Thus by the
preceding discussion, we also have that E[G®" @ G®™] = limy o, E[BS"® BE™] € py(Bum).
Therefore there exists W € B, , such that E[S®" ® S®™] = p, (W). Using W, we construct
Wg?VU which possesses the claimed symmetries.

Let WT € B,,,, be defined by W' (r) := W(xT). We have that

pr(WT) = (ps (W) = (pr(W))* = (B[G®" ®@ G®™])*
E[(G*>®“ QG =E[(G @G "]
E

(G ® G = p, (W),

l

where the first identity follows by the definition of p,, the second follows because p, has
real-valued matrix entries, the fourth follows by linearity, the fifth follows since G* = G~!
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when G € SU(N), and the sixth follows by the inversion-invariance of Haar measure on
compact groups.
Next, for any o € S,, x S,,,, we have that

pe(oWo™) = i (0)E[SE" ® 59|, (o) " = E[S®" @ 5],

We may thus define

1 %74 HIT

SU . _ -1

Wgy = o SE S 0(—2 )0 € Bum.
OESH XOm

Then WgR satisfies all the required properties. This shows the SU(N) case. The SO(N)
case follows in the exact same manner. ]

Suppose we have a collection of words I' = (I'y,...,T',,) on letters {\;, ..., A.}, along with
a collection of Brauer algebra elements w = (m,, ¢ € [L]), where 7, € By, +m,, Where ng, my
are the respective number of times A, A; ' appears in T'. In the SU(N) case, we may further
assume 7y € By, m, S By, +m,. Now as noted in previous sections, the choice of I' specifies
the exterior connections of the strand diagram, while the choice of 7 specifies the interior
connections. Let #comp(T',7r) be the number of components of the graph one obtains by
including both the exterior and exterior connections. This slightly generalizes our previous
definition of #comp to the case where the 7, are not of the special form of a combined left
and right matching.

Proposition implies the following proposition about SU(N) and SO(N) word expec-
tations. The proof is essentially the same as the discussion in Section 4.2 and thus it is
omitted.

Proposition 6.79. Let I' = (I'y,...,T,) be a collection of words on letters {\i,..., AL}
Then

BGO) - 5 (TIWem ) veomen, 6 - su),

m=(mg,le[L]) ™ LeL

BIGIO)] = X (T]WePm) | v#omem, 6 = so(),

w=(mple[L]) ™ LeL

Here, the first sum is over my € By, m,, ¢ € [L], where ng,,m, are the respective number of
times that Ay, A\, " appear in T, and the second sum is over 7y € By, 1m,, £ € [L].

Remark 6.80. Unlike in the Unitary case, the collection of words I' is not required to be
balanced when G = SU(N), or unoriented-balanced when G = SO(N). Ultimately, this is
due to the fact that E[G®" @ G®™] may be nonzero even if m # n when G = SU(N), and
E[G®"] may be nonzero for odd n when G = SO(N). Recall Remark for an example
of the latter. Ultimately, the reason for this is because the elements of SU(N), SO(N) must
have determinant 1.
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Next, we apply Proposition to give a surface-sum expression for SU(N) and SO(N)
lattice gauge theories. To do this, we need to explain how an arbitrary element of B, ,, or
B, can be interpreted as giving a collection of blue faces that are glued in to the existing
yellow faces. This contrasts with all the previous cases, where we could restrict to those
elements of B,,,, (Unitary) or B, (Orthogonal and Symplectic) which are given by a pair of
left and right matchings. We cannot do the same here, because the element Wg]SVU (resp.
Wg59 may in general give nonzero weight to elements of B (resp. Byim) which are not of
this special form. In Figure [60] we explain how to go from the interior connections specified
by 7 to a collection of faces with specified gluings.

_ 1 - 1
. 2 _ ,
\ 3
3 _ 2
7/

) 5 ~ A
) 6 _

7 _ ¢ 8

8 x’
¢ - N

Figure 60: A prior: setting: Imagine that at first, the oranges paths at the left are not
present and each black edge represents the boundary of a (not shown) yellow face. In this
a priori picture every purple segment on the left is connected to a purple segment on the
right by a horizontal black line. Constructing blue faces from orange matching: Let
the orange curves indicate an arbitrary matching of the 16 red and green vertices. There are
certain cycles obtained by alternating between orange paths and black paths; if we shrink
the orange paths to points, these cycles become the polygons shown on the right, whose
interiors are shaded blue. If an orange edge on the left connects a green and red vertex,
then the corresponding vertex on the right is colored both both red and green. Gluing
interpretation: If we start with the a priori set up and then glue the blue faces into the
diagram this has the effect of changing the purple-to-purple matching from the black one to
the orange one.

For m € B,,,, we define the “face profile” of m to be the collection of faces that one
obtains from 7, as described in Figure [60, additionally with the coloring of the vertices by
red, green, or red and green, as specified in the figure.

Remark 6.81. The invariance of Wg]SVU under conjugation implies that it is a function of the
face profile of m € B, ,, S Byim, and similarly the invariance of Wg3° under conjugation
implies that it is a function of the face profile of 7w € B,,4,,. To see this, note that invariance
under conjugation is the same as invariance under permutation of the strands (where in
the SU(NV) case, we mean invariance under separate permutations of the top right-directed
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strands and bottom left-directed strands). If 7, 7" have the same face profile, then there
exists a permutation of the strands which takes one to the other.

Put another way, starting only from the blue faces in Figure [60] we may reconstruct a
matching 7/ which will be related the the displayed orange matching by a reflection and
permutation of the strands. The vertices of the blue face which are red and green indicate
that the corresponding orange edge connects a left vertex to a right vertex, while vertices
which are only red or only green indicate that the corresponding orange matching edge
connects same-side vertices.

We now make the following definition which captures the types of surfaces that one
obtains from the gluing procedure described in Figure [60]

Definition 6.82 (Flexible semi-folded maps). Consider a pair (M, ¢) where M is a planar
(or higher genus) map and ¢ : M — A is a map from the edges of M to the edges of A, and
from the faces of M to the plaquettes of A. We call this pair a flexible semi-folded map
if the following hold:

1. The dual graph of M is bipartite. The faces of M in one partite class are designated as
“edge-faces” (shown blue in figures) and those in the other class are called “plaquette-
faces” (shown yellow in figures).

2. ¢ maps each plaquette-face of M isometrically onto a plaquette in P.
3. ¢ maps each edge-face of M onto a single edge of A.

Remark 6.83. Comparing the definitions of flexible semi-folded map and semi-folded map,
the main difference is that in the flexible case, ¢ is not necessarily a graph homomorphism.
See Figures [61] and [62] for examples and intuition.

In anticipation of the eventual application to lattice gauge theory, now suppose that the
letters {A\1,...,Ar} are edges of the lattice A. In this case, the preceding discussion shows
that the pair (I', 7r) is equivalent to a flexible semi-folded map (M, ).

Definition 6.84. Let s = (¢,...,¢,) beastringin A. Let K : P — N. Define FSFMgy(s, K)
to be the set of flexible semi-folded maps (M, 1) that one can obtain when there are K(p)
copies of the plaquette p, for each p € P. That is, if we let T'(K') be the collections of words
consisting of s along with K(p) copies of p for each p € P, then FSFMgy(s, K) is the set
of flexible semi-folded maps that one may obtain by ranging over w = (7., e € E}), where
Te € Bi.(4),n.(~), using our correspondence between (I'(K), ) < (M, ). Here, n.(+), n.(—)
are the respective number of times that e, e™! appear in T'(K). Let

FSFMSU(S) = |_| FSFMSU<S, K)
K:P—N

For (M, 1)) € FSFMgy(s) and e € Ey, let u (1)) be the profile of edge-faces of (M, 1)) at the
edge e.

Define FSFMgo (s, K) and FSFMgo(s) in the same way, except we only require 7, €
By, (+)+n.(~) for each e.
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P g

Figure 61: Flexible semi-folded map example: Shown left is part of an oriented planar
map. In a flexible semi-folded map, the embedding function @ maps directed edges of the
map to directed edges of the lattice, but it is not required that ¢ extends to a single-valued
function on vertices of the map. Here the edges of the blue triangle and blue 1-gon all map to
the red-green edge on the right; the vertex shared by the triangle and 1-gon is colored both
red and green to illustrate that it does not map to a single vertex on the right. Recall that
when U(N) is replaced by O(N) the corresponding surfaces become non-orientable. When
U(N) or O(N) is replaced by SU(N) or SO(N) the corresponding surfaces become flexible
in the sense illustrated here.

K1

Figure 62: Flexible semi-folded map example: In a flexible semi-folded map, a single
vertex in the map (left) can in principle correspond to several vertices in the lattice (right).
But each plaquette (directed edge) on the left has a uniquely defined image plaquette (di-
rected edge) on the right, and the boundary edges of any single blue face on the left all map
to the same undirected blue edge on the right. In some sense, the image of a single vertex
on the left is a closed cycle on the right, because as one “moves around the vertex on the
left clockwise” one passes through a sequence of plaquette corners whose images on the right
trace a cycle (possibly with some repeated vertices).

Definition 6.85. Let n, m > 0. Define the normalized Weingarten function
V\_/g?\]U(ﬂ') = Nn+mf#cycles(7r)wg§VU (7‘(’), = Bn,rru
Wey (7) = N"#=OWe(m), 7 e B,

where #cycles(m) is the number of faces in the face profile of 7.

We can now state the following theorem which expresses Wilson loop expectations in
SU(N) lattice gauge theory as sums over flexible semi-folded maps.
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Theorem 6.86. Let s = (¢1,...,0,) be a string. For SU(N) lattice gauge theory, we have
that

<Ws>A,ﬁ _ Z/:g Z B?rea ' 1_[ W )—2n.

(M ¥)eFSFMsuy(s) BN

For SO(N) lattice gauge theory, we have that

w — 771 Barea g WSO b)) NX(M)=2n
< s>A,,B — 4AB Z 1_[ N ,Me .
(M,¢)€FSFM30( ) . eeEp

6.2.1 Makeenko-Migdal/Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson equation

To obtain the single-strand Makeenko-Migdal/Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson equation, we
will need to modify the previous argument for U(N), O(V), Sp(N/2), because in those cases
we had the strand-by-strand exploration, while in the SU(/N) and SO(NV) cases we do not.
Ultimately, this is due to the fact that when G = SU(NV),SO(XN), there is some nonzero
contribution from the event that all exploration eras do not end by time T (even when
we send T — o0). On the other hand, the delicate cancellation properties that we took
advantage of when G = U(N),O(N),Sp(N/2) were only on the event that all exploration
eras have ended. Thus when G = SU(N),SO(N), we cannot expect that the same strand-
by-strand exploration will suffice — in particular, the key property of the strand-by-strand
exploration (Propositions [4.5) and no longer holds for SU(N), SO(N).

We begin our alternate approach by introducing analogs of Jucys-Murphy elements for
the Brauer and walled Brauer algebras. See [Naz96l [JK20] for more discussion on these
elements.

Definition 6.87. Let n > 1. Define the Brauer algebra elements z1,...,x, € B,, by

k—1 k—1
Ty = Jj, — Z<k iy = Z ((k i) =<k 1)), keln]

These elements are the generalizations of the Jucys-Murphy elements for the Brauer algebra.
In particular, they are mutually commuting (see [Naz96l, Corollary 2.2]).
Additionally, let m > 1. Define the walled Brauer algebra elements z1, ..., zy1m € Bum

by

2 = {Zf—_f(k? i) — Z?tﬁ&k i) ke [n]
S () ke (n:n+m.

i=n+1

These elements are the generalizations of the Jucys-Murphy elements for the walled Brauer
algebra. In particular, they are mutually commuting (see [JK20, Proposition 2.6]).

Lemma 6.88. Let Z := z; + - -+ + 2,4, for brevity. For G = SU(N), we have that

_ (nfm)2 n+m
E[BE" @ BE"| = ¢ o7 e "5 e wp+(2)
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_ e“g;;) T =25 =% ps (20) = T4 (Z—20)

Let X := 2y + -+ + x,, for brevity. For G = SO(N), we have that

E[BZ"] = e BN To-nX
1
~

Proof. In both cases, the second identity follows from the first by mutual commutativity of
the Jucys-Murphy elements. The first identity for G = SU(N) (resp. SO(N)) follows by
Proposition [6.78] (resp. [6.37)) and an explicit Poisson calculation. O

Remark 6.89. In terms of our Poisson point process, this lemma has the following interpre-
tation: we may first explore all points involving the top strand, and then all points which
do not involve the top strand.

Definition 6.90. Let EtS%’(T) < Ygy(T) be the process defined by keeping only those points

which involve the top strand. Define Y& to be the complement of Zts‘ﬁ), i.e. the process

. . . . to res
defined by keeping only those points which do not involve the top strand. Define X¢, SEs"

in the same manner.

Remark 6.91. By Poisson thinning, S5 and Y53 are independent Poisson processes.

By Lemma [6.88] and explicit calculation, we have the following identity, which states
Lemma [6.88] in terms of our Poisson point process. The proof is omitted.

Lemma 6.92. For G = SU(N), we have that
]E[B%n ®B%m] _ (l+ 7)T p+< (2 (n+m)_1)TE[FSU(Ego[?(T))]€(n+m_1)2TE[Fsu(ErS%t(T))]>.

For G = SO(N), we have that

1

E[B§"] = e 80T, (20 DTE[F(S(1)))e (2 TRF(SE(T))]).

Remark 6.93. In the above, when G = SU(V) we choose to split the exponential prefactor
(n+m)?T = 2(n +m) — )T + (n + m — 1)?T, since 2(n + m) — 1 is the number of
independent rate 1 Poisson processes contributing to 4 (7'), and (n+m —1)? is the number
of independent rate 1 Poisson processes contributing to 2§ (7). Similar considerations hold

when G = SO(N).

Notation 6.94. For notational brevity in what follows, define

Xsu
Ysu
Xso
Yso

= ¢ 2R TGt -DT R P(S9P(T))] € By,
—HE R ()T (nam=D* TR [ (51 (T))] € By,

“3(-R)T 2 DT F (S99 (T))] € B,

= e T TR TR P(S(T)] € B,.

|
®

5533
-
9]
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By Lemma [6.92] we have that
E[BE" ® BE™] = p(Xsu(T)Ysu(T)), G =SU(N) (6.8)
E[BF"] = p+(Xso(T)Ys0(T)), G =SO(N).

The starting point to deriving an eventual recursion for SU(N) or SO(/N) Haar measure
is the following recursion for X.

Lemma 6.95. We have that

Xou(T) = e 203" 4 <nN2m B ZNH) / du =25 Xy (T — ),
0

T
du eié(liﬁ)quo(T — ’U,)

1 Tn

N (T) = o-31=2T _ Tn
so(T) =e N/,

Proof. This follows by considering the time of the first point in Xg? (7)) (resp. Sex(T)). O

For e € {SU, SO}, if we substitute the identities given by Lemma into X.(T)Y.(T),
the term Xo(T' — u)Y,(T) for U € [0,T] appears. The following lemma interprets this term
as an appropriate Brownian motion expectation.

Lemma 6.96. For any 0 < u < T', we have that
p+(Xsu(T — u)Ysu(T)) = E[(BrB; ") @ BY" ™V @ BZ™],
p+(Xso(T —u)Yso(T)) = E[(BrB, ") @ BE" V).

Proof. We only prove the SU(N) case as the SO(XN) is very similar. We may write
(BrBY @ BY" V@ BE" — ((BrB)* @ BrB," ") (18 BY"™) @ BY™).
Since B, and BrB, ' are independent, upon taking expectations we obtain
E[(BrB;") @ BY" V@ Bg"] = (El(BrB; ) @ BrB, 1) (I@E[BY" ) @ BY™))
=E[B", ® BE™] (I @ E[B2"Y @ B®™)).
Writing Z = 21 + -+ 4+ 2z, for brevity, we have by Lemma that

E[BE", ® BE™ ] = ¢ e (T4 (1) o~ T p+ (2

Y

(n=m-1%  ppmet,

[ Q@E[BED @ BOM] = " Shr e M upm fps(Z)

Combining, we obtain (using the mutual commutativity of z1,..., 2, 4m)

n—m)— —u n—m—1)2 n+m—
E[(BrB; ") ®B$("_l)] _ o () = 3 (T—w) = TR s (20) Vi T o= 55T = B 4 (2= 20)
» .

By an explicit calculation, we have that the right hand side above is exactly
pe (BT VPS8 e R 0 TR (D)),
which is exactly p; (Xsu(T — u)Ysu(T)), and thus the desired result follows. O
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Next, we show that the Brownian motion expectation which appears in Lemma has
a nice limit as T" — oo. We prove this for more general G than needed, as the argument is
exactly the same.

Lemma 6.97. Let G = U(N),SU(N),SO(N),Sp(N/2). For any u > 0, we have that

lim E[(BrB;") @ BY" " @ B¥™] = ¢ 3“E[G®" @ G®™].

T—o0

Proof. We may write
BTBfl ® B@(n—l) ® B@m _ B@n ® B@m Bfl ® I@(nerfl) )
u T T T T u

For fixed u, the conditional distribution By | B, converges to normalized Haar measure on
G as T — . We thus obtain

lim E[(BrB,') ® Bz@(n_l) ® B2™] = E[G®" @ G®™] (E[B;l] & I@(n+m—1))‘

T—o0

By an explicit calculation, we have that

E[B,"] = E[B}] = (E[B.])" = (e?"1)" = %1,

The desired result now follows. O

Now by combining the previous few preliminary results, we obtain the following recursions
for expectations with respect to SU(N) or SO(N) Haar measure.

Proposition 6.98. For n > > 0, we have that
E[G®" © GO —p+< T B EIET 6o, 6 = su)

(1 - %)E[G@)”] - ’”](V JE[Ge, ¢ = so().

Proof. We prove the SU(N) case as the SO(N) is very similar. For brevity, let Ep(n,m) =
E[BE" ® BY™]. Combining equation with Lemma [6.95] we obtain

T

n—m Zn 114 Ly

Brnm) = e A0, () + (M = 2] [ e H e, (- Yo (1))
0

Note that py (Ysu(7T)) = I ® Ex(n — 1, m), which is O(1) as T — co. Thus as T' — oo, the

first term in the right hand side above is o(1). Combining this with Lemmas and [6.97]

we obtain upon taking 1" — oo,

E[G@TL ® é@m] _ (nNQm . p+](\'fzn)> / due—%(l_kﬁ)uecsuéf\’) u]E[G®n ® é@m]
0

To finish, we use that cgn) = —1 + ﬁ O
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Definition 6.99. Let T' = (T'y,..., %) be a collection of words on {A,...,A;}. For each
letter \;, ¢ € [L], let t(\;) be equal to the number of occurrences of \; in I' minus the
number of occurrences of \; ' in T. Let t(\;') := —t()\;). Given a location (i, j) of T, let
t(i,7) := t(A}), where A}, s € {1}, is the letter at location (3, j).

Proposition leads immediately (by similar considerations as in the proof of Proposi-
tion to the following recursions for expectations of words. The proof is omitted. In the
following, recall the various string operations defined in Definitions [5.1] and [6.69}

Proposition 6.100 (Single-location SU(N) and SO(N) word recursion). Let I = (T'y, ..., T')
be a collection of words on {Aq,...,Ar}. For any location (i,j) of I', we have that for

G = SU(N),

(1- %53 Bt - - En(G)] + Y E[tx(G()

F/€S+((i=j)7r) I‘IGS*((i7j)ar)

1 1

- Y EWGE)N+ Y Em(GE)).
rveMY ((i,5).T) I'eMY ((i,5),T)

For G = SO(N), we have that

(1—%)E[tr<a<r>>]=— > E[a(Gr) + E[tr(C(I))]

I'eS, ((4,5),T) ’eS_((4,5),T)

Y BG4 Y E(Er)

IeM, ((i,5),T) I'eM-((i,5).T")
1 1
-= > Em@G@)++ D, E[(G(I))
N L N L
IVeT, ((i,5),T) I’eT_((i,5),T)

By applying Proposition to lattice Yang-Mills theories, we may obtain the single-
location SU(N) and SO(N) Makeenko-Migdal/Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson equation. The
proof is entirely analogous to the proof of the U(/NV) Makeenko-Migdal /Master loop/Schwinger-
Dyson equation (Theorem using the U(N) word recursion (Proposition [5.2), and thus
it is omitted. Before we state the theorem, we first define the following new string operation
which appears for SU(N).

Definition 6.101 (Expansion). Let s = (¢1,...,¢,) be a string. Let (k,i) be a location in
s. We define the sets of positive and negative expansions E, ((k,7),s) and E_((k,17),s) as
follows. Denote by e the oriented edge of the lattice at location (k1) in s.

The set of positive expansions E ((k, ), s) is the set of all possible strings s’ which can
be obtained by adding an oriented plaquette p € P which contains e~! to the collection of
loops s.

The set of negative expansions E, ((k,7), s) is the set of all possible strings s’ which can
be obtained by adding an oriented plaquette p € P which contains e to the collection of loops
s.
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Theorem 6.102 (Single-location SU(N) and SO(N) Makeenko-Migdal/Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson
equation). Let s = (01,...,4,) be a string. Let (k,i) be a location in s. For SU(N) lattice
Yang-Mills theory, we have that

ki
(-5 -— ¥ e+ B e
s'€S+((kyi),s) s'eS_((k,i),s)

1 / 1 /
2 ) tm ) o)

s'eMy ((k,i),s) s’eM_((k,i),s)

D I COR S R S €

s'eD4 ((k,i),s) s'eD_ ((k,i),s)

B> e +B D ().

s'€E4 ((k,i),s) s'€E_((k,i),s)

For SO(N) lattice Yang-Mills theory, we have that

(1_%)“5):_ dIoslsh+ D 6

s'eS4 ((k,i),s) s'eS_((k,1),s)
1 1
N2 Z ¢(s') + N2 Z ¢(s)
s’eM4 ((k,i),s) s’eM_((k,i),s)
1 1
D IR Ch R SR )
N , N ,
s'€T+((kyi),s) s'eT_((k,i),s)
—28 ), e(s)+28 D, ().
s'eDy ((k,i),s) s'eD_((k,i),s)

Remark 6.103. Observe that the SO(N) Makeenko-Migdal/Master loop/Schwinger-Dyson
equation is exactly the O(N) one. This is natural since O(N) Brownian motion is essentially

SO(N) Brownian motion (recall Remark [6.29)).

7 Open problems

Although lattice gauge theory has been very thoroughly studied in physics, there are many
simple ideas about the relationship between random surfaces and Yang-Mills theory that
have not been so thoroughly explored on the math side. There is also room for innovation:
producing clever variants and toy models whose limits might be easier to describe in terms
of continuum random surfaces (including those related to Liouville quantum gravity and
conformal field theory). If the ultimate goal is to get a handle on a continuum theory,
there is a good deal of flexibility in how one sets up the discrete models that are meant to
approximate that theory. We present a series of open problems along those lines, ranging
from very general and open-ended to very technical and specific.

1. For which lattice models can we establish a version of the “area law” using the surface
sum point of view? Recall that the area law states that the Wilson loop expectation
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decays exponentially in the minimal area spanned by the loop, at least for reasonably
nice loops; see the definitions and discussion in [Chal9b] about the relationship between
the area law and “quark confinement.” Many such results are known (from various
points of view) for small 5, and these results apply in any dimension d > 2, see e.g.
[OST8] for the proof of the SU(N) area law for small 5 and general N, and the discussion
in [Chal9al which explains a string-trajectory-based derivation of such a result in the
N — oo limit for small 3. For general 3, the known results are dimension-dependent:

(a) When d = 2 the area law is well-known for general groups for any ( [Lév03, [Lév10),
Lév1T).

(b) When d = 3 and N = 1, the area law holds for all 3, see [GMS&I]. Because U(1) is
the center of U(N) for general N, this appears to also imply that the U(/N) area
law holds for all § when N > 1, see [Fx679]. It is not known whether the SU(N)
area law holds for large f when N > 1.

(¢) When d = 4, interestingly enough, the U(1) area law holds for small g but fails
for large 3, see [FS82]. It remains a major open problem to prove the area law
for any non-commutative group when ( is large, N > 2 and d = 4.

. For which lattice models can we establish exponential decay of correlations for the
Wilson loop traces using the surface sum point of view? This is related to the so-called
“mass gap” problem, see e.g. discussion in [Chal9b]. In the settings above, one is
usually able to prove exponential decay of correlations in the same settings where one
is able to prove the area law. (See [Cha2l] for an argument that certain strong forms of
exponential decay imply the area law.) In particular, it remains a major open problem
to prove exponential decay of correlations for any non-commutative group when § is
large, N > 2 and d = 4.

. In the U(N) setting, what can we say about the conditional law of the surface given the
number and type of blue plaquettes at each edge? Once the blue plaquettes are fixed, we
no longer need to consider the Weingarten function, and the remaining combinatorics
are simpler: in fact one obtains precisely the sort of model used to study words in GUE
matrices using Wick’s formula [Zvo97]. In this setting all ways of hooking up yellow
to blue along edges are allowed and all contribute with the same sign, but there is
still a weighting according to the genus, which leads the surface to concentrate around
minimal genus configurations in the large N limit. As a simplified model, we could
even imagine that we fix the number of blue faces of each type to be exactly the same
at each edge. Can we say anything about the scaling limits in this setting? Is the GUE
correspondence at all helpful here?

. Within a three-dimensional lattice like Z3, one way to try to understand the scaling
limit of an oriented random surface (which could become space-filling in the fine mesh
limit, with genus tending to infinity) is to try to understand the limit of the “height
function” on the dual lattice that changes by +1 (depending on orientation) each time
one crosses a layer of the surface. Is there a setting in which such a limit can be
obtained? The gradient of such a function is in some sense the normal vector field
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corresponding to the surface. (It is a flow in which one unit of current is assigned
for each face of the surface, in the direction orthogonal to that face; the flow is not
divergence free but it is curl-free except along the boundary loops.) Is there a qualita-
tive difference between N = 1 and general N in the limit? The N = 1 case has been
understood by Frolich and Spencer [FS82] and has an interesting [-dependent phase
transition (from area law to perimeter law, as mentioned above) that we would not
expect to see for larger N.

. Can we prove anything interesting about the variants in which there are many pla-
quettes but only three can meet along any given edge? For example £ might be the
truncated octahedron tessellation (one example of a tessellation by cells where only
three cells ever meet along the same edge, see [SY14]) and P can be the collection of
of square and hexagonal faces in the tessellation. If we require that each plaquette ap-
pears zero times or once, then the only non-zero terms in the surface expansion involve
surface in which either zero or two of the three plaquettes contain each given interior
edge (i.e. each edge not on the Wilson loop). In this case the surfaces we obtain are
simpler: all of the blue faces are 2-gons and the surfaces are self-avoiding. There is no
need to consider the Weingarten function in this simplified setting. We remark that this
would be the surface analog of the loop O(n) model, studied for instance in [DCPSS17].
(Requiring the number of copies of a given plaquette to be small—here either 0 or 1—is
somehow related to taking a small 5 in the unrestricted-plaquette-number setting.)

. Recall that in certain contexts it is enough to consider connected surfaces, such as when
there is a single Wilson loop and N — oo (recall the discussion just after Corollary
3.11)). Are there other contexts in which it is sufficient to consider connected surfaces?

. A surface sum like the one in Corollary includes many terms of both signs. Our
intuition is that most of these surfaces somehow “cancel each other out.” For example,
there may be local changes one can make to a surface that change the sign of the
associated Weingarten product but do not change the genus of the surface. Is there a
clean way to group together the surfaces in this sum that makes this cancellation more
transparent? One could begin with the case d = 2, and aim to show that the surfaces
that are not locally flat somehow cancel each other out.

. Is there a simpler expression (or at least asymptotic expression in the limit of a large
number of plaquettes) for the Weingarten function in the case that NV is a small integer?
Recall that in this case, the sum over representations in involves only those
corresponding to Young tableaux with at most N rows.

. What is the most natural way to express the finite-7" (i.e. Brownian motion at time
T, as in Section analog of the Weingarten function and the corresponding random
planar maps? Note that adding a few single-edge loops may have a similar effect to
switching to finite T. This is because weighting Haar measure on U(N) by a power of
the real part of the trace biases the measure toward matrices that are near the identity;
Brownian motion on a Lie group stopped at a finite time 7" is also (compared to Haar
measure) biased toward matrices that are near the identity.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Are there any natural random surface models emerging in the lattice Yang-Mills frame-
work that lead to planar maps similar to those whose limits (can be conjectured to)
correspond to Liouville quantum gravity surfaces with ¢ € (1,25)? Those surfaces are
multi-ended and infinite, see e.g. [GHPR20, [DG21l, [APPS22, [DG23].

There have been many recent results about random planar maps of high genus and/or
random hyperbolic planar maps, see, e.g. [ACCR13, [Curl6, BL21, BL22, [DGZZ22,
JL23]. Which of these results can be can be extended to embedded random planar
maps of the type that emerge in our analysis?

Can we interpret Wilson loops in terms of Liouville quantum gravity at least in the
critical ¢ = 1 setting where we have a “ladder graph” and have gauge fixed so that we
have the identity on the left and right sides of the ladder, and each yellow plaquette can
be treated as a 2-gon (since the left and right edges can be shrunk to points)? Since
the yellow plaquettes are all 2-gons, we can interpret them as edges between blue faces:
each blue face comes with a “height” (the height of the ladder rung) and its neighboring
blue faces have heights that are one unit higher or one unit lower. Essentially one has
a planar map of blue faces decorated by a one-dimensional height function, which one
might expect to converge to Liouville quantum gravity with parameter ¢ = 1 in the
N = oo limit. We note there are some physics connections between the large-N 2D
Yang-Mills and ¢ = 1 matrix model [MP93] whose double scaling limit is related to the
Liouville gravity with matter central charge ¢ = 1.

Two-dimensional lattice gauge theory can also be reduced to a ladder graph (if one
gauge fixes along a spiral, one essentially obtains a ladder) as in the setting of the
previous question. But is there any sense in which the Liouville quantum gravity
surfaces for ¢ = 2 (as mentioned above in the [I0th question) can be recovered in these
models?

What can we learn from models in which there is some correlation between the noise
defining distinct edges, so that the analogs of the blue faces are perhaps not mapped to a
single edge? In an extreme case, one can take different edges to be perfectly correlated,
so that one has the same random matrix at different locations. For example, one could
assign the same random matrix to all edges that are parallel to each other, as is done
in [EK82].

What is the fine-mesh scaling limit of the random surface we obtain when we fix
exactly b yellow plaquettes of each type and take N = oo (so that the surface is
simply connected)? Does it look like a continuum random tree (a.k.a. Brownian tree
or branched polymer) conditioned to fill out A in some even way?

We alert the reader that the “spin-foam” constructions in [OP0I) [Con05] provide an-
other approach for converting non-abelian lattice gauge theory into a statistical physical
model. We can then pose a general question: what new properties of lattice Yang-Mills
theory and /or its continuum scaling limits can be deduced from the spin-foam perspec-
tive?
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17. The abelian versions of “spin foam” are simpler and were used e.g. by Frolich and
Spencer [['S82] to understand the phase transition structure of U(1) lattice gauge
theory. Can an alternative proof of these results be given using the surface expansion
described in this paper?

18. Adding extra single-edge faces in both directions has the effect of changing the under-
lying measure from Haar measure to another conjugation-invariant measure on U(NV)
(which can be a signed measure if we add associate sign weights to different edge con-
figurations). Can one obtain a natural connection between a signed-measure variant of
Yang-Mills theory and the sort of random surfaces that arise in conformal field theory?

19. What can one say about supersymmetric variants of this question? Can a super-
symmetric version of Yang-Mills theory be connected to random planar maps whose
scaling limits can be understood in terms of Liouville quantum gravity or some other
probabilistic continuum random surface model? What about fermionic variants or
variants involving Higgs fields? On the latter point, let us remark that the introduction
to [CCHS22bh] contains a list of references about the lattice Yang-Mills-Higgs model.
A configuration in this context assigns a vector to each lattice vertex (in addition to
assigning a matrix to each directed edge). In this context, one also considers open
Wilson paths (whose endpoints are lattice vertices) in addition to closed Wilson loops.

A Properties of the Orthogonal Weingarten function

In this appendix, we give more detail on why Lemmas and [6.38 are true, and in particular
why it essentially follows from [Matl3]. Fix n > 1 even and ¢ € C. To help the reader, we
indicate how to translate between our notation and the notation of [Mat13l, Section 2.2.2].
Our ( translates to z. Our n is the equivalent of 2k. The subgroup H, < S,, we defined in
Definition is Hy, in [Mat13]. One can show that |H,| = 2%/2(n/2)!, which translates to
|Hy.| = 2FK!.

Matsumoto defines the Orthogonal Weingarten function Wg®(+;¢) as an element of the
group algebra C[S,,]. As part of its definition, this element is H,, bi-invariant, i.e.

WgP(ho; ¢) = Wg°(0;¢) = WgP(oh; () for all o € C[S,], h € Hn. (A1)

The relation between Matsumoto’s definition and our definition via pseudo-inverses is as
follows:

Wg?(ﬂ,w') = Wg° (o ow; ), (A.2)

where o, is the permutation associated to 7 as in Definition [6.12 Here and in the follow-
ing, we will write Wg? for definition of the Weingarten function as a pseudo-inverse, and
Wgo(-; () for Matsumoto’s definition of the Weingarten function as a group algebra element.
Now, one can show that the face profile £(r, ') is precisely the coset-type of oo, (which
is defined in [Mat13, Section 2.2.1]). As mentioned in in [Matl3, Section 2.2.1}, two permu-
tations 0,0’ have the same coset-type if and only if they are part of the same double H,

coset, i.e. HnoHy, = Hno'Hy. By the H, bi-invariance (A 1), it follows that Wg®(c;¢) is a

113



function of the coset-type of o, and then by (A.2)), it follows that Wg?(ﬂ, 7’) is a function
of the face profile {(m, ') of 7,7’. This shows Lemma [6.9]

Next, we discuss Lemma [6.38] Recall we defined (Definition [6.59)) P, = ﬁ Y hen, b

This translates to (2€k!)711;. The “zonal spherical function” w” from the paper is for us
x**Py,, € C[S,] (where here X - ). We have that (by Lemma [6.61] as argued in the proof
of Lemma [6.62))

Py, = Py, Y, Pa, (A.3)
-2

where recall that (equation (6.6)) P2y = X”n—(!id) Y ves, Xaa(o)o € C[S,].
Next, as in [Mat13], we define for A -  the quantity D,(¢) as

Dy(¢) =[] (¢+2i—i—1).

(6,5)ex

This quantity relates to Jucys-Murphy elements as follows. Define X, := (e N + J,_1)(e N +
Jn_g) s (EN + Jl)

Lemma A.1. For any A - 3, we have that
PHnPQ)\XS = DA(€N)P7.L”P2)\. (A4)

Proof. This is proven towards the end of [ZJ09, Section 3|. For the reader’s convenience, we
reproduce the argument here. Recalling the discussion of Young’s orthogonal idempotents
from Section [6.1.4], we may expand

P2>\ = Z er.

AESYT(2))

By [ZJ09, Proposition 4|, Py, er # 0 implies that T is obtained by the “doubling” procedure
described on [ZJ09, Page 7]. As noted in the paper, by direct calculation, for any such
T, we have that ep X, = D)(eN)er. The desired result now follows by combining these
observations. O]

In our notation, Matsumoto defines the Orthogonal Weingarten function as an element
Wg©(-;¢) € C[S,] given by the formula

We(-5¢) := |Hal Z Dx(¢) ™ PoxPy,- (A.5)
A2
Dx(6)#0

This element is H,, bi-invariant, that is AWg®(+;¢) = Wg°(-;¢) = Wg®(:; ) for all h e H,,
(these identities are equivalent to ) The second identity follows since Py h = Py,
for any h € H,. The first identity follows since P, is central, so that PPy, = Py, Pox,
combined with hPy, = Py, for all he H,.

114



Combining the #,, bi-invariance with the fact that the collection (o, 7 : [n] — [n])
forms a complete set of coset representatives of H,, as a subgroup of S,, (as mentioned in the
beginning of [Mat13, Section 2.2.1}), we may express

We(i¢) = Y, We(0r Q) Huor.

m:[n]—[n]

From this, we obtain (using that by definition, #,, stabilizes my for the first identity, and
equation (|A.2)) for the second)

(7 T WeC(50) = [Hal D) [7 molowWel(omi () = [Hal D [r #'IWel(mo, ).
7:[n]—[n] m':[n]—[n]
On the other hand, inserting equation (A.5]), we have the formula
[7 7]We®(:¢) = [Hallm m] Y Da(¢) ' PorPr,.

)\}—%
Dy (z)#0

Upon equating the previous two identities (and using that Psy is central), we obtain

Z Weg (mo, ') [ '] = [ o] Z Dx(¢) ™" Py, Pox-
7' [n]—[n] A5
Dx(¢)#0

Setting ( = e N and applying the representation p. to both sides of the identity, we obtain

> Welv(mo, )pe([r ']) = po([m m]) D, Da(eN) " pe(Pr, )pe(Par). (A.6)

w':[n]—[n] A5
D/\(EN)#O

We now claim that

> DAEN) T p(Pr,)pe(Pan) = Y pe(Prg, )pe(Pox)p=(X2) " (A7)
pyme pym
D)\(EN);EO

Given this claim, we obtain that (A.6]) is further equal to

pe([m o)) Z pE(PHn)pa(PQA)pE(XE)_l = pe([m WO])Pa(PHn)pa(Xa)_l
A2

= pe([m mo])pe(Xo) ™,

where we used (A.3)) in the second equality and the fact that H,, by definition stabilizes 7
in the second. Combining the previous few identities, we see that

Z Wg?<7r07 ﬂ-,)pa([ﬂ— ﬂ-/]) = pe([ﬂ- WO])pe(Xe)_la

w':[n]—[n]

which is precisely Lemma [6.38|
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To see the claim (A.7)), first note that by (A.4)), we have that

Z DA(EN)_lpa(PHn)pE(PQA)ps(XE) = Z pE(P%n)pE(PQ)\).
-5 A-3
Dy (eN)#0 Dy (eN)#0

As mentioned in the proof of Lemma [6.47], p.(X.) is always invertible, and thus the above
implies

Z D/\(SN)ilps(PHn)IOS(P%) = Z ps(PHn)ps(PZ\)ps(Xs)il'
A5 AR2
Di(eN)#0 Da(eN)#0

To finish, it suffices to show that for any A — % such that D)(eN) = 0, we have that
p(Py)) = 0. In the case ¢ = 1, this follows because (as observed in the proof of Lemma
p(Psy) = 0 unless £(2)\) < N, and one may directly check that ¢(2\) < N implies Dy(N) # 0
(the worst case is the box at location (7, j) = (£(2)),1)).

Next, suppose € = —1. We claim that p_(Ps\) = p(P2ry), where (2))" is the conjugate
partition to 2. Given this claim, we obtain that p_(FP2y) = 0 unless £((2)\)") < N. Note
that £((2)\)") = w(2A\) = 2w(\), where w(A) is the number of columns of A. By direct
calculation, 2w(A) < N implies that that Dy(—N) # 0 (the worst case is the box at location
(i,5) = (L w(A))).

To see why p_(Pax) = p(Pay), note that p_(o) = sgn(o)p(o), and so

(7o) = p( 2280 5 seatoanto)e ).

oESH

|

Using the classical fact that y (o) = sgn(o)xax(o), the above is seen to be equal to
p(Pray), as desired.
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