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Non-Hermitian expander obtained with Haar distributed unitaries
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Abstract

We consider a random quantum channel obtained by taking a selection of d independent
and Haar distributed N dimensional unitaries. We follow the argument of Hastings to bound
the spectral gap in terms of eigenvalues and adapt it to give an exact estimate of the spectral
gap in terms of singular values [T}, 2]. This shows that we have constructed a random quantum
expander in terms of both singular values and eigenvalues. The lower bound is an analog of the
Alon-Boppana bound for d-regular graphs. The upper bound is obtained using Schwinger-Dyson
equations.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Notations and properties of finite dimensional operators

For all integer N € N integers we denote by My (C) the algebra of N dimensional complex
matrices. For M € My(C) we denote by M* its adjoint, by M? its transpose and finally by M
the matrix with the conjugate entries of M. For operators on Hilbert space, we denote by || - ||
the operator norm, which is subordinate to the scalar product norm. We will also consider Uy the
subgroup of unitary matrices, i.e. the set of U € My (C) which verify that UU* = U*U = Id. We
denote byOy and Sy the subgroups of Uy of orthogonal and permutation matrices, respectively.
Fore e {+,—}and U € Uy weset U = U if e = + and U¢ = U* if e = —. Regarding the spectrum,
for M an operator on an N-dimensional Hilbert space, we denote by Ag(M) the k-th eigenvalues,
where we consider the eigenvalues multiple and ordered as follows:

M M) = Ao(M)] = -+ > [An(M)].

We also denote by si (M) the k-th singular value of the operator M, i.e., for all 1 < k < N we have
sp(M) = M\, (M*M)'/2. In particular, we have:

IM] = 51(M) > 55(M) > - - > s (M).

In quantum mechanics, we consider the state of a N-dimensional system to be a positive semidefinite
matrix with trace 1, usually denoted p. A transformation of such a state, e.g. due to measurements,
is described by a quantum channel € : My(C) — Mpy(C), i.e. linear, completely positive, self-
adjoint preserving and trace preserving map [3 4]. Recall that an operator 7 : My (C) — My(C)
is completely positive if the operator 7 ® Id : M2 (C) — Mp2(C) is positive. For every self-adjoint
preserving and completely positive operator 7 : My (C) — My (C) one can find K(1),..., K(d) €
M (C) such that for all M € My (C) we have (Choi’s Theorem [3, Theorem 2.21]):

d
T(M) =Y K(s)MK(s)".

s=1

The previous (not unique) way of writing the operator T 1is called Kraus representation. The
smallest integer d € N for which a previous writing is possible for a given self-adjoint preserving and
completely positive operator T is called the Kraus rank of the operator 7. Finally, K (1), ..., K(d)
are called the Kraus operators associated with 7. Now one can also consider the quantum channel
as a sum of tensor products of matrices. In fact, one can consider the trace defined on B(My(C))
by:

TN : B(MN((C)) —C
T =Y T[T (Ej)E;u] =Y (T(Ey), Ey)
1,J 1,J
where (E;;); je[n) is the canonical basis of My (C) considered with the usual scalar product (A, B) =
Tr(AB*) for A, B € My (C). Then we can set the scalar product on B(My(C)):
() BMy(C))* = C
(T,V) = 18 (TVY).



To find the correspondence between B(My(C)) and My (C) ® My (C) one can consider the maps:

Ta,B : Mn(C) — My(C)
M— AMB

for A, B € Mn(C). We have that the application:

M. : (B(Mn(C)), (,-)) = (Mn(C) @ Mn(C), (-,-))
Tapr A® B' = Mr, ,
induces an isometry for the norm induced by the respective scalar product. Now for any quantum

channel € one can consider K (1), ..., K(d) its Kraus operators for a given Kraus decomposition and
we have:

The spectral distributions of £ and Mg are then equal.

1.2 Quantum information problematic and previous results

Note that a quantum channel defined in this way preserves the set of quantum states. The
eigenvalue of largest modulus A (+) for a quantum channel is always 1, and there exists an associated
eigenvector which is positive and semidefinite, called fized state and denoted p (see |4, Introduction],
[5, Chapter 6]). As with Markov chains, the second largest eigenvalue (or second largest singular
value) of a quantum channel can be seen as a quantification of the distance between the considered
quantum channel £ and the ideal quantum channel that would send any state to the fixed point
of the quantum channel &; : p — Tr[p]p. In view of these considerations, an interest of quantum
mechanics is to construct a quantum channel that has a small second eigenvalue as the dimension
grows. Therefore, we introduce here a definition of quantum expanders that depends on the spectral
distribution of the channel.

Definition 1.1 (Quantum expander (eigenvalues)). Let € > 0 and € = (Enx)nen be a sequence of
quantum channels such that for all N, € € B(Mn(C)). We say that € is a e-quantum expander in
eigenvalues if there exists No > 1 such that for all N > Ny we have:

Do) < 1—e.

This definition corresponds to the classical graph expander definition when defined by the control
of the second largest eigenvalue [6]. One could also consider a control on the second largest singular.
We denote by IIy € B(My(C)) the orthogonal projector of rank one on CId.

Definition 1.2 (Quantum expander (singular values)). Let € > 0 and € = (En)nen be a sequence
of quantum channels such that for all N, € € B(My(C)). We say that £ is a e-quantum expander
in singular values if there exists Ny > 1 such that for all N > Ny we have:

|€ —Tn| <1—ce.



In fact, the previous definition corresponds to the second singular value in the case where the

eigenspace of A\1(€) is of dimension 1 and the eigenvector is given by p := % Id. This is the case if

we consider (ﬁU(s)) sc[d) as the Kraus decomposition of & with (U(s))¢[q iid Haar distributed. If
we now consider a random quantum channel given by a collection of random matrices (K (s))sc(q,
which will be the Kraus decomposition of the operator, its asymptotic spectral properties can be
seen as a free probability result. For example, one could consider that (K (s))sc[q are such that d
is even and (K (s))s<q/2 are iid random matrices, setting K(s + d/2) = K(s)*. In this case, £ is a
self-adjoint operator. This case allows many results [0} [I,2]. Both the Hermitian and non-Hermitian
cases are treated in the case where (K (s))sc[q are random permutations [7], or Haar distributed
unitaries [§]. Indeed, Bordenave and Collins showed:

Theorem 1.3 (Bordenave, Collins 2018,2022). Let d > 1 be an integer and (U(s))sclq € Gn iid
Haar distributed where Gy € {Un,On,Sn}. The family (U(s) ®U(s)|ﬂl)se[d] is strongly asymp-
totically free and converges to a d-family of free Haar unit operators.
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Figure 1: Plot of the eigenvalues of £ in the hermitian case for N = 40 and d = 10. In red the the
the semi-circle law of radius Anerm,20 1= 22£09_

Recall that the case where Gy = Sy [7] was established before the case where Gy € {Uy,Opn}
[8]. In both cases, it implies expansion for the random quantum channel £ in both the Hermitian
and non-Hermitian cases. To be more precise, in the Hermitian case we have with probability one:

2v/d -1
Hm Ag(E") = =——
Ngnoo 2( ) d
which gives the expansion in terms of the eigenvalues.In the non-Hermitian case we also have:
2v/d—1
li )= ——F
Ngnoo 52( ) d

and thus the expansion with respect to the singular values. Also the previous convergence in the
Hermitian case and when Gy = Uy was shown independently by Collins, Gaudreau Lamarre and
Male. Their absorption theorem regarding the strong asymptotic freeness of independent Haar



distributed matrices [9, Theorem 1.4] implies that (U(s) ® U(s))s<a/2 converges in law to a Haar
unitary system, and by Lancien, Oliveira Santos and Youssef as a particular case of a larger set
of laws that give self-adjoint quantum expanders [6]. The absorption phenomenon for convergence
in distribution was proved earlier [10]. Absorption leads to the idea that convergences and conver-
gence rates proved for iid Haar distributed unitary matrices (U(s))se[q) may remain true for the
representation (U(s) @ U(s))se[q- For example, the speed in N ~k for convergence in expectation
for C***7 functions applied to polynomials in Haar distributed unitaries [I1, Theorem 1.1] proved
by Félix Parraud. The absorption result combined with the strong asymptotic freeness [12] implied
that the limit object for %-distribution, spectrum and norm was that given by the Haar free system.
Finally, for an explicit universal ¢ > 0, a convergence speed in N4 for the norm of polynomials in
Haar distributed unitaries is given by [I3], Corollary 1.2]. It leads to think that the methods used
to prove strong asymptotic freeness in [§] and [7] and the speed given in [I3] will give a speed in
N~ for the expectation of the norm of the polynomials in (U(s) ® U(s))sejq and therefore a
different convergence speed for s(E™)Y/™ = ||€™ — TIy||'/™ than the method given here.

1.3 Model, Alon-Boppana bound and main theorem

Throughout this article, for d = dy € N* sequence of degrees and (U(s))sefq) € U% sequence of
d-tuple unitaries, we consider the following random operator:

E MN((C) —)MN(C)
d
M éz U(s)* MU(s). (1)
s=1

This operator is completely positive, unit-preserving, self-adjointness preserving and trace-preserving,
and is therefore a quantum channel. We consider the optimal asymptotic second largest eigenvalue
in the non-Hermitian case:

pd =

I

Sl-

and the optimal asymptotic second largest singular value:

2v/d—1
g

o4 =

The previous quantum channel verifies analogs of Alon-Boppana bound given in the following
lemmas.

Lemma 1.4. For any d = dn sequence of degree, let (U(s))se[q € U4, be any sequence of d unitary

matrices and let £ be the operator defined by . We setm = mpy = LES}J(\;))J. Forall2 <d < N4,
for all N > 2 we have:

1
em 1/m < ).
s2(EM)V™ 2 paexp(—g3)
The previous Lemma gives a lower bound for the approximation of Ao(€) given by so(E™)Y/™

with N fixed. The following Lemma gives the lower bound for s2(€) directly.



Lemma 1.5. For any d = dx sequence of degree, let (U(s))se[q € U4, be any sequence of d unitary
matrices and let £ be the operator defined by . We set p = py = L%J There exists ¢ > 0
such that for all sequence of degree 2 < d = dn < NY4, for all N > 2 we have:

The previous lemma implies that for all sequence (dy)ny>2 such that:

In(V)

In(dy) << In(n(V)) (2)

we have that almost surely:

52(€) > 04 (1 —en),
for an explicit ey Njoo 0. The previous lemmas give an upper bound on the best eigenvalue or
singular value expansion one can get. The following theorems show that for (U(s))s¢|q iid Haar
distributed unitary matrices of dimension N the operator £ given by is indeed a quantum

expander with high probability and its expansion is optimal with respect to the previous lemmas
(for eigenvalue and singular value approximation).

Theorem 1.6. For all d = dy sequence of degrees we consider (U(s))se(q #id Haar distributed
unitary matrices of dimension N. For all € > 0, we have that for N large enough, for all d = dn
sequence of degree we have:

P([X2(E)] > pa(1l +€)) < 6_87\1/§ln(1+5)N1/127

where & is the quantum channel defined by Equation .

The previous theorem can be shown directly adapting Hastings proof to the non-Hermitian case
[1]. It would then be a direct consequence of the following proposition.

Proposition 1.7. For all d = dn sequence of degrees we consider (U(s))se|q) iid Haar distributed
unitary matrices of dimension N and for N > 2 integer we set m = my = L4\[N1/12J- For all
€ > 0, for all sequence of degrees d = dn we have:

P (32(5m)1/m Z Pd(l +€)> 8N13/66 4\/» (1+6)N1/12

9

where £ is the quantum channel defined by Equation . In particular we have that for N large
enough:

P (82(8m)1/m > pa(1 +6)) <e ~ v (N2
However Theorem can also be seen as a consequence of the following theorem.

Theorem 1.8. For all d = dn sequence of degrees we consider (U(s))selq iid Haar distributed
unitary matrices of dimension N. For all e > 0 and for N large enough we have for all sequence of
degrees dn and sequence of powers 1 < m =mpy < 5 L4\[N1/12J

2 1 In(mA1) o L
P (52(5m)1/m > pd(l + 6)) < \[(T:nHN25/126[2 e In(14-¢)] 4\1/§N1/12’

6



where & is the quantum channel defined by Equation (). In particular if furthermore my —> 00
N—oo

then for N large enough we have:
1 B /
P (sz(fm)l/m > pa(1l+ e)) ¢~ vz TN

Detailing the previous theorem computation in the special case where m = 1 gives the expansion
in terms of singular values.

Theorem 1.9. For all d = dn sequence of degrees we consider (U(s))selq iid Haar distributed
unitary matrices of dimension N. For all € > 0 and for N large enough we have for all sequence of
degree dy:

P(s2(€) > 04(1+€)) < N25/12, —In(l+6) 125 N1/12

where & 1is the quantum channel defined by Equation .

The advantage of the previous theorems is that, together with Lemma [[.4) and Lemma [I.5] we
have the following corollaries, which give convergence either for an approximation of the second
largest eigenvalue (i.e., the second largest singular value of the m-th power of £) or for the second
largest singular value of &£.

Corollary 1.10. Let ¢ > 0. For all 2 < d = dy < N'/* sequence of degrees we have for N large
enough:

n € /
P <‘82(8m)1/m - Pd’ > Pd6> <e vz (N2

In(N
where m = LZ%]

The upper bound given by Theorem gives us the expansion in terms of eigenvalues of &,
since we have the following inequality:

IA2(E)] < sp(E™)M™.
Also Gelfand Theorem states that:

A2(€) = liminf so(E™)Y/™.
mM—00
However, these facts are not sufficient to give direct information about the behavior of A(£) =
|A2(E) — pa| as the dimension grows. In fact, an upper bound for A(€) would be a consequence of
an intermediate result which states that:

A2(E) = (1+o(1)) s2(€™)M™

for some sequence m = my suitable for Theorem [I.8]
On another hand we have the following corollary for the convergence of the second largest
singular value.

Corollary 1.11. Let € > 0. For all d = dy wverifying sequence of degrees we have for N large

enough:

P (|s2(€) — 04l > 04€) < ¢ sva "IN,
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Figure 2: Plot of the eigenvalues of £ for N = 40 and d = 10. In red the the circle of radius
Ao 1= \/%

Except for Lemma and Lemma all the proofs will rely on an algorithm based on the
Schwinger-Dyson Equations used by Hastings [I], which gives good approximate computations
of the expectation of the product of traces of words in Haar distributed unitary matrices (see Section
. The lack of dependence on dy for Proposition and Theorems and is due to the fact
that iterations of the Schwinger-Dyson equation give upper bounds on the expectations of traces in
monomials of Haar distributed unitaries that depend only on the degree of the original monomial

(see Section Lemma [3.7).

1.4 Proof of Lemma [1.4 and Lemma [1.5]

We start with a proof of the Alon-Boppana bounds given by Lemma [I.4] and Lemma [I.5]
Throughout this section we consider that for all sequences of degree d = dy, for all N > 1 we have
a collection (U(s))se[q) of unitary matrices of dimension N. In order to lower bound $5o(E™)V™ we
set for any dimension N and m > 1 integers:

N2
Ep = 7n(ETE™) = Y (EM(Ey), €M(Ey)) = ) sa(E™),
a=1

,L'7j

where £ is the quantum channel defined by . When there is no confusion, for any integer m > 1
and all 8 = (s1, ..., 52,m) € [d]*™ we set:

m 2m
US) :=Ulsam) -+ Ulsme)U(sn)" - U(s1)" = [ [ Ulsom—yr1) [ Ulsom—j)*
j=1 j=m+1



3o

25

00 0z 0.4 06 0.8 10

i

Figure 3: Plot of the eigenvalues of |€] ;= VE*E for N = 30 and d = 10. In red x = Ao = 2 Cil_l =
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2.
such that developing the powers of E; we obtain:

1 2m % * *
E, = (a> Z TI"[U(SQm) T U(5m+1)U(5m) U(Sm—l) e U(Sl) ]X

(81,...,52m)€[d}m

Tr[U(s1)U(s2) - - U(sm)U(sm41)" - - Uls2m)”]

2m m 2m m 2m
:<E> Z TI'[HU(SQm_j+1) H U(S2m—j+1)*]Tr[HU(8j) H U(s;)7]

(51pmsmm) €[ j=1 j=m+1 j=1 j=m+1
= > | Te[U(S)][*.
(81,...,82m)€[d}2m

Lemma is deterministic and, as for the Alon-Boppana bound in the case of d-regular graph, it

shows that 1 — py is the best expansion for eigenvalues (see Definition [1.1]) one can get with Kraus
operators given by unitary matrices.

Proof of Lemma[l.4 for any N > 1 we assume a fixed collection (U(s))sc[q of d unitaries of di-
mension N. for any dimension N and integer m using the notations above we have:

14+ N259(E™)2 > 1+ (N? = D)X (EE™) > Ey

1 m N2 2 2m nr2
> o | AN+ > | Te[U(S)] 2 | > p2m N2,

(81,--18m) >0
F(Sm41,--,52m) -

Therefore we have:

1 1
1
€ 2 s g (1~ g

1
> pd €Xp [—ﬁ]



where for the second line we took m = |

In order to lower bound s3(&) we set for any dimension N and p > 1 integer:

By := v[(E7 )] = D (£ E)P(Ey Zsa P

i?j
When there is no confusion, for any integer p > 1 and all S = (s!,...,s?") € [d]?" we set:

US) = U(sP)U(s*P ... U(s*)U(sH)*

such that developing the powers of E5 we obtain:

2p
E3 = (1> Z TY[U<321”)U(32;D—1)* ..~U(82>U(81)*] Tr[U(Sl)U(SQ)* ) __U<S2p—1)U(82p)*]

d (s1,...,82P)€[d]?P

2
— <611> P Z ﬁU 2p— 2t+2 2p 2t+1 HU 2t— 1 2t)]
t=1

(81,...,82p)€[d]2p

- YIS

(sh,.,82P)€[d]?P

Lemma is also deterministic and shows that 1 — oy is the best expansion one can get for singular
values (see Definition [1.2)).

Proof of Lemma[1.5 for any N > 1 we suppose fixed a collection (U (8))seq) of d unitaries of
dimension N. for any p > 1 we denote by N’(p,0) the number of (s")icjo € [d]* such that

US) =U(sPYU (P H)* ... U(HU(sY)* =1d.
Using the notations above we have:

L+ N2sp(E)% > 1+ (N? = DAo((E°E)") > Es

1 N’ ,0
> Ll vopns S ) £ mueE)? | = 2Oy,
(s")te(2p ELAI?P >0
We consider the following random walk:
(st)een ~ U([d])

X(] =1Id
1 1

YVt € N, Vs € [d] P(X2t+1 = XQtU(S)) = g, ]P(XQ,H_Q = X2t+1U(8)*) = g

Also we consider the random walk defined as above but with (U'(s)).¢[q) iid Haar distributed, that
is:
X :=1d

1 N 1
vVt e N, Vs € [d] P(Xét-f—l = XétU(s)’) = k IP’(XéHQ = Xét+1U(3)/ ) = 4

10



We denote by N(p,0) the number of (s');ep,) € [d]*? such that:
U/(SQp)UI(SQp—l)* L. U/(SQ)U/(Sl)* —1d
and we have that: ,
N'(p,0) N(p,0)
dzr dzr

The random walk (X7);>1 is a random walk on a d-regular graph. Therefore there exists C' > 0
independent from d such that for any integer p we have:

(2vd —1)%

N(p,0)>C "/
02 O

P(Xy, = Id) =

> P(X), = 1d) =

(see [14, Theorem 5.3] and [15], [16]). We now consider:

In(V)

P= /o

Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that for any N > 2 and 2 < d < NV/4

&) > c 1 1/2p> c 1\ /2
28 zoi\ G- ymm) 2o\ N

J 1/2p
> _ .
= 7d <1n<N>3/2>

2 Trace method and Schwinger-Dyson equations

From now on, for all N > 1, for any sequence d = dy of degree, we consider (U (s)),¢[q iid Haar
distributed unitaries of dimension N.

2.1 Strategy

The fact that Theorem [I.6]is a consequence of either Proposition [I.7]or Theorem [I.§ comes from
the following inequalities on singular and eigenvalues. for any integer m > 1 we have:

M2(E)P™ = [ha(E™) < sa(£™)%.

To prove either Proposition [I.7] Theorem or Theorem we use Markov inequalities and the
trace method. For Proposition [I.7] we will use the fact that for any € > 0 and for any integer m > 1
we have:

s m\2
P (|X2(E)] > pa(l+€)) <P (s2(E™)? > pd™(1+€)*™) < M'

Using the notation of Section we bound the right hand side of the previous inequality using the
following:

11



14 E(sy(E™)? <Zsa5m = E(Ey).
Therefore we set for m integer and when there is no confusion:

2m
E, = E(E,) = (;) S R, (3)

S=(5j)jei2m €[d]*™
where for all S = (s1, ..., S2,,) € [d]*™ we denote:
Eo(S) i= E(| TeU(S)]?) = E( TrlU (s2m) - Ulsms )V (5)" -+ U(s1)*][2). (4)
The Markov inequality above becomes:

Ei -1

P([A2(E) = pa(l+e€)) < (Lt o

To prove Theorem [I.§ we will use the fact that for any m,p > 1 integers, for any € > 0 we have:

E (Aa((E7E™)P))
pa"" (1 e)2me

P (32(5m)1/m > pa(1+ e)) =P (Ag((s*msm)p) > p2P(1 + e)m) <

In order to bound the right hand side of the previous inequality we set for any m,p > 1 integers:

N2
By i= v (EE™P) = S ((EE™P(By), By) = D Aal(EE™)P > 1+ Mo((E™"E™))P.
iy a=1

Developing the powers of £ in the expression of Es we obtain:

1\ 2mp 2n 2p—t+1 Jezp—t+1 AL ty—es
Ez_(d) S w[[[Ivet e n e ©)

(s%)jerm) tefep €ld?mP  t=15=1 t=1j=1

where for all 1 < k < p we have egp, = + and egg 1 = —. Therefore for any integers m,p > 1 and
all 8 = (%) ef2p),jem] € [d]?P™, when there is no confusion we set:

US) = U(sZ) - U(s)U (s 1) U(s?P ) U(sZ™2) - U(sHU (sh)* -+ U(s])*
2p m

T [Toee
t=1j=1
and similarly Eo(S) := E(Tr[U(S)] Tr[U(S)*]). (7)
Taking notations from Equation @ and we introduce the following expectation:

2mp
By = E(E) = (5 > E(S). )

S=(s5)(t.)e2p) x [m] EldI>™P

12



The Markov inequality in this case becomes:

sl /m Es —1
P <52(5 )1/ > pa(1+ 5)) < m- (9)
d

Finally in order to prove Theorem we consider the expression of Eo given by Equation @ in
the case where m = 1. Indeed Markov inequality states that for any integer p > 1:

_ E(u((EE)

P(53(8) = oa(1+€) = P (Ma((€7€)) 2 0 (1 4+ %) < %1t o
04 €

Also for any p > 1 we have on one hand:

N2
Es := T ((E°E)P) = D ((E"EV(Eyy), Eij) = D Aal€°EN = 1+ Xao(E7E).
1,7 a=1

On the other hand considering Equation @ in the case m = 1 we have:

1 2p 2p 2p
E3 = <d> Yoo m[JusE Tt [ [Us) (10)
(8Y)tepp€ld]?r  t=1 t=1
where for any 1 < k < p we have eg, = + and €911 = —. Therefore for any integer p > 1 and all

S = (s")tef2p) € [d]*P, when there is no confusion, we set:

U(S) = U(sP)U (s 1)* ... U(sHU (s
and similarly Eo(S) := E(Tr[U(S)] Tr[U(S)"]). (11)

Taking notations from Equation and we introduce the following expectation:

2p
Ey = E(Es) — (;) Y RS) (12)
S

=(s")teq2p) €ld]?P
In this case Markov inequality becomes:

Ey— 1

P (s2(€) > 0a(l+¢€)) < W-

(13)

We then apply the Hastings strategy, i.e. we iterate the Schwinger-Dyson equation (see Section
over the expressions , and , in order to upper bound E;, E9 and E3 (respectively given
by Equations , and ) The expectations defined by Equations , and make the
notation Eq(S) inconsistent since we have given the same notation for three different definitions.
This is only for notational convenience, and since we will be upper-bounding each E; in independent
Sections (Section [5] Section [6] and [7] respectively).

Let us now assume that Theorems and are proved, and explain why Corollaries and
[[.I7] hold. The probability in Corollary [I.I0] verifies:

P (]sz(gm)l/m — pdl > e) =P (82(5m)1/m > pd+ 6> +P <52(5m)1/m < pa— e) .
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Under the hypothesis on d = dn, m = my and (U(s)),¢|q of Corollary the first probability on
the right side of the inequality is bounded by applying Theorem and the second is equal to zero
for N large enough. Likewise the probability in Corollary verifies:

P(|s2(E) —ogql > €) =P (s2(E) > 04+ ¢€) + P(s52(E) < 0g—€).

Under the hypothesis on d = dy and (U(s))seq of Corollary the first probability on the right
side of the inequality is bounded by applying Theorem and the second is equal to zero for N
large enough.

2.2 Schwinger-Dyson Equations

In this section we consider £ > 1 and myq,...,m; integers. For all 1 < £ < k we consider
S(0) = ((se1,€01), -5 (Stmy» €0my,)) & sequence of ([d] x {4, —})™¢ and we set:

USWE)) :=TU(se1) Ul(se2)? - - - U(Spm, )™ and Ly := Tr[U(S)]. (14)
Denoting § = (S(1),...,S(¢)) we set:
E'(S) :=E(Ly--- Ly). (15)

Remark 2.1. One can notice that the definition of E’ given in is linked with the definition of Eg
used in the previous section given by (7) and (). Let S = (s 5%) jelm tefzp) De @ sequence of [d]?mP.

Then one has to consider S = (S(1),5(2)) defined by:

(1) = ((3257 +)7 (3?)7 +)7 (3%}717 _)7 e <3§'+17 et)a (337 6t)7 ) (8%7 _))
3(2) ((3%7 +)7 (8%7 +)7 R (S}nv +)7 (5%7 _)7 ) (53‘7 _Et)7 (S§'+17 _Et)7 ) (51272107 _))

where we set ¢; = + for t even and €, = — for t odd. We then have that ¢(S(1)) = U(S(2))* and:

O

Eo(S) = E/(S).
The following proposition states the Schwinger-Dyson equation given by Hastings [I, Equation
(19,20)].

Proposition 2.1 (Schwinger-Dyson equation). Let (U(s))se(q) %d Haar distributed N-dimensional

unitary matrices. Let k and my,...,my. be integers. For all 1 < € < k let S(£) = (545, €15) jem,) €

([d] x {+,—=})™. We set for all 2 < j < my:

Li(1,5,+) := Tr[U (1) -+ U (s15-1) ]

LY(L, j,+) = Te[U(s15)Y -+~ Us1my )]
1(1,4,-):
1(

Li(1, 7, Tr[U(s11)" - U(s15)]
Li(1,7, =) == Tr[U(s141) 7+ - U(S1my )™ ]

and for all 1 <0 <k and all 1 < j < my:

Li(€, g, +) == Te[U(s11)" -+ U(S1my )™ U (85) - U(8pm, ) e U (801) -+ - U(805-1) "]
Li(¢, 5, =) = Te[U(s11)" -+ U(81my )™ U (80541) 9 - U(Semy, )™ U (801) Y -+ - U(805) ]
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Using notations of Equations and we have the following equality:

E'(S) = E(Tx[U(s11) MU (s12)" - - - U(s1m, )™ | L2 - - - Li;) (16)
= —% D (s en1) = (515, €))E(LY (1, 5, +) L3 (1, 5, +) Lo - L) (17)
=2
£ i, en) = (s~ EERQL G ) ER(L )L+ L) (18)
=2
- % Z Z L((s11,€11) = (se5,€¢5))E(L1 (¢, j, +) Lo+ - Le—1Ley1 L) (19)
(=2 j=1
- +% Z Z 1((s11,€11) = (805, —€¢j))E(L1 (£, j, —)Lo -+ Ly_1Lgi1 Ly,). (20)
=2 j=1

In order to prove the previous equations one needs to consider the matrices:
1 i
V2 V2

The set of these matrices for all (I,k) € [N]? is a basis for the R- vector space of N-dimensional
hermitian matrices. We denote by © this basis.

Ay (B + Er), o =—=(Ew — En).

Lemma 2.2. Let X, Y € My(C). We have:

D Tr(XT?) = N Tr(X)

TeO©
> T(XTYT) = Te(X) Te(Y)
TeO
> T(XT)Tr(YT) = Tr(XY).
TeO

Proof of Schwinger-Dyson Equation[2.1. Let so € [d] such that sp = s11 and any 7' € ©. For t > 0,
we operate the change of variable: ‘
Ul(sg) — €U (s9)1

in the expectation E(Tr[X11X12 -+ Xim,|L2 -+ Li). For all (¢,7) we set:
if (ng, Egj) = (811, 611) . ng = eitTU(So)EH
if (ng,ﬁgj) = (811, —611) : ng = U(So)iellefitT

otherwise : XEj = Xpj = Ul(sg;).

Forallt > 0and 1 < ¢ < k we set Lz = Tr[Xgl---Xgmz]. Due to the invariance of the
Haar measure under unitary deterministic transformation we have Tr[T'X}, --- X gme]Lg o LE o~

15



Tr[TXe1 -+ Xom,| Lo - - - L. Therefore, the first order expression in ¢ of E(Tr[T X}, - - - X}fme]Lg < L)

1S:

0 =E(Tr[T%X11 - Xim,]Lo - - L)

mi
+ L((s11,€11) = (51, €1 E(T[T X1 - X151 TX 1 X541+ Xy | Lo -+ Ly
=2

mi
— Z ]1((811, 611) = (Slj, —Elj))E(TI‘[TXH s leTX1j+1 s lel]L2 cee Lk]
Jj=2

k. my
+ Z Z L((s11,€11) = (s¢5, €05) ) E(Tr[TX 11 - - Xigny | T[T X1 -+ Xy 1 TXpj - Xomy| Lo+ - Ly—1Lpyr -+ - Ly]
=2 j=1
k my

=) 1((s11,€11) = (51, —€0))E(TY[T X1 -+ X, | Te[ X1 -+ XgyT X541+ XemyJ Lo+ Loy Legr -+ L.
=2 j=1

Applying Lemma [2.2] we obtain the desired equations. O

3 Coding iterations of Schwinger Dyson equations

Applying the Schwinger-Dyson equation to any term of the form E(Lj--- Lg) of Section
gives rise to terms E(L] --- L},) of the same form, with the same original matrices (s¢;, /) up to
some cancellations and permutations of their position in the expressions of Lj,. This can be seen

as a random process obtained by an algorithm. Before giving the algorithm, we introduce some
definitions and notations.

Definition 3.1. Let p,p’ > 0 be integers. We call S = ((s1,€1), ..., (sp,€p)) € ([d] x {+,—})P and
S = ((s1:€1), - (80 6)) € ([d] X {+, -V two 1-words. We call p (resp p') the length of the
1-word 8 (resp. §'). We say that these two words are equivalent if there exists o € N such that:

U(s041) U (8042) %2 -+ U(sp) U (s1)7 -+ Uls0) = U () -+ Us}) '

For all 1-word S we denote by £(S) the minimal length for a 1-word 8" equivalent to S. We
then call 8" = ((s1,€1), -, (85 €,)) ~ S with length p' = £(S) a minimal writing of the equivalent
class of S. For a given minimal writing S', all minimal writings are obtained by considering all
(801 €01 )5 s (Spys €0)5 (815 €1)5 s (855 €5)). We say that S" is the minimal writing of S if
((81,€1)s s (8)y5 €,)) is an non-decreasing sub-sequence of ((s1,€1), ... (sp, €p)). Finally we say that
the 1-word S is of trivial trace if it is equivalent to the empty word, i.e. when for some integer
o € N we have that:

U(8011)* U (8040)+2 - - - U(s,) U (51)1 - - Ulso)% = Id.

In general we set:
US) =U(s1)---Ulsp)™.

We call S = ((sej, €j) jemy) o<k and 8" = ((y;, €45)jemy) i<k two k-words. We say that these two
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k-words are equivalent if for all 1 < ¢ < k we have S(£) = ((Se1,€01), s (Stmys €tm,)) ~ S'(£) =
(C e (Sém;’eém;))' We say that 8" is a (resp. the) minimal writing of the equivalent
class if for all1 < ¢ <k, 8'(¢) is a (resp. the) minimal writing of its equivalence class. All minimal

writings are called minimal word. Finally we say that the k-word S is of trivial trace if for all
1<t <k, S¥) is of trivial trace.

Remark 3.1. These notions take their interest from the fact that, when iterating the Schwinger-
Dyson equations, we can consider that we are applying the equation to some minimal k-word S
which gives rise to other k’-words S’. Before reapplying the Schwinger-Dyson equation, one must
choose one of the resulting &’ and consider its minimal writing in order to proceed. In particular
it is important to notice that for & = ((s1,€1), ..., (Sm,€m)) and S’ = ((s},€}), ..., (), €,./)) two
equivalent 1-words, we do not necessarily have U(S) = U(S’) but:

Tr(U(S)) = TrU(S")).

Ezxample 3.1. Let U(1),U(2),U(3) be three independent Haar distributed unitaries. We set & =
((1,4),(1,-),(2,+),(3,—),(2,4),(2,—-)). The easiest way to proceed is to consider:

US) =UL)UDQ)'TURUB)'U(2)U(2)".
o The word S is equivalent to &' = ((2, ), (3, -), (2,+), (2, —)) (we have U(S') := U(2)U(3)*U(2)U(2)*)
e A minimal writing of S is &' = ((2,4), (3,—)) (we have U(S') :=U(2)U(3)* #U(S))
e the minimal writing of S is ' = ((3,—), (2, +)).

3.1 Encoding the matrices movements

Throughout this section we fix a minimal k-word S = ((s¢}, €4j) jem,] Je<k, Where k and my, ..., my,
are fixed integers (see Definition [3.1)). We denote:

m = ng (21)

The goal of this section is to encode the movements of the matrix (sg;, €s;) ~ U(sg;) originally
at position (¢, j) after successive iterations of the Schwinger-Dyson equations applied to . We
initiate our algorithm by setting the original path:

eo = (1, 4)jemma)s -+ (ks d) jemmy))  Po =0, e =1

Also we set:
ey = E/(S)

where E/(+) is define by . The idea is to give an explicit algorithm that gives us the evolution
of the traces on the right side of the equation when we iterate Schwinger-Dyson equations. For all
n > 0 we define for all sequences (€1, 02, ...,0,) € N, (j1,...,7n) € N and (eq, ..., €,) € {+, —}" the
sequence of paths e((£y, jp, €)pefn)) following the coming algorithm. We initiate our algorithm with
n =1 and a triplet P = (¢1, j1, €1) that we will call a pattern of length 1.

If /1 =1and j; =1,0r 3 > k+1,or j1 >my, +1or s11 # sq 5, we set:

e(li,j1,e1) =0 and é(ly,51,€1) =0.

If 6 =1,1<j1 <my and s11 = s¢,,5, then:
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o if we have ¢ = + and €11 = €1€15, = €1, i.e. when we consider a term in the first line of
Schwinger-Dyson equation , then we set:

=1
e(lyjla 61) = ((1aj)j§j1—1) (]-aj)jlgjgml) (Qaj)jé[mg]a (XX} (ka])je[mk])v
e?"S(lev 61) = ((17j)j§j1—17 (27j)j§m1—j1+17 (3vj)j€[nw]7 sy (k + 17j)j€[mk})
Sl g1, €e1) = (815, €15)j<iu—1, (815, €15) 1 <j<ma > (825 €25) j<mas -+ (Skjs €kj)jeima])- (22)

We call e(¢1, ji1, €1) the path of the pattern (41, ji,€1), e, its rescaled path and S(¢1, j1, €1)
the word of generation 1. In this case and with respect to S minimality, for all 1 </ < k+1
the word S(¢1, j1,€1)(¢) can not be of trivial trace. Therefore in this case we set:

p1=po=0.
We also define the function:
f1 «(N x N)ExN) — (N x N)M>N)
(1,7) = (L) ifj<ji—1
(1,5) = (2,0 —q)ifji<j<m
(4, 9) — (l+1,7) forall 2</¢<k andall 1<j<my.

We call f; the first tracking function.
We denote by Spin(-) the minimal writing of S(), that is:

Smin (01,315 €1) = (815, €15) j<m? > -+ (5§c+1ja€§c+1j)j§m;+l)

where we have for all 1 < ¢ < k+1, Sjin(1, j1, €1)(¢) is the minimal writing for S(¢1, j1, €1)(¢)
defined by Equation . The integers mj, ..., m}, 41 are completely determined the simplifi-
cations in U(S(¢1,71,€1)(¢)), i.e. when in the product given by we see U(s)U(s)"c. We
set furthermore the minimal path for (41, ji,€1) as:

emin (01, J1,€1) = (1, 5)j<my+ (2,0) j<my» (35 5) j<my)-
Finally we define the mean of the path (1, j1,¢€;):
. NP .
e(l1, j1,e1) = 6(1)TE/(Smin(£1ajla €1))

where we recall that E'(+) is defined by Equation . By definition of the minimal writing,
there exists strictly non-decreasing functions @ : [m)] — [j1 — 1] and P9 : [mf] — [j1;m]
such that for all 1 < j < mf, (s1;,€;) = (s10,(j) €18, (;)) and likewise for £ = 2. We then
define the rescaled tracking function:

rs Z(N % N)(NXN) (N % N) (NxN)
(1,5) = (1, ®71(4)) if j € ®1([my))
(1,5) = (2,85 1(j)) if j € a([m)))
(4, 9) r—>(€+1j) forall 2</<k+1 andall 1<j<my
(4, 9) — (0,0) otherwise.
If q = + and €11 = —e1j, we set e({1,j1,€1) = 0 again.
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o If we have ¢¢ = — and €11 = —e€y;, ,i.e. when we consider a term in the second line of
Schwinger-Dyson equation , then we set:

6(1,j1, 61) = ((l?j)jgjlﬂ (1aj)j1+1§j§m1a (27j)j€[m2]a e (kaj)je[mk])7
ers(l,j1, 61) = ((17j)ij17 (27j)j§m1—j17 (37j)j€[m2]7 g (k + 17j)j€[mk]))
Sy, g1, €1) = (515, €15)5<1 ), (8155 €15) jr+1<i<ma » (525 €25) j<mas s (Skjs €kj)j<my,)

We then construct fi, f1°, emin(f1,J1,€1) and Spmin(¢1,j1,€1) as we did in the previous case.
Again for g = — and €11 = €1, we set e({q,j1,€1) = 0.

We now consider £1 > 2 and s11 = s¢j,. If €1 = +1 and €11 = €164, = €5, we refer to and
we have:
=1
e(glajlv 61) = (((17 1)7 ceey (]-a ml)y (glajl)) (Elujl + 1)7 cey (Ela mfl)v (gla ]-)7 ceey (El)jl - 1))7 (27j)j6m27
X3) (El - 27j)j€[m4,2}7 (61 - ]—)j)je[mg,ﬂ) (61 + 1aj)j€[mg+1}7 ) (kh])je[mk})u
If e, = + and €11 = —eg;, we set e(ly,j1,€1) = 0. If e, = —1 and €11 = —€g,5, we refer to and
we have:
D =41
e(glajlv 61) = (((17 1)7 ceey (]-7 ml)y (glajl + 1)7 (Elajl + 2)7 ceey (El)mh)u (517 1)5 ceey (6173.1))7 (2)j)j6m27
ooy (El - 27j)j€[m4,2}7 (61 - ]-)j)je[mg,ﬂ) (61 + 17j)j€[mg+1}7 ) (km])je[mk})
Finally if €; = — and €11 = €, j, we set e(l1,j1,€1) = 0. It remains to construct the corresponding
S, 71,€1)y Smin(l1,7J1,€1) fi, f1%, emin(f1,j1,€1) and €(¢1,71,€1) as we did in the first case. In

all the possible cases, if e(f1,j1,€1) # 0, then there exists k —1 < k' < k+ 1, m},...,m}, and
(5 tg) 2, € (] * [, =} such that:

Smin (01,515 €1) = (815, €15)j<mts -+ (S;gjadgj);‘gmk,)

The data of S = ((s¢), €¢) je[my])ee[r) minimal k-word and ({1, j1, €1) pattern of length 1 are the only
data needed to recover py, €, e(l1,j1,€1), ers(C1,41,€1) €min(l1,1,€1), S(l1,j1,€1), fr and fI°.
We just described the first step of the algorithm applied to a minimal word S for a given pattern
(1, J1, €1)-

Definition 3.2. Recall that S = ((s¢j,€15)jem,))ec[k] i fived and minimal and that we consider
m:=Y ,my. Wefix1</ly<k,iec[my and a pattern ({1,71,€1) € [k] x [m] x {+,—}.

o We say that the matriz in position ({y,i) moves to position (¢, j) in the path ({1,j1,€1)
if f1(lo,1) = (£,5). We denote:

N ) )
(£07Z) — fl(g()vz) = (67.7)
o We say that the path e({1,j1,€1) terminates after one iteration if either e({1,j1,€1) =0
or if denoting:

S(l1, g1, €1) = (815 €15) j<m s -+ (S €hj)j<my)
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the word of first generation we have that for all 1 < ¢ < k the word S(¢1,j1,€1)(¢) =
(SZ]'» eléj)jémz 1s of trivial trace. It is equivalent to saying that the minimal word of first gen-
eration Spmin (41, j1,€1) s the empty word.

We denote by F1(S) C {e(l1,j1,€1); (b1,71,€1) € [k] x [m] x {+,—}} the set of paths that
terminates after one iteration.

Ezample 3.2. We consider § = (S(1),8(2)) where S(1) = ((1,4), (1,+),(2,—),(3,—)) and S(1) =
((3,4),(2,4),(1,—),(1,—)). We consider all the possible patterns of first generation (¢1,j1,€1) €
{1,2} x [4] x {+,—}. In this example the patterns (1,2, +), (2,3, —) and (2,4, —) are the patterns
that give rise to paths e(-) different from the empty path. In other word the pathse(1,1,-), e(1,2, —),
e(1,3,4), e(1,4,-), e(2,1,-), e(2,2,+), e(2,3,+) and e(2,4,+) terminate after one iteration.

gy
’
’
/) 1
S F

e( Nf(lﬁl
Pg = (1,4, —)

o7

S
S,

Figure 4: Result of the algorithm after one iteration of Schwinger-Dyson Equation

With the algorithm we are describing, we obtain a rooted tree structure that depends only on
the original minimal word S = ((s¢}, €45) jem,])ecr)- In Figure di the rooted tree in question is the
tree obtained by removing the dashed edges (see Figure . In this example, the root e is of degree
3. In any case, for a given m = ), my, and under the condition of having something other than an
empty word, all nodes will have a degree bounded by m.

Proposition 3.3. Let S = ((s¢), €¢j)je[my))eclk) @ fivzed original k-word. Following the previous
construction we have that for all choices of (¢1,71,€1):

> my <m,

k
(=1



(p14)

@ (—‘e'g) =7v1d

Figure 5: Tree structure for the first generation

where for all 1 < € < k, mj is the length of the (-th word in Spin(€1,j1,€1). Also in regards of
Schwinger-Dyson equation we have:

Z Z Z e(lr, jr, €1).

h=1j1=lere{+,—}
Example 3.3. We continue with Example [3:2] Applying Schwinger-Dyson equation to
E'(S) := E(Tr[U(1)%U(2)* U (3)*] Te[U (3)U (2)U(1)*?))

we obtain indeed:

E'(S) =— %E(TT[U(D] Te[U(1)U(2)"U(3)"] Tr[U(3)U(2)U (1)*7]) (23)
+ %E(Tr[U(l)U(?)*U(?))*U(1)*U(3)U(2)]) (24)

F LEMUMUQITE) TEHUEUAND. (25

In fact, following the previous algorithm, we obtain that the term corresponds to the term
€(1,2,+), the term to €(2,3, —) and finally the term corresponds to €(2,4, —).

We now consider n > 1 and a pattern P = (£, jy, € )penr1] € (N x N x{+, —})"*! of length n+
1. We suppose that the data of S = ((s¢j, €5) jefm,])ee] and (£, Jb, €)peln] gave us the construction
of e(-), S(-); ers()s for Smin(+), €min(-), f7%, €®), py and &(-) of (s Jors €v Jepp) for all 1 < b < m.
To ease notation in this second part of the algorithm, the pattern being fixed, for all 1 < b <n+1,
we set ey, = e((ly, jyr, € )iyep))- Finally we suppose that for all 1 < b < n, denoting:

. b b b b
Smin((gb’ajb’a Eb’)b’e[b]) = ((ng)v ﬁgj))je[m§b)]a (3](%?77 l(gb?j)‘je[m(b”)

the minimal writing of the word of generation b, we have that:
ky
> <
/=1
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In particular if that is true for all patterns of length 1 < b < n then one only has to consider
(€bs Jbs €6)peln) € (m] x [m] x {+, —=})". Under these assumptions we construct e, 41 = e(P). If for
some 1 < b < n, e, terminates after b iterations we set e,4+1 = (). Otherwise, we proceed as with
the first generation. For instance we now denote:

Smin (b, b, €0)be[n)) = ((357;), 6%?))jgmgn>, oty (Sg;), el(cr;'))jgmfj)) (26)

the minimal word of the n-th generation. We also consider €™ € {—1,+1} and p,, € N such that:

(n) NPn
Nn

€p = €

E'(Smin((b, Jbs €5)bein))-

We recall that €™ and p,, depend in the pattern (Lo, Jbs Eb)be[n] and S the original word only. Once

(n) (n)
w1 T L, or S11 # Stpt1jns1
we set e,r1 = 0 and €,41 = 0. Now we for instance suppose that £,11 > 2, €,01 = + and

651) = €nt1€ é:)ﬂjn ) g:lm Lo e when one considers a term of the third line of the Schwinger-

again if ¢,41 = 1 and jp41 = 1, or €1 > ky + 1, O Jpyp1 > my

Dyson equation ([19)). In this case we have:

(nt1) _ _ (n)

and En+1 ‘= (((1, 1), vany (1, mgn)), (En—l—l’jn'f‘l)? (€n+1,jn+1 + 1), ceey (€n+17 ménll), (£n+1, 1), ceey (£n+1,jn+1 - 1))

(27.j)jgm;”)7"'7(£n+1 1 .7) (”) 717(6714‘1 + 17])ngéz)+l+177(k ])j<m(”))

where all the notations refer to the notation chosen to explicit the minimal word of generation
n given by (26). We also construct the word of the (n + 1)-th generation S,4+1 = S(P) as the
(kn, — 1)-word that verifies:

Sn-i-l(l) ((351)7 6&?)) (S(Z(n) ) 6572(") )7 (SEZZLM‘”JA ) Gn-‘rl)v (8£n+1jn+1 ) 6714'1)’ (35n+1jn+1+17 64n+1jn+1+1)7 X}
1

) (S€n+1jn+1—17 65n+1jn+1—1))7
Sn1(€) =(5¢5 Eej)jgmgm, for 2<0</l41 -1

Sn—&—l(g - 1) (5£]>5€]) j<m (n)7 for £,1+1 <0< k.

Finally, we have the n + 1-th tracking function:

Frt1 :(N x N)(N) — (N x N)(xN)
,7) — (¢,7) forall 1 <4</t —1.
(bnt1,7) = (Lmy +1+35 — 1)
(¢, 7) — (0 —1,5) forall g +1<0<ky.

(27)

We now may recover the corresponding word S((£p, jp, €p)pe[n+1]), its corresponding minimal writing,
the rescaled path e,s, minimal path e, and rescaled tracking function f;% . Finally we consider
tp+1 the number of 1 < ¢ < k,, — 1 such that S,,11(¢) is of trivial trace and set pp+1 = pn+tnt1. We
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now have recovered the mean of paths (£, jp, €p)pefn+1): We proceed similarly for the other cases
of (Up41,Jn+1,€nt1)- We may now introduce the following Definition of terminating terms after n
iterations of Schwinger-Dyson equations.

B . " NPn+1 ]
6((€p7]Pa 6p)p€[n+1]) = ) Nl E,(Smin((gpa]m Ep)pé[n—i—l]))'

We proceed similarly for the other cases of ({41, Jn+1,€nt1). We may now introduce the fol-
lowing Definition of terminating terms after n iterations of Schwinger-Dyson equations.

Definition 3.4. We say that the path e(((y, jb, €0)se[n)) terminates after n iterations if either
e((y, Jbs €0 )vein)) = 0 or if denoting:

Sl o leim) = (515 €17 gy (545 60 i)

the word of generation m, we have that for all 1 < ¢ < k, we have that the 1-word S(¢) =

(sg),e%))j<m(n) is of trivial trace. We denote by F(S) C {e((£y; Jbs €0)pepn) € (N X N x {+,—-})"}
=my

the set of paths that terminates after n iteration.

Proposition 3.5. We consider S any original fivred minimal k-word. Let n > 1 be an integer and

P = (ly, jb, €b)befn) € ([m] x [m] x {+, =})" a pattern. Using the notations of the previous algorithm
applied to S and P we have:

kn
> <m
/=1

where we used the notations given for the minimal writing of the n-th generation word obtained

by the algorithm . Also we have:

n—1
E'(S) = > e+ > (P). (28)

1 eeFp(S) Pe([m]x[m]x{+,—}"

o
Il

Finally the number of paths e(P) with P € ([m] x [m] x {+,—})" that did not terminates before the
n-th iteration is bounded by (m — 1)™.

Proof. For all n > 1 and all patterns P = (y, ji, €)p<|n], the construction of S(P) is such that the
total number of matrices appearing in S(P) is exactly given by the total number of matrices in
Smin((Ly, Jb, €b)pein—1))- Thus the total number of matrices after simplification, i.e. after replacing
the subwords by their minimal writing, is bounded by the original number of matrices. The second
statement is given by induction on n > 1. In fact, the initiation is given by Proposition [3.3] If we
now assume that the formula is verified for some n > 1, one has to apply the Schwinger-Dyson
equation to each term &((4p, jp, €)pejn]) to obtain the same formula for n + 1. Recall that we

denote b
Y . L m) ) ) ()
Smin((y, G/ Eb')b'e[b]) = ((31j ) €154 )je[m<1b>]v i (Sk:ij %,j)

(b)])

je[mkb
the corresponding minimal word of generation b. To have a non-empty path of (b+ 1)-th generation

one has to consider (¢p11, jp+1, €p+1) such that (fpi1,jp+1) # (1,1) and sgbl) = SZ)H Joar’ Also if we

have €411 = +, then the corresponding path ep,q1 of generation b + 1 is non-empty if and only if
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(b) _ ()
€yrrgp — €11

b b . . . .
§b)+1jb+1 = egl). Therefore for all (Ly, ji, ey )prepr1]s if €(€1, J1s €1, -0 lor1, Joy1, €b41) 7 0

then e(f1, j1, €1, -, lot1, Jor 1, —€p+1) = 0. Therefore for (L, jyr, ep )peppy) fixed we have:

If we have €,41 = —, the corresponding path of generation b + 1 is non-empty if

and only if €

{1, G, 1) € [m) x [m] x {4, Y5 e((by v e )weprny) # 03 < LG = s, (1,1) # (£,5)
£,j
<m—1.

From this last inequality we obtain the proposition’s last assertion by induction on 1 < b <n. 0O

3.2 Writing the iterations of Schwinger-Dyson and convergence of series

With the previous proposition, and for some values of m > 1, we can now express the expectation
of the traces as a series of terminated terms given by the algorithm.

Proposition 3.6. Let:
S = ((s15 €1)jefm] -+ (Skj» €kj) jefmy))

be any original minimal k-word such that m =), my < N2/3 41, We apply the previous algorithm
and denote by F,(S) the set of finishing path after n-iteration. We have that:

> > @
n eeFn(S)
1s convergent and furthermore considering the expectation given by we have for N large enough:
[e.e]
ES)=) > e
n=0ecF,(S)
The main argument to prove the previous proposition is the following lemma.

Lemma 3.7. For any original minimal k-word denoted:

S = ((s15> €15)jema]s - (Ski» €k5) jemy))
using the same notations than in Proposition [3.6 we have for all n > 1 integer:

[Fn(S)] < (m—1)"
Ve € Fo(S) o] < NF=2/3n,

The proof of this lemma follows the proof given by Hastings [I, Part C.].

Proof. Let e = e((lv, jb; €)vefn)) € Fn(S) such that & # 0. Recall that for all 1 < b < n we denote
by ky the integer such that the minimal writing Spin (€, jo/, €0 )i epp)) of generation b is a k;, word,
Py € N such that:

NP

e((Cy s Jor» 0 )wepp) | = W‘EI(Smin((%ajb”eb’)b/e[b]))‘
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where E' defined by Equation . Although we set p = p,. We denote by ¢ := [{b < n; £, =1}
the number of times we have considered a path that gives a term in the first or second
line of the Schwinger-Dyson equations. For all 1 < b < n such that ¢, = 1 we necessarily have
ky — kp—1 = 1. Indeed, since we assume at each step that we are applying our algorithm to minimal
words that are not empty, cutting a word in half cannot produce a word of trivial trace and therefore
the minimal word of the b-th generation is a (ky_1 + 1)-word. Also the integers 1 < b < n such that
ky — kp_1 = —2 are exactly the terms where p, = pp_1 + 1. Finally, e being a finishing term, we
have k, = 0, kg = k and therefore:

kn=0=ko+ > ky—kp1
b=1

=k+> 1(l=1)—> (Al #1)+1(p = pp—1 + 1))
— b=1
=k+q—(n—q) —p

The minimality of the words to which we apply the Schwinger-Dyson equation also implies that the
words of trivial traces come from the iterations {1 < b < n; ¢, # 1}, i.e. when we consider terms
from the third or fourth line. In particular we have:

p=n-—gq
and therefore:
P < k+ n.
- 3
Finally, the argument for the bound on |F,(S)| is exactly the one given to prove the last assertion
of Proposition [3.5] noting that F,, is included in the number of non-empty terms. O

We now give the proof of the previous proposition.
Proof of Proposition[3.6. The convergence of the series is given by the fact that we have:

_ k m—1 "
Z e|<N <N2/3>

e€EFn(S)

where we have 1 /3 < 1. For n > 1 we denote:

Ty = Z e(P).

Pe([m]x[m]x{+,—-}H"

We notlce that for all n > 1 and for all P, using the notation of the algorithm we have that
Yoty mg < m and for all 1 < ¢ < k,, we have:

)

(n) e
) el <N

| Tr[U sy - U (s™

£m,
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and therefore:

MmO )
Pe([m]x[m]x{+,—}"
Nm
< — 1)t —.
<m-1r
For N large enough we have (m — 1)/N < 1 and therefore |ry,| — 0. To conclude we apply

Proposition [3.5| and we have:

4 Computations of traces

Throughout this section we consider S = ((s1,€1), .-+, (Sm, €m)) a minimal 1-word of length m
and we want to compute:

E'(S) = Eo(S) = E(Tr[U(S) T (S)])

where we set S = (5(1),5(2)) with S(1) = S and 5(2) = ((Sm, —€m); -, (51, —€1)) (see Equations

and for definitions of E'(-) and Eo(-)). Since the previous definition of S depends only S
we abuse notations and use the notation S to refer to the 2-word S.

Definition 4.1. We fiz {y € {1,2}, i € [m] and a pattern P = ({y, jb, € )pejn) € ([m] < [m]x{+, =})".
We say that the matriz in position ({y,1) moves to position ({,j) in the path e(P) at the
n-th iteration if f, o fI* 0.0 fI%(ly,i) = (¢,5). We denote:

n

(Lom A1) = (01(0),1(0) 2 (ba(@), J2(0) > - 2 Fulluor (), Jn1(2)) = (£, ),

where for all 1 < b < n—1 we set (€y(7), jp (1)) = fi°(lo—1(7), Jp—1(2)) with convention (Ly(%), jo(i)) =
(I,m+1—14). Similarly we denote:

(2,4) = (£1(0), 51(0)) 5 (65(0), 35(0)) > -+ 5 fullhy (), Jay (0))

where for all1 <b < n—1, (¢,(3), 7, (i) = fi*(¢,_1(2), j;_1 (1)) with convention (£,(1), jo(i)) :== (2,1).

4.1 Rung cancellations of matrices

In this section we analyze the terminating non-zero terms of generation n, verifying that the
matrix originally at position ({y,7) was never used before the cancellation, and is then canceled
against its original inverse in the second trace (i.e., the matrix originally at position (£g,m + 1 — i)
with ZO # 4p).
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Definition 4.2. Let i € [m] and e = e((¢y, jb, €t )pejnr1]) # O a path. We say that the matriv i is
trivially moved under the (n + 1)-th iteration in this path if using the notations of Definition
(22 we have:

Ff Cn=1(3), n=1(i)) & {(bns1, dnrr), (L)} and £7°(6, 1 (6), 51 () € {(bns, dnr), (1, 1)}

If we suppose e € Fpni1(S), we say that we have a rung cancellation of matriz i if there
exists n; < n+ 1 such that for all b < n;, the matrix i is trivially moved under the b-th iteration
and if fo, (0. _1(0), 75, 1(8)) = fn,(bn;—1(4), jn,~1(i)) £ 1 (where we take it as a convention that
() £1=,7+1) and ({,me+1) = (£,1) and (4,1 —1) = (¢,my)).

Remark 4.1. One can interpret the previous definition as follows: the matrix ¢ is trivially moved
under the n-th iteration if the term we consider after applying the Schwinger-Dyson equation does
not originate from a term of the form TU(sy;) (see [I] and proof of Proposition 2.1)). We have a
rung cancellation of the matrix ¢ if in all the previous paths we never crossed the matrices originally
at positions (1,2m + 1 —4) and (2,7) and at some point they canceled each other.

We will now describe the terms finishing at the n-th iteration and having a rung cancellation of
matrix i for any i € [m]. Let X = U(d+ 1) Haar distributed and independent from (U(s))s¢[q- For
1 <7 < m we define:

E%(S) = E(TI‘[U(Sm)em cee U(Si+1)6i+1XU(Si71)Ei_l cee U(Sl)el] X
Tr[U(s1)™ " -+ Ulsiza) " X U (si41) " - Ulsam)])-

We then set:

ey = €o
with eg as defined in the beginning of Section We apply the previous algorithm to 66 considering
as fixed original word:

Si = ((317 61)7 ey (Si—la 6i—1)7 (d + 17 +)7 (si-‘rla €i+1)7 ey (Sma €m))
In particular we have S* also minimal.

Proposition 4.3. Let P = ({y, l, €p)pefn) € (N X N X {4+, —})" be a pattern. If the path e :=
e((Ly, Lo, €b)peln)) terminates at the n-th iteration and has a rung cancellation of matriz i then e’ :=
' (€, o; €v)ben)) = €((Los b, €0)pe[n) and their mean are equal. Conversely if €' ((€y, Ly, €b)pefn]) 15
a term that terminates at the n-iteration when applying the algorithm to S*, then e terminates at
the n-th iteration, has a rung cancellation of matriz i and has same mean than €. In particular we
have for all n € N:

.

Fn(SH C FulS).

We then set for all n > 1: '
Ru(S) 1= FulS\ | FulS).

i€[m]

Definition 4.4. Let 1 <4y < --- < iy < m be elements of [m] and e = e((¢y, b, € )pen)) 7 0 be a
path that terminates at the n-th iteration. We say that there is a rung cancellation of matrices
i = (i1,...,4¢) if for all 1 <t < q there is a rung cancellation of matrix i;.
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We fix 1 <41 < --- < iy < m and we generalize the previous description of the terms with a
rung cancellation of matrices ¢ = (i1, ..., 44). We consider (Xi, ..., X;) = (U(d+1),...,U(d+q)) such
that (U(s))se|a+q are Haar distributed independent unitaries. We denote:

-

EY(S) = E(Tr[U(sm)™ -+ U (8ip51) 0 XU (85,-1) %" - - - U (51) ] X
Tr[U(s1)” - U(si—1)” 0 XU (85,401) et Uls ™))

m

We set as for the case ¢ = 1, eg = eg and we then apply the previous algorithm to eg by considering
the corresponding fixed original word of the algorithm to be:

88 = ((51’ 61)’ s (Si1—17 €i1—1)7 (d +1, +)7 (Si1+17 6i1+1)’
ey (Sit—h éit_l), (d 4+, —l—), (Sit+17 eit_l), cees (Siq—17 eiq_l), (d +q, +), (Siq+1€iq+1)7 ey (Sm, Gm)).

For all n € N we denote by .7:”(8;) the set of terms ez((ﬁb, Jbs €b)beln]) that terminates at the n-th
iteration.

Proposition 4.5. Let 1 < ¢ <m and 1 <y < --- < iy < m be fized. The Proposition [{.3 holds
when we replace © by i. Besides we also have:

o Fu(8) =Ny FulS™)
° E6 (S)=1.
Proof. The first point follows by induction, noticing that denoting i; = (i1,...,4¢) and applying

the algorithm to Sit then the terms with rung cancellation of matrices (i1, ...,44) in the algorithm
applied to S are the terms with rung cancellations of matrix 7, in the algorithm applied to Sta-1,
For the second point we start with the case where ¢ = 1:
E(S) = E(Te[XU (si—1) " - U(s1) U (s5) ™ -+ Ulsi01) ]
Tr[X U (si41)" - Ulsm) " U(s1)" - Ulsim1) 7))
1

=% Tr[U(si—1) - U(s1)MU(sm)™ - - U(8i41) T U (8i41) - Ul(sn) U (s1)" 4 - U(si-1) Y]
=1

where we applied the Schwinger-Dyson equation between the first and second equality. The general
case comes from induction, noticing that:

EZO(S) = qu (Siqil) = qu((sh 61)7 X3 (Sit—lv eit—l)’ (d +1, +)7 (Sit-i-l’ 6it+1)7 ey (Sm’ em))'

We may now give the following lemma and first computation of Eo(S).

Lemma 4.6. Let S = ((51,€1), -, (Sms €m)) € ([d] x {+, =)™ with m < 3(N?/3 4+ 1). There ewists
a unique 8" = ((s1,€1), -, (S, €mr)) manimal writing of ((s1,€1), ..., (Sm,€m)) € ([d] x {+,=})™

and we have: -
Eo(S)=1+) Y e
)

n=0 R (S'
Also for all integer n we have Fp,(S) = Fn(S') and R, (S) = Rn(S').
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Proof. We have:
Eo(S) = Eo(S")

therefore we consider directly & minimal word and we have:

EO(S):i > é+§: dYoooe

n=0ecR,(S) n=0eecJ2 ; Fn(S?)

Eg

where we applied Proposition for the first equality. We want to show that E{j = 1. Indeed:

CE VRID SEITED 9) SEIED DI SIF

n=0 eeuyil Fn(S?) n=0 qg=1 11<...<iq ee]-'n(S{)
=3 X e=XuTt Y ENS)

n=0 eE]'—n(SZ) q=1 11<...<iq
=S () =1

q=1 q

where in the first line of calculation we applied the inclusion-exclusion principle to the union
Uiepm] Fn(S?) and the first point of Proposition . O

All that remains is to make conditions explicit on the original word ((s1,é€1),..., (Sm,€m)) €
([d] x {4+, —})™ to have terms without rung cancellation and then use these conditions to compute
either Eq or Ey (defined by Equations and respectively ). To do this, we have to take into
account the dependence for paths in the original word. From now on, we will specify the dependence
in S for all sequences obtained by the algorithm in Section [3] For example, for S a minimal word
and P a pattern of length n, we will denote by e(S, P) the path of generation n obtained by applying
the algorithm to S and P, where before we would have denoted e(P) without confusion.

Definition 4.7. For all m,p > 1 integers and we denote:
o W(m) the set of minimal words S = ((s1,€1), ..., (Sm,€m)) of length m,

e W/ (m) the subset of minimal words of length m such that there exists a non-empty finishing
path with no rung cancellation of matrix.

e Wi(p) the set of minimal words S = ((s1,+), (S2, =) -y (S2p—1,+), (S2p, —)) of length p, and
likewise Wi the subset of Wi(p) of minimal word that give rise to non-empty finishing path
with no rung cancellation.

Let P = (ly, jb, €0)vein] be a pattern of length n. We set W'(m,P) C W'(m) (resp. Wi(p,P) C
Wi(p)) the set of S € W/ (m) (resp. S € Wi(p)) such that e(S,P) # 0 terminates at the n-th
generation. We denote by [S|p the set of 8" € W/(m,P) (resp. S’ € Wi (p,P)) of minimal words of
same length and such that for all 1 < b <n we have:

fo(8"P)() = fo(S,P)(-) and fi*(S',P)() = fy*(S,P)().

where fy(S,P)(-), f7°(S,P)(:) are the tracking and rescaled tracking functions defined in (27)). This
last definition constitutes an equivalence relation that we denote by ~p.
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Lemma 4.8. Let P = ({y, ji, €)pcfn) € ([2m]x[2m]x{+, =})" be a pattern and S € W'(m,P). Then
there exists f : [m] — [m] with no fized point and such that for all 8" = ((s},€}), ..., (sh,, €,)) € [S]p
we have for all 1 < i < m:

S = 5
Likewise for S € Wi(p, P), there exists f : [2p] — [2p] such that for all S" = ((s],+), (53, =), s (85p—1, +), (2p, —))
and for all 1 < i < 2p we have:

Sty =
Proof. The proof is the same in both cases of the previous lemma, therefore we prove only the first
case. For all 1 < b < n we consider e, := e(S,Py) where Py = ({y, ji, € )yrepp). We construct the
function f : [m] — [m] as follows. First we notice that it is sufficient to show that for all ¢ € [m]
there exists j # 4 such that for all 8" = ((s,, €} )rem)) ~p S we have s} = s.. Let now i € [m] be
any index. We first suppose that there exists 1 < b < n — 1 such that (¢,(i), 75(i)) € {(1,1), (€y, J5)}

r (6,(2),7;(3)) € {(1,1), (p41,Jb+1)}. In other words we suppose that for some iteration, the

matrix i is not trivially moved in the path e(S,P) (cf Definition [4.2). We consider the smallest
1 < b < n—1 verifying this condition. If (¢,(i), j5(7)) = (1,1) and since epy1 # 0, then there exists
J € [m] such that (lpy1,dp11) € {(€(4),J6(4)), (¢,(5),J,(5))} and therefore s; = s;. In the case
where (U1, jo+1) = (€p(4), 78(4)) it means is we have the paths:

(Lm+1—i) = ((35),72(0) 2 5 (G30).5(0) = (1,1) 5 -
(Lm+1—3) 5 (), 1)) 2 2 (67, 3o(5)) = (Eorr, Goar) 5 -

By uniqueness of the paths we have m + 1 — i # m + 1 — j and therefore i # j. If now we have
(o1, Jo+1) = (6,(5), 5y (7)), we have the paths:

(Lm+1—4) 5 (01(0),51(0) B - 5 (6(0),3o(0) = (1,1) 75 -+
(2,5) > (GGG D - B (GG, dhG) = <eb+1,gb+1>b31....

Since we assumed b the first time that the matrix ¢ is not trivially moved and that we have no
rung cancellation of the matrix ¢, then ¢ # j. In the cases where (€(3), jp(7)) = (€p41,Jp+1) OF
(€,(2), 75(2)) € {(1,1), (€p41, Jp41)} we similarly show the existence of j # i such that s; = s;.

Now if we suppose the matrix ¢ is never trivially moved. Still the term e, being of trivial traces,
there exists n; < n such that:

i (ln;1(2), jn;—1(2)) # (0,0)
and fﬁf(en,—l(l);Jm—l(Z)) = (070)

In other words, the matrix U(s;)“ is cancelled at the n;-th iteration. If it is cancelled by a matrix
originally positioned in the first trace, then there exists j # ¢ such that either we have:

(Lm+1—14) 5 ((6), 1(8) 2+ 28 fo, (bny1(3), jims—1(3))
(1,m + 1-— j) —1> (El(]),jl(])) 3> T g fni(gmfl(j)’jm*l(j))’

such that fu, (£, _1(5), Jn,—1(3)) = S, (bn;=1(9), Jn;—1(8))£1 and U(s1,ms1—-3) 17U (81,mp1—5) =7 =
U(si)U(sj)9 = Id. This is the case when the matrix originally at position (1, m+1—1) is cancelled
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by a matrix originally at position (1,m + 1 — j) in the same trace and with ¢; = —¢;. In particular,
we have s; = s;. Otherwise, and since we assume there is no rung cancellation of matrix 4, there
exists j # i such that:

(1a m+1— ’L) _1) (61(1)7]1(2)) Zz) fnz(gmfl(l)v]nzfl(l))
(2.5) = (41(7). 51 (7)) " (1 (5), T2 (),

such that fnz( ;Lz—1<.7>7];u—1(])) - fnz (gm—l(z):]m—l(z)) +1 and U(Sl,m+1—i>€1’2m+liiU(SQJ)QJ -
U(s;)“U(sj)~% =1Id. In particular once again s; = s;. The fact that all of the above remains true
for (s}, €})jeim) ~p S is a consequence of the previous construction of the function f : [m] — [m] that
depended only on the movements of matrices and therefore the functions f, and f;* for 1 < b < n.

O

2
2

Remark 4.2. In the previous proof we used, without mentioning it, the fact that for all s # s’ for
all e,¢ € {+,—} we have U(s)U(s') # Id and U(s)? # Id with probability one.

Lemma 4.9. Let P a pattern of length n. Let m > 1 be an integer. We have for all S € W' (m, P):
[S]p| < d™/?

and:
W' (m,P)/ ~p | < (2m)>".

Likewise let p > 1 be an integer. We have for all Wi (p,P):
[Slpl € -——=(d=1)”

and:
IWi(p,P)/ ~p | < (4p)*".

Proof. We consider P = (¢, jp, eb)be[n] a pattern and m, p > 1 integers fixed. We start by bounding
the cardinal of [S]p in both cases. Let S € W/ (m,P). Considering Lemma there exists
[+ [m] — [m] with no fixed point such that for all 1 <i < [m] and for all §" = (51, €})je[m) € [STp
we have s}(i) = s,. Since there is no fixed point it means that we have a subset F' C [m] that
/
J
for 1 < j < m. Therefore we have |[S]p| < d™/2. For S € Wj(p,P) we will construct the subset

F as follows. Let f : [2p] — [2p] the function given by Lemma We consider F' = F), the set
constructed as follows:

verifies [F'| < m/2 and such that one only need to know s’ for j € F' to know all the values s

F={1}
Forall2<t<p, F,=F_U{inf{i ¢ {Fi_1; f(i) ¢ f(F—1)}}.

We set F' = {1 <iy < --- < iy} for |[F| =p < p. We are left with counting the possible s;, € [d]
for all 1 <t < 2p. Also in this case, by minimality we have that for all 1 <t < 2p, s411 # $. In
particular we have necessarily 2 € F'. Therefore we have d choices for s; and d — 1 choices for ss.
Likewise for all 2 < t < p’ we have at d — 1 choices for s;,. Indeed s;,_1 is determined either by
choice if iy — 1 € F, either by the function f since there exists i € F;_1 such that f(i) =i, — 1 and
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si, # 8i,_1. It gives that |[S]p| < d(d — 1)P =1, hence the result.
Now to upper-bound |W'(m,P)/ ~p | we consider for all 1 < b < n:

Ty(P) = {(fu(S,P), [{*(8,P))tepy; S € W(m) and e(S,P) # 0,e(S,P) € R},

where the tracking functions are defined by the algorithm if Section [3] applied to the word § in
regard of the pattern P. We consider the application:

qbb : CZL — ZZ%__l X [2771] X [2771]
F = (F)ep) = ((Fiep-1), c1(F), c2(F))

where we define c1, co as the application that count the number of cancellations between genera-
tion b— 1 and generation b as follows. Let F' = (Fy)sep) = (ft; f%)iep) € To and S € W (m, P) such
that F' = (fi(S,P), f{*(S,P))ep- For all generations 1 < b < n, we use the notations introduced
by Equation [26] in the following description. Then we have:

o If /, =1, ¢, = +, then necessarily we have e%—l) = egj;bl). It corresponds in the algorithm

to the case where at the b-th iteration of Schwinger-Dyson equation we chose a term of
the first line . Then necessarily we have k; = ky_1 + 1 and no possible cancellation
of matrices in the following generation because of the hypothesis of minimality of words in

the algorithm. Indeed we necessarily have (sgl ), gbl 1)) # (s%?;_l)l,—egl;;_l)l) since we have
(sg1 ),egbl 1)) = (sgl;b 2 e%b 1)) and we suppose the kj,_1-word of generation b — 1 minimal.
We therefore set ¢1(F') = co(F) = 0.
(b—1) (b—1) .
o If ), =1, ¢ = — then we have ¢}, ' = €5, WE still have k, = ky_1 + 1. It corresponds

to the case where we chose the second line ([18). Also now we have possible cancellations in

the traces indexed 1 and 2. This number of cancellations is given by c¢i(F) = j, — mgb) =

min{1 < j < j, — L f1°(1,5) = (0,0)} and co(F) = m{"™ = j, = m$) = max{j, + 1 < j <
(b—1),

my s fp°(1,5) = (0,0)} — ji, respectively the number of cancellations in the first and second
traces.
(b—1) (b—1)
e /, > 2, ¢, = + then we have 611 = €4, and kp = kp_1 — 1. It corresponds to the case

where we chose the third line . As for the first case, the hypothesis of minimality implies
that there are no cancellations p0581ble Therefore we set ¢ (F') = ca(F) = 0.

e Finally if £, > 2 and €, = —e11 we have either k' = k — 1 or ¥’ = k — 2. It corresponds to the
case where we chose the fourth line . In this case we have cancellations in two different

places in a same trace. We set in this case ¢1(F) = min{l < j < mgb_l); f22(1,4) #(0,0)}

and ¢y(F) = max{1 < j <m{"™V; fr3(1,5) # (0,0)}.

The function ¢, thus defined is injective. Therefore we have |Ty| < (2m)?|T,_1| and therefore for
all P = (€y, jb, € )pe[n) Pattern we have:

(W' (m,P)/ ~p | = |T,| < (2m)*".

The same argumentation gives the result for Wi (p, P)/ ~p. O
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5 Proof of Proposition

In all the following proof, for any m > 1 integer and any (s;)jej2m) € [d]*™, we set S as the word
given by:
Si= ((52ma +)7 (Smela +)7 ) (8m+17 +)7 (Sma _)7 (Smflv _)a ey (31, _))

and if we refer to (s;);c[2m] as @ word we refer as the word obtained by considering the previous
equation. For instance we have:

2m
1 E(A™) < (;) S E(S) =

SeldPm

where for all (s;) jeam] € [d]*™, S is the word given right above. For all 1 < m/ < m we denote by
Waym(m') € W(2m') the set of (s;);c[2m/ such that the corresponding minimal word is of length
2m’. Also we denote by Wy, ,.,(m') C Weym(m') N W' (2m') the set of minimal word & € Weym(m')
such that there exists n > 1 such that R, (S) # 0, i.e. there exists a term in the algorithm that
terminates after the n-th iteration with no rung cancellation and different from the empty set. We
consider:

—Nl/mj

I

and we re-write Eq as follows:

=)L XX m®

m/= ISEWsym l) (59)]'6[2m]€[d]2m

S'~S
:1+Zm:dm_m/(m—m'—|—1) Z i Z
m/=1 SeWl,(m/) n=0e€R,(S)

Between the first and second line we applied Lemma [4.6{and the fact for all S € Wy, (m') we have:
() jelzm) € [dP"; 8"~ SY[= 3 dam T = d T -+ 1),

Indeed it comes down to count the number of (s%);ec(om] € [d]*™ such that we have:
U(sm) U8y 1)U (s7)" - U(s1)" ~ Uls2mr) =+ U(8pw41)U (850)" - - U(s1)”

where for (t1,...,t) € [d]* the equivalent class of U(t1) - - - U(tg) is {U(t140)U(t240) - - - U(tr+o); 0 €
N}. It means that for all such (s});cj2n we have:

U(4)" - U(4) U (S 1)U (8hn ) - Ulsh) = Id
and U (s )U(sep1) - Ulshpn)U () Ulsmo1) -+ Ulsmpin)” = 1d

for some (k,p) integers such that p + k = m — m/. Therefore for (k,p) fixed we have d*dP possible
() jelzm)- We now re-write Eq:
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Eﬁ”(é) "D SN SIS SEND DI TR PR R

m'=1SEW!,,, (m’) n=0 P=(Ly,jb,¢0)pen]

where the last summand is over all patterns P = (£, jb, € )pe[n) € ([4m] X [4m] x {+, —})" and where
we applied Lemma to bound |e(S,P)| for e(S,P) € R, (S). Exchanging the summand in the

previous equation we have:
1 2m 0 m ,
Ey <1+ <d) my Z » amm > |[S]p|N22/3n,
n=0 P=(ly,jv,€p)pe[n) M =1 [SlpewW’(2m! ,P)/~p
Applying Lemma [4.9 we have:

El <1+ <ji> mz Z Z dm— m’ 4m 2ndm N2 2/3n

n=0 P= (Eba.]b 6b)be[n]

N 512m*\"
n=0
<1+ p2m2m?N?,
where the last inequality is obtained by replacing m by its value, that is:

N1/12J.

We consider N large enough so we have m > 8—\1/5]\7 /12 Let now € > 0, replacing m by its expression

we have that:

B(sy(E™)?) _  Ea—1
P (L4 €)™ = (14 e)>mpgm
2m2N? ng/Ge—ﬁln(l—&—e)NUl?
T (I4¢?2m~ 8

which implemented in ends the proof of Proposition

6 Proof of Theorem [1.8

In all the following proof, for any m,p > 1 integers and any (33) je[m],te2p] € [d]?™P, we set S as
the word given by:

S = (( Sm> +)7 (37275—17 +)7 (Sfpv +)7 (ngf—la _)7 (835:117 _)7 ) (3§‘> Et)a (Sz'—la 615)7 ) (3%7 _)>

where for all 1 <t < 2p we set ¢ = + if t is even and ¢, = — if t is odd. Again if we refer to
(83) jeml,te[2p] @S a word we refer as the word obtained by considering the previous equation. For
instance we have:
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N2 1 2mp
L+ EQe((EE™P) <E | Y Aa((E7mE™)P) :() S Eo(S) =Ea.

a=1 e

We apply Proposition and Lemma and we re-write Eo:

ne() L r ¥ me

/ 1S€W(m) 2'mp
S’NS
_1+Z Yo S eldPry S ~SHDY . > ES). (29)
m/=1SEW!(m/) A(m.p,S) n=0e€Rn(S)

We will now upper bound the cardinal of A(m,p,S) independently of the choice & minimal word.
We first fix (mq, ..., map) € {0, ..., m}? such that > my = 2m’ and for all 1 <t < my,, there exists

(8%) € [d]™* such that:

US)=U(3y,,) - UBDU ()" - UG - UG L UG, ) - UGE)".

ma2 map—1 map

where we take as convention that the product over an empty set is [[; = Id. For all minimal
S € W(m') we have at most (m + 1) ways to chose (my);e[,. For such a choice of (my); we
consider a choice of 0 < k1 < m — my from which we define the sequence:

kty1 =m —my — ke.

Once again for S minimal and (m;); fixed we have at most (m + 1) choices. Finally we consider all
the words &' = (S;)je[m]’tepp] such that for all 1 <¢ < 2p and for all 1 < j < m; we have:

(82t+j?6§€t+j) (S;,Et).

In other words for all 2 <t < 2p we have:

. U(Sﬁ_l)q_l .. U(Si:t 11+1)et . U(S}Zt 11+mt 1)et 1 U(Skt e 1+1)Et—1 .. U(ngl)eth(sﬁ)et L. U(Sit)“ -

/

:U(gi—l)etfl...U(§R£1)6t71 =Id

For & minimal, (m);c[op) and (kt)iepp) fixed we can construct at most Hfﬁl dkt = dmP=m" corre-
sponding equivalent word. We may now re-write [Eo as follows

2mp Mp 00
E2§1+<;> pz Yo (mATgremty N (e S, P) £ PN

m/=18eW’(m/) n=0P=({p,jb,€b)ben]

Exchanging the summand we have:

2mp 00
E, <1+ <Cll> pz Z Z m+1) 2p+1 gmp—m’ Z ’[S]P‘N272/3n

=0 P=(ly,jb,¢t)pc[n] ™ [S]peW’(m/,P)/~(P)
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Applying Lemma we have that for all pattern P = ({y, ji, €)pen):

[STp| < ™
W/ (m!, P)/ ~ (P)| < (4mp)*"

Therefore we have:

1 2mp o0 . mp , /
mElr <d> > (16(mp)*)" D7 (m+ 1A (dmp)*d NP
n=0 m/=1

<1+ 4(m+ 1)+ pN? Qmpz (51%71%’) >

We now consider 1 < m < QL N1/12J We set:

1

1/12JJ \[
m4

— /
p= \_m \_4\[ Nl 12

which implies that 51]2\;7175 ! <y /2. Therefore we have:

EQo(E™E™P) . By—1  _ 8(m+1)**1pN?
P (L e)2me = P (L e T (L e

For N large enough, for all sequence m < ZL N1/12J and p = p(m, N) defined above we have:

1
mp > —— N1/12,
p= 8v/2

Therefore for all € > 0, for all N and all 1 <m < 2|- N 1/ 12| replacing p by its value we have:

8(m +1)*+1pN> < V2(m + 1)]\725/126[2W—1n(1+6)]ﬁf\f”12
(1+e¢)2mp  — m '

which implemented in Equation [J] concludes the proof.

7 Proof of Theorem [1.9

To prove the last Theorem we need to look further in the combinatorial computations of the
previous proof. Indeed we consider Equation for m = 1, that is:

2p P 00
Bt (3) X X el S8y ¥ (30)

p'=18eW’(p’) A(p S) n=0eeR,(S)

We upper bound | A(p,S)| independently of the choice of & minimal. Therefore we may suppose
that S starts with €; = +, i.e. we can write ((51,+), (52, =), ..., (82r, —)) = S. First notice that we
have:

[A(p, S)I < 2p{S = (s1, ... s2p); U(s1)U(52)" - Ulsgp-1)U(s2p)" = U(S)}] =: | A'(p, S)].
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Indeed if U(s1)U(s2)* - - U(s2p—1)U(52p)* = U(S) then for all 1 < ¢ < 2p we have (s441, 8142, ..., S2ptt) ~

S where we recall that by convention sgp11 = s1. Now to upper bound |A'(p,S)| we consider the
following random walk:

(st)ten ~ U([d])
Xo:=1d
1 1

rE P(Xot42 = Xor11U(9)") = .

VteN, Vseld P(Xoy = XoU(s)) = d

The real random walk of interest is in fact the random walk obtained by simply considering the
distance to Id for each t € N, i.e. ¢, := 0(X;) = L(U(s1)U(s2)*---U(s¢)*). We denote by N(p,p’)
the number of possible words of length 2p’ (in the free group Fy) obtain after 2p steps of the random
walk, that isN(p,p’) := [{(s1,...,52p); (U (s1)U(s2)*---U(s2p)*) = 2p'}|. By induction on p > 1,
we have that for all 1 < p’ < p:

N(p,p') _ 2% ,
]P)(Egp = 2p/) = (depp) S %(d — 1)p+p .

Also for all  integer we denote by Red(2p') = d(d — 1)?'~! the number of reduced words of length
2p’ that the previous random walk can have, i.e. the number of (s, ..., sép,) e [d)?*' such that for
all 1 <t < 2p’ we have s} # s}, | and we have:

N(p,p') = |A'(p,S)|Red(2p")

and therefore: Jo1
A, )] < 22— (d — 17

E3<1+<1> 3 > 222p Lamr 7SS 1(e(S.P) £ DN

p'=18eW(p n=0P=(lp,jp,€b)ven]
Exchanging the summand we have:
& L d—1 ,
Es <1+ ( > > > > 2p22PT(d— 1)P~P > |[S]p|N22/3n,
n=0 " P=(ly,jb,cb)pe[n) P'=1 [SlpeW(p',P)/~(P)
Applying Lemma we have:

Ey<1+ (= i ((1p)%2)" mZ a2 L g v (apyen(a — 1y Ly
e d n=0 d d -1

512
<1+2pN% 2pz(le3>

We consider:

1 N1/12J

p::L4\/§
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and obtain:

E3 <1+ 4pN207P.

Finally we have:

E(\2(E*E)P) < Bs—1 4pN?
a1+ ~ o P(1+e) ~ L+
References

[1] Matthew B Hastings. Random unitaries give quantum expanders. Physical Review A,
76(3):032315, 2007.

[2] Aram W Harrow. Quantum expanders from any classical Cayley graph expander. arXiv preprint
arXiw:0709.1142, 2007.

[3] Guillaume Aubrun and Stanistaw J Szarek. Alice and Bob meet Banach, volume 223. American
Mathematical Soc., 2017.

[4] Cécilia Lancien and Pierre Youssef. A note on quantum expanders. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2302.07772, 2023.

[5] Michael M Wolf. Quantum channels and operations-guided tour. 2012.

[6] Cécilia Lancien, Patrick Oliveira Santos, and Pierre Youssef. Limiting spectral distribution of
random self-adjoint quantum channels, 2023.

[7] Charles Bordenave and Benoit Collins. Eigenvalues of random lifts and polynomials of random
permutation matrices. Annals of Mathematics, 190(3):811-875, 2019.

[8] Charles Bordenave and Benoit Collins. Strong asymptotic freeness for independent uniform
variables on compact groups associated to non-trivial representations. Invent. math, 2024.

[9] Benoit Collins, Pierre Yves Gaudreau Lamarre, and Camille Male. Asymptotic freeness of
unitary matrices in tensor product spaces for invariant states. Random Matrices: Theory and
Applications, 12(02):2250052, 2023.

[10] Benoit Collins and Pierre Yves Gaudreau Lamarre. freeness in finite tensor products. Advances
in Applied Mathematics, 83:47-80, 2017.

[11] Félix Parraud. Asymptotic expansion of smooth functions in deterministic and iid haar unitary
matrices, and application to tensor products of matrices, 2023.

[12] Benoit Collins and Camille Male. The strong asymptotic freeness of haar and deterministic
matrices, 2013.

[13] Charles Bordenave and Benoit Collins. Norm of matrix-valued polynomials in random unitaries

and permutations. arXiv preprint arXiv:2304.05714, 2023.

38



[14] Shlomo Hoory, Nathan Linial, and Avi Wigderson. Expander graphs and their applications.
Bulletin of the American Mathematical Society, 43(4):439-561, 2006.

[15] Alon Nilli. On the second eigenvalue of a graph. Discrete Mathematics, 91(2):207-210, 1991.

[16] Joel Friedman. Some geometric aspects of graphs and their eigenfunctions. 1993.

39



	Introduction
	Notations and properties of finite dimensional operators
	Quantum information problematic and previous results
	Model, Alon-Boppana bound and main theorem
	Proof of Lemma 1.4 and Lemma 1.5

	Trace method and Schwinger-Dyson equations
	Strategy
	Schwinger-Dyson Equations

	Coding iterations of Schwinger Dyson equations
	Encoding the matrices movements
	Writing the iterations of Schwinger-Dyson and convergence of series

	Computations of traces
	Rung cancellations of matrices

	Proof of Proposition 1.7
	Proof of Theorem 1.8
	Proof of Theorem 1.9

