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GENERAL LIMIT THEOREMS FOR MIXTURES

OF FREE, MONOTONE, AND BOOLEAN INDEPENDENCE

DAVID JEKEL, LAHCEN OUSSI, AND JANUSZ WYSOCZAŃSKI

Abstract. We study mixtures of free, monotone, and boolean independence described by directed graphs
(digraphs). For a sequence of digraphs Gn “ pVn, Enq, we give sufficient conditions for the limit pµ “

limnÑ8 ‘Gn
pµnq to exist whenever the boolean convolution powers µ

Z|Vn|
n converge to some µ. This in

particular includes central limit and Poisson limit theorems, as well as limit theorems for each classical
domain of attraction. The hypothesis on the sequence of Gn is that the normalized counts of digraph
homomorphisms from rooted trees into Gn converge as n Ñ 8, and we verify this for several families of
examples where the Gn’s converge in some sense to a continuum limit. In particular, we obtain a new limit
theorems for multiregular digraphs, as well as recovering several limit theorems in prior work.

1. Introduction

Non-commutative probability is based on various notions of independence for non-commuting random
variables. The non-commuting variables are represented as elements of some unital *-algebra A (often an
algebra of operators on a Hilbert space), and the expectation is represented by a state (a positive unital
linear functional) φ : A Ñ C. There are several notions of independence in the non-commutative setting.
The most famous and fruitful is freeness, defined by Voiculescu [26, 27] (the same condition appeared also in
Avitzour [3]). Muraki [17, 18] invented monotonic independence and in Bożejko’s paper [6] the condition for
boolean independence appeared (for which Speicher and Woroudi [24] developed richer theory). It was show
by Schürmann, Speicher and Muraki that there are only five universal notions of independence: classical
one, freeness, monotone and antimonotone and boolean. On the other hand, there are several mixtures
of these notions, which do not enjoy the universality property, nevertheless they allow to develop theories
in analogy with classical probability. In particular, Wysoczański developed theory of bm-independence,
which is a mixture of boolean and monotonic ones [29], M lotkowski [15] studied mixture of classical and free
independence (under the name of Λ independence), which was then developed by Speicher and Wysoczański
[25]. A mixture of boolean and free independence, called bf-independence, was introduced by Kula and
Wysoczański [11, 12]. Recently, Arizmendi, Rogelio Mendoza, and Vazquez-Becerra [1], introduced the
notion of BMT independence (through a directed graph) as mixtures of boolean, monotone and tensor
independences, and provided the corresponding central and Poisson-Type Limit Theorems.

Our work focuses on mixtures of free, boolean, and monotone independence that are described by directed
graphs, as in [10, §3.2, 5.5], which extends both bf and bm independence of [11] and [29]. We aim to generalize
the existing limit theorems in several ways:

‚ We generalize the digraphs: We consider an arbitrary sequence of digraphs Gn with number
of vertices tending to infinity, requiring only the convergence of the normalized number of homo-
morphisms from trees into G. Examples of such graphs include both the discretizations of cones in
[20, 19, 21] and the iterated compositions of a fixed graph from [10]. We also describe several new
examples in §5.

‚ We generalize the measures: We show that the Gn-free convolutions ‘Gn
pµnq converge for

any sequence of measures µn such that the boolean convolution powers µ
Z|Vn|
n converge. Thus, in

particular, we obtain a limit theorem for each classical domain of attraction, in the spirit of Bercovici-
Pata [4]. We deduce the general limit theorem from the compactly supported case using tools of
[4, 9].
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To state the results more precisely, first recall that a digraph is a pair pV,Eq where V is the vertex set
and the directed edge set E Ď V ˆ V does not intersect the diagonal; in other words, E viewed as a relation
on V is irreflexive. We write v ù w and w ø v when pv, wq P E. Several other types of combinatorial
objects important to our paper can be viewed as subclasses of digraphs:

(1) A graph is a digraph pV,Eq such that pv, wq P E if and only if pw, vq P E, or equivalently, E is a
symmetric relation on V .

(2) A partially ordered set or poset is a digraph satisfying

v ù w ùñ w ù v

and

v1 ù v2 and v2 ù v3 ùñ v1 ù v3;

in other words, E is antisymmetric and transitive, or E is a strict partial order on V .
(3) A rooted tree is a digraph G “ pV,Eq such that there is some vertex v, called the root vertex such

that for each w P V , there exists a unique directed path from v to w.
(4) More generally, a rooted forest is a digraph such that there is some S Ď V such that for each w P V ,

there exists a unique directed path that starts in S and ends at w.

If G1 “ pV1, E1q and G2 “ pV2, E2q are digraphs, then a digraph homomorphism φ : G1 Ñ G2 is a map
V1 Ñ V2 such that if v ù w in G1, then φpvq ù φpwq in G2. We denote the set of homomorphisms by
HompG1, G2q.

For each finite digraph G, there is an associated convolution operation ‘G : PpRqV Ñ PpRq, where PpRq
denotes the space of Borel probability measures on R. If the input measures µv have compact support,
they can be viewed as spectral distributions of bounded operators Xn, and then the convolution operation
is defined by creating G-independent copies of Xn though the explicit Hilbert space construction described
in [10], and in §3.1 below. The convolution can also be described by calculating its moments; see Theorem
3.11 and Lemma 4.1 below. For the case of measures µv with unbounded support, the convolution can
be described complex-analytically, or obtained by writing the measures µv as weak-˚ limits of compactly
supported probability measures (see §4.2).

Our main result is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let Gn “ pVn, Enq be a sequence of finite digraphs such that limnÑ8 |Vn| “ 8. Suppose that
for every finite rooted tree G1 “ pV 1, E1q, the limit

βG1 :“ lim
nÑ8

1

|Vn||V 1|
| HompG1, Gnq| exists.

Let µ P PpRq and let pµnqnPN be a sequence of probability measures on R such that limnÑ8 µ
Z|Vn|
n “ µ. Then

lim
nÑ8

‘Gn
pµnq exists,

where µZt “ µt denotes the t-trasformation of µ, introduced and studied in [7, 8] and shown there to be
the boolean convolution power for t P p0,8q. Furthermore, limnÑ8 ‘Gn

pµnq depends only upon µ and the
coefficients βG1 for finite rooted trees G1.

The proof of this theorem (see §4) proceeds in two stages. We first show the result for compactly supported
measures using moments computations. Then we extend it to arbitrary measures using the results of [9].

Next, we turn to applications of the main theorem, exhibiting several classes of examples where the
limits exist. Many of these results are obtained by viewing the digraphs Gn as discretizations of some
continuum object, which is a measurable digraph pΩ, ρ, Sq, that is, a complete probability measure space
pΩ, ρq representing some set of vertices, and a measurable E Ď Ω ˆ Ω representing the set of directed edges.
As a concrete example, the reader may think of Ω being r0, 1sd and E as some subset of r0, 1s2d defined
by inequalities. One may approximate pΩ, Sq by discrete digraphs Gn by partitioning Ω into measurable

subsets pAn,vqvPVn
of measure 1{|Vn| and choosing a subset En Ď Vn ˆVn such that Ẽn “

Ť
pv,wqPEn

Av ˆAw

converges to E in measure as n Ñ 8. In this case, the Gn’s will satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem 1.1. More
precisely, we have the following result (see §5).

Proposition 1.2. Let pΩ, ρq be a complete probability measure space and let E Ď Ω ˆ Ω be measurable. For
each n P N, let Gn “ pVn, Enq be a finite digraph. Let pAn,vqvPVn

be a measurable partition of Ω into sets of
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measure 1{|Vn|, and let Ẽn “
Ť

pv,wqPEn
An,v ˆ An,w. Suppose that ρpẼn∆Eq Ñ 0. Then for every digraph

G1 “ pV 1, E1q, we have

lim
nÑ8

HompG1, Gnq

|Vn||V 1|
“ ρˆV 1

pHompG1, pΩ, Sqqq.

In particular, if µ P PpRq and pµnqnPN is a sequence of probability measures on R such that limnÑ8 µ
Z|Vn|
n “

µ, then limnÑ8 ‘Gn
pµnq exists.

Using Proposition 1.2 and similar techniques, we show how Theorem 1.1 applies in several families of
examples:

(1) BM-independences described by symmetric cones as in [12, 19].
(2) Iterated compositions of the same digraph in the sense of [10].
(3) Regular graphs and more generally multi-regular graphs.
(4) Sparse graphs.

Given that the coefficients βG1 can often be described as measures of the set of homomorphisms into some
measurable digraph, it is natural to model the limiting measures using operators on a continuum analog
of the G-free product Hilbert space. This leads to the construction of the Fock space associated to pΩ, Sq,
which generalizes the BF and BM Fock spaces in [11, 20] and overlaps with [10] (and of course encompasses
Fock spaces in the free [26], boolean, and monotone case [14, 16]).

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we present elementary background on non-commutative
probability spaces, digraphs, and non-crossing partitions. In Section 3, we give a self-contained explanation
of the Hilbert space construction and moment formulas for G-free independence. In §4, we prove Theorem
1.1. In §5, we prove Proposition 1.2 and study several families of examples. In §6, we describe the Fock
space construction associated to continuum digraphs.

Acknowledgements. We thank the organizers of the International Workshop on Operator Theory and
its Applications (Lisbon, Portugal 2019) and of the 19th Workshop: Noncommutative probability, noncom-
mutative harmonic analysis and related topics, with applications, (Bedlewo, Poland 2022) which facilitated
collaboration among the authors. We also thank the Mathematische Forschungsinstitut Oberwolfach and
the University of Wroc law for funding DJ’s visit to Wroc law in May 2024. DJ thanks Weihua Liu, Ethan
Davis, and Zhichao Wang for past collaboration on related projects.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we review some basic knowledge and definitions for our study.

2.1. Non-commutative probability spaces. Here a non-commutative probability space refers to a unital
C˚-algebra A with a state φ : A Ñ C such that φpbacq “ 0 for all b, c P A implies that a “ 0.

An important example is when A “ BpHq for some Hilbert space H, and φ : A Ñ C is given by
φpT q “ xξ, T ξy for some unit vector ξ P H. In fact, for every non-commutative probability space pA, φq,
there exists a Hilbert space H, unit vector ξ, and injective ˚-homomorphism ι : A Ñ BpHq such that
φpaq “ xξ, ιpaqξy for all a P A.

2.2. Non-crossing partitions. Non-crossing partitions are a combinatorial tool that has been used to
describe moments in non-commutative probability since the work of Speicher [22, 23]. We recall the relevant
definitions and facts here.

We use the notation rks “ t1, . . . , ku. A partition of rks is a collection π of subsets of rks called blocks
such that rks “

Ů
BPπ B.

Definition 2.1 (Non-crossing). For a partition π of rks, a crossing is a sequence of indices i ă i1 ă j ă j1

such that i and j are in some block B and i1 and j1 are in some block B1 ‰ B. We say that π is non-crossing
if it has no crossings. We denote by NCk the set of non-crossing partitions of rks.

Remark 2.2. Visually, a partition is non-crossing if, after arranging points labeled 1, . . . , k on the circum-
ference of a circle, it is possible to connect all the points in the same partition by curves passing through the
disk such that the curves associated to points in two different blocks never cross each other.
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Definition 2.3. If π is a partition of rks and B1, B P π, we say that B1 is nested inside B if there exist
i, j P B such that i ă j and B1 Ď ti` 1, . . . , j ´ 1u Ď rkszB; in other words, there are no intervening indices
of B between i and j, and B1 lies entirely between i and j. In this case, we write B ă B1.

Definition 2.4. If π is a partition of rks and B,B1 P π, we say that B and B1 are separated if there exists
j P rks such that either B Ď t1, . . . , ju and B1 Ď tj ` 1, . . . , ku or B1 Ď t1, . . . , ju and B Ď tj ` 1, . . . , ku.

Lemma 2.5. Let π be a non-crossing partition and B, B1 are distinct blocks of π. Then either B1 is nested
inside B, B is nested inside B1, or B and B1 are separated, and these cases are mutually exclusive.

Proof. Suppose that there exists i, j P B and i1 P B1 such that i ă i1 ă j. Without loss of generality, assume
that i is the largest index in B to the left of i1, and j is the smallest index in B to the right of i1. Then
ti ` 1, . . . , j ´ 1u Ď rkszB. If B1 had some element j1 that was not contained in ti ` 1, . . . , j ´ 1u, then
i ă i1 ă j ă j1 would be a crossing. Hence, B1 Ď ti` 1, . . . , j ´ 1u, so B1 is nested inside B.

Similarly, if there exists i1, j1 P B1 and j P B such that i1 ă j ă j1, then B is nested inside B1.
If neither of the two cases above holds, then either all the indices of B are less than those of B1, or vice

versa, hence B and B1 are separated. It is a straightforward exercise that B ă B1, B1 ă B, and B and B1

separated are mutually exclusive cases. �

Corollary 2.6. For π P NCk, the nesting relation ă is a strict partial order on π.

Proof. The previous lemma shows that B ă B1 and B1 ă B are mutually exclusive. It is immediate that
B ă B1 implies B ‰ B1, and straightforward to check that ă is transitive. �

Thus, pπ,ăq is a poset. Recall that for a poset, the covering relation is the relation R given by xRy if
x ă y and there is no z with x ă z ă y. In this case, we call x a predecessor of y.

Definition 2.7. For π P NCk, let Fpπq be the digraph with vertex set π and edges given by the covering
relation of pπ,ăq. That is, B ù B1 if B ă B1 and there is no B2 with B ă B2 ă B1.

Lemma 2.8. Let π P NCk and B P π. Then either B is minimal with respect to ă, or there is a unique B1

such that B1 ù B in Fpπq. In particular, Fpπq is a rooted forest (viewed as a digraph with edges oriented
away from the root of each component).

Proof. Suppose that B is not minimal. Then tB1 : B1 ă Bu is a finite poset and hence has a maximal
element, so there exists some B1 with B1 „ B in Fpπq. To show that this B1 is unique, consider some other
B2 with B2 ă B. By Lemma 2.5, either B1 ă B2 or B2 ă B1 or B1 and B2 are separated. The case
B1 ă B2 ă B cannot happen because we assumed that B1 „ B. If B2 ă B1, then we cannot have B1 „ B.
Finally, if B1 and B2 are separated, then there exists a partition of rks into two intervals I 1 and I2 with
B1 Ď I 1 and B2 Ď I2. Since B1 ă B and I 1 is an interval, we have B Ď I 1. Hence, B and B2 are separated,
which contradicts B2 ă B, so the case where B1 and B2 are separated also cannot happen. This completes
the proof of the first claim.

To show that Fpπq is a forest, one uses the first claim to construct a backward path from any given B to
some B1 which is minimal in ă (that is, a directed path from B1 to B) and check that this path is unique. �

Notation 2.9. For π P NCk, we call Fpπq the nesting forest of π.

Notation 2.10. We denote by depthpBq the depth of a block B in the forest Fpπq. If B is maximal, then
depthpBq “ 1. If depthpBq ą 1, then we denote by predpBq the predessor of B (which is unique because
Fpπq is a forest).

3. G-free independence

Often a non-commutative probability paper defines independence of ˚-subalgebras A1, . . . , An first
through a condition on moments and then uses a Hilbert space model to show that for any given non-
commutative probability spaces pAj , φjq, there exists some pA, φq containing independent copies of pA1, φ1q,
. . . , pAn, φnq. However, since the moment formula for general digraphs (and even for mixtures of free
and boolean independences [11]) is complicated, we will begin with the Hilbert space model, explain how
the moment formula arises naturally from the Hilbert space structure, and use this for the definition of
independence.
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The digraph construction described here generalizes the BM-product Hilbert space in [21, §3.1]. Moreover,
it is a special case of the more general tree construction of [10], corresponding to the case when the tree
arises as the set of paths on the digraph. However, we want to present a self-contained explanation of the
digraph case by itself since it admits a simpler notation and intuition.

3.1. Digraph products of pointed Hilbert spaces.

Notation 3.1. By a pointed Hilbert space, we mean a pair pH, ξq where H is a Hilbert space and ξ P H is a
unit vector. If pH, ξq is a pointed Hilbert space, we denote by H˝ the orthogonal complement of Cξ in H.

Notation 3.2. Let G “ pV,Eq be a digraph, and let

Em “ tpv0, . . . , vmq : v0 ù v1 ù v2 ù ¨ ¨ ¨ ù vmu

be the set of (directed) paths of length m. Note that E0 “ V and E1 “ E. We also write

E:
m “ tpv0, . . . , vmq : v0 ø v1 ø v2 ø ¨ ¨ ¨ ø vmu

for the set of reverse paths.

Definition 3.3 (G-free product of pointed Hilbert spaces). Let G “ pV,Eq be a digraph, and let pHv, ξvqvPV

be a collection of pointed Hilbert spaces indexed by V . We define ‹GrpHv, ξvqvPV s as the pointed Hilbert
space pH, ξq given by

(3.1) H “ Cξ ‘
à
mě0

à

pv0,...,vmqPE:
m

H˝
v0

b ¨ ¨ ¨ b H˝
vm
.

Here we can think of Hv as sitting inside H by identifying ξv with ξ.

Definition 3.4. Continuing with the notation of the previous definition, we define for each v P V a ˚-
homomorphism ιv : BpHvq Ñ BpHq as follows. Let

Hùv “ Cξ ‘
à
mě0

à

pv0,...,vmqPE:
mv0ùv

H˝
v0

b ¨ ¨ ¨ b Hvm

and

HKv “
à
mě0

à

pv0,...,vmqPE:
m

v0‰v
v0 not ùv

H˝
v0

b ¨ ¨ ¨ b Hvm .

By distributing tensor products over direct sums, we have an unitary isomorphism

(3.2) uv : H Ñ rpC ‘ H˝
vq b Hùvs ‘ HKv Ñ rHv b Hùvs ‘ HKv,

where the first term C b Hùv “ Hùv corresponds to reverse paths that start with a vertex v1 ù v, the
second term H˝

v bHùv corresponds to reverse paths that start with v, and the third term HKv corresponds
to all other reverse paths. Then we define

ιvpaq “ uv prab idHùv
s ‘ 0HKV

qu˚
v for a P BpHvq.

The next lemma shows that ιv is expectation-preserving.

Lemma 3.5. With the setup and notation of the previous two definitions,

xξ, ιvpaqξy “ xξv, aξvy for all a P BpHvq.

Proof. The subspace Cξ ‘ H˝
v – Hv of H is contained corresponds to the term Hv b C Ď Hv b Hùv in

(3.2). From this we see that Cξ ‘ H˝
v is an invariant subspace of ιvpaq on which ιvpaq acts in the same way

as a acts on Hv “ Cξv ‘ H˝
v. The conclusion of the lemma is immediate from this. �
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3.2. Computation of joint moments. Let G “ pV,Eq be a digraph and let pHv, ξvqvPV be a family of
pointed Hilbert spaces indexed by V . Let pH, ξq be the G-free product Hilbert space (Definition 3.3) and let
ιv : BpHvq Ñ BpHq be the ˚-homomorphisms described in Definition 3.4. Our goal is to compute

xξ, ιℓp1qpa1q . . . ιℓpkqpakqξy,

where ℓ : rks Ñ V is a function and aj P BpHℓpjqq. The resulting moment formula will be the basis for the
definition of G-free independence.

In order to state this formula, we will use non-crossing partitions as well as boolean cumulants, which are
defined as follows.

Definition 3.6. A partition π of rks is called an interval partition if every block B P π has the form
B “ ti, . . . , ju for some 1 ď i ď j ď k. We denote by Ik the set of interval partitions of rks.

Definition 3.7. Let pA, φq be a non-commutative probability space. We define Kbool,k : Ak Ñ C by

Kbool,kra1, . . . , aks “
ÿ

πPIk

p´1q|π|´1
ź

BPπ

φ

˜
ź

jPB

aj

¸
,

where
ś

jPB aj denotes the product of the aj for j P B written in order from left to right.

Lemma 3.8. Let pA, φq be a non-commutative probability space and pH, ξq a pointed Hilbert space with
A Ď BpHq and φpaq “ xξ, aξy. Let P P BpHq be the rank-one projection onto ξ and Q “ 1 ´ P . Then

Kbool,kra1, . . . , aks “ xξ, a1Qa2 . . .Qakξy.

Proof. Write

xξ, a1Qa2 . . .Qakξy “ xξ, a1p1 ´ P qa2 . . . p1 ´ P qakξy

“
ÿ

T1,...,Tk´1Pt1,´Pu

xξ, a1T1a2 . . . Tk´1akξy.

Consider the map from the set Ik of interval partitions to the sequences T1, . . . , Tk from t1,´P u that sends
π P Ik to the sequence T1, . . . , Tk with Tj “ 1 if j and j ` 1 are in the same block of π and Tj “ ´P if j
and j ` 1 are in different blocks of π. It is straightforward to check that this is a bijection. Moreover, if T1,
. . . , Tk is the sequence associated to π, and if j1, . . . , j|π|´1 are the indices where j and j ` 1 are in distinct
blocks, then we have

xξ, a1T1a2 . . . Tk´1akξy “ p´1q|π|´1
@
ξ, a1 . . . aj1Paj1`1 . . . aj2 . . . Paj|π|´1

. . . akξ
D

“ p´1q|π|´1xξ, a1 . . . aj1ξy . . . xξ, aj|π|´1
. . . akξy

“ p´1q|π|´1
ź

BPπ

φ

˜
ź

jPB

aj

¸
.

This is precisely the definition of Kbool,kra1, . . . , aks, so the proof is complete. �

Definition 3.9. Let G “ pV,Eq be a digraph. By a V -labelling of rks, we mean a function ℓ : rks Ñ V . For
every such labelling, we denote by NCkpℓq the set of π P NCk such that ℓ is constant on each block of π; we
say that π and ℓ are compatible if π P NCkpℓq.

Definition 3.10. Let G “ pV,Eq be a digraph and ℓ : rks Ñ V . Let π P NCkpℓq. Let ℓ̃ : π Ñ V be the

map given by ℓpBq “ tℓ̃pBqu. We define NCkpℓ,Gq as the set of π P NCkpℓq such that ℓ̃ defines a digraph
homomorphism Fpπq Ñ G. In this case, we say that π, ℓ, and G are compatible.

Theorem 3.11. Let G “ pV,Eq be a digraph. Let pHv, ξvqvPV be a collection of pointed Hilbert spaces
indexed by v P V , let pH, ξq be the G-free product as in Definition 3.3, and let ιv : BpHvq Ñ BpHq for v P V
be the ˚-homomorphisms given in Definition 3.4. Let

φv :BpHvq Ñ C : a ÞÑ xξv, aξvy

φ :BpHq Ñ C : a ÞÑ xξ, aξy,

so that pBpHvq, φvq and pBpHq, φq are non-commutative probability spaces and ιv : BpHvq Ñ BpHq is
expectation-preserving by Lemma 3.5.
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Let k P N, let ℓ : rks Ñ V be a labelling, and let aj P BpHℓpjqq for j “ 1, . . . , k. Then

xξ, ιℓp1qpa1q . . . ιℓpkqpakqξy “
ÿ

πPNCkpℓ,Gqq

ź

BPπ

Kbool,|B|raj : j P Bs.

where for each block B, Kbool,|B| denotes the |B|th boolean cumulant associated to pBpHℓpBqq, φℓpBqq, and
the arguments aj : j P B are written in increasing order of their indices from left to right.

Remark 3.12. For each block B of a partition π in the above formula, since the map ιℓpBq is expectation-
preserving, we could equivalently write

xξ, ιℓp1qpa1q . . . ιℓpkqpakqξy “
ÿ

πPNCkpℓ,Gqq

ź

BPπ

Kbool,|B|rιℓpjqpajq : j P Bs.

Proof of Theorem 3.11. As a notational convenience, let us reindex the operators ιℓp1qpa1q, . . . , ιℓpkqpakq in
reverse order, so that ιℓp1qpa1q is the right-most operator, i.e. it is applied to ξ first. Thus, we want to prove
that

(3.3) xξ, ιℓpkqpakq . . . ιℓp1qpa1qξy “
ÿ

πPNCkpℓ,Gqq

ź

BPπ

Kbool,|B|raj : j P Bs,

with the indices aj : j P B now in decreasing order for each block.
Let Pv P BpHvq be the rank-one projection onto Cξv, and let Qv “ 1 ´ Pv. Let

a
p0,0q
j “ PℓpjqajPℓpjq

a
p0,1q
j “ PℓpjqajQℓpjq

a
p1,0q
j “ QℓpjqajPℓpjq

a
p1,1q
j “ QℓpjqajQℓpjq.

Then aj “ a
p0,0q
j ` a

p0,1q
j ` a

p1,0q
j ` a

p1,1q
j . We may thus write

(3.4) xξ, ιℓpkqpakq . . . ιℓp1qpa1qξy “
ÿ

δ1,ǫ1,...,δk,ǫkPt0,1u

xξ, ιℓpkqpa
pδk,ǫkq
k q . . . ιℓp1qpa

pδ1,ǫ1q
1 qξy.

Our goal is to show that certain of the terms in the sum vanish, while the others correspond to non-crossing

partitions and evaluate to the product of boolean cumulants in the asserted formula. Note that a
pδ,ǫq
j

annihilates H˝
ℓpjq when ǫ “ 0 and annihilates Cξℓpjq when ǫ “ 1, and its image is contained in Cξℓpjq when

δ “ 0 and H˝
ℓpjq when δ “ 1.

Examining the definition of the maps ιv in Definition 3.4, we conclude the following.

Observation 3.13.

‚ ιℓpjqpap0,0qq maps H˝
v0

b ¨ ¨ ¨ bHvm into itself if v0 „ ℓpjq, and vanishes on H˝
v0

b ¨ ¨ ¨bHvm otherwise.

‚ ιℓpjqpap1,0qq maps H˝
v0

b ¨ ¨ ¨ b Hvm into H˝
ℓpjq b H˝

v0
b ¨ ¨ ¨ b Hvm if v0 „ ℓpjq, and vanishes on

H˝
v0

b ¨ ¨ ¨ b Hvm otherwise.

‚ ιℓpjqpap0,1qq maps H˝
v0

b ¨ ¨ ¨ bHvm into itself if v0 „ ℓpjq, and vanishes on H˝
v0

b ¨ ¨ ¨bHvm otherwise.

‚ ιℓpjqpap1,1qq maps H˝
v0

b ¨ ¨ ¨ bHvm into itself if v0 “ ℓpjq, and vanishes on H˝
v0

b ¨ ¨ ¨bHvm otherwise.

With this information in mind, we can then consider the effect of applying several operators ιℓpjqpapδj ,ǫjqq
consecutively to the state vector ξ, and thus determine which direct summand of the Hilbert space H contains
the vector

ιℓpjqpa
pδ1,ǫ1q
j q . . . ιℓpkqpa

pδk,ǫkq
k qξ

for each j ď k. First, to keep track of the number of tensorands, we introduce a height function h associated
to the sequence of indices pδj , ǫjq. Let

hpmq “
mÿ

j“1

pδi ´ ǫiq.

Note that hp0q “ 0, and hpj ` 1q ´ hpjq P t´1, 0, 1u. By inductive application of the observations above,
one can show that ιℓpjqpajq . . . ιℓp1qpa1qξ is contained in one of the hpjq-fold tensor products among the
direct summands in the definition of H, provided that hpiq ě 0 for i ď j. If hpjq is ever ´1, then the
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first time that hpjq “ ´1, we are applying an ‘annihilation operator’ ιℓpjqpa
p0,1q
j q to a multiple of the state

vector ξ, which results in ιℓpjqpa
pδj ,ǫjq
j q . . . ιℓp1qpa

pδ1,ǫ1q
1 qξ “ 0. Hence also, if hpiq ă 0 for any i ď j, then

ιℓpjqpa
pδj ,ǫjq
j q . . . ιℓp1qpa

pδ1,ǫ1q
1 qξ “ 0. Furthermore, at the last step, for the inner product to be nonzero,

ιℓpkqpa
pδk,ǫkq
k q . . . ιℓp1qpa

pδ1,ǫ1q
1 qξ must be in Cξ, and hence hpkq “ 0.

Therefore, in the expansion 3.4, only the summands which have a nonnegative height function h with
hpkq “ 0 will remain. We want to express these in terms of non-crossing partitions. Thus, we recall the
following fact. This is a generalization of the well-known bijection between non-crossing pair partitions and
Dyck paths. We will not give the proof here in detail, since a similar argument is given in [10, Lemma 4.24].
However, note here that we are picturing the indices 1, . . . , k as running from right to left.

Lemma 3.14. There is a bijection between

(1) sequences pδ1, ǫ1q, . . . , pδk, ǫkq whose height function h is nonnegative and satisfies hpkq “ 0, and
(2) non-crossing partitions π P NCk,

described by the following relationship:

‚ tju is a singleton in π if and only if pδj , ǫjq “ p0, 0q.
‚ tju is the upper (left) endpoint of a non-singleton block in π if and only if pδj , ǫjq “ p0, 1q.
‚ tju is the lower (right) endpoint of a non-singleton block in π if and only if pδj , ǫjq “ p1, 0q.
‚ tju is in a non-singleton block and not an endpoint of the block if and only if pδj , ǫjq “ p1, 1q.

Now given a non-crossing partition π, we need to evaluate the corresponding term xξ, ιℓpkqpa
pδk,ǫkq
k q . . . ιℓp1qpa

pδ1,ǫ1q
1 qξy.

In particular, we must show it is zero unless π, ℓ, and G are compatible.

We aim to evaluate ιℓpjqpa
pδj ,ǫjq
j q . . . ιℓp1qpa

pδ1,ǫ1q
1 qξ by induction on j. To this end, we introduce more

notation. Let πj be the restriction of π to rjs, which is a non-crossing partition. Each block of πj is thus
B X rjs for some block B in π. A block of πj , say B X rjs, is called finished if B X rjs “ B and unfinished
otherwise. Let Fj be the forest where there is an edge from B X rjs to B1 X rjs in Fj if and only if there is
an edge from B to B1 in Fpπq, which is a subgraph of Fpπq.

Lemma 3.15. If the labelling ℓ is constant on each block of πj and defines a homomorphism from Fj to G,
then

(3.5) ιℓpjqpa
pδj ,ǫjq
j q . . . ιℓp1qpa

pδ1,ǫ1q
1 qξ

“
1â

r“m

«˜
ź

sPBr

QℓpBrqas

¸
ξℓpBrq

ff
ź

BPπj finished

Kbool,|B|ras : s P Bs.

where B1, . . . , Bm are the unfinished blocks of πj, ordered by minB1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă minBm, and the terms inś
sPBr

QℓpBrqas are multiplied from left to right in decreasing order of the index s. Here, as above in (3.3),
the terms as : s P B in the boolean cumulant also run in decreasing order from left to right. In all other

cases, ιℓpjqpa
pδj ,ǫjq
j q . . . ιℓp1qpa

pδ1,ǫ1q
1 qξ “ 0.

Proof. We proceed by induction. The base case j “ 0 is immediate; all the products are empty and so both
sides evaluate to ξ. For the induction step, suppose the claim is true for j and we will prove it for j ` 1. For
simplicity, let us denote by (˚) the condition that the labelling ℓ is constant on each block of πj and defines
a homomorphism from Fj to G.

If (˚) fails for j, then it also fails for j ` 1. By induction hypothesis, ιℓpjqpa
pδj ,ǫjq
j q . . . ιℓp1qpa

pδ1,ǫ1q
1 qξ “ 0,

and hence also ιℓpj`1qpa
pδj`1,ǫj`1q
j`1 q . . . ιℓp1qpa

pδ1,ǫ1q
1 qξ “ 0. Thus, the claim holds for j ` 1.

Now suppose that (˚) holds for j. Note that

ζj :“ ιℓpjqpa
pδj ,ǫjq
j q . . . ιℓp1qpa

pδ1,ǫ1q
1 qξ P

1â
r“m

H˝
ℓpBrq.

Using the same notation as (3.5) for the unfinished blocks, express B1, . . . , Bm as rjs XB1
1, . . . , rjs XB1

m for
blocks B1

1, . . . , B1
m in π. Note that B1

s`1 is nested inside B1
s because minBs`1 ą minBs but B1

s contains
an element greater than minB1

s`1 because Bs is unfinished in πj . Similar elementary reasoning with non-
crossing conditions shows that there is no block strictly between Bs`1 and Bs in the nesting order, so that
B1

s „ B1
s`1 in Fpπq, hence also Bs „ Bs`1 in Fj .
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We consider cases based on pδj`1, ǫj`1q.

(1) Suppose pδj`1, ǫj`1q “ p0, 0q, so that ap0,0q is a multiple of Pℓpj`1q. Thus, tj`1u is a singleton block in π
that is nested inside B1

m. Moreover, tj`1u is a finished block in πj`1, and it is the only new vertex in Fj`1

that was not in Fj . Thus, ℓ defines a homomorphism Fj`1 Ñ G if and only if ℓpBmq „ ℓpj`1q. Therefore,

if ℓpBmq  ℓpj ` 1q, then (˚) fails for j ` 1 and ιℓpj`1qpap0,0qqζj “ 0 by Observation 3.13. On the other

hand, if ℓpBmq „ ℓpj ` 1q, then since ζj P
Â1

j“m H˝
ℓpBjq, we obtain ιℓpj`1qpa

p0,0q
j`1 qζj “ Kbool,1paj`1qζj ;

meanwhile, on the right-hand side of (3.5), a new term of Kbool,1paj`1q is added for the new finished
block tj ` 1u in πj`1.

(2) Suppose pδj`1, ǫj`1q “ p1, 0q. In this case tj ` 1u is a singleton block in πj`1 that is the right endpoint
of a block in π. Similar to case (1), ℓ defines a homomorphism Fj`1 Ñ V if and only if ℓpBmq „ ℓpj` 1q.

Therefore, if ℓpBmq  ℓpj ` 1q, then (˚) fails for j ` 1 and ιℓpj`1qpap1,0qqζj “ 0 by Observation 3.13.

On the other hand, if ℓpBmq „ ℓpj ` 1q, then since ζj P
Â1

j“m H˝
ℓpBjq, we obtain ιℓpj`1qpa

p1,0q
j`1 qζj “

aj`1ξℓpj`1q b ζj ; meanwhile, on the right-hand side of (3.5), a new term of aj`1ξℓpj`1q is added in the
tensor product expansion corresponding to the new unfinished block tj ` 1u in πj`1.

(3) Suppose that pδj`1, ǫj`1q “ p1, 1q. In this case, j ` 1 is added to the most recent unfinished block Bm

in πj . Thus, ℓ defines a homomorphism Fj`1 Ñ V if and only if ℓpj ` 1q “ ℓpBmq. If ℓpj ` 1q ‰ ℓpBmq,

then ιℓpj`1qpa
p1,1q
j`1 qζj “ 0 by Observation 3.13. On the other hand, if ℓpj ` 1q ‰ ℓpBmq, then

ιℓpj`1qpa
p1,1q
j`1 q

1â
r“m

«˜
ź

sPBm

QℓpBmqas

¸
ξℓpBrq

ff

“ Qℓpj`1qaj`1

˜
ź

sPBm

QℓpBmqas

¸
ξℓpBmq

1â
r“m´1

«˜
ź

sPBr

QℓpBrqas

¸
ξℓpBrq

ff
.

This change is accounted for on the right-hand side of (3.5) by adding a new term corresponding to j` 1
onto the product of as’s for the block Bm.

(4) Suppose that pδj`1, ǫj`1q “ p1, 1q. Similar to case (3), j` 1 is added to the most recent unfinished block
Bm in πj , and this block is now finished in πj`1. Thus, ℓ defines a homomorphism Fj`1 Ñ V if and

only if ℓpj ` 1q “ ℓpBmq. If ℓpj ` 1q ‰ ℓpBmq, then ιℓpj`1qpa
p1,1q
j`1 qζj “ 0 by Observation 3.13. On the

other hand, if ℓpj ` 1q ‰ ℓpBmq, then

ιℓpj`1qpa
p0,1q
j`1 q

1â
r“m

«˜
ź

sPBm

QℓpBmqas

¸
ξℓpBrq

ff

“

C
ξℓpj`1q, aj`1

˜
ź

sPBm

QℓpBmqas

¸
ξℓpBmq

G
1â

r“m´1

«˜
ź

sPBr

QℓpBrqas

¸
ξℓpBrq

ff

“ Kbool,|Bm|`1ras : s P Bm Y tj ` 1us
1â

r“m´1

«˜
ź

sPBr

QℓpBrqas

¸
ξℓpBrq

ff
.

This change is accounted for on the right-hand side of (3.5) by removing the block Bm from the tensor
product expansion for the unfinished blocks, and adding a new term for B1 Y tj ` 1u in the product
expansion for the finished blocks.

In each case, the induction proceeds and completes the proof of the lemma. �

Now looking at the result of the lemma in the case where j “ k, there are no unfinished blocks, and hence
no tensor product terms. Thus, (3.5) reduces to

ś
BPπKbool,|B|raj : j P Bs. Thus, by Lemmas 3.14 and 3.15,

the terms that survive in (3.4) correspond to partitions π that are compatible with ℓ and G. Therefore, we
obtain (3.3), which completes the proof of Theorem 3.11. �

3.3. Definition and examples of G-free independence. Now that we understand the combinatorics of
moments for the G-free product, we define independence as follows:
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Definition 3.16. Let pA, φq be a non-commutative probability space, let G “ pV,Eq be a graph and let
pAvqvPV be ˚-subalgebras. We say that pAvqvPV are G-freely independent if for every k P N, for every
labelling ℓ : rks Ñ V , and for all aj P BpHℓpjqq for j “ 1, . . . , k, we have

(3.6) φpa1 . . . akq “
ÿ

πPNCkpℓ,Gqq

ź

BPπ

Kbool,|B|raj : j P Bs.

In other words, G-free independence means by definition that the algebras Av have joint moments satisfy-
ing the conclusion of Theorem 3.11, or equivalently, they agree with the moments of operators on the G-free
product Hilbert space (Definition 3.3) obtained from the GNS representations L2pAv, φ|Av

q for v P V .
Although for general G we do not know how to describe G-free independence using simple condition on

moments or cumulants, such as vanishing of certain mixed moments or some product formula, such conditions
can be given for many different examples. How Theorem 3.11 relates to the moment conditions for boolean,
monotone, and free independence has been discussed in depth in [10, §4.6, §7.3], so here let us focus on BM
independence.

BM independence, defined by the third author [29], uses a poset to specify a mixture of boolean and
monotone independence. In our terminology, the digraph G “ pV,Eq is a poset if the adjacency relation
E Ď V ˆ V is strict partial order, specifically:

‚ If v ù w, then w ù v.
‚ If v1 ù v2 and v2 ù v3, then v1 ù v3.

Here we use a strict partial order because we do not want our digraphs to have self-loops. For posets, we
will write ă rather than ù for the strict comparison, and we write ą for ø; moreover, we write v  w if
v and w are incomparable (that is, v ‰ w, v ć w, and v č w).

Definition 3.17. Given a poset G “ pV,Eq “ pV,ăq, we say that a family pAvqvPV in a non-commutative
probability space pA, φq is BM-independent if the following conditions hold for v1, . . . , vn P V and aj P Aℓpjq

for j “ 1, . . .n:

BM1: If vj´1 ă vj ą vj`1 or vj´1 ă vj  vj`1 or vj´1  vj ą vj`1, then

(3.7) φpa1 . . . anq “ φpajqφpa1 . . . aj´1aj`1 . . . anq

BM2: If v1 ą ¨ ¨ ¨ ą vk  vk`1  ¨ ¨ ¨  vℓ ă vℓ`1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă vn for some 1 ď k ď ℓ ď n, then

(3.8) φpa1 . . . anq “
nź

j“1

φpajq.

The conditions above BM1 and BM2 allow one to compute all joint moments φpa1 ¨ ¨ ¨anq of bm-
independent random variables a1, . . . , an by [29, Lemmas 2.3,2.4] and an algorithm to evaluate joint moments
using these conditions is given in [20, Remark 2.3].

We will show that the definition of BM independence in [28] agrees with our more general definition
of G-independence when G represents a poset. It will be useful first to observe the following alternative
description of NCkpℓ,Gq when G is a poset.

Definition 3.18 ([20, Definitions 3.8]). Let pV,ĺq be a poset, let ℓ : rks Ñ V be a labeling, and let
π P NCkpℓq. We say that ℓ establishes strict BM order on π if B ă B1 in π implies that ℓpBq ă ℓpB1q in V .

Observation 3.19. Let G “ pV,Eq “ pV,ăq be a strict partial order, which we also view as a digraph. Let
ℓ : rks Ñ V and let π P NCkpℓq. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) ℓ establishes strict BM order on π.
(2) ℓ defines a digraph homomorphism F pπq Ñ G.
(3) ℓ defines a strict poset homomorphism Fpπq Ñ pV,ăq.

Here in (3), we view Fpπq as a poset by taking the transitive closure of the edge relation. Moreover, a strict
poset homomorphism by definition is a map that preserves strict inequality ă.

Proof. (1) ðñ (3) is immediate from the definitions. Moreover, (2) ðñ (3) is immediate from the
definitions and transitivity of ă. �

Now we prove the equivalence of two definitions of independence given by a finite poset.
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Proposition 3.20. Let G “ pV,Eq be a digraph such that E “ă defines a strict partial order. Let pA, φq be
a non-commutative probability space and let pAvqvPV be ˚-subalgebras. Then pAvqvPV are BM independent
in the sense of Definition 3.17 if and only if they are G-freely independent in the sense of Definition 3.16.

Proof. First, suppose that Definition 3.16 holds. To check BM1, suppose vj´1 ń vj ł vj`1. Let us evaluate
φpa1 . . . anq using (3.6) and show that it agrees with φpajqφpa1 . . . aj´1aj`1 . . . anq.

We claim that for every partition π appearing in (3.6), tju must be a singleton in π. Recall that a
partition π appears in (3.6) if and only if π is consistently labelled by ℓ and the labelling defines a digraph
homomorphism from Fpπq to G, or equivalently it defines a strict poset homomorphism, that is, B ă B1 in π
implies that ℓpBq ă ℓpB1q. Now let B be the block containing j. Suppose for contradiction that there is some
i ă j in B. Since ℓpj ´ 1q ‰ ℓpjq, we see that i ‰ j ´ 1 and the block containing j ´ 1 is nested immediately
inside B, and so we would need ℓpjq ă ℓpj ´ 1q, but this contradicts our assumption that ℓpj ´ 1q ă ℓpjq or
ℓpj ´ 1q  ℓpjq. Similarly, if we assume for contradiction that there is some i ą j in B, then we obtain a
contradiction by a symmetrical argument since the block of j ` 1 would be nested immediately inside B.

Since π has a singleton block at j, we obtain a non-crossing partition π1 “ πzttjuu of rnsztju. Note that
π1 is compatible with ℓ1 “ ℓrnsztju and G. Conversely, we claim that every partition π1 compatible with ℓ1

and G arises in the way, or equivalently, for every such π1, the partition π1 Y ttjuu of rns is compatible with
ℓ and G. To this end, we must consider some blocks B1 and B2 in π with B2 immediately nested inside B1.
Since π1 is already compatible with ℓ1 and G, the only case to check is when B2 “ tju. Note that either
ℓpj ´ 1q ă ℓpjq or ℓpj ` 1q ă ℓpjq. Suppose that ℓpj ´ 1q ă ℓpjq.

‚ If B1 contains ℓpj ´ 1q, then ℓpB1q “ ℓpj ´ 1q ă ℓpjq “ ℓpB2q, so we are done.
‚ If B1 does not contain ℓpj ´ 1q, then the block B3 containing ℓpj ´ 1q is nested inside B1, and hence
ℓpB1q ă ℓpB3q “ ℓpj ´ 1q ă ℓpjq “ ℓpB2q, so again we are done.

In the case where ℓpj ` 1q ă ℓpjq, the argument is symmetrical.
Therefore, we obtain that

φpa1 . . . anq “
ÿ

πPNCnpℓ,Gqq

ź

BPπ

Kbool,|B|rai : i P Bs

“ Kbool,1rajs
ÿ

π1PNCrnsztjupℓ1,Gq

Kbool,|B|rai : i P Bs,

“ φpajqφpa1 . . . aj´1aj`1 . . . anq,

where NCrnsztjupℓ1, Gq denotes the set of non-crossing partitions of rnsztju that are compatible with G and
ℓ1.

Next to check BM2, suppose that v1 ą ¨ ¨ ¨ ą vk  vk`1  ¨ ¨ ¨  vℓ ă vℓ`1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă vn for some
1 ď k ď ℓ ď n. Let π be a partition compatible with G and ℓ. We claim that π consist entirely of
singletons. Suppose for contradiction that i and j are in the same block B1 and i ă j. Since i ă j,
we must have either i ă ℓ or j ą k. Suppose that i ď ℓ. Let B2 be the block containing i ` 1. Then
B1 ‰ B2 since our assumptions on v1, . . . , vn implies that consecutive indices have distinct labels. Since
i ă ℓ, we have that ℓpiq ł ℓpi ` 1q by our assumptions on v1, . . . , vn, and this contradicts the condition
ℓpB1q ă ℓpB2q needed for π to be compatible with ℓ and G. If j ą k, we obtain a contradiction by a
symmetrical argument. Thus, the only possibility is that π consistents of singletons, and therefore (3.6)
reduces to πpa1 . . . anq “ Kbool,1ra1s . . .Kbool,1rans “ φpa1q . . . φpanq.

Therefore, we have shown that Definition 3.16 implies Definition 3.17. Conversely, suppose that Definition
3.17 holds. Let ψv “ φ|Av

. Construct another probability space pB, ψq as the G-free product of pAv, ψvq, and
let Bv be the image of Av in B. Then the Bv’s are G-freely independent by Theorem 3.11. Therefore, also the
Bv’s are BM-independent by the preceding argument. Recall by [29, Lemmas 2.3,2.4] that BM-independence
uniquely determines the joint moments of elements from the different algebras. Since the Av’s and the Bv’s
are both BM-independent, the joint moments of elements aj P Avpjq for j “ 1, . . . , n viewed inside A must
be the same as their joint moments when viewed inside B. Thus, since the Bv’s are G-freely independent in
B, it follows that the Av’s are G-freely independent in A. �

3.4. Relationship with general tree independence. Now let us explain the relationship with tree inde-
pendence from [10] and [9], which is necessary since we will use results from [9] later on. Note that in [10],
the construction was done in the B-valued setting
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Let Tfree,n be the rooted tree described as follows. The vertices are the alternating strings on the alphabet
rns, including the empty string. The empty string is the root vertex of Tfree,n, for each vertex jm . . . j1 in
the tree, its children are the vertices jjm . . . j1 for j ‰ jm.

Let T be a connected subtree of Tfree,n, and let pH1, ξ1q, . . . , pHn, ξnq be pointed Hilbert spaces. Then
define >T rpH1, ξ1q, . . . , pHn, ξnqs as the pair pH, ξq where

(3.9) H “
à
mě0

à

jm...j1PT

H˝
jm

b ¨ ¨ ¨ b H˝
j1
.

This is a generalization of the construction we already explained for digraphs. Indeed, if G “ pV,Eq is a
digraph on vertex set V “ t1, . . . , nu, then let

WalkpGq “ tjm . . . j1 : m ě 0, jm ø jm´1 ø ¨ ¨ ¨ ø j1u “ t∅u \
ğ

mě0

E:
m

Then taking T “ WalkpGq in the T -free product (3.9) will reduce to the G-free product of (3.1). See also
[10, Definition 3.18].

In the general setting of T -free products, the inclusion maps BpHjq Ñ BpHq are given as follows. Let

Sj “ tjm . . . j1 P T such that jjm . . . j1 P T u

S1
j “ tjm . . . j1 P T such that j ‰ jm and jjm . . . j1 R T u.

Note that in the case T “ WalkpGq, then Sj is the set of reverse paths such that the leftmost vertex jm ù j,
and S1

j is the set of reverse paths such that jm ‰ j and jm is not ù j. Thus, the generalization of Hùv

and HKv are respectively

HSj
“

à

jm...j1PSj

H˝
jm

b ¨ ¨ ¨ b Hj1 ,

HS1
j

“
à

jm...j1PSj

H˝
jm

b ¨ ¨ ¨ b Hj1 .

Then just as in (3.2), we have a decomposition

H – rHj b HSj
s ‘ HS1

j
,

and define the map ιj : BpHjq Ñ BpHq by

ιjpaq “ rab idHSj
s ‘ 0HS1

j

.

In the case T “ WalkpGq, this reduces to Definition 3.4.
Next, we turn to the generalization of Theorem 3.11. This will again express xξ, ιℓp1qpa1q . . . ιℓpkqpakqξy,

where aj P BpHℓpjqq and ℓp1q, . . . , ℓpkq is alternating, though a sum of boolean cumulants indexed by
partitions compatible with the given tree T . Compatibility is described as follows.

Given a labelling ℓ : rks Ñ rns and a compatible partition π in the sense of Definition 3.9, we say that π
and ℓ are compatible with T if the following condition holds: For each block B P π, let B0 ù B1 ù ¨ ¨ ¨ ù

Bm “ B be the unique path from a minimal (exterior) block up to B, in the nesting forest Fpπq. Then for
every block B, we have ℓpBmq . . . ℓpB0q P T .

Another interpretation of this statement is as follows. As in [10, Definition 4.15], we can make Fpπq into
a tree graphpπq by adding a new vertex ∅, which will be the root and to which all the minimal (exterior)
blocks in Fpπq will be attached as children. This is analogous to the way that WalkpGq has the empty path
∅ added as the root vertex. Then compatibility of π, ℓ, and T means precisely that there is a digraph
homomorphism φ : graphpπq Ñ T preserving the root, such that for every block B, the first letter of φpBq is
ℓpBq; see also [10, Remark 4.20]. In the case where T “ WalkpGq, then after deleting the root vertex, we get a
digraph homomorphism from Fpπq to WalkpGqzt∅u. Now WalkpGqzt∅u is a union of n branches, each branch
representing the paths starting at a vertex v P rns; this construction is like the universal cover of a digraph,
except that the paths are one-directional. Just like in the case of the universal cover, homomorphisms from
a tree Fpπq into WalkpGq correspond to homomorphisms Fpπq Ñ G. Thus, homomorphisms from graphpπq
into T as in [10, Remark 4.20] reduce in the case of T “ WalkpGq to homomorphisms from Fpπq into G as
in Definition 3.10.
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4. Convolution and limit theorems

4.1. The compactly supported case. Given a digraph G “ pV,Eq and compactly supported measures
pµvqvPV , we define the G-free convolution ‘GppµvqvPV as follows. Let pAv, φvq be a non-commutative
probability space and xv P Av self-adjoint such that the spectral distribution of xv with respect to φv
is µv. Let pA, φq be the G-free product of pAv, φvqvPV and let ιv : Av Ñ A the corresponding inclusion.
Then ‘GppµvqvPV q is defined to be the spectral distribution of

ř
vPV ιvpxvq.

For this to be well-defined, one should verify that the specific choice of pAv, φvq and xv does not affect
the final result, so long as xv has the distribution µv. Since

ř
vPV ιvpxvq is a bounded operator, its spectral

distribution is uniquely determined by its moments. Thus, it suffices to show that the moments of
ř

vPV ιvpxvq
are uniquely determined by the moments of xv. This will follow from the next result, where we compute the
moments of x using Theorem 3.11.

Lemma 4.1. Let G “ pV,Eq be a digraph. Let pA, φq be the G-free product of non-commutative probability
spaces pAv, φvq. Let xv P Av be self-adjoint. Let x “

ř
vPV ιvpxvq. Then for k P N,

φpxkq “
ÿ

ℓ:rksÑV

ÿ

πPNCkpℓ,Gqq

ź

BPπ

κbool,|B|pxℓpBqq.

Here ℓ is required to be constant on each block B, and so ℓpBq denotes the constant value on that block. More-
over, κbool,|B|pxℓpBqq denotes the |B|th boolean cumulant, that is, κbool,|B|pxℓpBqq “ Kbool,|B|pxℓpBq, . . . , xℓpBqq.

Proof. Using multilinearity,

φpxkq “ φ

¨
˝

˜
ÿ

vPV

ιvpxvq

¸k
˛
‚“

ÿ

ℓ:rksÑV

φpιℓp1qpxℓp1qq . . . ιℓpkqpxℓpkqqq.

By Theorem 3.11, this equals
ÿ

ℓ:rksÑV

ÿ

πPNCkpℓ,Gqq

ź

BPπ

Kbool,|B|rxℓpjq : j P Bs.

Now ℓ must be constant on each block B in the above expression and hence we can write Kbool,|B|rxℓpjq :
j P Bs equivalently as the |B|th cumulant of xℓpBq. �

For our limit theorems, we focus on repeated convolutions of same measure. For simplicity of notation, we
denote by ‘Gpµq the convolution of pµvqvPV where all the µv’s are equal to µ. The previous lemma implies
the following.

Lemma 4.2. Let µ P PpRq be compactly supported. Let G “ pV,Eq be a finite digraph. Then we have

mkp‘Gpµqq “
ÿ

πPNCk

| HompFpπq, Gq|
ź

BPπ

κbool,|B|pµq.

Here mk denotes the kth moment of a measure and κbool,kpµq denotes the kth boolean cumulant.

Proof. Let pAv, φvq be non-commutative probability spaces and xv P Av self-adjoint with distribution µ. Let
x “

ř
vPV ιvpxvq as in the previous lemma. By the previous lemma,

mkp‘Gpµqq “ φpxkq “
ÿ

ℓ:rksÑV

ÿ

πPNCkpℓ,Gqq

ź

BPπ

κbool,|B|pxℓpBqq

“
ÿ

ℓ:rksÑV

ÿ

πPNCkpℓ,Gqq

ź

BPπ

κbool,|B|pµq.

Now we exchange the order of summation over ℓ and π to get

mkp‘Gpµqq “
ÿ

πPNCk

ÿ

ℓ:rksÑV
πPNCkpℓ,Gq

ź

BPπ

κbool,|B|pµq

“
ÿ

πPNCk

|tℓ : rks Ñ V, π P NCkpℓ,Gqu|
ź

BPπ

κbool,|B|pµq.
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Recall that π P NCkpG, ℓq if and only if ℓ defines a digraph homomorphism Fpπq Ñ G. Therefore,

|tℓ : rks Ñ V π P NCkpℓ,Gqu| “ | HompFpπq, Gq|,

which establishes the desired formula. �

The next lemma is the first step of Theorem 1.1. In fact, it is a special case of the theorem when
µn “ µZ1{|Vn| and µ is compactly supported.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that Gn “ pVn, Enq is a sequence of digraphs such that for every finite tree G1 “
pV 1, E1q,

lim
nÑ8

1

|Vn||V 1|
| HompG1, Gnq| “ βG1 .

For a forest G1 which is the disjoint union of rooted trees G1
1, . . . , G

1
k, let us write

βG1 “ βG1
1
. . . βG1

k
.

Then for every compactly supported measure µ, we have

(4.1) lim
nÑ8

mkp‘Gn
pµZ1{|Vn|qq “

ÿ

πPNCk

βFpπqκbool,πpµq.

Moreover, denoting by radpµq the radius of the support of the measure µ, we have radp‘Gn
pµZ1{|Vn|qq ď

4 radpµqq. Hence, limnÑ8 ‘Gn
pµZ1{|Vn|q exists in PpRq.

Proof. First, note that if G1 is a forest which is a disjoint union of rooted trees G1
1, . . . , G1

k, then a digraph
homomorphism from G1 Ñ Gn is equivalent to a k-tuple of digraph homomorphisms G1

i Ñ Gn for i “ 1, . . . ,
k, and thus

| HompG1, Gnq| “ | HompG1
1, Gnq| . . . | HompG1

k, Gnq|.

Moreover, since |V 1| “ |V 1
1 | ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` |V 1

k|, we have

| HompG1, Gnq|

|Vn||V 1|
“

| HompG1
1, Gnq|

|Vn||V
1
1

|
. . .

| HompG1
k, Gnq|

|Vn||V
1
k

|
.

Hence,

lim
nÑ8

| HompG1, Gnq|

|Vn||V 1|
“ βG1

1
. . . βG1

k
“ βG.

In other words, the hypothesis that we assumed true when G1 is a tree extends automatically to the case
when G1 is a forest.

By the previous lemma,

mkp‘Gn
pµZ1{|Vn|qq “

ÿ

πPNCk

| HompFpπq, Gq|
ź

BPπ

κbool,|B|pµq.

By definition of the boolean convolution powers, κbool,|B|pµ
Z1{|Vn|q “ p1{|Vn|qκbool,|B|pµq. Thus,

mkp‘Gn
pµZ1{|Vn|qq “

ÿ

πPNCk

| HompFpπq, Gq|
ź

BPπ

1

|Vn|
κbool,|B|pµq

“
ÿ

πPNCk

| HompFpπq, Gq|

|Vn||π|

ź

BPπ

κbool,|B|pµq.

Here |π| is the number of blocks in π, which is the same as the number of vertices in Fpπq. By the foregoing
argument, for each π, we have

lim
nÑ8

| HompFpπq, Gq|

|Vn||π|
“ βFpπq.

Therefore, (4.1) holds.
Finally, we prove our estimate on the support radius of ‘Gn

pµZ1{|Vn|q. First, by Lemma 3.8, one can see
that

|κbool,kpµq| “ |Kbool,kpxv, . . . , xvq| ď ‖xv‖
k “ radpµqk,
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where xv is the operator of multiplication by x in Av “ L8pR, µq. Thus, we estimate

|mkp‘Gn
pµZ1{|Vn|qq| ď

ÿ

πPNCk

| HompFpπq, Gq|

|Vn||π|

ź

BPπ

|κbool,|B|pµ
Z1{|Vn|q|

ď
ÿ

πPNCk

| HompFpπq, Gq|

|Vn||π|

ź

BPπ

radpµq|B|

“
ÿ

πPNCk

| HompFpπq, Gq|

|Vn||π|
radpµqk.

Since homomorphisms are functions from V 1 to Vn, we have

| HompFpπq, Gq|

|Vn||π|
ď 1.

Moreover, the number of non-crossing partitions of rks is the kth Catalan number Ck, which satisfies
Ck ď 4k. Hence, overall |mkp‘Gn

pµZ1{|Vn|qq| ď 4k radpµqk. Because this holds for all k, we conclude
that radp‘Gn

pµZ1{|Vn|qq ď 4 radpµq.
Thus, the support radius of ‘Gn

pµZ1{|Vn|q is uniformly bounded for all n, and hence convergence in
moments for this sequence is equivalent to convergence in PpRq. This concludes the final claim of the
lemma. �

4.2. The general case. In order to define the G-free convolution for probability measures pµvqvPV which
do not necessarily have bounded support, we first want to express the convolution operation using complex-
analytic transforms. For a probability measure µ on R, write

Gµpzq “

ż

R

1

z ´ t
dµptq for z P CzR,

and
Kµpzq “ z ´ 1{Gµpzq.

Unfortunately, one must be careful to distinguish this notation from the notation for cumulants. If µ is
compactly supported, then the K-transform is related to boolean cumulants by the formula

Kµpzq “
8ÿ

k“1

zk´1κbool,kpµq,

where κbool,k is the kth boolean cumulant of any random variable X with distribution µ. In the case of
digraph independences, we have the following result.

Proposition 4.4 ([10, Proposition 6.9]). Let G be a digraph on the vertex set rns. Let µ1, . . . , µn be
compactly supported measures. For each j, let WalkpG, jq be the tree whose vertices are the empty path and
all reverse paths that start at vertex j. Let

νj “ ‘WalkpG,jqpµ1, . . . , µnq

be the convolution of µ1, . . . , µn with respect to the tree WalkpG, jq as in [10]. Then ν1, . . . , νn satisfy the
equations

(4.2) Kνipzq “ Kµi

˜
z ´

ÿ

jøi

Kνj pzq

¸
,

and we have

K‘Gpµ1,...,µnqpzq “
nÿ

i“1

Kνipzq.

The system (4.2) is a fixed-point equation for pKν1pzq, . . . ,Kνnpzqq, which suggests a way to extend the
definition of ‘Gpµ1, . . . , µnq to general probability measures µ1, . . . , µn. It suffices to show that the solution
to the fixed point equation exists, is unique, and depends continuously on the input measure. This was done
in [9, Theorem 4.1] in the more general setting of tree convolutions, using the Earle-Hamilton theorem. This
argument implies in particular that there is a unique pν1, . . . , νnq satisfying (4.2). Therefore, the following
definition is consistent:
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Definition 4.5. Let G be a digraph on vertex set rns. For µ1, . . . , µn P PpRq, let pν1, . . . , νnq satisfy (4.2).
Then ‘Gpµ1, . . . , µnq is defined to be ν1 Z ¨ ¨ ¨ Z νn. Moreover, in the case when the measures µj are the
same, we write

‘Gpµq “ ‘Gpµ, . . . , µq.

Continuous dependence of the measures ν1, . . . , νn and consequently ‘Gpµ1, . . . , µnq upon the inputs µ1,
. . . , µn also follows from [9, Theorem 4.1]. In fact, there is a stronger equicontinuity result [9, Theorem 6.2]
that we will need for the proof of Theorem 1.1 in the case of measures with unbounded support. Here we
will use the Lévy distance on PpRq, given by

dLpµ, νq :“ inf
!
ǫ ą 0 : µpp´8, x´ ǫqq ´ ǫ ď νpp´8, xqq ď µp´8, x` ǫqq ` ǫq for all x P R

)
.

The distance dL makes PpRq into a complete metric space, and the induced topology is the same as the
weak-˚ topology from viewing PpRq inside the dual of C0pRq; see for instance [5, Theorem 6.8]. Here we
state [9, Theorem 6.2] specialized to digraph convolutions.

Proposition 4.6 ([9, Theorem 6.2]). Let dL be the Lévy distance on PpRq. For every Y Ď PpRq compact
and ǫ ą 0, there exists δ ą 0 such that for every digraph G “ pV,Eq and every µ P Y and ν P PpRq,

dLpµ, νq ă δ ùñ dLp‘GpµZ1{|V |q,‘GpνZ1{|V |qq ă ǫ.

Now we can conclude the proof of the main theorem for probability measures with unbounded support.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let Gn “ pVn, Enq be a sequence of digraphs such that limnÑ8 |Vn| “ 8 and for

every finite rooted tree G1 “ pV 1, E1q, the limit βG1 “ limnÑ8 | HompG1, Gq|{|Vk||V
1| exists. Let pµnqnPN be

a sequence of probability measures such that limnÑ8 µ
Z|Vn|
n “ µ, and write νn “ µ

Z|Vn|
n . In order to show

that p‘Gk
pµnqqnPN is a Cauchy sequence in dL, fix ǫ ą 0. Then Y “ tνn : n P Nu Y tµu is compact. By

Proposition 4.6, there exists δ ą 0 such that for all ν, we have

dLpν, νnq ă δ ùñ dLp‘Gn
pνZ1{|Vn|q,‘Gn

pνZ1{|Vn|
n qq ă

ǫ

4
,

and the same holds with νn replaced by µ. Let σR “ µpr´R,Rsq´1µ|r´R,Rs. By choosing R sufficiently large,
we can arrange that dLpµ, σRq ă δ. For sufficiently large n, we also have dLpνn, σRq ă δ as well. Hence,

dLp‘Gn
pµnq,‘Gn

pσ
Z1{|Vn|
R qq “ dLp‘Gn

qpνZ1{|Vn|
n q,‘Gn

pσ
Z1{|Vn|
R qq ă

ǫ

4
.

By Lemma 4.3, σ1
R :“ limnÑ8 ‘Gn

pσ
Z1{|Vn|
R q exists, and therefore for sufficiently large n,

dLp‘Gn
pσ

Z1{|Vn|
R q, σ1

Rq ă
ǫ

4
.

Using the triangle inequality, for sufficiently large n and m,

dLp‘Gn
pµnq,‘Gm

pµmqq ă ǫ.

Hence, p‘Gn
pµnqqnPN is Cauchy in dL and hence converges to some limit µ1.

Similar reasoning shows that if ǫ and δ are as above and dpσR, µq ă δ, then

dLpµ1, σ1
Rq ă ǫ.

Hence,

lim
nÑ8

‘Gn
pµnq “ µ1 “ lim

RÑ8
σ1
R.

Since σR is the truncation of µ, it only depends on µ. Moreover, σ1
R given by Lemma 4.3 only depends on

µ and the coefficients βG1 . Therefore, µ1 only depends on µ and the coefficients βG1 . �

5. Examples and applications

In this section, we describe several classes of examples to which Theorem 1.1 applies.
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5.1. Continuum limit method. In [11, 12, 29, 20, 19, 21], certain limit theorems for BF and BM indepen-
dence associated to cones were obtained using Riemann sum approximations. BM independence was defined
using finite posets which were discretizations of a bounded region in a cone (these posets in our setting can be
viewed as digraphs). In this section, we give a continuum limit method in a more general measure-theoretic
constext and hence prove Proposition 1.2.

Let pΩ, ρq be a complete probability measure space (for a concrete example, one could take Ω “ r0, 1s
with Lebesgue measure). Let E Ď Ω ˆ Ω be measurable. We view Ω as a vertex set and E as an edge set, so
pΩ, Eq is a “measurable diagraph.”

Now fix a digraph G1 “ pV 1, E1q. Note that homomorphisms pV 1, E1q to pΩ, Eq can be described as
functions φ : V 1 Ñ Ω such that if pv, wq P E, then pφpvq, φpwqq P E . Functions V 1 Ñ Ω may be identified

with the Cartesian product ΩˆV 1

, and so we obtain

HompG1, pΩ, Eqq “ tω P ΩˆV 1

: pv, wq P E ùñ pωv, ωwq P Eu.

Since pΩˆV 1

, ρˆV 1

q is a probability space, it makes sense to evaluate the measure of the space of homomor-
phisms:

ρˆV 1

pHompG1, pΩ, Eqqq “

ż

ΩˆV 1

ź

pv,wqPE1

1Epωv, ωwq dρˆV 1

pωq,

where ω “ pωvqvPV 1 P ΩˆV 1

.
We will show that if Gn is a sequence of graphs giving a discretization of pΩ, Eq, then the normalized

count of homomorphisms from G1 to Gn as in Theorem 1.1 converges to βG1 :“ ρˆV 1

pHompG1, pΩ, Eqqq; see
Proposition 1.2 below.

We can relate a finite digraphs and measureable digraphs as follows. Let G “ pV,Eq be a finite digraph.
Let pAvqvPV be a partition of Ω into measureable sets with ρpAvq “ 1{|V | for all v P V . (For example, if
Ω “ r0, 1s and V “ t1, . . . , ku, we could take Aj “ rpj ´ 1q{k, j{kq.) Let

(5.1) Ẽ “
ď

pv,wqPE

Av ˆAw Ď Ω ˆ Ω.

Then we claim that

(5.2) ρˆV 1

pHompG1, pΩ, Ẽqqq “
| HompG1, Gq|

|V ||V 1|
.

To see this, suppose ω P ΩV 1

and note there is a unique φ : V 1 Ñ V such that ωv P Aφpvq for each v P V .

Moreover, ω P HompG1, pΩ, Ẽqq if and only if φ P HompG1, Gq. Thus,

HompG1, pΩ, Ẽqq “
ÿ

φPHompG1,Gq

ź

vPV 1

Aφpvq,

and since
ś

vPV 1 Aφpvq has measure 1{|V ||V
1|, we obtain (5.2).

Observation 5.1. Let pΩ, ρq be a probability measure space. Let E , E 1 Ď Ω ˆ Ω be measurable sets and E∆T
their symmetric difference. Let G1 “ pV 1, E1q be a finite digraph. Then

|ρˆV 1

pHompG1, pΩ, Eqqq ´ ρˆV 1

pHompG1, pΩ, E 1qqq|

ď ρˆV 1

pHompG1, pΩ, Eqq∆ HompG1, pΩ, E 1qqq

ď |E1|ρˆ2pS∆T q.

Proof. The first inequality is immediate. For the second, note that

ρˆV 1

pHompG1, pΩ, Eqq∆ HompG1, pΩ, E 1qqq “

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ź

pv,wqPE1

1Epv, wq ´
ź

pv,wqPE1

1E 1 pv, wq

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L1pρˆV 1 q

.

We swap out each 1E for 1E 1 one instance at a time. Each swap produces an error of at most ‖1E ´
1E 1‖L1pρˆ2q “ ρˆ2pE∆E 1q because the product of the other terms is zero or one. Overall there are |E1| swaps,

and so the error is at most |E1|ρˆ2pE∆E 1q. �
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Proof of Proposition 1.2. The first claim follows from (5.2) and Observation 5.1, and the second claim follows
from Theorem 1.1. �

5.2. Limit theorems for BM-independence associated to cones. One of the motivating examples for
the continuum limit approach is the case of BM independences for cones studied by the second and third
author in [28, 29, 20, 19, 21], and the similar results for BF independence of the third author with Kula
[11, 12]. In this subsection, we will give a generalization of the BM limit theorems from [20] using Theorem
1.1 and Proposition 1.2 from this paper, as well as explain how the technique of [20] closely relate to the
proofs given in this paper.

First, we recall some terminology relating to convex cones. We say Π Ď Rd is a convex cone if it is closed
under addition and positive scalar multiples. We assume that Π is closed and that it is salient, meaning
that Π X ´Π “ t0u. In this case, the relation ĺ on Rd defined by setting ξ ĺ η if and only if η ´ ξ P Π is a
partial order. We define the interval

rξ, ηs “ tρ P R
d : ξ ĺ ρ ĺ ηu

(which is nonempty if and only if ξ ď η). Examples of convex cones studied in [19] include the positive
orthant Rd

` Ď Rd, the Lorentz light-cone

Λ1
d “ tpt;xq P R

d`1 : t ě ‖x‖u,

and the positive semidefinite matricesMdpRq` which is a subset of the space of symmetric matrices SymdpRq –
Rdpd`1q{2.

Given a salient closed convex cone Π Ď Rd, one can obtain finite posets by considering Iξ “ r0, ξs X Zd

for ξ P Π. Then, as in §3.3, one can consider BM-independent random variables indexed by Iξ, which by
Proposition 3.20 is equivalent to Iξ-independent variables where we view Iξ is a digraph. We will study the

behavior of ‘Iξpµq as ξ
Π
ÝÑ 8, or as ξ tends to infinity in the cone Π. Here we recall that if f is a function

on the cone Π, we say that fpξq Ñ L as ξ
Π

ÝÑ 8, if for every ǫ ą 0, there exists ξ0 P Π such that for all ξ ľ ξ0

we have |fpξq ´L| ă ǫ. The meaning of ξ
Π

ÝÑ 8 in the specific cases of Rd
`, Λ1

d, and MdpRq` is explained in
[20, Definition 1.5].

By Theorem 1.1, we need to study the limit as ξ
Π

ÝÑ 8 of | HompG1, Iξq|{|Iξ||V
1| for a finite forest G1 “

pV 1E1q. We remark that HompG1, Iξq is equivalently the set of strict poset homomorphisms from G1 to Iξ by
Observation 3.19, and in the case that G1 “ Fpπq for some non-crossing partition π, this is exactly the set
of Iξ labelings that establish strict BM order on π; this is denoted by BMOpπ; ξq in [20, Definition 4.1]. The

limit of | BMOpπ; ξq|{|Iξ||π| is described in [20, Theorem 4.4, Corollary 4.5]. We will explain the computation
here in two steps, first applying the continuum limit method, and then computing the volume of the limiting
set explicitly using the volume characteristic of [11].

Lemma 5.2. Let Π be one of the cones as above. Let G1 “ pV 1, E1q be a finite forest with a rooted assigned
in each component, viewed as a poset. Let

HompG1, r0, ξsq “ tη P r0, ξsˆV 1

: v ù w in G1 ùñ ηv ă ηw in Πu Ď pRdqˆV 1

.

Then

lim
ξ

ΠÝÑ8

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ | HompG1, Iξq|

|Iξ||V 1|
´

volpHompG1, r0, ξsqq

volpr0, ξsq|V 1|

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ “ 0.

The idea of this lemma is the same as Proposition 1.2, but here we do not have a fixed continuum limit,
since the continuum object HompG1, r0, ξsq also depends on ξ. And of course, we are taking the limit as

ξ
Π

ÝÑ 8 rather than only a limit as N Ñ 8. Thus, we must proceed carefully to define the discretized set
and estimate the symmetric difference. Here we will leave some details to the reader since [20] gives an
alternative argument for the limit in 5.2.

Lemma 5.3. Let Π Ď R
d be one of the cones above. For ξ P R

d, let Qη be the unit cube
śd

j“1rξj ´ 1{2, ξk `

1{2s. Let

Aξ “
ď

ηPIξ

Qη
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Then

lim
ξ

ΠÝÑ8

volpAξ∆r0, ξsq

volpr0, ξsq
“ 0.

Similarly, let

Eξ “ tpη1, η2q P Z
d ˆ Z

d : 0 ĺ η1 ă η2 ĺ ξu

Bξ “
ď

pη1,η2qPEξXZ2d

Qpη1,η2q.

Then

lim
ξ

ΠÝÑ8

volpBξ∆Eξq

volpr0, ξsq2
“ 0.

Proof. For the first claim, we note that Aξ ∆ r0, ξs is contained in the union of the cubes that intersect the
boundary Br0, ξs. Hence, in particular, letting NδpBr0, ξsq of a set be the closed δ-neighborhood in the ℓ8

metric on R
d, we have

volpAξ∆r0, ξsq ď volpN1{2pBr0, ξsqq,

and so the claim reduces to proving that

lim
ξ

ΠÝÑ8

volpN1{2pBr0, ξsqq

volr0, ξs
.

This can be proved by explicit estimates in each of the three cases of Π under consideration here. We leave
the details to the reader. For the second claim, one can similarly reduce to the showing that

lim
ξ

ΠÝÑ8

volpN1{2pBEξqq

volr0, ξs2
“ 0,

and then perform direct estimates for each case of Π. �

Lemma 5.2 follows from Lemma 5.3 by similar reasoning as we used in Observation 5.1.
It remains to compute the volume of | HompG1, r0, ξsq| appearing in Lemma 5.2. This computation dras-

tically simplifies due to the special geometric structure of the cones under consideration, as shown by Kula
and the third author in [11].

Proposition 5.4 (Volume characteristic[11]). For each of the positive symmetric cones Π we consider there
exists a sequence pγnpΠqqně1 such that for any ξ P Π and any n P N

ż

ρPr0,ξs

volpr0, ρsqn´1dpρq “ γnpΠq volpr0, ξsqn.

This allows for a recursive computation of the volume of HompG1, r0, ξsq, as described in [20, Theorem
4.4, Corollary 4.5]. Here we express the result of the computation explicitly as a product rather than giving
a recursive description as in [20].

Lemma 5.5. For the cones Π under consideration and ξ P Π and for a finite rooted forest G1 “ pV 1, E1q,
we have

volpHompG1, r0, ξsqq “ volpr0, ξsq|V 1|
ź

vPV 1

γkpvq,

where kpvq “ |tv P V 1 : v ľ wu|.

Proof. We proceed by induction on V 1. If |V 1| “ 1, then both sides are equal to volr0, ξs.
Next, suppose that |V 1| ą 1, and suppose that G1 has more than one connected component (here compo-

nents are defined by forgetting the orientation of the edges). Write G1 as the disjoint union of components
G1

1, . . . , G1
k. Then

HompG1, r0, ξsq – HompG1
1, r0, ξsq ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ HompG1

k, r0, ξsq.

By applying the induction hypothesis to G1
j , we get

volpHompG1, r0, ξsqq “
kź

j“1

¨
˝volpr0, ξsq|V 1

j |
ź

vPV 1
j

γkpvq

˛
‚“ volpr0, ξsq|V 1|

ź

vPV 1
j

γkpvq.
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Finally, suppose that |V 1| ą 1 and that G1 has only one component, i.e. G1 is a rooted tree. Let r be the
root vertex, let v1, . . . , vk be the children of r, and let G1

j be the rooted subtree under v1
j . Observe that

HompG1, r0, ξsq “ tpη, η1, . . . , ηkq : η P r0, ξs, ηj P HompG1
j , pη, ξsqu,

where pη, ξs “ tζ : η ă ζ ĺ ξu; this follows by first choosing the point η where the root r is mapped and
then restricting the homomorphism to each of the branches Gj . It follows from Fubini-Tonelli that

volpHompG1, r0, ξsqq “

ż

r0,ξs

kź

j“1

volpHompG1
j , pη, ξsqq dη.

By ignoring the boundary, we can use rη, ξs instead of pη, ξs. Now perform the change of variables η ÞÑ ξ´ η

to obtain

volpHompG1, r0, ξsqq “

ż

r0,ξs

kź

j“1

volpHompG1
j , r0, ηsqq dη.

Applying the induction hypothesis to G1
j , we obtain

volpHompG1, r0, ξsqq “

ż

r0,ξs

kź

j“1

¨
˝volpr0, ηsq|V 1

j |
ź

vPV 1
j

γkpvq

˛
‚dη

“

ż

r0,ξs

volpr0, ηsq|V 1|´1 dη ¨
ź

vPV 1ztru

γkpvq.

By Proposition 5.4,

volpHompG1, r0, ξsqq “ volpr0, ξsq|V 1|γ|V 1|

ź

vPV 1ztru

γkpvq

“ volpr0, ξsq|V 1|
ź

vPV 1

γkpvq

since kprq “ |V 1|. �

Remark 5.6. Note that analogous computations in [20] are written in terms of the partition π rather than
forest G1, and thus correspond to taking G1 “ Fpπq. The case of several connected components G1

1, . . . , G1
k

corresponds to when π is the disjoint union / concatenation of partitions π1, . . . , πk. Similarly, if G1 has
only one component and we look at the branches G1

j , this corresponds to taking a partition π with only one
outer block B and looking at the subpartitions π1, . . . , πk in between consecutive elements of the block B.

Putting together Lemmas 5.2 and 5.5 with Theorem 1.1, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 5.7 (BM limit theorems for cones). Let Π be one of the cones Rd
`, Λ1

d, or MdpRq`, and let Iξ be
as above. For a finite rooted forest G1 “ pV 1, E1q, we have

lim
ξ

ΠÝÑ8

| HompG1, Iξq|

|Iξ||V 1|
“

ź

vPV 1

γkpvq.

In particular, by Theorem 1.1, if µξ is a family of probability measures such that lim
ξ

ΠÝÑ8
µ

Z|Iξ|
ξ “ µ, then

pµ “ lim
ξ

ΠÝÑ8
‘Iξpµq exists. Moreover, in light of Lemma 4.3, if µ is compactly supported, then so is pµ, and

mkppµq “
ÿ

πPNCk

ź

vPFpπq

γkpvq

ź

BPπ

κbool,|B|pµq.

Example 5.8 (Poisson limit theorem for BM independence). The law of small numbers or the Poisson limit
theorem for BM independence studied in [20] is a special case of Theorem 5.7. For the Poisson limit theorem,
we must plug in for µ the boolean analog of the Poisson distribution, which turns out to be 1

1`λ
δ0 ` λ

1`λ
δ1`λ.

Indeed, one can show by direct computation of K-transforms that

rp1 ´ λ{nqδ0 ` pλ{nqδ1sZn Ñ
1

1 ` λ
δ0 `

λ

1 ` λ
δ1`λ;
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and that the boolean cumulants of 1
1`λ

δ0 ` λ
1`λ

δ1`λ are all equal to λ. By Theorem 5.7, if µξ is some

measure with µ
Z|Iξ|
ξ Ñ µ, then we have ‘Iξpµξq Ñ pµ where

mkppµq “
ÿ

πPNCk

ź

vPFpπq

γkpvq

ź

BPπ

λ|π|.

This is the same result as [20, Theorem 4.4] up to some technical differences.
Specifically, [20, Theorem 4.4] allowed the convolution of several different measures, rather than only copies

of the same measure. Our result Theorem 1.1 could similarly be generalized to consider ‘Gn
pµn,1, . . . , µn,|Vn|q

where limnÑ8 supj“1,...,n dLpµn,j , µq “ 0 after generalizing [9, Theorem 6.2] to allow several different input
measures. However, that is beyond the scope of this work.

Note also that the hypotheses and conclusion of [20, Theorem 4.4] use convergence of moments rather
than weak-˚ convergence of measures, and neither type of convergence implies the other in general.

5.3. Iterated composition of digraphs. Another motivating case of the continuum limit method is the
setting of iterated composition of digraphs studied in [10] (which of course also worked in the more general
setting of tree independences).

First, we recall from [10, §5.5] the composition operation on digraphs. Let Digraphpnq be the set of directed
graphs on rns. Let G P Digraphpkq and let Gj P Digraphpnjq for j “ 1, . . . , k. Let N “ n1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` nk and
let ιj : rnjs Ñ rN s be the inclusion ιjpiq “ n1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` nj´1 ` i. Then GpG1, . . . , Gkq is the digraph G1 on
vertex set rN s described by

E1 “ tpιjpvq, ιjpwqq : v ù w in Gju Y tpιipvq, ιjpwqq : i ù j in G, v P Vi, w P Vju.

In other words, we create disjoint copies of G1, . . . , Gk, and then whenever i ù j in G we add edges from
every vertex in Gi to every vertex in Gj . This composition operation defines a (symmetric) operad structure
(see [13] for background on operads).

We focus here on iterated compositions of a fixed graph G P Digraphpnq. Define inductively G˝k by
G˝1 “ G and G˝pk`1q “ GpG˝k, . . . , G˝kq. Limit theorems for such iterated compositions of the same
digraph are given in [10] and [9]. The idea is essentially a continuum limit construction, where the limiting
measure space is an infinite product, and the finite approximants are given by cylinder sets.

As motivation, let us describe the edge structure in G˝k, starting with G˝2. The vertex set of G˝2 is
rns2, which we view as rns ˆ rns, where the first coordinate describes the position in the outer graph in the
composition (i.e. which of the n copies of G you are in), and the second coordinate describes the position
in the inner graph in the composition. Then pi1, i2q ù pj1, j2q if and only if either i1 ù i2 in the outer
graph, or i1 “ i2 and j1 ù j2 in the inner graph. Similarly, the vertex set of G˝k can be described as rnsk

where the first coordinate corresponds to the outermost graph and the last coordinate corresponds to the
innermost graph in the composition. To determine when pi1, . . . , ikq ù pj1, . . . , jkq, one looks at the first
coordinate where it ‰ jt and then checks whether it ù jt in the graph at the tth innermost level of the
composition.

Hence, to study the limit as k Ñ 8, we use a continuum digraph on the infinite product space Ω “ rnsN.
Moreover, let ρ be the infinite product of the uniform probability measure on rns, which is a Radon measure
on Ω. Let E be the set of pairs pi, jq P Ω ˆ Ω such that if t is the first index where it ‰ jt, then it ù jt in
G. Letting Ek be the edge set of G˝k, we view Ek ˆ Ω as a subset of Ω, where Ek determines the values of
the first k coordinates. Then Ek`1 ˆ Ω Ď Ek ˆ Ω, and we have

E “
8č

k“1

Ek ˆ Ω.

Hence, by continuity of the measure,
lim
kÑ8

ρpE∆pEk ˆ Ωqq.

Therefore, by Proposition 1.2, we have the following result.

Theorem 5.9 (Limit theorem for iterated composition compare [10, Theorem 8.6], [9, Theorem 6.1]). Fix
G P Digraphpnq, and let G˝k be its k-fold iterated composition. Let Ω “ rnsN and let E be the edge set
described above. Let G1 be a rooted forest. Then

lim
kÑ8

| HompG1, G˝kq|

nk|V 1|
“ ρˆV 1

pHompG1, pΩ, Eqq.
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Therefore, if µk P PpRq such that µZnk

k Ñ µ, then the limit pµ “ limkÑ8 ‘G˝kpµkq exists.

Remark 5.10. Although this result is contained in [9, Theorem 6.1], the proof used here is different. In [9],
the proof is based on showing the sequence of measures is Cauchy using the uniform continuity estimates for
convolution, and there is no hope of generalizing this technique to the setting of Theorem 1.1. The proof of
Theorem 1.1 here relies instead on the moment formulas as in [10], and thus also gives information about
the moments of pµ in the compactly supported case. Further, we remark that although the continuum limit
construction and moment computations used here overlap with [10], we avoid the cumulant machinery of
[10, §7].

5.4. Multi-regular digraphs. In [10], it was shown that for regular graphs the central limit distribution
(under iterated composition) only depends on the number of vertices and the degree. For digraphs, “regular”
means in this paper that the out-degree of each vertex is the same. Here we will generalize this result and
consider sequences of multi-regular digraphs.

Fix n P N. Let Gn “ pVn, Enq be a digraph, and assume that

(5.3) Vn “
mğ

j“1

Vn,j ,

and further that for i, j P rns, there is a constant An,i,j such that

(5.4) for v P Vn,i, |tw P Vn,j : v ù wu| “ An,i,j ,

that is, each vertex in Vn,i has An,i,j-many edges into Vn,j .
Let G1 “ pV 1, E1q be a rooted tree. In order to compute | HompG1, Gnq|, we partition the set of homo-

morphisms based on which set Vn,j contains the image of each vertex in V 1. More precisely, given a label
function ℓ : V 1 Ñ rms, let HomℓpG

1, Gnq be the set of φ P HompG1, Gnq such that φpvq P Gn,ℓpvq for all v P V 1.
Then | HomℓpG

1, Gnq| can be computed by counting the number of choices for where to map each vertex of
G1 iteratively: For the root vertex r, there |Vn,ℓprq| choices for φprq. For any non-root vertex v, let v´ be its
parent in the tree. Assuming that φpv´q has already been chosen, then v must be mapped to a vertex in
Vn,ℓpvq with an edge from φpv´q P Vn,ℓpv´q, and hence there are An,ℓpv´q,ℓpvq choices for φpvq. Therefore, we
have

| HomℓpG
1, Gnq| “ |Vn,ℓprq|

ź

vPV 1ztru

An,ℓpv´q,ℓpvq.

(This argument can be formalized as an induction on |V 1| where the inductive step considers removing one
leaf from G1.) Now summing over ℓ : V 1 Ñ rns, we obtain

(5.5) | HompG1, Gnq| “
ÿ

ℓ:V 1Ñrns

|Vn,ℓprq|
ź

vPV 1ztru

An,ℓpv´q,ℓpvq.

We remark that the output of this formula only depends on |Vn,j |’s and the An,i,j ’s, and in particular any
multi-regular digraph with these same constants will produce the same number of homomorphisms and hence
the same convolution operation.

Next, we consider limits as n Ñ 8. Assume that

(5.6) lim
nÑ8

|Vn,j |

|Vn|
“ tj ą 0, lim

nÑ8

An,i,j

|Vn|
“ ai,j .

Then we obtain from (5.5) that

| HompG1, Gnq|

|Vn||V 1|
“

ÿ

ℓ:V 1Ñrns

|Vn,ℓprq|

|V 1|

ź

vPV 1ztru

An,ℓpv´q,ℓpvq

|V 1|
,

hence we obtain the following result:

Proposition 5.11 (Limit theorem for multiregular digraphs). Let Gn “ pVn, Enq be a multiregular graph
satisfying (5.3) and (5.4) with respect to coefficients An,i,j , such that the limiting conditions (5.6) hold. Then

(5.7) lim
nÑ8

| HompG1, Gnq|

|Vn||V 1|
“

ÿ

ℓ:V 1Ñrms

tℓprq

ź

vPV 1ztru

aℓpv´q,ℓpvq “: βG1 .

Hence, by Theorem 1.1, if µn P PpRq and µ
Z|Vn|
n Ñ µ, then ‘Gn

pµnq converges.
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Next, let us describe how to compute the measure pµ “ limnÑ8 ‘Gn
pµnq in this situation. We start with

the fixed point equations in Proposition 4.4 for the K-transforms. Fix n. Then Proposition 4.4 gives a
system of equations for Kνv where νv is the convolution with respect to WalkpGn, vq in the sense of [10].
Since the graph is multiregular, the isomorphism class of WalkpGn, vq is the same for all vertices v in the
same part Vn,j of our partition. We denote by νn,j the common value of ‘WalkpGn,vqpµq for v P Vn,j . Then
Proposition 4.4 yields

Kνn,i
pzq “ Kµn

˜
z ´

nÿ

i“1

An,i,jKνn,j
pzq

¸

K‘Gn pµnqpzq “
nÿ

i“1

|Vn,i|Kνn,i
.

Since we assume that µ
Z1{|Vn|
n converges, we renormalize these equations as follows:

|Vn|Kνn,i
pzq “ |Vn|Kµn

˜
z ´

nÿ

j“1

An,i,j

|Vn|
¨ |Vn|Kνn,j

pzq

¸

K‘Gnpµnqpzq “
nÿ

j“1

|Vn,i|

|Vn|
¨ |Vn|Kνn,i

.

By assumption, |Vn|Kµn
Ñ Kµ. We will prove below that |Vn|Kνn,j

pzq converges to some Kνj , and that we
can take the limit of the above equations.

Proposition 5.12 (Limit theorem for multiregular digraphs 2). Let Gn “ pVn, Enq be a multiregular graph

and assume (5.3), (5.4), (5.6). Let µn be a sequence of probability measures such that µ
Z|Vn|
n Ñ µ. Let

pµ “ limnÑ8 ‘Gn
pµnq. Then there exist unique probability measures pνiq

m
i“1 satisfying

(5.8) Kνipzq “ Kµ

˜
z ´

mÿ

j“1

ai,jKνj pzq

¸
,

and in fact νi “ limnÑ8 ν
Z|Vn|
n,i where νi is as above. Then the measure pµ is given by

Kpµpzq “
mÿ

i“1

tiKνipzq.

Proof. The proof of convergence of |Vn|Kνn,i
will follow roughly the same outline as the proof of Theorem

1.1. We first consider the case where µn “ µZ1{|Vn| where µ is compactly supported, and then extend to the
general case by equicontinuity.

First, recall from Proposition 4.4 that νn,i is the tree convolution of µn according to the tree WalkpGn, vq
where v is any vertex in Vn,i. Now let WalkpGn, Vn,iq be the tree whose vertices are the (reverse) paths that
start at some vertex in Vn,i. Note WalkpGn, Vn,iq as the union of WalkpGn, vq for v P Vn,i, where the root
vertex H is in their common intersection but otherwise they are disjoint. Thus,

‘WalkpGn,Vn,iqpµnq “
ě

vPVn,i

‘WalkpGn,vqpµnq “ ν
ZVn,i

i .

Thus, in particular, letting ν̃n,i “ ‘WalkpGn,Vn,iqpµnq, we have Kν̃n,i
“ |Vn,i|Kνn,i

. In terms of §3.1,
WalkpGn, Vn,iq produces a Hilbert space with summands H˝

vk
b ¨ ¨ ¨ b H˝

v1
where v1 P Vn,i rather than

v1 being arbitrary. Accordingly, the formula in Theorem 3.11 is changed to include only partitions π where
the outer blocks of π are labeled by vertices in Vn,i instead of arbitrary vertices. Hence, the formula for
the moments of ν̃n,i in this case is similar to Lemma 4.1 except that instead of all π P NCkpℓ,Gnq, we only
take π in the set NCkpℓ,Gn, Vn,iq of all π such that π is compatible with ℓ and the labelling ℓ defines a
homomorphism from Fpπq Ñ G with all the outer blocks mapped to vertices in Vn,i. For a forest G1, let us
denote by HompG1, Gn, Vn,iq the set of homomorphisms from G1 to Gn such that all the root vertices of G1
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are mapped to vertices in Vn,i. Then as in Lemma 4.1, we get

mkpν̃n,iq “
ÿ

πPNCk

| HompFpπq, Gn, Vn,iq|
ź

BPπ

κbool,|B|pµnq,

“
ÿ

πPNCk

| HompFpπq, Gn, Vn,iq|

|Vn||π|

ź

BPπ

κbool,|B|pµq

since µn “ µZ1{|Vn|. Our counting argument for homomorphisms in the multiregular case implies that

| HompFpπq, Gn, Vn,iq|

|Vn||π|
Ñ

ÿ

ℓ:V 1Ñrns
ℓprq“i

tℓprq

ź

vPV 1ztru

aℓpv´q,ℓpvq,

for the same reason as Proposition 5.11. Thus, by same reasoning as in Lemma 4.3 shows that ν̃n,i converges
as n Ñ 8 to some ν̃i.

Now for the case of general µn such that µ
Z|Vn|
n Ñ µ, we use the fact that the mapping σ ÞÑ ‘WalkpGn,Vn,iqpσZ1{|Vn|

is uniformly equicontinuous on any compact subset of PpRq, which follows from [9, Theorem 6.2]. Thus, the
same 3ǫ argument from the proof of Theorem 1.1 in §4.2 applies here. Thus, we obtain convergence of ν̃n,i
in this case.

This means that |Vn,i|Kνn,i
converges as n Ñ 8 to Kν̃i . Hence also |Vn|Kνn,i

“ |Vn|
|Vn,i| |Vn,i|Kνn,i

converges

to p1{tiqKν̃i as n Ñ 8. Now let νi “ ν̃
Z1{ti
i . Now recall that

|Vn|Kνn,i
pzq “ |Vn|Kµn

˜
z ´

mÿ

j“1

An,i,j

|Vn|
¨ |Vn|Kνn,j

pzq

¸
.

We now know that |Vn|Kνn,i
Ñ Kνi as n Ñ 8. Moreover, |Vn|Kµn

converges to Kµ. Also, the functions

|Vn|Kµn
are equicontinuous because the measures µ

Z|Vn|
n inhabit a precompact subset of PpRq since µ

Z|Vn|
n Ñ

µ. These facts together imply by a 3ǫ argument that we can take the limit of the above equation and obtain

Kνipzq “ Kµ

˜
z ´

mÿ

j“1

ai,jKνj pzq

¸
.

Similar reasoning shows that we can take the limit of the equation K‘Gn pµnq “
řm

i“1 |Vn,i|Kνn,i
to obtain

Kpµ “
řm

i“1 tiKνi . �

Proposition 5.12 allows for numerically tractable computations of limit measures associated to multiregular
digraphs Gn.

Example 5.13 (Central limit distribution for multiregular digraphs). Suppose we want to find the central
limit distribution. Since the Boolean central limit distribution is µ “ p1{2qpδ´1 ` δ1q, the central limit
distribution for the sequence Gn will be given by the corresponding measure pµ. Note that in this case
Kµpzq “ 1{z. Thus, (5.8) reduces to

Kνipzq “

˜
z ´

nÿ

j“1

ai,jKνj pzq

¸´1

,

or equivalently

zKνipzq ´
nÿ

j“1

ai,jKνipzqKνj pzq “ 1.

In other words, the m unknowns pKν1pzq, . . . ,Kνmpzqq satisfy a quadratic system of m equations. Then pµ is
obtained by Kpµ “

řn
i“1 tiKνi .

Figures 1, 2, 3 show examples of numerical approximations of central limit densities using the fixed point
equation (5.8). Changing the parameters produces symmetric distributions whose shape can be semicircular,
become more flat, and then develop a concave shape in the middle with two bumps on the boundary,
somewhat resembling the arcsine distribution. Of course, for special cases of a complete graph and its
complement, one obtains the semicircular distribution and the Bernoulli distribution respectively.
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´1.5 1.5

0.4

Figure 1. Approximation of the central limit density for 2-regular digraphs with t1 “ 0.3,
t2 “ 0.7, a1,1 “ 0.2, a1,2 “ 0.4, a2,1 “ 0.2, a2,2 “ 0.5. We approximated the density using
the imaginary part of the Cauchy transform at x`iy where y “ 0.001, and we approximated
the Cauchy transform using 10, 000 iterations of the fixed point equation.

´1.5 1.5

1.0

Figure 2. Approximation of the central limit density for 2-regular digraphs with t1 “ 0.3,
t2 “ 0.7, a1,1 “ 0.2, a1,2 “ 0.4, a2,1 “ 0.2, a2,2 “ 0.1. We use y “ 0.0001 and 50, 000
iterations.

´2 2

0.4

Figure 3. Approximation of the central limit density for 2-regular digraphs with t1 “ 0.5,
t2 “ 0.5, a1,1 “ 0.4, a1,2 “ 0.5, a2,1 “ 0.4, a2,2 “ 0.5. We used y “ 0.0001 and 50, 000
iterations.

Example 5.14 (Poisson distribution for multiregular digraphs). Now consider the Poisson limit theorem
or law of small numbers. Recall from Example 5.8 that the boolean analog of the Poisson distribution of
intensity λ is µ “ 1

1`λ
δ0 ` λ

1`λ
δ1`λ, and its K-transform is Kµpzq “ λz{pz ´ 1q. Thus, (5.8) becomes

Kνipzq “ λ

˜
z ´

nÿ

j“1

ai,jKνj pzq

¸ ˜
z ´

nÿ

j“1

ai,jKνj pzq ´ 1

¸´1

,

which after algebraic manipulation can be written equivalently as

Kνipzq “ pKνipzq ´ λq

˜
z ´

nÿ

j“1

ai,jKνj pzq

¸
.

Thus, similar to the central limit case, Kνipzq’s satisfy a quadratic system of m equations in m unknowns.
Figures 4 and 5 show numerical approximations of Poisson limit distributions using (5.8).

Example 5.15 (Cauchy distribution for multiregular digraphs). If we take µ to be the standard Cauchy
distribution, then Kµpzq “ ´i in the upper half plane. Thus, (5.8) tells us that Kνipzq “ ´i. Hence,
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2 4

Figure 4. Approximation of the Poisson limit density with λ “ 1 for 2-regular digraphs.
We computed using the same parameters as in Figure 1, except on the interval r0, 0.1s, we
used a y “ 0.00001 and 100, 000 iterations. The computation at x “ 0 suggests that the
measure to have an atom at 0 of mass about 0.25.

3 6

Figure 5. Approximation of the Poisson limit density with λ “ 3 for 2-regular digraphs.
We computed using the same parameters as in Figure 1.

Kpµpzq “
řm

i“1 tiKνipzq “ ´i since t1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` tm “ 1. It follows that when µ is the standard Cauchy
distribution, then also pµ is the standard Cauchy distribution.

5.5. Sparse graphs. The next proposition shows that if a sequence of digraphs is sufficiently sparse, then
the normalized count of homomorphisms converges to βG1 “ 0, and so the Gn-convolution is asymptotically
boolean convolution. This is a generalization of the case of bm-independence for posets given by regular
trees from [28, §8].

Proposition 5.16 (Limit theorem for sparse graphs). Let Gn be a sequence of digraphs such that |En|{|Vn|2 Ñ
0. Then for every rooted tree G1 with more than one vertex, we have

lim
nÑ8

| HompG1, Gnq|

|Vn||V 1|
“ 0.

Hence, in this case, if µ
Z|Vn|
n Ñ µ, then ‘Gn

pµnq Ñ µ also.

Proof. Suppose that G1 is a rooted tree with more than one vertex. Let r be the root, and fix some v which
is a child of the root. Given a homomorphism φ : G1 Ñ Gn, the pair pr, vq must be mapped to some edge.
There are |En| choices for this edge. Then the remaining |V 1| ´ 2 vertices must be mapped to some vertex
in Vn, and so the number of choices for the rest of the values of φ is at most |V 1||Vn|´2. Thus,

| HompG1, Gnq| ď |En||V 1||Vn|´2,

so
| HompG1, Gnq|

|Vn||V 1|
ď

|En|

|Vn|2
Ñ 0.

Hence, βG1 “ 0 unless G1 has only one vertex. More generally, if G1 is a rooted forest, then βG1 “ 0 unless
G1 has no edges, in which case βG1 “ 1.

It follows that in Lemma 4.3, the moments ‘GpµZ1{|Vn|q in (4.1) are given by the sum over interval
partitions of κbool,πpµq, since Fpπq has no edges if and only if π is interval partitions. This means that when

we take µn “ µZ1{|Vn|, then the moments of the limiting measure in (4.1) are the same as the moments of µ.
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The general statement that if µ
Z|Vn|
n Ñ µ, then ‘Gn

pµnq Ñ µ follows from the equicontinuity of the
convolution operations as in §4.2. �

Example 5.17 (Posets given by finite trees). The following example is from [28, §8]. Fix d. Let Tn be the
d-regular rooted tree (where each vertex has d children) truncated to depth n. Let Gn “ pVn, Enq be the
graph where v ù w if v is an ancestor of w in the tree Tn (i.e. the edge relation for Gn is the transitive
closure of the edge relation for Tn). Observe that

|Vn| “
nÿ

j“0

dj “
dn`1 ´ 1

d ´ 1
.

Meanwhile, the number of edges can be counted as follows: Each vertex at depth j in the tree has
řn´j

i“1 d
i

descendants, which evaluates to dpdn´j ´ 1q{pd´ 1q. Now summing this over all the vertices, we obtain

|En| “
nÿ

j“0

dj ¨
dpdn´j ´ 1q

d ´ 1
“

d

d ´ 1

nÿ

j“0

pdn ´ djq ď
npdn`1 ´ 1q

d ´ 1
“ n|Vn|.

Thus,

|En|

|Vn|2
ď

n

|Vn|
“

npd ´ 1q

pdn`1 ´ 1q
Ñ 0.

Hence, the limiting measures for the sequence Gn reduces to those of the boolean case. This generalizes the
observation of [28] that the central limit measure for this case is p1{2qpδ´1 ` δ1q.

Remark 5.18. Our argument to bound the number of homomorphisms in the proof of Proposition 5.16
generalizes to yield the following statement: If G1 is a rooted tree, G2 is a rooted subtree of it, and G is any
finite digraph, then

| HompG1, Gq|

|V ||V 1|
ď

| HompG2, Gq|

|V ||V 2|
.

The reason for this is that every homomorphism G1 Ñ G restricts to a homomorphism G2 Ñ G. Hence,

HompG1, Gq Ď HompG2, Gq ˆ V V 1zV 2

,

where V V 1zV 2

denotes the set of all functions V 1zV 2 Ñ V . Thus, we get

| HompG1, Gq| ď | HompG2, Gq||V ||V
1|´|V 2|,

which is the inequality asserted above. In particular, in the situation where βG1 “ limnÑ8 | HompG1, Gnq|{|Vn||V
1|

exists for all rooted trees G1, then we have βG1 ď βG2 whenever G2 is a rooted subtree of G1 (in fact, we do
not even need the root of G2 to agree with the root of G1).

6. Fock space models

Proposition 1.2 described a general situation when the limit βG1 exist based on discrete approximations of
measurable digraphs. Based on this construction, we want to describe the limiting measures in Theorem 1.1
(in the compactly supported case) as the spectral distributions of certain operators on a Fock space, which
is a continuum analog of the G-free product space studied in §3. We remark that a similar idea was explored
in the free case in [2]. Our Fock space is a direct sum of terms L2pΩˆk, ρk;Hbkq for some measurable space
Ω, measure ρk on Ωˆk, and Hilbert space H. The operators will have the form npφq ` ℓphq ` ℓ˚phq ` mpSq,
where ℓphq and ℓphq˚ are creation and annihilation operators associated to some h P L2pΩ, ρ1;Hq, and npφq
is a multiplication operator associated to φ P L8pΩq, and mpSq is another type of multiplication operator
associated to S P L8pΩ;BpHqq.

6.1. Construction of a Fock space and operators thereon. Although in the last section, we considered
pΩ, ρq to be a probability measure space, here we will proceed more generally with a complete σ-finite
measure space, in order to include such examples as the Fock spaces supporting Brownian motions on r0,8q.
Moreover, while in §5, we considered edges given by E Ď Ω ˆ Ω, we now introduce a weighted version where
a general nonnegative w : Ω ˆ Ω Ñ r0,8q replaces the indicator function 1E .
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Construction 6.1. Let pΩ, ρq be a complete σ-finite measure space, and recall that there is a unique
complete measure space Ωˆk, ρˆk obtained from the product measure construction. Let w P L8pΩˆΩq with
w ě 0. For k ě 1, let ρk be the measure on Ωˆk given by

dρkpω1, . . . , ωkq “ wpωk, ωk´1q . . . wpω2, ω1q dρˆkpω1, . . . , ωkq;

here ρ1 “ ρ. Note that pΩˆk, ρkq can be completed to a complete measure space. Let H be a Hilbert space.
Then we define the Fock space as the Hilbert space

FpΩ, ρ, w,Hq “ C ‘
à

kPN

L2pΩˆk, ρk;Hbkq.

We denote the vector 1 in the first summand by ξ. Furthermore, we adopt the convention that Ωˆ0 is a
single point, ρ0 is the unique probability measure on it, and Hb0 “ C; thus, L2pΩˆ0, ρ0,Hˆ0q “ C.

Construction 6.2. Consider the same setup as in the previous construction. Let h P L2pΩ, ρ;Hq. Then
we define the left creation operator ℓphq : FpΩ, ρ, w,Hq Ñ FpΩ, ρ, w,Hq as follows. For k ě 0 and f P
L2pΩˆk, ρk;Hbkq, let

rℓphqf spω1, . . . , ωk`1q “ hpω1q b fpω2, . . . , ωk`1q.

This formula immediately yields a well-defined element of L2pΩˆpk`1q, ρ1 ˆ ρk;Hbpk`1qq, but in fact it even
yields a well-defined element of L2pΩˆpk`1q, ρk`1;Hbpk`1qq since

ż

Ωˆk

‖hpω1q b fpω2, . . . , ωk`1q‖2
Hbpk`1qwpωk, ωk´1q . . . wpω2, ω1q dρˆpk`1qpω1, . . . , ωk`1q

ď

ż

Ωˆk

‖hpω1q‖2H‖fpω2, . . . , ωk`1q‖2
Hbpk`1q‖w‖L8pΩˆΩq dρ1pω1q dρkpω2, . . . , ωkq,

and moreover

‖ℓphqf‖L2pΩˆpk`1q,ρk`1,Hq ď ‖w‖L8pΩˆΩq‖h‖L2pΩ,ρ;Hq‖f‖L2pΩˆk,ρkq.

(Note that in the n “ 0 case, we have ℓphqξ “ h P L2pΩ, ρ;Hq.) It follows that ℓphq defines a bounded
operator on FpΩ, ρ, w,Hq with

‖ℓphq‖ ď ‖w‖L8pΩˆΩq‖h‖L2pΩ,ρ;Hq.

Thus, the creation operator is well-defined. Its adjoint ℓphq˚ is called the left annihilation operator associated
to h.

Observation 6.3. The annihilation operator ℓphq satisfies

ℓphq˚ξ “ 0

Moreover, ℓphq˚ maps L2pΩˆk, ρk;Hbkq into L2pΩˆpk´1q, ρk´1;Hbpk´1qq for each k ě 1 and satisfies

rℓphq˚f spω1, . . . , ωk´1q “

ż

Ω

pxhpωq,´yH b idHbpk´1q qrfpω, ω1, . . . , ωk´1qswpω1, ωq dρpωq,

where xhpωq,´y b idHbpk´1q denotes the map

Hbk Ñ Hbpk´1q : f1 b ¨ ¨ ¨ b fk ÞÑ xhpωq, f1yHf2 b f3 b ¨ ¨ ¨ b fk,

and in the case k “ 1, it is f ÞÑ xhpωq, fyH P C.

Remark 6.4. It may be easier to understand the annihilation operator through its action on simple tensors.
If fpω1, . . . , ωkq “ f1pω1q b ¨ ¨ ¨ b fkpωkq, where fj P L2pΩ, ρq, then

rℓphq˚f spω1, . . . , ωk´1q “

ż
xhpωq, f1pωqywpω1, ωq dρpωqf2pω1q b ¨ ¨ ¨ b fkpωk´1q.

Definition 6.5. L8pΩ, BpL2pΩ, ρqq denotes the space of essentially bounded ˚-SOT measurable maps from
Ω into BpL2pΩ, ρqq.

Construction 6.6. Consider the Fock space defined above. Let S P L8pΩ, BpHqq. Then we define the
multiplication operator mpSq : FpΩ, ρ, w,Hq Ñ FpΩ, ρ, w,Hq by mpT q|C “ 0 and for k ě 1 and f P
L2pΩˆk, ρkq,

rmpSqf spω1, . . . , ωkq :“ pSpω1q b idHbpn´1q qpfpω1, . . . , ωkqq.
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Since Spω1q b idHbpk´1q defines a bounded operator on Hbk with norm less than or equal to that of Spω1q,
we deduce that

‖mpSqf‖L2pΩˆk,ρkq ď ‖S‖L8pΩ,BpL2pΩ,ρqq‖f‖L2pΩˆk,ρk;Hbkq.

Thus, mpSq defines a bounded operator on L2pΩˆk, ρkq with norm less than or equal to that of ‖S‖L8pΩ,BpHqq.

Since FpΩ, ρ, w,Hq is the direct sum of the subspaces L2pΩˆn, ρk;Hbkq, we conclude that mpSq is a bounded
operator on the Fock space.

Observation 6.7. m : L8pΩ, BpHqq Ñ BpFpΩ, ρ, w,Hqq is a ˚-homomorphism.

Construction 6.8. Let φ P L1pΩ, ρq. Then we define an operator npφq on FpΩ, ρ, wHq by

npφq|C “

ż

Ω

φdρ,

and for f P L2pΩˆk, ρk,Hbkq,

pnpφqfqpω1, . . . , ωkq “

ż
φpωqwpω1, ωq dρpωqfpω1, . . . , ωkq.

Here npφq maps L2pΩˆk, ρk,H
bkq into itself for each k. Also, ‖npφq‖ ď ‖w‖L8pΩˆ2,ρˆ2q‖φ‖L1pΩ,ρq.

The following observation may be helpful for understanding the motivation or intuition of the operator
npφq.

Observation 6.9. Let h1, h2 P H, let ψ1, ψ2 P L2pΩ, ρq, and let ψjhj P L2pΩ, ρ;Hq be the map ω ÞÑ ψjpωqhj.
Then

ℓpψ1h1q˚ℓpψ2h2q “ xh1, h2yHnpψ1ψ2q.

This is proved by directly computing the effect of these operators on some f P L2pΩˆn, ρk;Hbkq.

6.2. Combinatorial formula for operators on a Fock space. Our next goal is derive a combinatorial
formula for the “joint moment”

xξ, TnTn´1 . . . T1ξy,

where T1, . . . , Tn are creation, annihilation, or multiplication operators on the Fock space FpΩ, ρ, w,Hq.
For the sake of induction, we will find a combinatorial expression for the vector TnTn´1 . . . T1ξ itself.

Setup: Let T1, . . . , Tn be operators on FpΩ, ρ, w,Hq such that each Tj is one of the following types:

‚ Tj “ ℓphjq for some hj P L2pΩ, ρ,Hq,
‚ Tj “ ℓphjq˚ for some hj P L2pΩ, ρ,Hq.
‚ Tj “ mpSjq for some Sj P L8pΩ, ρ;BpHqq.
‚ Tj “ npφjq for some φj P L1pΩ, ρq.

Let kpjq be the number of creation operators among tT1, . . . , Tju minus the number of annihilation operators
among tT1, . . . , Tju.

Observation 6.10. Because a creation operator maps L2pΩˆk, ρk;Hbkq into L2pΩˆpk`1q, ρk`1;Hbpk`1qq
while an annihilation operator does the opposite, one can verify by induction on n that Tn . . . T1ξ P L2pΩˆkpnq, ρkpnq;H

bkpnqq
if kpjq ě 0 for all j. Moreover, Tn . . . T1ξ “ 0 if kpjq is ever negative.

Now assume that kpjq ě 0 for all j. For each j “ 1, . . . , n, we define mpjq as follows:

‚ If Tj “ npφjq or Tj “ ℓphjq, then set mpjq “ j.
‚ If Tj “ ℓphjq˚ or Tj “ mpSjq, let mpjq be the greatest index m such that kpm´ 1q ă kpj ´ 1q.

In the second case, note that kpj ´ 1q ě kpjq. By definition, kpiq ě kpj ´ 1q for all i between mpjq and j.
Moreover, since |kpi` 1q ´ kpiq| ď 1, we deduce that kpm´ 1q “ kpmq ´ 1 “ kpj ´ 1q ´ 1, and thus Tmpjq is
a creation operator.

Remark 6.11. The intuition behind the choice ofmpjq is the following: Each creation operator “creates” a new
particle that is tensored onto the left of the vector it acts on, while each annihilation operator “annihilates”
a particle. The multiplication operators neither create nor annihilate anything. The number kpjq represents
the current tensor degree, or the number of particles that exist at time j (after the application of Tj). If
Tj is ℓphjq˚ or mpSjq, then Tmpjq is the creation operator that created the newest particle that still exists,
the one that Tj is acting on. In the case where Tj “ npφjq, in light of Observation 6.9, we can imagine
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that Tj creates and immediately annihilates some ephemeral particle. With respect to this picture, the next
construction will be to group together all the operators that act on “the same particle”; the indices of these
operators will form the block of a non-crossing partition — non-crossing because the operators can only act
on the newest existing particle, and thus this particle must be annihilated before any operator can act on
an older particle.

Let π be the partition of rns given by i „π j if and only if mpiq “ mpjq. Observe that

‚ Each creation operator satisfies mpjq “ j and hence is the first element of its block.
‚ If Tj is an annihilation operator, then it is the last element of its block. This is because kpjq ă kpj´1q

and this prevents any later index i ą j from having mpiq “ mpjq.
‚ If Tj “ npφjq, then tju is a singleton block of π.

We call a block finished if either has a single n operator or has both a creation and annihilation operator.
Otherwise, we call a block unfinished. The unfinished blocks will have a creation operator but no annihilation
operator.

Observation 6.12. For every sequence of creation, annihilation, and multiplication operators with kpjq ě 0
for all j, the associated partition π is non-crossing.

Proof. Suppose for contradiction that i ă j ă i1 ă j1 with i „π i
1 and j „π j

1 for i π j. By the preceding
discussion, since i „ i1 and i ă j ă i1, we must have kpjq ě kpiq “ kpi1 ´ 1q. Note that Tj1 must be an
annihilation operator or m operator, and kpj1 ´ 1q “ kpjq. If kpjq ą kpiq, then kpi1 ´ 1q ă kpj1 ´ 1q, which
would imply that mpj1q ě i1 by definition of m, but this contradicts the fact that mpj1q “ mpjq ď j ă i1.
On the other hand, suppose kpjq “ kpiq “ kpi1 ´ 1q. Since j „π j

1, Tj cannot be an annihilation operator,
so kpj ´ 1q ď kpjq, but also kpj ´ 1q ě kpiq “ kpjq, since j ´ 1 is between i and i1, hence kpj ´ 1q “ kpjq.
Recall that mpi1q “ mpiq ď i is the last index before i1 where kpm ´ 1q ă kpi1 ´ 1q “ kpjq. Since kptq ě
kpmpiqq for all t between mpiq “ mpi1q and i1, we deduce that mpi1q is also the last index before j where
kpm´ 1q ă kpj ´ 1q “ kpjq, which implies that mpjq “ mpiq, which contradicts the assumption that i and j
are in different blocks of π. �

With the notation above, for each unfinished block B “ ti1, . . . , i|B|u, let hB P L2pΩ, ρq be given by

hBpωq “ Si|B|
pωq . . . Si2pωqhi1pωq.

For each finished block B “ ti1, . . . , i|B|u, let

φBpωq “

#
φi1 , |B| “ 1,

xhi|B|
pωq, Si|B|´1

pωq . . . Si2pωqhi1pωqyH.

Proposition 6.13. Let Tn . . . T1 be a sequence of creation, annihilation, m, and n operators as above, such
that kpjq ě 0 for all j. Let predpBq denote the predecessor of B in π. Let B1, . . . , Bs be the unfinished
blocks of π listed so that minB1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă minBt. Then t “ kpnq and TnTn´1 . . . T1ξ P L2pΩˆt, ρt;Hbtq and

(6.1) rTnTn´1 . . . T1ξspωBt
, . . . , ωB1

q

“

ż

ΩˆtB finishedu

ź

B finished
depthpBqą1

wpωpredpBq, ωBq
ź

B finished

rφBpωBq dρpωBqs

hBt
pωBt

q b ¨ ¨ ¨ b hB1
pωB1

q

In the case t “ 0, we interpret hBt
pωBt

q b ¨ ¨ ¨ b hB1
pωB1

q as ξ.

Proof. We proceed by induction on n. The base case is n “ 0, for which both sides reduce to ξ.
For the induction step, suppose the claim holds for TnTn´1 . . . T1, and we will prove it for Tn`1Tn . . . T1.

Let π1 be the partition associated to Tn`1, . . . , T1. By restricting π1 to tn, . . . , 1u, we obtain the partition
π associated to Tn, . . . , T1.

‚ If Tn`1 “ ℓphn`1q, then mpn`1q “ n`1 and tn`1u is an unfinished block in π1, so π1 “ πYttn`1uu.
If B1, . . . , Bt are the unfinished blocks in π, then the unfinished blocks of π1 will be B1, . . . , Bt

and Bt`1 :“ tn ` 1u. Moreover, hBt`1
“ hn`1. Therefore, the right-hand side o (6.1) for π1 will be
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the same as the right-hand side of (6.1) for π except with hBt`1
pωBt`1

q tensored onto the front of
hBt

pωBt
q b ¨ ¨ ¨ b hB1

pωB1
q. Meanwhile,

Tn`1rTn . . . T1ξspωBt`1
, . . . , ωB1

q “ hn`1pωBt`1
q b rTn . . . T1spωBt

, . . . , ωB1
q,

and hence (6.1) will be true for Tn`1, . . . , T1.
‚ Suppose that Tn`1 “ ℓphn`1q˚. Then n` 1 will be the last element of a finished block B1 in π1 and
B “ B1ztn` 1u will be an unfinished block in π. Write B “ ti1, . . . , isu. Then

φB1 pωB1 q “ xhn`1pωB1 q, SispωB1 q . . . Si2pωB1 qhi1 pωB1 qy “ xhn`1pωB1 , hBpωB1 qy.

where hB is the vector corresponding to B as an unfinished block of π. Thus, to obtain the right-
hand side of (6.1) for π1 from the right-hand side of (6.1) for π, one removes the term hBpωBq
from the unfinished blocks and adds the term φB1 pωB1 q dρpωB1 q to the finished blocks along with
wpωB1 , ωpredpB1qq if depthpB1q ą 1. Meanwhile, looking at the left-hande side of (6.1) the application
of ℓphn`1q to Tn . . . T1ξ will precisely pair hn`1pωB1 q with hBpωB1 q in H, multiply by wpωpredpB1q, ωB1 q
if depthpB1q ą 1, and then integrate dρpωB1 q. Hence, the left- and right-hand sides of (6.1) agree for
π1.

‚ Suppose that Tn`1 “ npφn`1q. Then B1 :“ tn ` 1u is a new finished block in π1 and φB1 “ φn`1.
The right-hand side of (6.1) for π1 differs from that for π by adding a new term φB1 pωB1 qdρpωB1 q to
the finished blocks, along with wpωpredpB1q, ωB1 q if depthpB1q ą 1. This agrees with what happens
when we apply the operator ℓphn`1q˚ to Tn . . . T1ξ.

‚ Finally, suppose that Tn`1 “ mpSn`1q. Then n` 1 is an element of some unfinished block B1 of π1

such that B “ B1ztn ` 1u is also unfinished in π. Write B “ ti1, . . . , isu. The right-hand side of
(6.1) differs for π1 and π by the replacement of hBpωBq with

hB1 pωB1 q “ Sn`1pωB1 qSispωB1 q . . . Si2pωB1 qhi1pωB1 q “ Sn`1pωB1 qhBpωB1 q.

This agrees with the application of the operator mpSn`1q to Tn . . . T1ξ.

This completes the induction step and hence the proof. �

6.3. Fock space operators as limits of independent sums. Now we adapt Proposition 6.13 to the case
of a sum of a creation, annihilation, and multiplication operators that will model limit distributions arising
in applications of Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 6.14. Let a Hilbert space H with unit vector ξ be given, and let X P BpHq be self-adjoint. Let
H˝ “ H a Cξ, and write X in block form based on the decomposition H “ Cξ ‘ H˝ as

(6.2) X “

„
α h˚

h S


, where α P C, h P H˝, S P BpH˝q.

Fix a measure space pΩ, ρq and nonnegative w P L8pΩ ˆ Ωq, and let F “ FpΩ, ρ, w,H˝q be the associated
Fock space. Let A Ď Ω with finite measure. Then define Y P BpFq by

pX “ αnp1Aq ` ℓp1Ahq ` ℓp1Ahq˚ ` mp1ASq,

where we view 1Ah P L2pΩ, ρ;Hq and 1AS P L8pΩ, BpH˝q. Let µ and pµ be the spectral distributions of X

and pX respectively with respect to the appropriate state vectors. Then

mkppµq “
ÿ

πPNCk

κbool,πpµq

ż

Ak

ź

BPπ
depthpBqą1

wpωB , ωpredpBqq
ź

BPπ

dρpωBq.

Proof. To compute mkppµq “ xξ, pXkξyF , we expand pXk “ pαnp1Aq ` ℓp1Ahq ` ℓp1Ahq˚ ` mp1ASqqk by
multilinearity into the sum of xξ, Tk . . . T1ξyF , where Tj P tαnp1Aq, ℓp1Ahq, ℓp1Ahq˚,mp1ASqu. Then we
apply Proposition 6.13 to each term. Each sequence of creation, annihilation, and multiplication operators
such that kpjq ě 0 has an associated non-crossing partition as in Observation 6.12. If the partition has
unfinished blocks, then Tk . . . T1ξ is orthogonal to ξ in F and hence xξ, Tk . . . T1ξy vanishes. We are thus
left with the terms where the partition does not have any unfinsished blocks. In this case, similar to
Lemma 3.14, the partition π uniquely determines the sequences of creation, annihilation, and multiplication
operators by the rule that for singleton blocks Tj “ αnp1Aq, and for all other blocks, the leftmost element
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is the annihilation operator, the rightmost element is the creation operator, and the remaining terms are
mp1ASq. Therefore, we obtain

(6.3) xξ, pXkξyF “
ÿ

πPNCk

ż

Ωˆπ

ź

BPπ
depthpBqą1

wpωB , ωpredpBqq
ź

BPπ

rφBpωBq dρpωBqs,

where

φBpωq “

#
α1Apωq, |B| “ 1

1Apωqxh, S|B|´2hyH˝ , else.

By Lemma 3.8 and equation (6.2), we have φBpωq “ 1Apωqκbool,|B|pµq. Thus, (6.3) becomes

xξ, pXkξyF “
ÿ

πPNCk

ź

BPπ

κbool,|B|pµq

ż

Ωˆπ

ź

BPπ
depthpBqą1

wpωB , ωpredpBqq
ź

BPπ

dρpωBq,

which is the desired formula.o �

We now relate this back to the ideas of §5.1 by specializing to the case where pΩ, ρq is a probability space
and w “ 1E for some measurable E Ď Ω ˆ Ω.

Corollary 6.15. Consider the same setup as Proposition 6.14, and assume that pΩ, ρq is a probability

measure space, E Ď Ω ˆ Ω is measurable, and w “ 1E. Let pµ be the distribution of the operator pX in that
proposition. Then we have

(6.4) mkppµq “
ÿ

πPNCpkq

ρˆπpHompFpπq, pΩ, Eqqqκbool,πpµq.

Now as in Proposition 1.2, let Gn “ pVn, Enq be a finite digraph for each n P N; let pAn,vqvPVn
be a measurable

partition of Ω into sets of measure 1{|Vn|, and let Ẽn “
Ť

pv,wqPEn
An,v ˆAn,w; suppose that ρpẼn ∆ Eq Ñ 0.

If µn P PpRq such that µ
Z|Vn|
n Ñ µ, then ‘Gn

pµnq Ñ pµ.
Proof. In Proposition 6.14, we take A “ Ω, and note that

ź

BPπ
depthpBqą1

wpωpredpBq, ωBq “
ź

BPπ
depthpBqą1

1EpωpredpBq, ωBq “ 1HompFpπq,pΩ,Eqqpωq,

and hence ż

Ωk

ź

BPπ
depthpBqą1

wpωpredpBq, ωBq
ź

BPπ

dρpωBq “ ρˆπpHompFpπq, pΩ, Eqqq,

so that

mkppµq “
ÿ

πPNCpkq

ρˆπpHompFpπq, pΩ, Eqqqκbool,πpµq.

Now in the setting of Proposition 1.2, we have for rooted forests G1 that

βG1 “ lim
nÑ8

| HompG1, Gnq|

|Vn||V 1|
“ ρˆV 1

pHompG1, pΩ, Eqqq.

Now from Lemma 4.3, it follows that

‘Gn
pµZ1{|Vn|q Ñ pµ

since the kth moments converge. From §4.2, it is clear that if µ
‘|Vn||
n Ñ µ, then

lim
nÑ8

‘Gn
pµnq “ lim

nÑ8
‘Gn

pµ‘1{|Vn|q “ pµ. �

Example 6.16 (BM Fock space and Brownian motion). Fock spaces for BM independence associated to
symmetric cones have been studied in [11]. As in §5.2, let Π Ď Rd be a closed convex salient cone. Consider
the measure space Ω “ Π with ρ equal to the Lebesgue measure. For η P Π, let

pXη “ ℓp1r0,ηsq ` ℓp1r0,ηsq
˚.
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Then pXη is the BM Brownian motion. Note that if η1 ĺ η2, then ℓp1r0,η1sq ` ℓp1r0,η1sq
˚ and ℓp1rη1,η2sq `

ℓp1rη1,η2sq
˚ are monotone independent. Similarly, if two intervals are elementwise incomparable, then the

associated variables are boolean independent.

Example 6.17 (Multiregular digraphs). As in §5.4, we consider multiregular digraphs Gn “ pVn, Enq with
Vn “

Ům
j“1 Vn,j so that |tw P Vn,j : v ù wu| “ An,i,j for v P Vn,i. Assume again that

lim
nÑ8

|Vn,i|

|Vn|
“ ti, lim

nÑ8

An,i,j

|Vn|
“ ai,j ,

and recall by Proposition 5.11 that for a rooted tree G1,

lim
nÑ8

| HompG1, Gnq|

|Vn||V 1|
“

ÿ

ℓ:V 1Ñrms

tℓprq

ź

vPV 1ztru

aℓpv´q,ℓpvq “: βG1 .

These coefficients can be realized with a tuple pΩ, ρ, wq as follows. Let

Ω “ rms, ρ “
mÿ

i“1

tiδi, wpi, jq “
ai,j

tj
.

Then a direct computation shows that for a rooted tree G1 “ pV 1, E1q,
ż

ΩV 1

ź

vPV 1ztru

wpωv´ , ωvq dρˆV 1

pωq “
ÿ

ℓ:V 1Ñrms

tℓprq

ź

vPV 1ztru

aℓpv´q,ℓpvq.

Therefore, the construction in Proposition 6.14 with this choice of pΩ, ρ, wq will realize the moments of limit
distributions from Proposition 5.11.
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[7] Marek Bożejko and Janusz Wysoczański. New examples of convolutions and non-commutative central limit theorems. In
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