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ABSTRACT. Voiculescu’s notion of asymptotic free independence applies to a wide range of random
matrices, including those that are independent and unitarily invariant. In this work, we generalize
this notion by considering random matrices with a tensor product structure that are invariant
under the action of local unitary matrices. Assuming the existence of the tensor distribution limit
described by tuples of permutations, we show that an independent family of local unitary invariant
random matrices satisfies asymptotically a novel form of freeness, which we term tensor freeness. It
can be defined via the vanishing of mixed tensor free cumulants, allowing the joint tensor distribution
of tensor free elements to be described in terms of that of individual elements. We present several
applications of these results in the context of random matrices with a tensor product structure,
such as partial transpositions of (local) unitarily invariant random matrices and tensor embeddings
of random matrices. Furthermore, we propose a tensor free version of the central limit theorem,
which extends and recovers several previous results for tensor products of free variables.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Tensors [KB09, Lanl2] are fundamental mathematical objects that naturally generalize matri-
ces to higher-dimensional settings. Formally, a tensor can be represented as a multidimensional
array indexed by multiple indices, each taking values within a finite set. From a more abstract
perspective, tensors are simply elements of a tensor product space that correspond to multilinear
maps. Tensors are instrumental across various domains, including algebraic geometry [Lan12], rep-
resentation theory [FH91], combinatorics [Tao16], quantum physics [Ori14, HNQT 16, BFZ24], and
computer science [KCMR19], due to their versatility in representing complex multilinear relations
and structures. Their significance extends beyond pure mathematics; tensors play essential roles in
scientific applications, such as quantum entanglement in physics [JLN22, BF224] high-dimensional
data analysis [Liu21], machine learning [SDLF*17], and signal processing [CMDL"15], reflecting
their crucial role in modern pure and applied science.

Random tensors naturally extend the theory of random matrices, enriching the probabilistic
framework to accommodate higher-dimensional data structures and interactions. Random Matriz
Theory (RMT) [Meh04, AGZ10, BS10, Taol2, MS17] focuses on the study of matrices with ran-
dom entries, providing insights into the statistical properties of their eigenvalues and eigenvectors.
Originally developed to model the energy levels of complex quantum systems in nuclear physics,
RMT has since found applications across various disciplines, including number theory, statistical
mechanics, and wireless communications. Its ability to describe universal behaviors in large com-
plex systems makes it a powerful tool for understanding both the behavior of generic matrices and
complex phenomena where deterministic approaches are challenging.

Random matrix theory has been profoundly impacted by Free Probability Theory [VDN92, HP0O,
NS06, MS17], introduced by Voiculescu [Voi85], which offers powerful tools for analyzing asymptotic
behaviors of large-dimensional random matrices through concepts like free independence and free
cumulants. Free probability extends classical probability to non-commutative settings, particularly
focusing on the study of non-commutative random variables and non-commutative analogues of
cornerstone results in classical probability, such as the Central Limit Theorem (CLT).

In a similar fashion, random tensor theory aims to address asymptotic statistical properties and
independence notions for tensor ensembles, motivating the generalization of free probability con-
cepts to tensor frameworks. This tensorial perspective broadens the applicability of these ideas
to new classes of mathematical and physical problems, such as tensor PCA [MR14, PWB20] or
quantum information theory [CGGPG13, CLP 24, FLN24], where tensor ensembles and symme-
tries are more natural than their simpler matricial counterparts. Distributional symmetries, such
as unitary invariance (UI), are ubiquitous in random matrix theory. For random tensors, local
unitary invariance (LUI) corresponds to tensor models that are invariant under tensor products of
local unitary matrices; such symmetries are more natural in the tensor case, being also motivated
by various models related to quantum entanglement.

Recent advances in random tensor theory have significantly expanded the field. Kunisky, Moore,
and Wein [KMW24] introduced tensor cumulants to investigate statistical inference problems in
high-dimensional invariant distributions, providing explicit and nearly orthogonal bases for in-
variant polynomial analysis. Their work clarified computational phase transitions and hardness
thresholds within statistical inference tasks such as Tensor PCA. Bonnin and Bordenave [BB24]
established a systematic definition of freeness applicable to tensors of arbitrary orders, general-
izing the classical matrix-oriented definitions of freeness. They introduced corresponding tensor
free cumulants and proved asymptotic freeness results for basic tensor models, complemented by
Schwinger-Dyson equations specific to tensors. Collins, Gurau, and Lionni [CGL24] developed
concepts of tensorial free cumulants and tensor freeness specifically for locally unitary invariant
random tensors. Their work rigorously defined tensorial analogs of classical free cumulants and
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demonstrated the additive property of these cumulants for sums of independent random tensors,
establishing essential algebraic structures that underpin the theory.
The present paper contributes to this active research direction in several ways:

e On the conceptual level, we introduce and study in detail several generalizations of concepts
from free probability theory to the world of tensors, contributing to the development of

random tensor theory. We gather some of the main aspects in Table 1.

Free Probability Theory

Tensor Free Probability Theory

Reference

n.c. probability space
(A, )

r-partite tensor prob. sp.

(A7 2 ((Pg))

Definition 3.1

moments

or(x1,...,2p), ™ NC(p)

tensor moments

PalT1,. .5 7p), a € (Sp)"

Definition 3.1

free cumulants

S xp), ™€ NC(p)

f%ﬂ(l’l, ..

tensor free cumulants

Ka(T1,...,2p), a€ (Sp)"

Definition 4.1

free independence

Rp(oooyzyoo,y,...) =0

tensor free independence

) =0

Kairred, (-« Ty ..

Definition 5.1

asympt. freeness
of indep. UI rand. mat.

asympt. tensor freeness
of indep. LUI rand. mat.

UXU " X, ) —— {2} | { UsXily & X} ——{ o } | Theorem 7.2
N—oo D—oo
T T T T T
indep. free Ug = ®;_,Us indep. tensor free
free CLT tensor free CLT
centered, free variables centered, tensor free variables
\ 1
r1 4+ _1/2 X1+ -+ IN  Nooo 1/9 Theorem 9.2
\/N N—oo Ko (l‘) S \/N Z Haz/ ([L‘) Sa

" ae(S2)m\{idz} 4

tensor free r.v.

semicircular r.v.

TABLE 1. Main conceptual contributions to tensor free probability theory and their
counterparts in free probability theory.

e On the applicative level, we apply the results obtained to study the asymptotic behavior
of families of random matrices having various distributional symmetries and independence
structures. The common feature of these random matrix models is that the corresponding
linear operators act on r-partite tensor products of vector spaces. We prove that, under
various hypotheses:

— Independent and unitarily invariant families are asymptotically tensor free (Corol-
lary 6.4). Similar results hold for orthogonally invariant random matrices (Corol-
lary 6.7).

— Independent and local unitarily invariant families are asymptotically tensor free (The-
orem 7.2). Similar results hold for orthogonally invariant random matrices (Theo-
rem 7.6).
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— Partial transpositions of unitarily invariant random matrices are asymptotically tensor
free (Theorem 8.6). Similar results hold for independent families (Theorem 8.8) and
orthogonally invariant random matrices (Theorem 8.11).

— Tensor embeddings of a bipartite unitarily invariant random matrix are asymptotically
tensor free (Theorem 8.13).

— Tensor freely independent, identically distributed elements satisfy a tensor free central
limit theorem (Theorem 9.2). In the bipartite case, we obtain the distribution of the
central limit (Theorem 9.6).

Our work considers exclusively matrices acting on a tensor product vector space, whereas the
recent articles [KMW24, BB24, CGL24] deal with tensors of arbitrary rank. This focus allows us to
follow closely Speicher’s combinatorial formulation of Voiculescu’s free probability theory, providing
us with the tools to investigate relevant problems in random matrix theory related to multi-matrix
models and their partial transpositions, as well as tensor generalizations of cornerstone results in
non-commutative probability theory such as the tensor free central limit theorem.

Importantly, the notion of tensor distribution is richer than the usual notion of distribution
from non-commutative probability theory, since it encapsulates a larger class of trace invariants.
This means that the associated notion of freeness, tensor freeness, is different than Voiculescu’s
free independence. Although tensor freeness corresponds to the usual notion of freeness in the
matrix case (r = 1), we show in Example 5.3 that already for r» = 2, there are examples of tensor
freely independent elements that are not free in the usual sense. In the case of multipartite random
matrices having (global) unitary invariance, the two notions are equivalent asymptotically, see
Theorem 6.3 and Theorem 6.6 for the orthogonal case. Let us also mention that in the case of
tensor embeddings of bipartite random matrices, tensor free independence captures more general
situations (Theorem 8.13) than Voiculescu’s freeness (Corollary 8.14).

Having established that tensor distributions and tensor free independence capture more general
situations than the usual notions of non-commutative distributions and free independence, we
would like to point out the newly introduced concepts allow us, in some cases, to obtain results
about free (asymptotic) independence. This is the case, for example, in Theorem 8.8 (part (2)),
Theorem 8.11, and Corollary 8.14. These results are either new or generalize previously known
facts about the asymptotic freeness of certain classes of random matrices. Their proofs depend
crucially on the newly introduced concept of tensor free independence, which provides a unified
combinatorial framework capable of analyzing the asymptotic behavior of various random matrix
models with tensor structures.

We present below two of the main results of this work that we also touched upon in Table 1.

First, let us state in more detail our main result regarding the asymptotic tensor freeness of
independent families of random (local) unitarily invariant families of random matrices.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 8.8, Asymptotic tensor freeness of (local) unitary invariant random ma-

trices). Let X](\}), e ,X](\{“) be independent families of N™ x N™ random matrices, and let us identify
Mp+(C) = My (C)®".

(1) If each X](\? is local unitary invariant, has tensor factorization property Eq. (28), and con-
verges in tensor distribution, then the L families of all partial transposes

<{(t1 & ®tr)(XJ(\?) hry e € {idN’T}})iE[L]

are asymptotically tensor free as N — oo, where T : My(C) — Mny(C) is the transpose
map.
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(2) If each X](\? is unitary invariant, has the factorization property Eq. (14), and converges

in distribution, then all the 2" L random matrices ((h R tr)(Xj(é)))
i€[L), t1,....tr€{idn, T}

are both asymptotically free and asymptotically tensor free as N — oo.

This result actually follows from a combination of two special cases. First, when partial trans-
position is not considered, we recover the tensor free independence between L independent, LUI
matrices X](\}), .. ,X](\,L) (Theorem 7.2). Second, in the case L = 1 and Xy = X](\}), the existence
of tensor distribution limit of X automatically guarantees the existence of joint limit distribution
of the family {(t1 ® --- ® t,)(Xn) : t1,...,¢t € {idy, T}}, under the assumption of local unitary
invariance, and further implies (tensor) freeness between them when Xy is globally UI (Theo-
rem 8.6). In particular, this recovers and generalizes the previous findings from [MP24, PY24].
Additionally, we establish analogous results for (local) orthogonal invariant random matrices; we
refer to Theorems 6.6, 7.6 and 8.11,

Secondly, we present our main results regarding the tensor free central limit theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorems 9.2 and 9.6, Central limit theorems for tensor free elements). Let {z;}7°,
be a family of identically tensor distributed, and tensor free elements in an r-partite algebraic tensor
probability space (A, ¢, (¢a)). Furthermore, suppose kq(x1) > 0 for all a € (S2)" \ {ida}. Then we

have
. - N
2 B +j]i Plan) — Z \/Ka(T1) S in tensor distribution as N — oo,
N ae(S2)m\{ids}

where (SQ)QG(SQ)T\{idQ} are tensor free family of semicircular elements.
In the bipartite case (r = 2), the limiting random variable above has (usual) distribution

(D\/"WQ,idg(xl) [MSC] «D HWQ,idQ(wl) [MSC]) & D\/ Kyg,v2 (x1) [MSC]’

where x denotes the classical convolution, B denotes the (additive) free convolution, psc is the
standard semicircular distribution, and D denotes the dilation operator.

In the framework of tensor free probability, the central limit is characterized not by a single
universal element but by a linear combination of 2" —1 semicircular elements (S4)ae(s,)m\ fids}> With
coefficients determined by the tensor free cumulants of order 2 of the variables z;. Actually, the
family (s) can always be constructed as the limit of tensor GUE models and turns out to be e-free
[CC21, CGVvH24] for some choice of an adjacency matrix €; see Remark 9.3 for details. Moreover,
our result for the bipartite case recovers and extends the previous results on tensor products of free
variables [LOSY24b, Sko24], as discussed in Section 9.1.

Note that our results are restricted to first-order behavior. In particular, the assumptions we
require for tensor freeness in this paper are minimal in some sense. The study of higher-order limits
[CMSS07, CGL24] and strong convergence is postponed for future work.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 reviews preliminary concepts including permuta-
tions, partitions, free cumulants, Weingarten calculus, and distributional symmetries of random
matrices. Section 3 introduces the algebraic framework of r-partite tensor probability spaces based
on tensor trace invariants and defines convergence in tensor distribution. Section 4 defines tensor
free cumulants as a generalization of free cumulants using moment-cumulant formulas involving per-
mutation tuples. Section 5 introduces the central concept of tensor free independence, characterized
by vanishing mixed tensor free cumulants, and examines its fundamental properties. Section 6 is
dedicated to the study of globally invariant random matrices from a tensor free probability per-
spective. In Section 7 we present a key result showing that independent, locally invariant random
matrices that converge in tensor distribution are asymptotically tensor free and discuss further as-
ymptotic properties of LUI random matrices. In Section 8 we consider models of non-independent
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matrices, proving asymptotic tensor freeness for partial transposes (Theorem 8.8) and tensor em-
beddings (Theorem 8.13) of certain random matrices. Finally, Section 9 develops a tensor free
central limit theorem (Theorem 9.2), demonstrating convergence towards a combination of tensor
free semicircular elements.

2. BACKGROUND ON RANDOM MATRIX THEORY AND FREE PROBABILITY

In this section, we provide several preliminary notions and results from combinatorics, random
matrix theory, and free probability. We also introduce notation used throughout the paper.

2.1. Permutations and partitions. Throughout this paper, we denote by S(A) the symmetric
group acting on a finite set A and by S, := S([p]) the symmetric group of order p, where [p] :=
{1,2,...,p}. For 0 € S),, we use #0 to denote the number of disjoint cycles in o and |o| to denote
the length of o, that is, the minimum number of transpositions whose product equals 0. Both #o
and |o| depend only on the conjugacy class of o, and they satisfy the relation #o + |o| = p. The
notation | - | is used in this paper exclusively to denote the length of permutations and not for
cardinality of sets; we use Card(-) for the latter. For these basic statistics on Sy, we refer the reader
to [NS06, Lecture 23]. Moreover, we use the notation

Ypi=(12---p) €Sy
for the full cycle permutation and we shall denote by Cycles(o) the set of cycles of the permutation
o (including singletons).

The length function |-| induces the metric on S, d(«, 8) := |a~! 3|, from the fact that it satisfies
the triangle inequality |a|+|3] > |af| for all «, B € S, and |o| = 0 if and only if o = id,, (where id,,
denotes the identity permutation), see [NS06, Proposition 23.9]. Let us define the following partial
order relation on Sp: o < 3 if they satisfy the equality

d(idy, @) + d(a, B) = d(idy, 8) <= |a| + o8] = 8], (1)
i.e. the path id, - o — f is a geodesic. Then it is straightforward to check that (S,,<) is a
partially ordered set. For o € S, let us denote by Syc(o) the set of permutations « such that
a<o.

Let P(A) the set of all partitions of the finite set A. If A is totally ordered, we denote by
NC(A) the set of non-crossing partitions of A, that is partitions 7 for which there do not exist
i <j<k<Il€ Asuchthat i k and j & [; we refer the reader to [NS06, Lectures 9 and 10]
for the combinatorics of non-crossing partitions. Furthermore, P2(A) denotes the set of all pair
partitions (or pairings) of A, i.e. partitions 7 all whose blocks are of size 2. As before, we simply
denote by P(p), NC(p), and P2(p) when A = [p]. We again denote by < the reversed refinement
order for partitions, i.e. 7 < 7 if each block of 7 is completely contained in one of the blocks of .
Note that (P(p), <) is a lattice: for all two partitions m, p € P(p), there exists

(1) the join 7V p € P(p) which is a minimum partition satisfying 7V p > 7 and 7V p > p,

(2) the meet m A p € P(p) which is a maximum partition satisfying 7 A p < 7 and 7 A p < p.
The poset (NC(p),<) is also a lattice [NS06, Proposition 9.17], and both sets P(p) and NC(p)
share the same minimum partition 0, = {{1},...,{p}} and maximum partition 1, = {{1,...,p}}.
On the other hand, the two join operations Vp on P(p) and Vo on NC(p) are distinct in general:
if we take two non-crossing partitions m = {{1,3},{2},{4}},p = {{2,4},{1},{3}} in NC(4), then
mVp p=1{{1,3},{2,4}} while 7 V¢ p = 14. However, we always have Ap = Ayc.

The set Syc(o) can be completely described through the comparison with the non-crossing
partitions. To this end, let IT : S(A) — P(A) be the natural projection map by identifying each
cycle of o € S(A) as a block of II(0), by discarding the order of its elements. Furthermore, let us
denote the disjoint product of permutations o; € S(A4;) by |_|1]f”:1 o, €8 (|_|f”:1 A;), and analogously
the disjoint concatenation |_|f~€:1 ™ € 75’(|_|f:1 A;) of partitions m; € P(A;). For example, we can
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write the cycle decomposition of o € S, as 0 = | |, ¢; when each ¢; is a full cycle on a set A; and
[p] = L; Ai-

The following facts are well-known in combinatorics. We refer to [Bia97, NS06, MS17] for the
proof.

Proposition 2.1. For the full cycle v, = (12 --- p) € Sp, the map II : S, — P(p) induces the
natural order isomorphism between (Snc(vp), <) and (NC(p), <). Specifically,

(1) o € Snc(7p) if and only if II(ar) € NC(p) and every cycle of o can be written in the form
(J1g2 - Ji) for 1 < ja <+ ju
(2) For o, p € Snc(vp), o < B if and only if I(a) < II(5).

Proposition 2.2. Let 0 € S, and 0 = |_|f:1 ¢; be the cycle decomposition of o. Then Syc(o) =
Snc(er) x -+ x Sye(ek), in the sense that o € Syco(o) if and only if we can write o = |_|f:1 Q;
for some a; € Syc(¢;) for each i. In particular, < induces a lattice structure on Syc (o) for every
permutation o.

Furthermore, elements in Syc(o) are completely determined by their associated partitions: if
a,a’ € Syo(o) and (a) = 1I(d), then o = /.

As an example, for a permutation o = (17 3)(256 4) € S7, we have
(13)(24)(56) <o and (264) <o,
(23) Lo, (26)(45) £o,and (246) £ o;

the last three relations fail, respectively, because: 2 and 3 do not belong to the same cycle of o,
the cycles (26) and (45) are crossing in o, and the cycle (246) is ordered differently in o.

Thanks to the lattice structure on Syc(o), the join and meet operations on Syc(o) is well-
defined. We remark that the meet operation A is independent of the choice of o: if a, f € Syc(o)N
Snc(o’), then a Nsyo(o) B = & Agyo(ory B However, join operation V may depend on o: if
a,B,0,0" € S5 are

a=(12)(345), B=(23), 0 =75 o =(12534),
then a, 8 € Syc(0) N Sne(a’), but a Vg, (o) B =0 while a Vg, () B =0".

In this paper, we shall often consider tuples of permutations and partitions in many kinds of
computations. We shall use underlined symbols to denote such tuples of objects. For example, we
usually denote permutations and partitions by Greek letters, e.g. a, 5,0,7 € S, and m, 7 € P(p); an
r-tuple of permutations and partitions will be denoted thus by a € Sy and & € P(p)", etc. In other
words, a = (a1,a9,...,a.) and © = (71, ..., 7). Furthermore, we naturally extend the operations
on tuples of permutations or partitions in a component-wise manner: for instance,

0T :=(01T1y...,00Ty), o= (01_1, . ,O'r_l), aof = (ao1f,...,a0.0)

avr i =(mVnrl,...,mVm), mAx =(mAT,..., 7 AT)
aVp:=(mVp,...,mNVp), wAp:=(mT1Ap,...,7 Ap),

foro,7 € S}, a,8 €Sy, m, 7' € P(p)", and p € P(p). Since most of our work is about generalizing
Voiculescu’s free probability theory (and especially Speicher’s combinatorial approach to it) to the
r-tensor setting, this notation will be very useful in our work. Most of the combinatorial machinery
of free probability theory (moments, cumulants, non-crossing partitions, etc) will be generalized to
the r-tensor setting by replacing the objects in the free case by r-tuples of objects in the tensor

free case.

Definition 2.3. For positive integers r,p, we endow the set (S,)" of r-tuples of permutations of p
elements with a partial order, as follows: for a, 8 € (Sp)",

QSQ if Vs € [T], ’O‘s|+|a;165| :‘Bs|‘
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In other words, a < Bifforall s = 1,2,...,r, the permutation cs lies on the geodesic id, — as — Ss
between the identity permutation id, and the permutation f,. We also write a € Syc(f).

With this definition, the poset ((Sp)’“, < ) is the r-times direct product (see [NS06, Definition
9.27]) of the poset (Sy,,<). Using the characterization of geodesics in S, from Propositions 2.1
and 2.2, we can describe the partial order on (S,)" even more explicitly: o < 3 if the following
conditions hold for all s € [p]:

e every cycle of oy is contained inside some cycle of 5 (as sets)
e the cycles of a; induce non-crossing partitions on the cycles of
e the cycles of g have the same cyclic order as the cycles of 35 they belong to.

Note that the poset ((Sp)T, < ) is not a lattice for » > 1 and p > 3. For example, in S3 the two
full cycles (123) and (132) do not admit a common larger element: o > (123) = o = (123) and
similarly for (132). The same two full cycles do not admit a largest common smaller element: the
three transpositions (12)(3), (13)(2), and (1)(23) are all common smaller elements, and maximal
with respect to <. This is in contrast with the case of the poset of non-crossing partitions, which
is a lattice. In a similar vein, for all permutations o € S,, the poset Syc(a) is a lattice, see
Proposition 2.1.

Let us further collect several properties of pairings discussed in [MP13, MP19]; these properties
will be particularly useful in the study of transpositions of random matrix models and, more
generally, in the study of random matrix models with orthogonal invariance. First, we denote by
Pa(£p) the set of pairings on the set [£p] := [p]U[—p], where [-p] := {—1,—-2,..., —p}. Throughout
this paper, we will fix the pairing ¢ := (1, —1)(2,—2)--- (p, —p) € P2(£p) and consider two natural
embeddings

(1) Pa(xp) < Sip = S([£p]), m+— 7 (identifying each pair as a transposition),

(2) Sp = S1p, arma:=alid_y.
Following these identifications, one can consider two other embeddings

(1) S, = Polp), @ ada = (a(1),~1) - (alp), ~p),

(2) Sp = Sip, arradatd=all(dad),
as in [MP19, CGL24]. Here the multiplications above are well-defined in Sy,. One can greatly
benefit from these identifications when we deal with the join operation between two pairings, as
shown in the lemmas below.

Lemma 2.4 ([MP13, Lemma 2]). Let 7, p € Pa(£p) be pairings and ¢ = (i1 ia --- in) a cycle of
7p € Syp. Let ji = p(ir). Then (jn jn—1 -+ j1) = pc tp is also a cycle of wp, these two cycles are
distinct, and {i1, j1,72,72, - -, in,Jn} 1S a block of mV p € P(£p). In particular:

2 #wvp) = #(wp)
—_———
number of blocks of  number of cycles of
the partition wV p the permutation mp

Lemma 2.5 ([MP19, Section 5]). The map o + ada™! is a bijection from S, onto P3(£p), the
set of pairings m such that w(k) € [—p| for all k € [p] (or equivalently, wd leaves [p] invariant:
75([p]) = 7([~p]) C [p]). Furthermore, = € PS(£p) — 7r(5}[p} € Sp is the inverse map.

Recall from the definition of disjoint product that | [{_, S({k, —k}) is the set of permutations
e € Sip such that e(k) € {£k} for each k € [p]. In particular, 6 € | [P_; S({k, —k}), every element
e € | F_; S({k, —k}) satisfies €2 = id4,, and all such ¢ commute with each other.

Lemma 2.6. (1) For every m € Pa(£p), one can write 7 = eodo ™ e or equivalently,
76 = (coe)d(coe) ™6 = eado e,

for some o € S, and e € | [{_, S{k,—k}) C S+p. Moreover, we have |7é| = 2|o].
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(2) For m € Pa(+p) and o € Sy, we have m§ € Syc(ada™6) if and only if there exists
o € Syc(a) such that m = ado~'. Moreover, the corresponding o is uniquely determined.
(8) For m,p € Pa(Ep), we have pd € Syc(nd) if and only if there exists o,7 € S, and € €
b _1 S({k,—k}) such that T € Snc(o) and

T =cobo te, p=ecriT le.

Proof. (1) According to Lemma 2.4, the cycle decomposition of 74 is of the form 76 = ¢ic] - - - ¢,
where the cycle ¢y = (i1 -+ i,) induces another cycle ¢, = (=i, -+ — 1) = dc, . Since all the
cycles ci,...,¢, ¢, ..., ¢, commute, we can write
o = (Cl te 61)5(01 ce Cl)_l(s.
Note that the permutation c; - - - ¢; stabilizes a set I, (i.e., (c1---¢)|, =idy,) having cardinality p
p

and I, Ll (—1I,) = [£p] since ¢;, and ¢}, are disjoint cycles acting on the same set up to opposite signs.
Therefore, we can find a permutation € € | [i_, S({k, —k}) such that o = e(c; - - - ¢;)e stabilizes the

set e(Ip) = [—p)], i.e., 0 € Sp. Since € commutes with ¢, we have
70 = (e0e)d(coe) 16 = eodo e,
Moreover, we have |70| = |0do 15| = |o| + [00715| = 2|o| since o and §o~1§ have disjoint cycle

decompositions (after ignoring all singletons).

(2) Since ada~16 = a U (ad) ™! leaves [p] invariant, Proposition 2.2 implies that 74 also leaves
[p] invariant. Therefore, Lemma 2.5 implies that there exists unique o € S, such that = = gdo 1.
Furthermore, o € Syc(«) again by Proposition 2.2.

(3) Let us write m = eado~'e as in (1). Then the condition pé € Sy (7d) is equivalent to

1p8| + |(pd) Y eado1ed)| = |eodo T ed| <= |epde| + |(epde) " oboT16)| = |odo 16|
> (epe)d € Snc(odo™16),
since € and ¢ commute. Therefore, the conclusion follows from (2). O

We present in Fig. 1 the decomposition of the pairing 7 = (12)(—23)(—34)(—1 — 4) according
to the result above:

(12)(—23)(—34) (=1 —4) = (—=11)-(1234)-5- (1234)~" - (—11).

— —
1 2 3 4 1 1 2 3 4 1
U ¥ N y
s = | X \ \ X
{ I : ™~ !
—1 —2 -3 —4 —1 —1 —2 -3 —4 —1

FIGURE 1. Factoring of 7 = (12)(—=23)(=34)(—1 —4) as 7 = eodo 'e, with ¢ =
(=11) and 000" =[], (=i 0(i)).

2.2. Moments and free cumulants associated to permutations. Let us recall basic notions
from Free Probability Theory; the reader can consult the reference texts [VDN92, NS06, MS17] for
further information. A non-commutative probability space (A, ) consists of a unital algebra A over
C and a unital linear functional ¢ : A — C (called an expectation or a state). For our purposes,
we always assume that ¢ is tracial, i.e. p(ab) = ¢(ba) for all a,b € A. Elements in A are called
non-commutative random variables. The distribution of a family W C A is the data of (joint)

moments (o(P(W))) p» Where P runs over all non-commutative complex polynomials on finitely
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many variables, evaluated on entries from W. Using linearity, the state ¢ is completely determined
by moments of monomials

o(x1---xp); p>1, ,x1,...,2p € A

For a set I, unital subalgebras (A;);cr of A are called freely independent (or free) if every alternating
product of centered elements is centered, i.e.,

z; € Ayy), p(zi) = 0fori € [pl and f(i) # f(i+ 1) fori=1,....,p—1 = @(x1--2) = 0.

Furthermore, subsets (W;);er are called free if the unital algebras generated by each W; are free.
The definition of freeness provides a universal rule to compute the joint distribution of |J;c; A;
(resp. U;e; Wi) in terms of marginal distributions of A; (resp. W;) ([NS06, Lecture 5]).

We sometimes consider the case where A has an involution x : A — A, a — a*, which
is conjugate-linear and (ab)* = b*a* for a,b € A. We call (A, ) a x-probability space if it is
non-commutative probability space with an involution and ¢(a*a) > 0 for all a € A. Then the
x-distribution of W C A is defined as the distribution of W U W* and the x-free independence
between Wi, ..., Wy, is defined as the freeness between Wi UWY, ..., W U Wj. However, for full
generality, non-commutative probability spaces in this paper have the minimal structure and may
not necessarily have an involution unless otherwise specified.

The notion of free cumulants, introduced by Speicher [Spe94], provides a useful tool when we deal
with free independence. For each p > 1 and permutation o € S}, we first associate a multilinear
functional ¢, : AP — C defined by

@J(xla"'vxp): H 90(‘7:11'7;171) (2)

ceCycles(o)
c=(i1 i3 -+ in)

For example, we have

©(13)(624)(5) (%15 - - -, T6) = (x123)p(w6T2ma)P(5), Py, (X1, .., 2p) = (1~ Tp).
This notation mimics the one when the algebra A is a matrix algebra, and the functional ¢ is the
trace; see e.g. Eq. (13).
Then for o € S),, we define the free cumulants ks : AP — C as multilinear functionals satisfying
the so-called free moment-cumulant relation

Yolx1,...,2p) = Z Re(x1,...,2p), 0€Sp, T1,...,0p € A (3)

TESNC (o)

From the Mobius inversion formula over each lattice Syc (o), one can invert the above relation and
write the formula of £, in terms of ¢, ’s:

Ro(x1,...,2p) = Z or(T1,...,2p) Méb(rto), o€ Sp, T1,...,xp €A, (4)
TE€SNC (o)
where the Mobius function Mob : S, — C is defined by
Méb(o):= [ (-1 Caty
ceCycles(o)
with the Catalan numbers Cat,, := n%rl(zn") (recall that the length |c| of a cycle ¢ equals the

cardinality of ¢ minus 1). In particular, this shows that the implicit definition of free cumulant
Ry from Eq. (3) does not depend on the permutation ¢ > 7. Finally, we denote by ¢,(x) :=
ooz, z,...,2) and Ry(z) := Ry(x,z,...,x) for simplicity. Let us recall the multiplicativity of
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( a)ael_lp>1sp and (/%J)UeupNSp [NS06, Lecture 11]: for o € Sp, B € Sy, and z1,...,Zp,Y1,...,Yq €
A, - -

Soauﬁ(xlv sy Tpy Y1, - - )yq) = (pa(‘rla e 5:’["}7)806(3/17 e )yq)v

Raup(@1, - Tps Y1y -+, Yq) = Ral(T1, -, 2p)Ra (Y1, - -5 Yq)-

The free cumulants are the free analogs of classical cumulants k, : (L~ (P))? — C, where
L= (P) = (,2; LP(Q, F,P) is the set of (complex-valued) random variables with respect to a
probability space (€2, F,P) having finite moments of all orders (see [NS06, Examples 1.4.(1) and
Definition 11.28]). The classical moment-cumulant relations correspond to

Er(X1, o, Xp) =Y kp(X1,..., Xp),

p<m

k(X1 Xp) = > Ep(Xy,..., X,) Mobp(p, ),
p<m

for 7 € P(p), where Ex(X1,...,Xp) =[] genr E{HjeB X]} and M&bp denotes the Mébius function
associated from the lattice (P(p), <) (we refer to [NS06, Exercise 10.31-33]).

Let us simply write /, := A,,. One can also use the notations &, and ¢, for a non-crossing
partitions m € NC(p), via the identification Snc(7yp) = NC(p) in Proposition 2.1. In this case, we

have
Fr(Z1,...,Tp H Fcard(B)(Tj)jeB)s @1, - ap) = H @(H]EB 1’]‘)7

Bern Ber

where the product I:[ is taken in increasing order of the indices j € B. Furthermore, the free
moment-cumulant relation becomes

Or(T1,...,2p) = Z Rp(Z1,...,2p), me NC(p).
pENC(p)
p<m
While these notations based on non-crossing partitions are more standard in the literature, our
notation using permutations will become more natural when we consider the tensor versions of
moments and free cumulants later.
One of the most important properties of free cumulants is that the free independence is char-

acterized by the vanishing of mixed free cumulants. For details, we refer to [Spe94] and [NS06,
Theorem 11.16 and 11.20].

Theorem 2.7. Subsets Wi, ..., Wy in a non-commutative probability space (A, ) are freely inde-
pendent if and only if every mixed free cumulant vanishes, i.e., for every p > 2,

Rp(z1,...,2p) = 0 whenever x; € Ag(jy and f(l) # f(k) for some I,k € [p].

Theorem 2.7, combined with the moment-free cumulant relations in Eq. (3), provides another
characterization of freeness via the joint distribution of free elements, which is particularly useful
for obtaining the asymptotic freeness of random matrices. For a set I and a function f : [p] — I,
we introduce a partition ker f € P(p) which consists of the inverse images of f:

ker f:={f7'(7) : i € f([p))}- ()

That is, [, k € [p] are in the same block of ker f if and only if f(I) = f(k). For example, if I = [3] and
f:[p] = Iis given by f(1) = f(3) = f(4) =1 and f(2) = f(5) = 3, then ker f = {{1,3,4},{2,5}}.
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Corollary 2.8. Subsets Wy, ..., Wy, C (A, ) are freely independent if and only if for every function
folpl = [L] and zj € Wy(;),

oz xp) = Z H Fr(T1,...,@p) = Z H Rl o1y (T jep=1(0))- (6)

TeNC(p),icf([p]) TENC(p), i€ f([p])
w<ker f n<ker f

2.3. Unitary and orthogonal Weingarten calculus. As the main technical tool, we introduce
the (graphical) Weingarten calculus [Col03, CS06, CN10, CMN22] which is frequently applied to
compute many kinds of integrals involving Haar random unitary or orthogonal matrices.

Definition 2.9. Let p,d be positive integers.

(1) For o € Sp, the unitary Weingarten function nglU) (o) is the coefficient of the (pseudo)
inverse of the function o + d#? under the convolution in the group algebra C[S,]. In other
words, for the element ® := 3" o d#° o € C[Sp], we have

-1 _ Z nglU)

o€Sp

(2) For m,p € Pa(£p), the orthogonal Weingarten function Wg&o)(ﬂ,p) is the (7, p)-matrix
component of the (pseudo) inverse of the linear transformation W : C[Pz(£p)] — C[P2(£p)]
defined by W := > p (1) d#(™P)E, ,. Here we consider C[Pa(£p)] as a vector space
with an orthonormal basis {er : 7 € Pa(Ep)}, and {Ex ,}r pep,(+p) denotes the family of

matrix units. In other words, Wer = cp 1) d#PVme, and

_ o
v = S Wl (m p)En,.
m,pEP2(Lp)

It is shown [CS()()} that if d > p, then ® and U are invertible, so the Weingarten functions Wg(U)
and Wg((i ) are uniquely defined. Since we are mainly interested in the asymptotic limit d — oo, we

only consider the case d > p in this paper. Then ngU) (o) and nglo) (m, p) are rational functions
of d that depend only on the conjugacy class of the permutations o € S, and mp € S, respectively.
Furthermore, these two functions share similar asymptotics

W' (o) = Mob(0)d =2+ #() (1 + 0(d2)), "
Wal(r,p) = Mb(r v p)d—2#*#(79) (1 4 O(a ™). ®

Here we define M&b(m V p) := Mob(ey -+ ¢p) = Hi:l Cat|,|, where mp € Sy, has the cycle decom-
position

T = 010’1 "‘CZC;
and |¢;| = |¢i| for each ¢ = 1,...,l, as in Lemma 2.4. Note that Méb(w V p) is well-defined since

the Mdbius function depends only on the conjugacy class of its permutation input. For example, if
7 =060~ and p = 767! for some permutations o, 7 € Sp, then

Méh(m V p) = Méb(r 7o) 9)

since 7p is in the same conjugacy class with 7~ oo =176 = (r71o) U (7o)~ 16.
The functions Wg((iU) and Wg((io) are related to integrals with respect to the Haar measure on
the unitary group Uy and (real) orthogonal group Oy, respectively, as in the result below.

Theorem 2.10 ([Col03, CSOG]). Let p, d be positive integers.
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(1) For tuples of indices i = (i1,...,ip), i' = (iY,...,iy), 5= (G1,---»Jp), ' = (G1,---dp) in
[d]P and for a d x d Haar unitary matriz U = (Uj),

— — U _
/u Ui1j1 s Uipiji’lji t Ui’p,j; dU = Z 51",1‘00' 6]",107' ngl )(T 10_)' (10)
d

0,TESY -

Here we identify each tuple as a function, e.g., i : [p] — [d] with i(k) = if.
(2) For tuples of indices it = (i1,i_1,...,ip,i—p), 5= = (1,51, Jp, J—p) in [d]*P and for a
d x d Haar orthogonal matriz O = (Oyj),

O
/ 0iniiOyjoy 043, 0i_pj 0 = 3" G g by swo, Wel) (. ). (11)
Oa m,pEP2(+p)

Here we identify the two tuples as functions i, j* : [+£p] — [d].

We shall mainly use the graphical formulation of these formulae, introduced in [CN10]; we refer
the reader to the review article [CN15] for a pedagogical presentation of the unitary graphical
Weingarten formula. The graphical notation for tensors is due to [Pen71], see also [BC17] or
[Tay24] for modern presentations.

We can slightly modify all the argument for unitary integration to obtain graphical represen-
tation for orthogonal Weingarten calculus which greatly simplifies many computations involving
integrations over orthogonal matrices. A removal r € Po(=£p)? describes a method for pairing the
decorations of O boxes in a given diagram D. Suppose D contains exactly 2p boxes associated with
the same Haar orthogonal matrix O, labeled as 1, ..., +p. Each O box is decorated with white and
black markings corresponding to its output and input, respectively. A removal r = (7, p) € P2(%p)?
then transforms D into a new diagram Df«o) = DST%) through the following steps: first, erase all O
boxes while preserving the attached decorations. Then, use 7 to pair the (inner parts of the) white
decorations from the erased k-th O box with those from the erased w(k)-th O box. Similarly, p
connects the black decorations in the same manner.

We restate below Theorem 2.10 in the graphical language.

Theorem 2.11. Let D be a tensor diagram containing p boxes corresponding to Haar-distributed
random unitary matrices U € Uy and also p bozes corresponding to U. Then:

EufD]= Y. DY Wel(r o),

r=(0,7)ES2

where o (resp. T) contributes the connection of output (resp. input) nodes between k-th U box and
o(k)-th (resp. T(k)-th) U boz for each k € [p].

In a similar manner, let D be a tensor diagram containing 2p boxes corresponding to Haar-
distributed random orthogonal matrices O € O4. Then:

EoDl= Y., DOWg(x,p).
r=(m,p)€P2(£p)?

Let us illustrate the result above by a simple example, which is relevant to the setting of this
work. We shall consider both the unitary and the orthogonal case, in order to emphasize the
differences between them.

Let X € M4(C) ® M4(C) be a bipartite matrix. We are interested in computing the average

E(U@U)X({UeU) | =E[(UaU)X(UoU)'] € My(C)® My(C)

where U is a Haar-distributed random unitary, respectively orthogonal, matrix. We depict the
diagram D corresponding to this computation in Fig. 2.

Let us start with the wnitary case. The (graphical) unitary Weingarten formula from Theo-
rem 2.11 expands the expectation as a sum over a pair 0,7 € S = {id, (12)}. The four terms are
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U U~

U U-

FIGURE 2. Diagram for the matrix product (U ® U)X (U @ U)*.

of the form D((,I,JT) nglU) (0,7), where D((,[,]T) is the diagram D from Fig. 2 after the removal opera-

tion for the permutations o, 7, and Wg((iU) (0,7) is the corresponding unitary Weingarten function.

Note that the permutation o corresponds to the resulting operator, while the permutation 7 is
responsible for the scalar coefficient (involving the matrix X) in front of it.

T=1id ™= (12)
o =id X = 4><> T

=) | L=
0 ;

< >
o=(12) X ¥ c= <X> S

(=)

Gathering the four contributions, we obtain:

dTr(FyX)—Tr X
d(d?>—1)

Fd7

where Fd = Z;{jzl EZ‘]‘ ® Ejz‘.

Let us consider now the orthogonal case: the matrix U is sampled from the Haar measure on the
orthogonal group Oy. In this case, the graphical orthogonal Weingarten formula from Theorem 2.11
expands the expectation as a sum over two pairings 7, p € P2(£2). Note that the set Pa(£2) has
three elements, so the total sum has 9 terms. The extra terms come from the possible pairing of a
U box with the other U box, which was impossible in the unitary case. Importantly, we label the
two orthogonal U boxes on the left of X by, respectively U+ and U(+2)| and those on the right
of the X box by, respectively, U~ and U(—2) (see Fig. 2); this labeling will allow us to explicitly
describe how the pairings m and p from the orthogonal Weingarten calculus act on the diagram.
We present in Fig. 3 two such terms.
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<1 7 L.
el iy

F1GURE 3. Two removal diagrams obtained from Fig. 2, using different pairings
m,p. On the left panel, we have (m,p) = ((12)(—=1 —2),(1 —2)(—12)). On the
right panel, we have (m,p) = ((1 —1)(2 —2),(12)(—1 — 2)).

Gathering all the contributions, we have:
(d+1)Tr X — Tr(FyX) — Tr(dwg X)
d(d+2)(d—1)
L= Tr X + (d+1) Tr(FyX) — Tr(dwgX)
d(d+2)(d—-1)
—Tr X — Tr(FyX) + (d+ 1) Tr(dwgs X)
d(d+2)(d—1)

where dwy is the unnormalized mazximally entangled state

Eo, /(U)X (U ®U)" = I

- Fy

- dwy,

d d
dwg = Z e X e;- 6? & e; = Z Eij ®E¢j S Md(C) ®Md(C)
ij=1 ij=1
and the value of the orthogonal Weingarten function, in the case p = 2, reads (see [CéOG] or [CMO09,
Example 3.1]):

d+1 o

o —S— ifr=p

Wy (m.p) = {d@*?)ﬁd R (12)
d(d+2)(d—1) p-

2.4. Unitary and orthogonal invariant random matrices. All the random matrices in this
paper are assumed to have finite moments of all orders:

X € My(C)® L® (P) = My (L®(P)).

Note that (My(L>®~(P)),Eotr) is a x-probability space, where tr := + Tr is the normalized trace
(see [NS06, Example 1.4 (3)]).

For each N > 1, let us denote by Wy = {X n}jes a family of N x N random matrices. Then
we say that Wy converges in distribution as N — oo if there is a family W = {z;}je;s in a
noncommutative probability space (A, ¢) such that, for all p > 1 and ji,...,J, € J, we have

]\}gnoo E[tr(thN .- 'ijvNN = (p(l'jl ce .’L‘jp).

by linearity, this is equivalent to the asymptotic behavior
lim E[tr(P(Wn))] = ¢(P(W))
N—o0

for every noncommutative polynomial P in a finite number of formal variables indexed by J. Let

us simply write Wx distr, W. Families W](\}), ... ,W](\f) of N x N random matrices are called

asymptotically free if W](\P, ces ,W](\{“) istr, w® W) jointly and the families W) ... W&

are freely independent.
We remark that these definitions describe the asymptotic behavior in average (with respect to
E). Several other modes of convergences have been considered in literature, including



16 ION NECHITA AND SANG-JUN PARK

e convergence in probability: tr(thN : -‘ij,N) — @(xj, ---x;,) in probability as N — oo,
for all ji,...,jp € J,

e almost sure convergence: tr(le,N e ijN) — (), - - x;,) almost surely as N — oo, for
all j1,...,7p € J.

Many results in Random Matrix Theory, stated in terms of the average distribution, also have
counterparts in almost sure behavior. In this paper, we primarily focus on the averaged behavior,
though many of the results have almost sure analogs. We refer to Remarks 2.18, 6.8 and 7.5
and Propositions 2.16 and 3.11 for further discussion on this matter.

We are mainly interested in the following symmetry conditions on random matrices.

Definition 2.12. Let Wy be a family of N x N random matrices.

(1) Wy is called unitary invariant (UI) (resp. orthogonal invariant (OI)) if the joint probability
law of Wy is the same with that of UWNU* := {UXU* : X € Wy} for all unitary matrices
U € Uy (resp. orthogonal matrices U € Oy).

(2) Suppose N = d;---d, and let us identify the matrices as elements in @._, Mg, (C) =
Mn(C). Then Wy is called local-unitary invariant (LUI) (resp. local-orthogonal invariant
(LOI)) if Wy has the same probability law with UWnU* where U = @)._, Us is taken over
arbitrary tensor product of unitaries Us € Uy, (resp. orthogonal matrices Uy € Oy,) for
s € r].

Example 2.13. Let us collect several typical examples of (local-) UI and OI random matrices.

(1) GUE matrices, square Ginibre matrices with i.i.d. standard complex Gaussian entries, com-
plex Wishart matrices, and Haar random unitary matrices are Ul. Moreover, GOE matrices,
square Ginibre matrices with i.i.d. (real) Gaussian entries, real Wishart matrices, and Haar
random orthogonal matrices are OI but not UL

(2) For any family W of random matrices and a Haar random unitary matrix U independent
from W, UWU* is Ul. Furthermore, UWnU* is LUl if N = dy---d, and U = ®Z:1 Us
is a Haar random local-unitary matrix. That is, Uy, ..., U, are independent Haar random
unitaries of size di, ..., d,, respectively, which are also independent from W. We also have
the OI and LOI analogs in straightforward ways.

(3) WM, ... W) are independent families of UI (resp. OI) random matrices of sizes dy, . . . , d,,
respectively, then W = {®'_, X; : X; € W)} is LUI (resp. LOI).

(4) The set Wi U Wy may not be Ul even if W; and W, are each UL For example, for a Haar
unitary matrix U, neither the set {U,U "} nor {U,U} is UI while each individual matrix
U,U" and U is Haar-distributed ([MP16, Lemma 13]).

(5) If W is UI, then WU W?* is UL Similarly, if W is OI, then WU WT UW U W* is OL.

(6) If W is LOI, then the family of partial transposes Uze{idyT}r WY is LOI where WY :=
{1 ®@---@1)(X) : X € W}. We refer to Section 8.1 for further discussion on partial
transposes.

Let us record the following invariance-preserving property of an independent family of random
matrices for later use.

Proposition 2.14. Suppose Wy, W1, ..., Wy are independent families of N x N random matrices,
Wi, ... Wy are unitary invariant, and let U be a N x N Haar unitary matriz independent from
UZ'L:o W;. Then UWU*, ..., UWLU* are independent Ul families. In particular, UiL:1 W; 1s UL

Proof. Wy, ... Wr, have the same joint distribution with Wy, UyW1U*, ... U WU} where Uy, ... Uy,

are independent Haar random unitaries that are independent from {U} U (Uf:[) W;). Then the
assertion follows from the fact that U, UUq, ... UUy, are independent Haar unitary matrices. Indeed,
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for any continuous functions fy, ..., fr : Uy — C, we have
Elfo(U) A(UTL) -+ frL(UUL)] = Eu [fo(U) Evy,.. v, LAI(UTL) - fL(UUL)| U]
= E[fo(U)E[f1(U1)] - E[fL(UL)];
where the last equality follows from [Durl9, Example 4.1.7] and the invariance property of Haar

measures. Therefore, (U, UUy,...,UUr) has the same joint probability law with (U,Uy,...,Ur).
O

Note that the Ul condition above is essential to obtain the independence between UWoU™, ... UWrU*.
For example, the deterministic diagonal matrix units F11,... Exny € My(C) are (probabilistically)
independent while UFE11U*,... UENyNU™ are not since Zf\;l UE;U* = Iy. Furthermore, we can
obtain the OI, LUI, and LOI analogs of Proposition 2.14 in an obvious manner.

Now let us introduce several technical conditions on families of random matrices, which are
frequently considered in relation with their asymptotic behaviors. First, for a permutation o € .S,
we define the (unitary) trace invariant try : My(C)P — C as a multilinear functional induced from
the x-probability space (Mpy(C),tr) of N x N matrices as in Eq. (2). In other words, we have
tr, = ﬁ Tr,, where

p
k
Tre (XD, XP) = [ WXy Xi)= > (HXZ(k7§k>5j7iog. (13)

ceCycles(o) 4,JE[N]P \k=1
e=(i1 g = in)

Definition 2.15. Let Wy be a family of N x N random matrices.

(1) Wi is said to satisfy the factorization property if, for all Xq,...,X,,Y1,...,Y, € Wy,
a € Sy, and B € Sy, we have as N — oo,

Eltraug(X1,..., Xp, Y1,..., Yy = E[tra(Xy, ..., Xp)|E[trg(Y1,...,Yy)] + o(1) (14)
(2) Wy is said to satisfy the bounded moments property if
sup |E[trU(X1, o ,Xp)H <00, Xi,....,Xp €Wn, o€S,. (15)
N

By the multilinearity of the trace invariant, the factorization property is equivalent to
E[tr(Py(Wn)) - - - tr(P,(Wn)) H E[tr(P;(Wn))] + o(1). (16)

for every [ > 1 and for any non-commutative polynomlals Py, ..., P, which has been considered in
[Col03, Mal20, CDM24]. Furthermore, by the classical moment-cumulant relation, this condition
is also equivalent to

kl<tr(P1(WN)), - ,tI‘(PI(WN))) —0 (17)
for | > 2 where k; is the classical cumulant, as considered in [CMSSO?, Definition 2.1]. On the other
hand, Wy satisfies the bounded moments property if sup E[|| X ||oc] < oo holds for all X € Wy,

or more generally,
supEftr [ X|P] <00, p>1, X € Wy, (18)
N

by the Holder inequality. Note that Eq. (18) holds whenever Wy converges in *-distribution.
Actually, the factorization property of random matrices is closely related to convergence in
probability (denoted by P-lim), as stated in the proposition below.

Proposition 2.16. Suppose Wy converges in *-distribution to W, i.e. Wy, Wy, converge jointly
in distribution to W, W* (in the sense of expectation) for a family W in a x-probability space (A, )

and its adjoint set W* = {z* : © € W}. Then the same convergence Wy, W5 —— distr — W, W* holds

in probability if and only if W UWSy, satisfies the factorization property.
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Proof. The sufficiency is clear: for Xi,..., X, € Wy UWy, the factorization property implies that
var(tr(X1 -+ X)) = ko (tr(X1 - Xp), tr(X) - X{)) = 0 as N — oo,
so tr(Xy--- X,) converges in probability:
ﬁ—gg tr(X, - Xp) = A}gnoo Eltr(X:--- Xp)]

For the necessity, let X1,..., X, € Wy U Wy and suppose Xi,..., X1 — z1,..., 7 jointly in
«-distribution, both in expectation and in probability. In order to show Eq. (16), we may take P;’s
as monomials in Xi,..., Xy. Then, for the random variables Zy := Hé‘:1 tr(Pj(Xy,...,X1)), we
can repeatedly apply Holder’s inequality to obtain that

l
E[|Zn ] < HE[ tr (Py(X1, ..., XL))\”]M < HE{tr(|Pj(X1,...,XL)|2Z)|r/l
7=1

where the matrix Holder’s inequality |tr( )| < (tr |Y\2l) Y € Mxy(C), was applied for the last
inequality above. Since each |P;(Xy,..., X1)|* = (Pj(X1,...,X1)*Pj(X1,..., XL))l is a monomial
in Xy,..., X7, X7,..., X7, we have

l
* l
lim sup E[| Zn|?] H Pj(z1,...,21) Pj(:L‘l,...,xL))l)l/,

N—o0

and in particular, supy E[|Zn]?] < oo. Therefore, the random variables (Zy)n>1 are uniformly
integrable, and one has

l
hm E[ZN]—E[thZN :H (@1, ..., 2L))

from the Vitali convergence theorem ([Durl9, Theorem 4.6.2 and 4.6.3]). O

On the other hand, a stronger condition called the bounded cumulants property [MP13, MP16,
MP24] has been introduced to obtain almost-sure (and even stronger) behavior. Wy satisfies
bounded cumulants property if it satisfies the bounded moments property Eq. (15) and, for every
[ > 2 and for any non-commutative polynomials Py, ..., P, we have

Sl]\l[p }kl(Tr(Pl(WN)), . Te(P(Wn)))| < 0. (19)

Clearly the bounded cumulants property implies the factorization property from Eq. (17). If Wy
satisfies bounded cumulants property and is convergent in *-distribution, then the same convergence
holds almost surely, by the fact that var(tr(P(Wy))) = O(N~?) holds for all non-commutative
polynomials P and the application of Borel-Cantelli lemma. Furthermore, it is known [MP16,
Proposition 16] that bounded cumulants property implies

l

Eftr (PLOWN)) -+ tr(P(Wn)] = [ [ Eler(P(Ww))] + O(N ). (20)
j=1
for all non-commutative polynomials Py,..., P;. A wide range of random matrices satisfies bounded

cumulants property, including GUE, GOE, (real and complex) Wishart matrices, Haar random
unitary / orthogonal matrices, and every family of random matrices of the form UWxNU™* where
Wy is a family of deterministic matrices which is convergent in *-distribution and U is a Haar
random unitary / orthogonal matrix. Furthermore, if Wy is UI and satisfies the bounded cumulants
property, then Wy U W; satisfies the bounded cumulants property [MP16, Corollary 29].
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One of our main results Theorem 8.8 characterizes the behavior of independent random matrices
and their (partial) transposes within tensor product structures. Regarding independent random
matrices, let us recall Voiculescu’s asymptotic freeness theorem [Voi91, Voi98, Col03] which char-
acterizes the asymptotic freeness of independent UI random matrices.

Theorem 2.17. Let W(l), e ](VL) be independent families of N X N random matrices such that:

(1) Each family, except possibly one, is UL
(2) Each family has a first order limit distribution, i.e., it converges in distribution and satisfies
the factorization property Eq. (16).

Then {W](\Z})}ie[L] are asymptotically free as d — oo. In particular, the family UiL:1 W](\Z}) converges

jointly in distribution and satisfies the factorization property.

Remark 2.18. Note that Theorem 2.17 already includes the result on *-distribution behavior:
if each W%) converges in x-distribution (both in expectation and in probability), then (W](\l,) )ie(L)]
are asymptotically #-free (both in expectation and in probability), just by replacing Wy with
WN = Wn U Wj. Furthermore, we can show that if each family satisfies the stronger condition
Eq. (20), then (W](\?))ie[ 1) are almost surely asymptotically *-free.

Asymptotic behaviors of independent random matrices have been studied across a wide range of
classes, including Wigner matrices [Dyk93], OI random matrices [CS06], and permutation invariant
random matrices [Mal20, CDM24]. For our purposes, we recall the asymptotic freeness result of OI
random matrices.

Theorem 2.19 ([CS06)). Let (WJ(\?)ie[L] be independent families of N x N random matrices such
that each family, except possibly one, is OL
(1) If each family W%) converges in distribution and satisfies the factorization property, and
if WJ(\Z,) U (W](\z[))‘r satisfies the bounded moments condition Eq. (15), then (W](\?))z‘e[L] are
asymptotically free, and the family Ule W](\? satisfies the factorization property.
(2) If each family W](\;) U (W](\zf))"r converges in distribution and satisfies the factorization prop-
erty,{ then the families (W](\Z,)U(W](é))T)ie[L} are asymptotically free, and the family Ule (W](\?U
(W](\?))T) satisfies the factorization property.

Note that in Theorem 2.19, unlike in Theorem 2.17, conditions must be imposed not only on
W](\? but also on (VV](\?))—r to determine the asymptotic behavior of U¢L:1 W](\?). This requirement
is essential (see the remark below [CS06, Theorem 5.2]) and can be justified by considering the
orthogonal trace invariants.

For a pairing m € Pa(+£p), define the (orthogonal) trace invariant Tryys : (My(C))? — C by

p
Trrs (X, XP) = Y (Hx(j)_k> St o (21)
[N]

Vk,iir€ k=1

and its normalized value tr s := m Trrys (recall that i* (k) := iy, for k € [£p] as in Eq. (11)).

We can imagine the diagrams of X (k)5 whose outputs and inputs are labeled as k and —k, resp., and
then we connect the legs according to 7. For example, we have Trsys(X1, ..., X,) = [[h_; Tr(X4),

TrvaﬁVJ(Xl, oo Xp) =Tr(Xy -+ Xp), and

T (1,2(1.—2)(—3.—5) (5.4 (.36 (X1, X2, X3, Xy, X5) = Tr(XlX; ) Tr <X3X5T X4>. (22)

See Fig. 4 for a graphical representation of this invariant. More generally, suppose ™ = ecdo e
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Crmmy) U/ i,

2

1

FIGURE 4. The trace invariant from Eq. (22). In the top row, the invariant is con-
structed from the paring (1,2)(—1, —2)(—3, —5)(5,4)(—4, 3) € P2(£5). The bottom
diagram is obtained from the top diagram by moving the boxes and represents the
invariant in terms of the matrices and their transposes.

as in Lemma 2.6. Then we have ([MP13, Lemma 5])
Trovs (X1, .., Xp) = Tro (XTI X)) trvs(X0, .., X,) = tro (XTI, X7 (23)

1 ife(k) =k,
T ife(k)=—k,

Note that tr,ys satisfies the invariance property under conjugation with respect to orthogonal
matrices:

trovs (X1, Xp) = troys(0X107,...,0X,07), Xi,...,X, € My(C), O€Oy.  (24)

Conversely, we can show that any multilinear functional £ : My (C)? — C satisfying the invariance
property as above can be written as a linear combination of {tryys : m € Pa2(£p)} by taking the
expectation in Eq. (24) with respect to a Haar random orthogonal matrix O and applying orthogonal
Weingarten calculus (Theorem 2.10 (2)). In other words, the family {tr ys : @ € P2(£p)} contains
the full information on the behavior of OI random matrices. Moreover, by the relation Eq. (23),
this information is equivalently encoded by {tr, : 0 € S} for OI families and their transposes.

where f = for k =1,...,p. In particular, tr,s,-1,5 = tr, for o € ).

We finally recall the result in [MP16] describing the asymptotic freeness between UI random
matrices and their transposes.

Theorem 2.20. Let Wy be a family of N x N Ul random matrices which converges in distribution
and satisfies the factorization property Eq. (14). Then Wy and W; are asymptotically free as
N — 00, and Wy U W]T, satisfies the factorization property.

In fact, the original result of [MP16] imposes the stronger condition of bounded cumulants
property (Eq. (19)) to analyze the second-order behavior (i.e., fluctuations of moments) of random
matrices. The statement in Theorem 2.20 follows as a special case of our more general result,
Theorem 8.6.

3. ALGEBRAIC TENSOR PROBABILITY SPACES

The main motivation for the current work is to understand the large dimension limits of random
matrices acting on a tensor product of vector spaces. This tensor product structure comes with
a natural distributional invariance, that induced by tensor products of Haar-distributed random
unitary matrices (also known as local-unitaries in quantum information theory [CLM™14]). The
natural tensor invariants with respect to the action of the local-unitary group are the so-called
(tensor) trace invariants [Vrall, CGL23a, CGL23b, CGL24, BB24]. We shall first review these
invariants for (multipartite) matrices that motivate our main definition later.
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( ) )

x @) X (2 x3)

=D C )

FIGURE 5. The diagram for the trace invariant Tr(19)s),(1)(23)(X1, X2, X3). The
summation is over the six indices a123,b1,2,3. The first permutation o; = (12)(3)
connects the top legs of the tensors, while the second permutation as = (1)(23)
connects the bottom legs. On each level s = 1,2, the input (leg on the RHS) of the
i-th box is connected to the output (leg on the LHS) of the a,(7)-th box.

For p > 1 and for r-partite matrices X, ..., X®) ¢ @' _ Mg, (C), define the tensor trace
invariant or local unitary trace invariant associated to a r-tuple of permutations @ = («,...,q,) €

(Sp)" by

P r P
1 o (k)
Trg(X( )’ . ,X(p)) = Z <H Xii"‘)...iﬁk),j%k).“jﬁk)> H (H 5igas<k))’jgk)> . (25)
all indices \k=1 s=1 \k=1

The equation above is the tensor version of Eq. (13). Note that the r permutations connect, on
each of the r tensor factors, the p matrices in the following way: for all i € [p] and all s € [r], the
s-th input of the matrix X is connected to the s-th output of the matrix X (@s(),

For example, for three bipartite (r = 2) matrices X, X2 X®) ¢ M4(C)®? and two permuta-
tions a = (1,2)(3), 8 = (1)(2,3) € S3, we have

Traﬁ(X(l),X(Q),X@)) — Z x @ x @) x®)

a1by,azb1* azba,a1b3* azbs,azbe”
a1,a2,a3,b1,b2,b3€[d]

We refer to Fig. 5 for the diagram representation of the above value.

In the case where the invariant is described by a single permutation used on all levels oy = 0 € S,
for all s € [r], the tensor trace invariant reduces to the usual trace invariant (Eq. (13)) of matrices
X® € My,..q.(C), ignoring the tensor product structure: Tr, = Tr,. In particular, remembering
that v, = (1,2,...,p) denotes the full cycle permutation, we have

Tr, (X(1> X(p>) = Tr(X(l) . -X(P>)
o e .
Considering different permutations on the tensor factors captures genuine tensor behavior and,
in particular, gives access to important notions such as the partial trace Tro(X) := [id ® Tr](X):
Try, id, (X)="Tr [(Trg X)p]
or the partial transposition X' := [id ® T](X):
Tros(X") = Tr, -1 (X).

As we have already mentioned, the functionals Tr, are multilinear in X (s and invariant under
congjugation by local-unitaries: for all Us € Uy,

Tr, UXVU, .., UXPU*) = Trg (XM, .., XW), where U := Q) Us. (26)

s=1

Conversely, every multilinear functional £ : (Q)._; Mg, (C))? — C having this property can be
written as a linear combination of Try’s. Indeed, for Haar random local-unitary U = @'._, Us, we
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can apply the Weingarten calculus Theorem 2.10 to obtain

L(xW L x®) =gy [cxWVUr,... . UXPU")]

-y x|

p
(k)

H X.(k) (k) (k) (k) ‘C(Ez'(l)g(l)a v aEz(p)ﬂ(p))
J1 " edr T < Jr

o,7€(Sp)" all indices \k=1
- : )
U)/ -1
X H H 0059000 o) 5,00 | Wesg (757 0s)
s=1 \k=1
T (T )
:ZTI‘Z<X( ),,X(p))z Z E(Ei(l>ﬂ(1)7'"’Ei<p)£(p)) H (H 5Z.gas(k))ig(k)> ngs (Ts 0'5);
T o all indices s=1 \k=1

where E;j := @;_; Ei,j, are matrix units in @_; Mg, (C).
Finally, let us introduce the normalized versions of the tensor trace invariants:

1
tl“g = W Tl“g. (27)
1 <o dy

Note that this choice of the normalization is motivated by the applications in random matrix theory,
and especially by our main results, Theorems 7.2 and 8.8. Other normalizations are also relevant,
see [CGL23b, CGL24].

Let us now introduce the definition of algebraic tensor probability spaces.

Definition 3.1. An r-partite (algebraic) tensor probability space is a triple (A, ¢, (¢o)) where (A, )
is a non-commutative probability space with a tracial unital linear functional ¢, and for each p > 1
and a € (Sp)", pqa @ AP — C is a multilinear functional satisfying the following conditions:

(1) Consistency: ¢ = @q if as = o for some a € S),.
(2) Permutation invariance: Poae—1(1,---Tp) = Pa(To(1), - To(p))-
(3) Multiplicativity: for a € (Sp)", B € (S¢)", and x1,...,2p,Y1,...,¥yq € A, we have

a1, Tp, Y15 - Yg) = Pal@1, -, 2p)0p(Y1, - - - Yg)-

(4) Unitality: for p > 2, a € (Sp)", and 1, ..., 2, € A with z; = 1 for some j € [p], we have

Sog(l’la- . '71;1?) = wg’(xh sy L1, L4, - - '71;1?)7

where o/ € (Sp,_1)" is obtained by first “erasing” j in every permutation c, and then
reindexing j +1,...,p as j,...,p — 1 to define o.
(5) Substitution property: if there exist i # j € [p] such that as(i) = j for all s € [r], then

Pa(z) = o (2),

where
/
= (z1,. . wmi,., 0o xp)
pos. i pos. j

and, for all s € [p], o/, € S([p] \ {j}) is defined by

k if k#1
TGRS S
as(j) if k=1.
Note that when using a single non-commutative random variable, we denote by ¢.(z) :=
Yalz,..., ).
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Remark 3.2. Since the state ¢ from the definition above is completely determined by the collection
(pq) using the consistency condition from Item 1, one could remove it from the definition. We
decided to keep the state ¢ in order to introduce tensor probability spaces as generalizations of
usual non-commutative probability spaces (which are pairs (A, ¢)). This choice allows us to discuss
simultaneously and compare the usual notion of freeness and the newly introduced notion of tensor
freeness (e.g. Proposition 5.2), as well as convergence results (e.g. Theorem 6.3).

Remark 3.3. The conditions from Item 1, Item 2, Item 5 imply that the state ¢ must be tracial.
Indeed, with a = (12) (i.e. a5 = (12)) and o = (12), we have

p(r112) = P12)(T1, 22) = P2).(12)-(12)-1 (T2, T1) = Y12) (T2, 71) = P(T221).

Remark 3.4. Let us comment on the unitality condition from Item 4, which might seem peculiar at
first sight. Firstly, this condition is analogous to the assumption (Id) in [BB24, p.9]. For example,
it entails that
¥ (1253)(46) (71,1, 23, 24,75, T6) = ¢ (142)(35) (z1, 73,74, 75, T6).
(1)(345)(26) (1)(234)(5)

Above, the erasure of 2 from the permutation o; = (1253)(46) € Sg gives the permutation
(142)(35) € S5.

Note that, in general, the unitality condition implies that all the tensor moments of 1 € A are
equal to 1:

Va € 5, wa(l) =1.

The unitality property will be crucial in Proposition 5.9.

Let us point out that the technical conditions in the definition above are very close to the ones
used in related work, such as [Mal20] or [BB24].

We consider now an example in order to clarify the substitution property Definition 3.1-Item 5.
We have:

P(1423),(1342) (T1, T2, T3, Ta) = P(132),(123)(¥1, T3, T2 - T4),
with the choice i = 4, j = 2, see Fig. 6.

() =

i WSJ) - Ik D

FIGURE 6. An example of the application of the substitution property from Defi-
nition 3.1. We simplify the diagram on the left-hand-side by noticing that all the
wires (blue) going out of x4 connect to x2. Hence, we can take the product in the
algebra zs - x4 and reduce the number of elements from p =4 to p = 3.

Proposition 3.5. The family of expectation functionals

[e.e]

Pas ac |_| (Sp)r
p=1
satisfying the hypotheses from Definition 3.1 only depends on the independent subfamily

Pa, ac Sindepa



24 ION NECHITA AND SANG-JUN PARK

where Sipgep contains one representative from each conjugacy class of permutation r-tuples that are
stmultaneously

e irreducible: \/\_; (c) = 1,;

e branching: there do not exist i # j € [p] such that as(i) = j for all s € [r].

Proof. This follows easily from the various properties of the functionals ¢, from Definition 3.1.
For example, the multiplicativity and the permutation invariance conditions above imply a much
stronger multiplicativity property for the functionals . Indeed, if there exists a partition m € P(p)
such that m > II(«ay) for all s € [r], then

Pa(®1,. .., Tp) = H ‘Pg]b((xj)’b)

bem
For example, we have
P(13)(2),(1)(2)(3) (z,y,2) = $(12),(1)(2) (z,2)p(y).
Similarly, one can use the substitution property to reduce the size of the permutations by taking
products in the algebra A. O

Note that, in the case 7 = 1, Singep contains only one element: oy = (1), for p = 1. This ¢y
functional is precisely the trace ¢ from the usual (i.e. non-tensor) non-commutative probability
theory. On the other hand, in the case r = 2, the set Singep is infinite, but we can enumerate its
first p-levels. At p =1, we have )2 = . At p = 2, we only have two new functionals va(z,y)

(instead of (2!)? = 4):

(1(2) (12)
(1)(2) o(x)e(y) Ya)@2),02) (T, y)
(12) | a2),0)@2) (@) o(ry)

Let us now discuss examples.

Example 3.6. For positive integers di,do, ..., d,,

<® Mds ) tr, ( tra)aEI_l )

is an r-partite tensor probability space. Recall that the normalized tensor trace invariants were
defined in Eq. (25) and (27). This is the canonical example, and we shall make use of the graphical
notation (like in Fig. 5) for tensor trace invariants as often as possible.

One can construct tensor probability spaces out of (usual, non-tensor) non-commutative proba-
bility spaces using the (algebraic) tensor product.

Example 3.7. More generally, given r non-commutative probability spaces (A®), ), s € [r],
define their (algebraic) tensor product

(A ®A(S v —®<p(s (Pa)ael |2, ST>

where ¢, is defined on simple tensors by

Do <®x§s),...,®x§f)> Hgoas <a;1 ye e és))
s=1 s=1

and extended by linearity to the whole tensor space. We remark that all the tensor products here
are algebraic, and therefore, elements in the algebra A are linear combinations of finite number of
elements of the form ®@’_, z(*).
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One can use the example above to construct commutative tensor probability spaces consisting of
r-tuples of random variables out of commutative probability spaces of the form A®) = (L>°~(P),E).

Let us introduce now the important notion of convergence in tensor distribution, similar to the
usual convergence in distribution for non-commutative random variables [NS06, Definition 8.1] or
to the convergence in traffic-distribution [Mal20, Definition 1.2 and Theorem 1.8].

Definition 3.8. Consider a sequence of families Wy = (zn,;)jes C AW) from some non-commutative

probability spaces (A, (M) that are endowed with multilinear functionals (Lpgv))geuzo:l sp- Sim-

ilarly, consider a family W = (z;);cs C A, where again (A, ¢) is a non-commutative probability
space endowed with multilinear functionals ¢,; here we do not require that (,pgv) or ¢, satisfy all

the assumptions Item 1-Item 5 from Definition 3.1, but we assume the relations

N
oM =W o=,

We say that the sequence Wy converges in tensor distribution to W if, for all p > 1, for all a € S,
and for all j : [p] — J, we have

Nim oY (250, 2 ) ENG) = Pal@i) Tie) - Ti)-

We simply write Wy Srdistr,

Next, we would like to consider the case of random matrices. In the following, we take r sequences
ds = ds,n (s = 1,...,r) of positive integers which increase to co as N — oo. Let D = Dy =
di N ---dyr N, and let us identify Mp(C) = M4, (C) ® --- ® Mg, (C). Note that one cannot simply
extend the usual setting from [NS06, Examples 1.4.(3)] by taking tensor products because, even in
the r = 1 case, the multilinear functionals

Eotry: ((®::1Mds)(L°°* (P)))p —C, p>1, a€ S,

do not satisfy in general the multiplicativity condition from Definition 3.1-Item 3. To address this
issue in the case r = 1, we introduced the factorization property in Definition 2.15. We now extend
the conditions from Definition 2.15 to their tensor analogs as follows.

Definition 3.9. Let Wy be a family of Dy x Dy random matrices for each N > 1.

(1) Wy is said to satisfy the tensor factorization property if, for all X1,...,X,,Y1,...,Y, € Wy,
a €5y, and B € .5, we have as N — oo,

E[trgué(Xl, o Xp Y1, YY) = Eftra (X, - ,Xp)]E[tré(Yl, LY )] +o(1) (28)
(2) Wy is said to satisfy the bounded tensor moments property if
sup ’E[trg(Xl, o ,Xp)]‘ <oo, Xp,...,Xp€WN, p2>1, cg€S,. (29)
N

When r = 1, the tensor factorization property and the bounded tensor moments property coin-
cide with the factorization property and the bounded moments property, respectively. In general,
properties involving tensors impose strictly stronger assumptions than those without tensor product
structures. For example, the convergence in distribution does not necessarily imply the bounded
moments property Eq. (15); however, the (stronger) convergence in tensor distribution always
implies the bounded tensor moments property Eq. (29).

Note that if Wy, endowed with the functionals E o tr,, converges in tensor distribution and if
the corresponding limit W is taken from an r-partite tensor probability space (A, ¢, (¢q)) as in
Definition 3.1, then Wy necessarily satisfies tensor factorization property Eq. (28) by the multi-
plicativity of ¢,. The converse statement also can be shown: given tensor factorization property,
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random matrices always converge in tensor distribution to limit elements in some tensor probability
space. This result is the direct analogue of [Mal20, Lemma 4.11].

Lemma 3.10. Suppose a family of Dy x Dy random matrices Wn = (Xnj)jes satisfies the
following conditions:

(1) the limit limyn_o E[tro (X1, ..., X})] exists for all a € (Sp)" and X1,..., X, € Wn;

(2) the tensor factorization property Eq. (28).
Then, there exists a family W = (z;)jes in some r-partite algebraic tensor probability space
(A, ¢, (pa)) such that W converges in tensor distribution to W as N — oo.

Proof. Let A = C((z;)jes) be the set of non-commutative polynomials in the formal variables ;.
For every p > 1 and a € (S,)", we can define the functional ¢, : AP — C by

¢a(Pr,...,Bp) = lim E[tra(PLOWN),...,PL(Wn)]. (30)

N—00
Then we can check that ¢, is well-defined multilinear functional, (A, ¢, (¢4)) is an r-partite non-
commutative probability space where ¢(a) = ¢iq, (a), and Wy Sy = (zj)jes as N —
00. U

As in Proposition 2.16, the tensor factorization property has a close relation with the convergence
in probability.

Proposition 3.11. Let Wy be a family of Dy X Dy random matrices, and suppose all the limits
lim E[tra(X1,...,Xp)]

N—o0

exist forp > 1, a € (Sp)", and X1,...,X, € Wy UWy. Then Wy U W} satisfies the tensor
factorization property Eq. (28) if and only if the same convergences hold in probability.

Proof. If Wn UWj; satisfies the tensor factorization property, then as N — oo,
var(trg(X)) = E[trgugq(g,x*)] — E[trg(X)]E[trgq(X*)] — 0,
where X = (X1,...,Xp) and X* = (X7,..., X};). Therefore, try(X) — lim E[tra(X)] in proba-

N—o0

bility as N — oo.
Conversely, assume the convergence in probability, i.e., tro(X) — ]\}im E[tro (X)] in probability
a un Eftre
for every p > 1 and a € (Sp)". Then for a € (S,)", B € (Sy)", and X1,...,Xp, Y1,...,Y, €
Wy UWYy, set Zy = trgué(Xl, oo, Xp, Y1, ..., Y,). Then we have

Zn|? = tr (XY, X5 Y,

allfua~tug™

and therefore supy E[|Zn|?] < co. In other words, the sequence (Zy)y>1 is uniformly integrable.
Hence, the Vitali convergence theorem implies that

Jim E[trau5(X, Y)] = E[Plimtra(X) trp(¥)] = lim E[tra(X)] - lim E[trg(¥)],

which establishes the desired tensor factorization property. ]

For later use, let us briefly introduce the tensor analogue of orthogonal trace invariants. For a
tuple of pairings m = (m1,...,m) € Pa(£p)", define the local orthogonal trace invariant Tryys :

(®5—1 Ma,(C))" — C by

P T
k
Trpys(XD,. X0 = Y- <H Xi(w))...i(k-) i(k)...z-(k)) I\ I 4.0 (31)
i 1 r ol r s ls

all indices s=1 \ (k,k")Ems
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1
.. d,#(ﬂr\/(;)

and its normalized value tr s := FEC) Trrys. We can imagine the diagrams of X (k)>g

whose outputs and inputs are labeled as k and —k, resp., and then we connect their tensor legs
according to each 7.
Similarly to the case of the orthogonal trace invariant Tr,ys, we have for 7, = 5805(508_153,

1
Tepus(X1,. ... Xp) = Trp (X2 x 1Py, (32)

where Xt := (t; ® --- ® t,)(X) denotes the partial transpose for t € {id, T}" and f = (f1,..., fr)
, id if es(k) = k,
= {id, T} where fo(k) =
[p] = {i }" where fy(k) {T if e5(k) = —k,
for ¢ € (S,)". Furthermore, for every multilinear functional £ : (®?_; Mg, (C))” — C which is
invariant under local-orthogonal matrices

for k =1,...,p. In particular, Tr,5,-1ys = Trs

£oxWoT, ... 0x®0T)=£(xXD,... . XP)  where 0 := ) 0s, Os€ Oy,

s=1

L can be written as a linear combination of {Trrvs}xep,(+p)r thanks to the orthogonal Weingarten
calculus Theorem 2.10.

4. TENSOR FREE CUMULANTS

The notion of freeness, introduced by Voiculescu [Voi85, VDN92], originates in operator algebra
and captures the lack of relations between the group algebras of free groups. Later, Speicher
developed a combinatorial approach to freeness [Spe94, NS06] using the notion of free cumulants
that is based on the lattice of non-crossing partitions. We refer the reader to Section 2 for some
background material on these notions.

In this section, we generalize Speicher’s free cumulants to the tensor case, and in the next
section we introduce the corresponding notion of tensor freeness. Let us emphasize that there have
been many recent works investigating the same problem, and developing very similar notions of
tensor cumulants [KMW24, BB24, CGL24]. A common thread is the definition of moments or
invariants based on combinatorial structures such as trace invariants encoded by permutations or
graph contractions, and the subsequent definition of cumulants through moment-cumulant formulas.

While sharing these foundational principles, the specific definitions and contexts differ signifi-
cantly. Kunisky, Moore, and Wein [KMW24] address real symmetric tensors under orthogonal O(d)
invariance, defining “tensorial finite free cumulants” by averaging distinct-index graph moments
over the Haar measure. Bonnin and Bordenave [BB24] introduce an abstract algebraic framework
using combinatorial maps, defining tensor freeness and associated cumulants via Mobius inversion
on a poset of maps. Collins, Gurau, and Lionni [CGL24] focus on local-unitary (LU) invariant
complex tensors, distinguishing between “pure” and “mixed” types, and define finite-size cumu-
lants using Weingarten calculus. After taking the large N limit, they obtain the asymptotic version
of free cumulants which, at first order, coincide with our notion of tensor free cumulants defined
below. The specific invariants (permutation-based traces, graph moments, map traces) and the
nature of the cumulants thus vary depending on the framework and objectives of each paper.

Our approach is closer in nature the original definition of free cumulants by Speicher [Spe94],
see also [NS06, MS17]. We generalize free cumulants to the tensor case by firstly embedding non-
crossing partitions as geodesic permutations and secondly considering r-tuples of such permutations
to address multipartite matrices. We proceed then in a similar way as the other research discussed
above by making use of the Md&bius inversion to relate tensor cumulants to tensor moment func-
tionals and definte tensor free independence by the vanishing of mixed tensor free cumulants.
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Definition 4.1. Given an r-partite tensor probability space (A, ¢, (¢q)), we introduce the tensor
free cumulants (kg) associated to the tensor moment functionals (¢,) by the following equivalent
formulas: ;

(1) The tensor free moment-cumulant formula: for all p > 1 and all a € (S,)"

OalT1,. .., Tp) == Z Kp(T1, .., Tp). (33)
BeSnc(a)

(2) The tensor free cumulant-moment formula: for all p > 1 and all 8 € (Sp)"

kp(en,. . xp) = > palT1,..., ) Méb(a ' B). (34)

a€Snyc(B)

Above, we recall that by a € Syc(S) we mean that o, € Snc(fs) for all s € [r], and that we write
Mob(a H Méb(a; ' Bs),

see Sections 2.1 and 2.2. Furthermore, we simply denote by k4 () := ko(z,2,. .., ).

First, note that the equations (33) and (34) extend the free moment-cumulant formulas (3)
(4). The equivalence between (33) and (34) is straightforward and follows from the usual (non-
tensor) case by multiplying r-times the corresponding equations, see [NS06, Proposition 11.4]. This
equivalence is a particular instance of the Mébius inversion formulas in a lattice, see [NS06, Lecture
10]. In particular, tensor free cumulants are exactly the usual, non-tensor, free cumulants in the
trivial case r = 1.

Remark 4.2. Thanks to the permutation invariance and multiplicativity of the Mébius function:
Méb(cao ™) = Méb(a), a,0 € S,
Mob(a U B) = Mob(a) M6b(5), «a €S, [€S,,
tensor free cumulants inherit the permutation invariance property and multiplicativity (Defini-
tion 3.1-Items 2 and 3) from the tensor moment functionals (¢, ).
On the other hand, let us comment that tensor free cumulants do not satisfy the consistency in

the case r > 2: even if oy = o, we have ko # K, in general while ¢, = ¢,. See the discussion
below and Proposition 4.3 for precise relations between ko, and ..

Let us explore the definition of tensor free cumulants via some examples and compare it to the
definition of free cumulants (Section 2.2). Let (A, ¢, (¢o)) be an r-partite tensor probability space,
and consider (Kg) the usual free cumulants associated to (A, ¢). The case p = 1 is trivial;

K(1),..,1) () = p(x) = Ky (v).

In the case p = r = 2, we have four tensor free cumulants:

P2, @) (T, Y) = e@)e(y) = Faye)(z,y)
<P(1 ,(1,2) (T Y) — o)), @ (@, Y) = vaye),a2) (@ y) — e@)ey)
@)

H(1 2)( y) =
K(1,2),(1)(2) (96, Y) = P12 z,Y) = ¢(1,2),1)@) (@ y) — e(@)p(y)
(1,2 (T, y) =

2),1)2) (%, 9)
T,Y) — Pay@2),1)2) (@)
<P(1 2),(1 2)(m,y) 1,2, (T Y) = L1)@),1,2) (T, Y) + e1)@), @) (T, Y)
= w(wy) = ©(1,2),1)2) (T, ¥) — Pye),0.2) (@ Y) + e(@)e(y).

Compare the last formula with the one for (non-tensor) free cumulant

R2)(,y) = w(zy) — 0(2)p(y).
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The above simple computations show how the tensor case is different and contains more information
than the usual (non-tensor) setting.

Free cumulants can be expressed in terms of tensor free cumulants as follows. We recall that, for
a given permutation a € Sp, the set of geodesic permutations Syc () is a lattice, isomorphic to

X  NC(Card(c)),
c€Cycles(a)
hence the join operation V is well-defined on Sy¢(«); see Propositions 2.1 and 2.2.
Proposition 4.3. Let (A, ¢, (vq)) be a tensor probability space and consider the tensor free cu-

mulants (Kq) as well as the usual, non-tensor, free cumulants ko associated to the functional .
Then, for allp > 1, all « € Sp, and all z1,...,2, € A, we have

Ra(Z1,...,xp) = Z K(T1, ..., Tp). (35)
5SESNC(O‘)
B1V:---VBr=a

Proof. Let us simply denote by z = (x1,...,2,). Since ¢ = ¢4, We can combine the free
moment-cumulant relation Eq. (4) with its tensor analogue Eq. (33) to have

Fa(z)= Y @o(@)Méb(ela)= > Mdb(o 'a) > rp(z)

o€Snc(a) o€Snc(a) BeSNc(0)"CSNe(a)”
= Z Kp(z) Z Méb(ota)
BeSnc(a)” ceSNc(a)

Bs<o<a Vs€[r]

= > k@) > Méb(o ')

éESNc(Oé)T B1V-VBr<o<a
:151\/4..\/,3,’,:(1
= D, s
BeSnc(a)”
BiV-Vpr=a

O

As an example, let us consider the case p = 2 and r = 2. We focus only on the connected free
cumulant, that is we take o = 9 = (12).

Faz)(T,y) = p(zy) — o(@)p(y) = va2) (@, y) — Yy (,Y)
(12) (1)(2)

(T, y) + K a2) (2,9) + Ky (T,Y) + kaye) (T, Y) — Kaye) (2, Y)
2) (1)(2) (12) (1)(2) 1)@
2(z,9) + K (2) (T,9) + Ky (2, 9),
2) (1)(2) (12)
which is consistent with the result above.

In the next lemma, we show that in the case where tensor probability space is obtained via a
tensor product construction as in Example 3.7, the tensor free cumulants also factorize.

= K

= K

1
(1
a1
(1

Lemma 4.4. Consider a p-tuple x = (x1,...,xp) of non-commutative random variables in an r-
partite tensor probability space (A, ¢, (¢a))- Suppose there exist r usual (non-tensor) non-commutative
probability spaces (A®), 0*)) and elements yi(s), i € [p], s €[r], such that pa(z) =[], SOEZ) (y(s)) for
oll a € 5’;. Then we also have

ka(z) = [[RS) "), aes;
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where &) are the (usual) free cumulant functionals associated to 0.
In particular, if A is obtained via a tensor product construction A = @), A®) as in Example 3.7,

with x; = Q) CL‘ES), then also
ra(2) = [[7)@Y), aes). (36)

Proof. The proof is an easy application of the formulas (34) and (4) relating moments and free
cumulants in the tensor and non-tensor cases, hence it is left to the reader. [l

Example 4.5 (Tensor Haar unitary). Haar unitaries are unitary elements in usual (r = 1) non-
commutative probability space such that their moments are given by
Vpe”Z p(uf) =1p—.
Equivalently, for all functions ¢ : [p] — {£1},
po(urM, . ut®P) =T] Iy =(i)=0;
cex

meaning that the function ¢ is balanced on the cycles of a. In particular, permutations having
at least one odd cycle yield zero moments. It was shown in [NS06, Lecture 15] that the only
non-vanishing free cumulants of u are

kop(u, u*, ... u,u™) = Kop(u™,u, ..., u" u) = (=1t Catp_1 .
More generally,
Hoz(ug(l)a cee 7“5(p)) = H ]15 is alternating on c¢»
cea
meaning that the function e restricted on ¢ is of the form (4, —,--- , 4+, —) or a cyclic permutation

thereof. The distribution of a tensor Haar unitary element ug := u®" can be either recovered by
taking the tensor product of the (usual) free cumulants above, or directly:

(pg(ugl), ... 7u§p)) = H H ]lziec £(i)=0-

s=1cEas

Another very important example is that of tensor semicircular elements which appear as limits
of the tensor free central limit theorem, see Section 9.

5. TENSOR FREE INDEPENDENCE

Having introduced tensor free cumulants, we can now define the crucial notion of tensor freeness.
Recall from Proposition 3.5 that a tuple of permutations a € .S is said to be irreducible if IM(aq)Vp
-+ VpII(a) = 1,. This definition is equivalent to the condition that, for any two distinct elements
k # 1 € [p], there exists s € [r] such that k and [ belong to the same cycle of a (such a tuple «
is referred to as connected in [CGL24]). Moreover, for a function f : [p] — I, ker f € P(p) is the
partition consisting of inverse images of f (see Eq. (5)).

Definition 5.1. Let (A, ¢, (¢q)) be an r-partite tensor probability space. For a set I, unital sub-
algebras (A;);cr of A are called tensor freely independent (or tensor free) if every mixed tensor
free cumulant vanishes, i.e. Kq(21,...,7p) = 0 whenever a € S} is irreducible, z; € Ay(;), and
f(k) # f(l) for some k,l € [p]. Equivalently, for arbitrary (not necessarily irreducible) a € Sp:

\/PH(as) £ ker f = kq(z) =0.

Furthermore, subsets (W;);cr of A are called tensor free if the unital algebras A; generated by W;
are tensor free. In particular, non-commutative random variables (z;);c; € A are tensor free if the
unital algebras they generate are tensor free.
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Note that the notion of free independence for tensors introduced in the definition above allows
to compute mized tensor moments of a family of tensor freely independent random variables in
terms of their individual, marginal, tensor distribution (see Proposition 5.5). In this sense, it serves
the same purpose as the usual notion of freeness. Let us also point out that the notion of tensor
free independence reduces to the usual, non-tensor, notion of free independence in the trivial case
r=1.

We first examine how tensor freeness arises from usual freeness in the case of the tensor product
construction from Example 3.7.

Proposition 5.2. Consider r non-commutative probability spaces (A®), o)), s € [r], and perform
the tensor product construction from Example 3.7 to obtain an r-partite tensor probability space

r

(A e (pa)) = Q) (AW, 01).

s=1

Let also, for every s € [r], AP,...,A%’) C AB) pe freely independent (in the usual, non-tensor
sense) unital subalgebras, and consider their tensor products

vielll, A= QAY.
s=1

Then, the unital subalgebras A1, ..., A, C A are tensor freely independent.

Proof. Consider p elements z1,...,z;, € A such that z; € Ay ;) for a non-constant function f :
[p] = [L], and let a € S} be an irreducible r-tuple of permutations. Since f is non-constant,
V() = 1, £ ker f, hence there must exist some sg € [r] such that II(ay,) £ ker f. In particular,
there exist k,l € [p] such that f(k) # f(I) and k and [ belong to the same cycle ¢ = (i1 -+ iy) of
as,. Considering general elements

Vi € [L], xz:Z®x§TB,

jEJi s=1

we have that, for all choices of ji,...,Jn, %ESO)(xg.fTi)l, e xgi(iz)n

zero by the free independence assumption for the sub-algebras AESO). We have thus

Ko(T1,...,2p) = Z H H RCS@ES)

ZEX?:l J; s=lcs€as

) is a mized cumulant, hence it is

) =0,

Cs

proving the claim of tensor free independence. g

We can now present a very simple example of tensor free random variables which are not free in
the usual, non-tensor, sense.

Example 5.3. For r = 2, consider k freely independent semicircular random variables s1, ..., si in
some *-probability space (A, ). Then, the random variables s ® 51,52 ® 82, ..., 5, @5 € (A, ©)®?
are:

e tensor freely independent
e not freely independent (in the usual sense).
The first point follows from Proposition 5.2, while the second point has been established in several
previous works [CL17, Theorem 1.8], [LOSY24b, Corollary 1.2]; see also [Nic16, Proposition 5.9]
for the relation between the sum of these random variables and meanders.
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On the other hand, our notion of tensor free cumulants provides a simple argument to show
non-freeness between r = s1 ® s1 and y = s2 ® 9. Indeed, Proposition 4.3 and Lemma 4.4 and the
freeness between s1, so imply that

~ 2 2 2 2 2 92 2 9
K4($,y,x,y)= E : “61752(9572/755721)
B1,82€SNc (v4)
B1VB2="4
~ 2 2 2 2\~ 2 2 2 2
= E , Rp, (51,89, 81, 83) Fp, (87,82, 51, 83)
B1,82€SNc(74)
B1VB2="a
~ 2 2 2 2\ = 2 2 2 2
= E : Rp, (81,52, 81, 52) Rp, (81, 83, 51, 53)

{B1,823={(13)(2)(4),(1)(3)(24) }
=2 Rg(s) R1(s3)? Ra(s3) R (s7)? # 0.

The following result contains the tensor version of [NS06, Remark 5.20]; we leave the proof to
the reader.

Proposition 5.4. The tensor freeness is symmetric and associative: for subalgebras A,B,C of a
tensor probability space
(1) If A is tensor free from B, then B is tensor free from A.
(2) If A and B are tensor free and if AUB and C are tensor free, then A, B, and C are tensor
free.

As advertised, tensor freeness gives a universal way to compute the joint tensor distribution
of tensor freely independent elements from their marginal tensor distribution. This can be either
expressed from the vanishing property of tensor free cumulants, or at the level of the trace invariants,
as follows. We refer the reader to Corollary 2.8 for the similar result in the case of usual (non-tensor)
freeness.

Proposition 5.5. Subalgebras Ay, ..., Ar of an r-partite tensor probability space are tensor freely
independent if and only if for p > 1, a € Sy, for every function f : [p] — [L], and z; € Ay,

Jj € [pl:
Oal1,. .. 2p) = S kglan,.xp) = > IT + Rl 10 (@)jes-10)- (37)

BeSnc(a) BeSnc(a) ief([p])
Vp I(Bs) <ker f Vp I(Bs)<ker f
Proof. The tensor freeness implies the formula Eq. (37) by applying the tensor moment-free cumu-
lant formula Eq. (33) and ignoring the mixed tensor free cumulants. Conversely, if Eq. (37) holds
for every a € S, then the inversion formula Eq. (34) implies that kg(z1,...,7,) = 0 whenever

Vp I(Bs) £ ker f. O

Although tensor freeness is not the same notion as freeness, they share several similarities. For
example, if z,y are two tensor free elements, then the formula Eq. (37) implies that

P(zy) = P (T, ) = Kidy (2, Y) = @(2) (),
since II(Bs) < ker f = 02 implies 55 = ida. On the other hand, the same formula ¢(zy) = ¢(x)e(y)
holds if z,y are freely independent, following from Eq. (6). More generally, if (A;);c[z) are freely
independent unital subalgebras of a non-commutative probability space (A, ¢), z; € Ay for
J € [p], and if ker f is non-crossing, then Eq. (6) and Eq. (3) imply that

90(901"'1’;)): Z /?éw(ﬂch---,@“p):wkerf(xla---yiﬂp): H Wf*l(z’)((xj)jeffl(i))-

meNC(p) i€ f([p))
n<ker f
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We show in the following that the same formula holds for tensor free elements.

Corollary 5.6. Let f and x1,...xp be as in Proposition 5.5, and suppose that, for all s € [r|, there
exists o, € Sp such that II(o) = ker f and o, a5 € Syc(Y®)) for some full cycle v9). Then we
have

Va1, Tp) = Pane(T1, .- ., Tp) = H Wg/\g|f_1(i)((xj)jeffl(i))

i€ f([p])
In particular, whenever ker f € NC(p), we have
(@1 3p) = Grarf(@1, 1) =[] 0p-10) (7)) jer—10))-
i€f([p])

Proof. Under the assumption, the condition \/pII(3s) < ker f in Eq. (37) is equivalent to 3 €
Snc(e). The condition a,0 € Syco(y) further implies Syc(a) N Sne(e) = Sve(a A a), so we have

Pa(T1, ..., Tp) = Z kg(21, .. Tp) = Pana(@1, ..., 2p) = H @g/\gqu((mj)jef—l(i))-
BeSNc(ana) i€ f([p])
The last assertion follows by taking o = . O
One of the nice properties of usual, non-tensor, free cumulants is the additivity: if x1,...,x; are
freely independent, then
Fp(1 + -+ ap) = Fp(@1) + -+ Fplag),  Vp=1, (38)

see [NS06, Proposition 12.3]. We have an analogous property for tensor freely independent elements;
see [KMW24, Proposition 4.12], [BB24, Section 3], and [CGL24, Proposition 4.9] for the same
property in slightly different settings.

Proposition 5.7. If x1,...,x; are tensor freely independent elements of a tensor probability space,
and if a € Sy is irreducible, then

ka1 + -+ ap) = Z Ka(Ti).

Proof. The result follows from the multilinearity and the vanishing of mixed tensor free cumulants
properties:

k
Ko(z1+ - +ag) = Z Ka (T g1y, - Tfp)) = Z &g(a:f(l),...,xf(p)):ng x;
fi[p]—[k] ff:[p]—z[k]t i=1

O

The following gives the analogue of [NS06, Theorem 11.12] in which the behavior of the free
cumulants under grouping is described.

Proposition 5.8. Consider p random variables x1,...,z, € A from a tensor probability space.
Group them as follows: for ¢ < p and 0 =14(0) < --- < i(q) = p define
Xj 1= Zi(j_1)41 " Ti(j) for j € [q].
For a € Sg, deﬁne Q and & € S”" by
s=0:= (i) (@G =) +1--i(f) - (ilg=D+1---p),

A~ A~

Gg:=¢C1--Cp,
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where ag = ¢1 -+ ¢ 18 the cycle decomposition of as and if ¢, = (j1 +++ jn), then

Co= (i1 —1)+1 - i() iGa—1)+1 - i(f2) -+ i(n = 1)+ 1 - i(jn)).
Then

ka(X1,...,Xq) = Z kp(x1,. .., Tp).

BeSnc(a)
BsVO0=as Vs

Proof. According to [NS06, Remarks 11.11], the map o € S; — & € S, defines a lattice isomorphism
between (Syc(a),<) and ({8 € S,:0 < B8 < a}, <) for all a € S,. Therefore, for any a € Sq, we
have by M&bius inversion,

Ka(X1,. 0 Xy) = 0o (X1,...,X,) Mob(o )
<a

Q

wg(x1,...,2q) Méb(ﬁ_lg)

o)
IN
[e3

= Z Kp(T1,. .., Tp).
BeSnc(a)
BsV0=a, Vs

Note that we have used the substitution property Definition 3.1-Item 5 in the second equality
above. O

We shall now prove that the unit element 1 in a tensor probability space is tensor freely inde-
pendent from the whole algebra A; this property is the generalization of [NS06, Lemma 5.17] to
the tensor case. Recall from Remark 3.4 that the tensor moments of 1 € A are all 1; its tensor free
cumulants can be easily computed:

r
Kg(l) = H ]laS:idp - ]lg:idJ~

s=1

Proposition 5.9. Let (A, ¢, (¢a)) be a tensor probability space, and consider p > 2 random vari-
ables x1,...,7, € A such that x; = 1 for some j € [p]. Then for every a € S which connects j
with other elements, i.e. there exists s € [r| such that as(j) # j, we have ko(x1,...,2p) = 0. In
particular, 1 is tensor freely independent from the whole algebra A.

Proof. By the permutation invariance of k, (see Remark 4.2), we may assume that z, = 1. We shall
show the statement by induction on the number m = >""_, |ag|. If m = 1, then the condition says
that oy = id,, for all but one permutation oy, which is a transposition of the form (j p). Therefore,
the unitality property from Definition 3.1-Item 4 implies that

Ko(T1,. . Tp_1,1) = @a(T1,. .., Tp_1,1) — gpidi(xl, cey Xpo1, 1)

= gpidpil(azl, Ce Xpo1) — gpidpil(azl, oo Zp—1) =0.

Now if m > 2, then by the induction hypothesis, we have kg(z1,...,2,-1,1) = 0 for all 8 < a such
that 38 connects p with some other elements. Therefore, the tensor moment-free cumulant relation
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Eq. (33) implies that

0oty Tp_1,1) = Z ﬁg(acl,...,xp_l,l)

B<a
= Ka(®1,. ., Tp—1,1) + k(1. Tp-1,1)
Bsa
:RQ(Il’--'axp—l,l)‘f’ Z I‘&é(ﬂ?l,...,l‘p_l,l)
B<a'li(p)
= Iig(iﬂl, ey Tp—1, 1) + (pg/(xl, - ,l'p_l)
where o/ € S,_1 is obtained by erasing p in every permutation as. By unitality, we have oo (@1, ,2p-1,1) =
0o (T1,...,2p—1), and therefore, ko (z1,...,2p—1,1) = 0.
The final claim follows from the vanishing of mixed tensor free cumulants characterization of
tensor freeness. ]

The next result shows that in order to show the tensor freeness of the algebras generated by some
family of subsets, one can check the vanishing on mixed tensor free cumulants only on elements of
the given subsets.

Theorem 5.10. Let (A, ¢, (¢a)) be an r-partite tensor probability space, and consider a family of
subsets (Wi)iei) € A. Then, the following statements are equivalent:

(1) Wi)icir) are tensor freely independent (in the sense that the algebras they generate are
tensor freely independent, see Definition 5.1);

(2) The vanishing property of mized tensor free cumulants holds for elements of the W;’s:
ka(Z1,...,2p) = 0 whenever o € Sy, is irreducible, and x; € Wy for a mon-constant
function f: [p] — [L].

In particular, elements x1, ...,z € A are tensor freely independent if and only if

Ka(Tp1)s - Tp(p) =0
whenever a € (Sp)" is irreducible and f : [p] — [L] is a non-constant function.

Proof. We may assume that 1 € W; for each ¢ € [L] since 1 is tensor free from A (Proposition 5.9),
and W; and W; U {1} generate the same unital subalgebra.

The direction (1) = (2) is clear by definition. For the converse, assume the condition (2), and
let us show that the same property holds for all elements of A;, the unital algebra generated by
W;. By multilinearity of tensor free cumulants, we may take the elements of A; from products
of elements of W;. Therefore, if we set 0 = i(0) < -+ < i(q) = p, Xj = Tj(j—1)41" " T4(j), and
Ti(i—1)41> - - - Ti(5) € Wy(j) for all j € [g], then we have

ka(X1,...,Xq) = Z ka1, Tp) (39)
Vs€|[r] : BsV0=éds

for a € 57, where 0 and @, are defined as in Proposition 5.8. Now suppose that « is irreducible and
a permutation ag, is such that o, (j) = j/ with f(j) # f(j/). Then the conditions By, V 0 = dy,
forces that (s, connects two elements 7,7 € [p] such that z; € Wiy and zy € Wy(jr). Therefore,
the condition (2) implies that kg(z1,...,zp,) = 0 for every /3, and hence ko (X1, ..., X ) = 0, which
shows (1). - B O

Combining Theorem 5.10 with Proposition 5.5 directly gives the following tensor freeness cri-
terion, which will be very useful for showing the asymptotic tensor freeness of random matrices
later.
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Corollary 5.11. Subsets Wi, ..., Wr of an r-partite tensor probability space are tensor freely
independent if and only if, for every function f : [p| — [L] and x; € Wy (5 € [p]), we have:

Pa(T1s. . 2p) = > 11 Rpla g (Ti)jer1@), P21, @€, (40)
BeSnc(a) ief(p])
Vp II(Bs)<ker f

5.1. Moment conditions for tensor freeness. Recall that the usual notion of freeness was
originally defined without using free cumulants; namely, every alternating product of centered
elements remains centered. Since tensor freeness extends freeness and even coincides with it in
the case r = 1, it is natural to ask whether similar (and possibly equivalent) conditions can be
established for tensor freeness. One straightforward approach is to further expand each kg in
Eq. (37), using Eq. (34), to obtain that -

ValT1, ..., xp) = Z Z Méb(g'_lﬁ) Vo (T1,. .., 2p)

BeSnc(a) o'€Snc(f) B

V7> I1(Bs)<ker f
= Z < Z Méb(a'_lﬁ)>gpa/(x1,...,:vp)
o/€Snc () o'<pLa

Vp H(ag)<ker f Vop II(Bs)<ker f

for x; € Ay(;) (j € [p]) where (A;)ig(r) are tensor free subalgebras. From this, one can conclude
that:

o (T1,...,2p) =0 for all o/ € Syc(a) such that \/p (o) < ker f = @q(z1,...,2p) =0.
In the following, we improve the above and give necessary moment conditions for tensor freeness,

inspired by [BB24, Theorem 5]. First, for a permutation o € S, and a partition = € P(p), let us
define o™ by the maximal permutation 8 € (Syo(«), <) satisfying the following two conditions:

(1) I(B) <,
(2) every cycle ¢ of 3 is cyclic on a cycle of a: if ¢ = (i1 - -+ i), then there is a cycle ¢ of «
which is of the form ¢ = (i1 - -+ iy,) for m > n.

Intuitively, for each cycle of «, we can group all (cyclically) consecutive elements that belong
to the same block of 7 to form the cycles of o™. For example, if a« = (173)(2546) € S; and
m={{1,7},{2,4,5},{3,6}} € P(7), then

o = (17)(3)(254)(6), (41)
™ = (T123456)" = (71)(2)(3)(45)(6).

Proposition 5.12. Let Ay,..., Ar be tensor freely independent subalgebras of A. For o € (Sp)"
and a function f : [p] — [L], let us define the set

Sa,p =B € (Sp)" cakerf < B<a and \/H(ﬁs) < ker f} C Syo(a).

Note that o*/ = (5T ... oy ) € S, . Then we have

Pa(T1,...,xp) = 0 whenever z; € Ayjy for j € [p] and g(x1,...,2p) =0 for all B € Sp 5 (42)
Proof. Let us enumerate S,y = {8 M), Q(Q), cee ﬁ(")}. Then we can observe two crucial properties
of S, ¢ as follows:

(1) The set S, is closed under the operation A. Moreover, é(l) := a**'/ is minimal in S, -
(2) We have: 8 € Syc(a) and \/pII(Bs) < ker f if and only if 8 € SNC(Q(i)) for some

1=1,...,n.
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Now let us assume that P00 (x1,...,2p) =0forall i =1,...,n. Then we have

Yal(T1,...,2p) = Z kp(T1,...,Tp)

BeSnc(a)
Vp H(Bs)<ker f
= Z Iiﬁ(.fl, e ,:Cp) . ]lU;zzl SNC(B”))(§>
BeSnc (@) B
= Z &é(xlv s 7$p) Z(_l)l_l Z ]lnl_el SNC(ﬁ(i))(@)
BeSnc(a) =1 IC[n], Card(I)=l B

— Z(_1)l*1 Z Z kg1, 2p)
1=1

I1C[n], Card([):lﬁeniel SNC(E(”)

=1

IC[n], Card(I)=l

Here we started from Eq. (37) and used the property (2) of S, f in the second equality. In the third
equality, we applied the inclusion—exclusion principle

n

]IU?:l A = Z(_l)lil Z ]lﬂiel A

=1 IC[n], Card(I)=I

for any finite sets Ay, ..., Ay, which is equivalent to [ 7", (llUj A, —]lAi) = 0. Since (;¢; SNc(ﬁ("))

Sne(Nier é(i)) and A,c; ﬁ(i) € Sq,¢ (property (1)), the last equality shows that (21, ...,zp)
0.

oo

Example 5.13. Let us discuss several examples where Proposition 5.12 can be applied.

(1) If {x1, 22} and {y1,y2} are tensor free elements in a bipartite tensor probability space (i.e.
r = 2), then we have

O(T19172Y2) = Py s (T1,91,72,92) =0

whenever p(r1) = ¢(y2) = 0 and ¢ (19) (71,72) = ¥ (12) (y1,%2) = 0. Indeed, the latter

1(2) (1)(2)
condition implies g, g,(x1,y1,22,y2) = 0 whenever 51,52 € {ids, (13)(2)(4), (24)(1)(3)}

(note that 74" = idy and hence Sy, = {id4, (13)(2)(4), (24)(1)(3)}? in this case).
(2) In the case r = 1, tensor freeness coincides with usual freeness, and we obtain that for freely
independent subalgebras (A;);c) and z; € Ay ),

o(x1 - x,) = 0 whenever @y (z1,...,2,) = 0 for all 7 € NC(p) with (5 7) < 7 < ker f.

In particular, if z;’s are alternating and centered, i.e., f(j) # f(j + 1) and ¢(z;) = 0 for
all j, then ¢r(x1,...,2,) = 0 for every non-crossing partition = with = < ker f since such
7 contains a singleton as noted in [NS06, Theorem 11.16].

We present below a simple corollary of Proposition 5.12, see also [LOSY24a, Lemma 3.4] or
[LOSY24b, Lemma 4.1] for a similar result.

Corollary 5.14. Consider tensor freely independent subalgebras (-Az‘)ie[L} insitde some tensor prob-
ability space (A, ¢, (pa)), and centered elements x1,..., 7, € A, with x; € Ay for some function
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[ pl = 1. Then, for all a € S} such that

Vs € [r] Bs € Sno(as) }

Vs € [r] I1(8,) <p ker f = \/ (Bs) has a singleton,

s€lr]

the corresponding tensor moment is null:

Ya(1,...,2p) =0.
In particular, we have @q(x1,...,x,) = 0 whenever there exists k € [p] such that f(k) # f(k') for
al K # k.

Proof. In the setting of Proposition 5.12, note that any 8 € S, has a common singleton hence
wg(x1,...,2p) = 0 because the elements are centered. One can thus apply Proposition 5.12 and
the conclusion follows. O

Let us consider the converse of the statement above: is it possible to prove tensor freeness starting
from the vanishing tensor moment relations given in Proposition 5.12 and Corollary 5.147 We show
next that the answer to this question is negative.

First, consider two sub-algebras A1, As such that all the tensor moments as in the result above
are vanishing. Let z12 € A; and y12 € Ay be some centered elements. We would like to check
whether the mixed tensor free cumulant

K(1)(2)(3)(4) (71,91, 22, Y2)
(1243)

is vanishing, using only the conditions in Corollary 5.14. Write
K)©2)3)@) (T1, Y1, T2, Y2) = Z ©)2)3)) (T1, Y1, T2, y2) MEb(Ba, (1243)).
(1243) B2<(1243) B2

Let us consider the conditions for a general term in the sum above to be vanishing according to
Corollary 5.14:

oy < B2 and I(oy) < ker f = {{1,3},{2,4}} = o> has a fixed point.
Note that the partition ker f, with the ordering given by (1243) is non-crossing, so
o3 < B and I1(02) < ker f = {{1,3},{2,4}} <= 02 < 2 Anc((243)) ker f.

Hence, all the terms in the sum above vanish, except for the ones such that B2 Anc((1243)) ker f
does not have a singleton. In turn, this is equivalent to

52 /\NC((1243)) ker f = kerf < BQ € {(13)(24), (1243)}

In conclusion,

K(1)(2)(3)@) (T1, Y1, T2, ¥2) = @) 2)3)(4) (T1, Y1, T2, Y2) + @1)2)3) @) (71, Y1, 72, y2) - (—1)
(1243) (1243) (13)(24)
= o1)@E)4) (@1, Y1, T2, Y2) — va)@2)(T1, 22)00)2) (Y1, Y2),
(1243) (12) (12)

none of which vanishes as per Corollary 5.14. In conclusion, the notion of tensor freeness defined
via vanishing mixed tensor free cumulants implies the following relation:
P1)(2)(3)(4) (1,91, T2,2) = P1)(2) (w1, 902)90(1)(2) (y1,92) (43)
(1243) (12) (12)

which is not captured by the vanishing of centered tensor moments in Corollary 5.14.

Note however that the example above can be captured by the (more general) conditions in Propo-
sition 5.12. Indeed, if o = (idy, (1243)) and ker f = {{1,3},{2,4}}, then o*/ = (idy4, (13)(24))
and S, s = {a*"/}, so Eq. (42) says that
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If 71,22 € A1, y1,y2 € A2, and p(1)(2) (1, T2)0(1)(2) (Y1, y2) = 0, then v(1y(2)(3)(a) (71, Y1, T2, ¥2) = 0.
(12) (12) (1243)

Now for any 1,22 € Ay and y1,y2 € As, we can choose A1, Ao € C such that

vay2)(T1 — Ala, z2 — Aala) = p1)2)(T1, T2) — Mp(T2) — Aap(z1) + A A2 = 0.
(12) (12)

This implies that ¢(1)2)3)4)(T1 — A1la,y1, 72 — A2l 4, y2) = 0, and hence we obtain Eq. (43). In
(1243)
particular, we have

Ridy,(1243) (z1,y1,72,y2) = Kidy,(1243) (1 — (1), y1 — (Y1), 22 — p(22), Y2 — p(y2)) = 0.

Finally, let us argue that the conditions in Proposition 5.12 may still be insufficient to fully
capture tensor freeness in the general case.

Lemma 5.15. Let Ay and Az be unital subalgebras of a bipartite tensor probability space (A, ¢, (Pay.a2))
such that

(1) up to order p < 3, every mized tensor free cumulants (Ka;,as)a; 2e5, between A1 and As
vanish;

(2) Kay,as(Z1,y1,22,y2) = 0 whenever x1,x2 € A1, y1,y2 € A2, and a1, o0 € Syc(7a) such that
(aq) VI (az) £ {{1,3},{2,4}} and a # (74, 7).

Then for all x1,19 € A1 and y1,ys € Ag, we have

Foyaa (21, Y1, T2, Y2) = @(T13122Y2) — ©1)(2) (71, T2)9 (12) (Y1, ¥2) — @ (12) (1, 22)@)2) (Y1, ¥2)
(12) 1)(2) 1)(2) (12)
— p(r1)p(r2)k(12) (Y1, Y2) — P(y1)p(y2)k12) (21, 22) + (@1)P(2)P(Y1)P(Y2)-
(12) (12)

Proof. Let a := a — p(a)l4 for a € A. Since 14 is tensor free from A; and As, the condition (2)
implies that

o o
“74nq(xl»yl,x2792):: “74nq($17yl,$2,y2)

= p(T19172y2) — > Koy as (L1, U1, T2, Y2)

a1,02€SNc(74)
(a1,02)#(74,74)

= 90(9%1?31332?/2) — K(13)(2)(4) (%17 3317 T2,Y2) — K(1)(3)(24) (3?317 ?317 r2,%2)
(1)(3)(24) (13)(2)(4)

= o(T1i122y2) — K (12) (T1,T2)K)2) (U1, ¥2) — Kye) (L1, T2)K (12) (U1, Y2)
1(©2) (12) (12) 1)(2)

= @(T19172y2) — ¢ (12) (T1,22)P(1)(2) (U1, ¥2) — P1)(2) (1, 22) (12) (Y1, Y2)-
1)(2) (12) (12) 1)(2)

On the other hand, the condition (1) implies that

o(T19122y2) = ©(@1y172y2) — w(21)(Y122y2) — ©(y1)e(T122y2) + ©(21)P(y1)e(2y2)
= p(z1y1722) — P(T1)P(T2)P(Y1Y2) — (Y1) P(Y2)P(T122) + V(1) P (Y1) P(T2) P (Y2)-
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Now combining with the observation that ¢, (a,b) = pa(a,b) — p(a)p(b) for all a,b € A and
a € (S2)?, we have

Foyaa (21, Y1, T2, Y2) = @(T13122Y2) — ©1)(2) (71, T2)9 (12) (Y1, ¥2) — @ (12) (1, 22)@)(2) (Y1, Y2)
(12) 1)(2) 1)(2) (12)

— p(z1)e(2) ((y1y2) — @ (12) (W1, 42) — 1)) (W1, 42))
1)(2) (12)

—o(y1)e(y2) (p(r172) — @ (12) (1, 22) — 1)) (21, 72))

1)(2) (12)
— p(@1)e(z2)e(y1)e(y2)
= p(z19172Y2) — Y1) 2)(T1, T2)P (12) (Y1,92) — ¢ (12) (T1,22)P1)2) (Y1, Y2)
(12) (1)(2) 1)(2) (12)
- @(xl)sﬁ(ﬂcz)ﬁggg (y1,y2) — @(yl)sﬁ(yz)'iggg (z1,22) + @(z1)(22) (Y1) P (Y2)-

O

Remark 5.16. Let A; and Ay be unital subalgebras of a bipartite tensor probability space
(A, ®, (90011,042))'

(1) Both conditions (1) and (2) in Lemma 5.15 are satisfied if all the tensor moment conditions
Eq. (42) hold for A; and Ay. For example, if z € A; and y € Aj, then we have

K 12) (2,Y) = K (12) (@ — ()14, y) = ¢ q2) (z — 0(2)1a,9) — vy (@ — @(2)1a,y) =0
(1)(2) (1)(2) (1)(2) (1)(2)
from Eq. (42). Similarly, we have r1)2)(z,y) = 0 and
(12)

K12) (T, y) = Koy (@ — (@)1a,y) = eag)(z — o(@)1a,y) — & q2) (T,Y) — Ka)ye)(z,y) = 0.
(12) (12) (12) (12 (12)
One can check the remaining conditions using inductive arguments, which is left to the
reader.
(2) Inducing kv, ~,(z,y,2,y) = 0, for all x € A; and y € A, from Eq. (42), may require
more assumptions on A; and Ay (or on A). For example, we may set z; = x — A\;14 and
Yi =y — pila, for i = 1,2 and Ay 2, 112 € C, and apply Lemma 5.15 to obtain that

“mm(%ya&“, y) = o(z1y172Y2) — P(1)(2) (w1, 22)9 (12) (y1,92) — ¢ (12) (901,962)4!9(1)(2) (y1,92)
(12) D(2) (D(2) (12)
— p(@1)p(z2)k12)(¥) — (Y1) e(y2)ka2)() + @(z1)(@2)P(y1)e(y2).
(12) (12)
In particular, one has k., ~,(z,y,7,y) = 0 if p(z1) = p(y2) = 0 and ¢ (19) (z1,72) =

(1)(2)
© (12) (y1,92) = 0, by Example 5.13 (1). However, this approach is not valid: one should

(D)
take A\; = ¢(x) in order to get ¢(x1) = 0, but in that case

¥ (12) (w1,22) = ¢ (12) (z) — 90(35)2
(1)(2) (1))
regardless of A\ € C. This means that we cannot always choose Aj, A2 such that p(x1) =0

and ¢ (19) (71, 72) = 0. In conclusion, in this specific situation, one cannot derive the vanish-

(1)(2)
ing of the mixed cumulant -, ~,(x,y, z,y) from the moment conditions of Proposition 5.12,

using the method from Lemma 5.15.
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5.2. Classical independence from tensor freeness. As a final remark, let us point out that the
classical notion of independence can be captured by tensor freeness in a very natural way. Classical
independence is also known as tensor independence in the literature, in connection to the tensor
product of classical probability spaces. In this work, to avoid confusion with our notions of tensor
free independence, we use the term “classical independence”. Recall that unital subalgebras (\A;);cr
of a noncommutative probability space (A, ) are called classically independent if the subalgebras
commute with each other and
plar---ap) = p(ar) - p(ap)

whenever a, ..., a, are taken from mutually distinct algebras A;,,. .., A; , respectively. Note that
the classical independence precisely describes the probabilistic independence of random variables
in the *-probability space (L~ (P),E).

Proposition 5.17. Let (A, ¢) be a noncommutative probability space with a tracial state ¢ and
Ai, ..., Ap be classically independent subalgebras of A. Define A; as an embedding of A; into i-th
tensor component of A®L, 1.€.,

Ai=140  0 A R - ®14.
Then (./Zli)z-e[,;] are tensor free subalgebras of the L-partite tensor probability space (A®L, ©®L, (®f:1 ‘Pas))-
Furthermore, (J‘Iz‘)ie[u has the same joint distribution with (A;);c[z) in the following sense:

For x; € A;; with j € [p], (p®L<i'1,...,{Z'p) =p(x1,...,2p),
where each T denotes the embedding of x; according to the identification A;; = /lej

Proof. Tensor freeness of (/L-)Z-G[L] follows from Proposition 5.2, and the remaining assertions are
also clear by definition. O

By combining with several properties of tensor free cumulants, we can recover the free cumulants
of the classically independent variables derived in [DB14, Theorem 1.2].

Corollary 5.18. Let x1,...,x1 be a family of classically independent elements in a noncommuta-
tive probability space (A, ). Then one has for p > 1,
L
/?cp(xl CIZL) = Z Rﬂl(xz)
m1,..., T ENC(p), i=1
NoTi=l1p

Proof. We may assume that ¢ is tracial by replacing A with the unital algebra generated by
x1,...,xr if necessary. Asin Proposition 5.17, let Z; := 1 4®- - -Qx;®- - -®1 4 be the embedding of x;
into i-th tensor component of A®%. Then (T4)i|r) is a tensor free family in (A®E 028 (@2 Pas))
and has the same joint distribution with (z;);c[z). Therefore, Proposition 4.3 and Lemma 4.4 imply
that

L
Rp(wr - xn) = kp(F1-30) = Y Kal1 @ @ap) = > T 7 (),

a€Snc(1p)"s m1,.., T ENC(p), i=1
Ve ai=7p Ve mi=1lp
where we used the correspondence Snc(7,) = NC(p) in the last equality. O

6. ASYMPTOTIC TENSOR FREENESS OF GLOBALLY INVARIANT RANDOM MATRICES

In the next three sections, we present a wide range of examples of random matrices exhibiting
asymptotic behaviors that can be captured by the notion of tensor free independence introduced in
Section 5. Let us keep the same notations from Section 3: we take r sequences ds n (s =1,...,7)
of positive integers which increase to oo as N — oo, and let Dy := dy n---d, n. Recall that a
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family Wy of Dy x Dy random matrices converges in tensor distribution (in expectation) if for
every p > 1 and every p-tuple of permutations o € (S,)", the limit

1
]\}gﬂoo E[tra(Xl Ny--- 7Xp,N)] = ]\/11_>OO WE[TI‘Q(XLN’ e 7XP,N)]
1,N r,N
exists for X1 n,..., X, v € Wx. We say that families W(l), . ,WJ(VL) of Dy x Dy random matrices
are asymptotically tensor freely independent if there exists tensor free families Wy, ..., Wy, in an

r-partite tensor probability space (A, ¢, (pq)) such that W(l), .. ,W](VL) — Wi, ..., Wy, jointly in

tensor distribution. Note that in this case, the family UiL:1 W](\z}) necessarily satisfies the tensor
factorization property Eq. (28) as in the discussion before Lemma 3.10.

Prior to our general results (Theorems 7.2, 7.6 and 8.8) on LUI and LOI matrices, in this
section, we first consider simpler models of random matrices: multipartite random matrices which
are globally unitary / orthogonal invariant. We show that within these classes, convergence in
distribution is equivalent to convergence in tensor distribution and asymptotic freeness is equivalent
to asymptotic tensor freeness. As a corollary, independent UI / OI random matrices automatically
shows asymptotic tensor free independence, thanks to Theorems 2.17 and 2.19. We remark that
the similar analogue has been shown in [CDM24, Theorem 1.1]: for UI matrices, convergence
in x-distribution is equivalent to convergence in traffic distribution, and asymptotic x-freeness is
equivalent to asymptotic traffic independence.

From now, we frequently drop out N and simply write Xi,..., X, € Wy (or W) and D =
dy - --d,, etc. Let us begin by providing the formula of joint tensor distribution between UI / OI
random matrices, using the Weingarten calculi.

Lemma 6.1. Let W be a family of D x D random matrices, and let X1,...,X, € W.
(1) If W is U, then for a € (Sp)",

E[Tra(X1,..., X)) = Y E[Teo(X1,..., X, (Hd# )Wg(D)(T_lo‘) (44)

0,TES)

(2) If W is OI, then for a € (Sp)",

T

E[Tra(X1,. ., Xp)] = Y E[Trpus(Xi.. ., Xp)] (H df<”Vas5a?1>> W' (p,m)  (45)
w,pEP2(£p) s=1

Proof. (1) Let U be a D x D Haar random unitary matrix independent from W. Then the unitary

invariance of W says that the joint probability distribution of (UX,U*,...,UX,U*) is equal to

(X1,...,X,). In particular, we have

E[Tra(X1, ..., X,)] = E[Tra(UX U, ... ,UX,U")] = Ey [EU [Tra(UX U, ..., UXpU*)\WH .

We now apply the (graphical) unitary Weingarten calculus Theorem 2.10 to the inner expectation
to obtain (see Fig. 7): almost surely,

Ey [ Tea(UX1U,.. . UX,UD)W] = 3 Ten(Xi,.... X,) (Hd?f(“ o >) Wep (o).

0,TES) s=1

Therefore, taking the expectation Eyy gives Eq. (44).
(2) The proof is analogous to (1), the only difference residing in the application of the graphical
orthogonal Weingarten formula from Theorem 2.11 instead of the unitary one, see Fig. 8.
[l

Let us begin first to investigate the asymptotic tensor distribution limit of UI random matrices.
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- —  os(d) - 1 1 —  as(i)

o(7)

- ) — as (1)
= EW ZO’,TESP Wg(U)(Tilg) _ Xz ' v

D

~ - L

Ficure 7. Using the unitary invariance of the family W, one can replace each
variable X; by UX;U*. Performing the Weingarten integration with respect to U
results in a sum over diagrams indexed by two permutations.

- — o) - ] ] — s

Ew 4 X " —EwEo - o] x [or

—e ) 7 ary L w(—i) — +as()

O . . .
=Ew Zﬂ',pGPz(ip) Wg(D )(ﬂ-) IO) o : ’f X —\ :
- p(+i) (=9 -

F1cURE 8. Using the orthogonal invariance of the family W, one can replace each
variable X; by OX;07. Performing the Weingarten integration with respect to O
results in a sum over diagrams indexed by two pairings that act on 2p points, [£p].

Proposition 6.2. Let Wy be a family of Dy x Dy Ul matrices satisfying the factorization property
(Eq. (14)), and suppose Wi converges in distribution as N — oco. Then Wy satisfies the tensor
factorization property (Eq. (28)) and converges in tensor distribution. Furthermore, if W is the
corresponding tensor distribution limit, then for a € (Sp)" and x1,...,x, € W, we have

paltn )= S Relan. ), (46)
UemZ:1 Sne(as)

Ro(x1,...,2p) if as =0 for some o € Sp,
Ko 1y, Xpy) = 47
a(1 ») {0 otherwise. (47)

Proof. Let X; = X; y € Wy (j=1,...,p), and let (21,...,2,) € (A, ) be the corresponding joint
distribution limit of (X1,...,X,). Then for a € (S,)" we can apply Eq. (44) and the estimation of
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the unitary Weingarten function (Eq. (7)) to have

Eftra(X1,..., Xp)] = Y Eftro(X1,...,X,)] (H d#T s df("las)> D;f"f’“"(Mab(T—lg) +0(1))

0,TES) s=1
= Z E [trq—(Xh . ,Xp)] (H ds—(7'|+|'rla|+|alas|_|as)> (Méb(’r_lo') + 0(1))
0,TES) s=1

(recall that D)y = dj - - - d,.). Note that for each s € [r], the inequality |7|+|7 10| +|o " Las|—|as| > 0
always holds, and it attains 0 if and only if 7 < ¢ < a,. Furthermore, the factorization property
implies that E [tr-(X1,...,X))] = ¢-(21,...,2p) for arbitary 7 € S, so we have

lim E[trg(Xl,...,Xp)] = Z (H ]17—§0'§045> or(x1,...,2p) Méb(rfla)

N—o0
0,7€Sp

= Z ngT(xl, ..., xp) Mob(r o)

O'Engzl SNC'(OLS) 7<o

= Z Ro(Z1,...,%p).

o€Nsz1 Snc(as)

Now if we define the family of complex numbers (mg))ge(sp)r by the same as in Eq. (47), then the

above computation is equivalent to

s=1

. 0
A}gnoo Eltro(X1,..., X)) = Z ﬁé)(a@l, .., xp) for all a € (Sp)".
geSnc(a)
This suggests that Wy converges in tensor distribution, and if we call (x1,...,z,) again the corre-
sponding tensor distribution limit of (X1, ..., X)), then ko (z1,...,2p) = ng)) (x1,...,xp) by Mobius
inversion. Finally, the tensor factorization property follows from the multiplicativity of K, and the
discussion above Lemma 3.10. O
Theorem 6.3. Let Wy,..., Wy, be families of Dy x Dy random matriz ensembles such that

UZ»L:1 W](\Z,') is Ul and satisfies the factorization property Eq. (14). Then (W](\?)’L'E[L] are asymp-
totically free if and only if asymptotically tensor free.

Proof. Suppose (Wﬁ))ie[L] are asymptotically free. Then by Proposition 6.2, the family UiL:1 W](\?
converges in tensor distribution. Let us denote by W = UZ-L:1 W the corresponding tensor limit,
where W](\Z,) Srdistr (), 1f z; € W) where f(j) # f(k) for some j and k, and if a € (Sp)"
is irreducible, then by Eq. (47), kq(x1,...,2p) = 0 unless oy = o for some o € S,. However, if
a = (0,...,0), then the irreducibility of « implies that o is a full cycle, and the freeness between
WG and WU again implies kg (21, .. .,2p) = Fo(21,...,2,) = 0. This shows the tensor
freeness of (W(i))iE[L].

Conversely, assume the asymptotic tensor freeness of (Wﬁ))ie[ 1) as N — oo so that Ule W](\?) B-distr,

W= Ule W and (W(i))ie[ 1 are tensor free. Then the definition guarantees that UiL:1 W](\f) W
in (usual) distribution. Now if z; € WUU)) where f(j) # f(k) for some j and k, then Eq. (47)
again implies that

Rp(T1,. .., 2p) = Ky, (T1, .0, p) = 0.

Therefore, the families (W(i))iem are free. O
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Note that we do not assume the independence property between the families in Theorem 6.3.
Since independent UI random matrices exhibit the asymptotic freeness (Theorem 2.17), Theo-
rem 6.3 combined with Proposition 2.14 gives the following asymptotic tensor freeness of Ul random
matrices.

Corollary 6.4. Let (W( ))ZE[L] be families of independent Dy x Dy UI random matriz ensembles.
If each family has first order limit, i.e. satisfying the factorization property Eq. (16) and convergent

in distribution, then (Wﬁ))ie[L] are asymptotically tensor free.

In the later section, we obtain much stronger results by considering partial transposes of Ul
random matrices, see Theorem 8.8.

We now derive the OI versions of the above results. The arguments are largely similar, except that
we use the asymptotic estimate from orthogonal Weingarten calculus (Eq. (8)) and the inequalities
involving pair partitions (Lemma 2.6).

Proposition 6.5. Let Wy be a family of Dy x Dy OI random matrices.

(1) Suppose Wy satisfies the factorization property Eq. (14) and WNUW;, satisfies the bounded
moments condition Eq. (15). Then Wy converges in distribution if and only if Wn con-
verges in tensor distribution. Furthermore, if YW is the corresponding tensor distribution
limit, then the same formulas Eqs. (46) and (47) hold for o € (Sp)" and x1,...,x, € W.

(2) Suppose Wy UWX, satisfies the factorization property. Then Wy UW]—\F, converges in distri-
bution if and only if Wy U WZE converges in tensor distribution. Furthermore, if W is the
corresponding tensor limit distribution, then the same formulas Eqs. (46) and (47) hold for
ae (Sp) and x1,...,xp € w.

Proof. We may proof only the assertion (1); the assertion (2) follows from (1) for families Wy =
Wy U W;] For (1), we repeat the arguments in Proposition 6.2 using Eq. (45). Then we have by
Lemmas 2.4 and 2.6,

Eltro(X1,..., Xp)]

= Y Elrpws(Xi... X <H d#(PVO)—Has qH(rVasdo” >> D2 (Meb(p v 7) + o(1))
w,pEP2(£p) s=1
— 1 (1081+1(08) " (x8) | +](8) ™" (evs50r; *8) | —|evs e 6] N
= > Elrpe(Xn.., (H g (ol )><Mob(pvw>+o(1>>
m,pEP2(£p) =1

for X1,...,X, € Wy and a € (Sp)". Note that the bounded moments property and Eq. (23) says
that supy |E trpv5(X1, Xy )H < oo for every p € Pa(£p). Furthermore, the exponents of d; is
always non-positive and attains zero if and only if pd < 70 < asda; s for all s. In this case, we
can uniquely take 7,0 € S, such that 7 = 0do™!, p = 76771, 0 € N._; Sne(as), and 7 € Sye (o)
by Lemma 2.6 (2) and (3). Consequently, applying Egs. (9) and (23) gives that.

1\}51100 E[trg(Xl, . ,X Z (H ]]-T<J<a5) (xlv R 73517) Méb(Tilo-)

T,0€S)

= Z I%U(Il,...,l‘p).

o€MNyz1 Sne(as)

as in the proof of Proposition 6.2. U

Note that the bounded moments property of Wy U W; in Proposition 6.5 is essential: if X; =
24(E1s ® Iy) € Mg(C)®?, and if O is a d? x d> Haar orthogonal matrix, then OX40 T satisfies the
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factorization property and converges in distribution to 0 as d — co. However, Egs. (12) and (45)
and the facts Tr(X,4) = Tr(X3) = 0 imply that

E[tI‘ (12) (OXdOT)] —d3 Z Trp\/é(Xd)d#(ﬂV(s)Jr#(w\/“/QzS'yz) Wgé?) (ﬂ',p)
(1)(2) 7,pEP2(£2)

-1 d?+1
=d3Tr( XX ] ) (24° - d? -

r( d d)( BEE+2)@E-1) d2(d2+2)(d2—1)>
d—1

— 22dd—2 . 7
(d+1)(d*>+2)

which is not convergent as d — oo.
Now repeating the same reasoning, we obtain the analogues of Theorem 6.3 and Corollary 6.4.

Theorem 6.6. Let (W%))ie[L] be families of Dy x Dy random matrices such that the family
Wy = Uz‘e[L} W](\?) is OI and satisfies the factorization property Eq. (14). If Wy U (lf/\\//]\/)T further

satisfies the bounded moments condition Eq. (15), then (W](\;))ie[,;] are asymptotically free if and
only if asymptotically tensor free.

Corollary 6.7. Let (W](\?)z‘e[L] be families of independent Dy x Dy OI random matriz ensembles

where each family W](\l,) satisfies the factorization property and convergent in distribution, and W%)U

(WJ(\?)T satisfies the boundedness condition Eq. (15). Then (W](\Z}))ie[L] are asymptotically tensor
free.

Remark 6.8. One can obtain the almost sure convergence of tensor moments under stronger
assumptions. For example, suppose d, ;v = N and Wy is a Ul family of N x N" random matrices
which converges in distribution and satisfies the stronger factorization property

Eltrour (X1, .., Xp, Y1, ..., Yy)] = Eltre(X1, ..., Xp)|Eftr, (Y1, ..., Y,)] + O(N72)

for o € S, 7 € 5y, and Xy,..., X, Y1,..., Y, € Wy, which is the case when Wy satisfies the
bounded cumulants property Eq. (19). Then one has the stronger tensor factorization property:

Eltraus(X1, ..., Xp, Y1, ..., Yo)] = E[tra (X1, ..., Xp)[Eftrp(Y1,..., Yy)] + O(N~?) (48)

for a € (Sp)" and B € (S,)", by slightly modifying the proof of Proposition 6.2. In particular,
if Wy is closed under adjoint *, then almost surely, every tensor moment try(X) converges to
the same limit limy Eftro(X)] as N — oo. The same arguments apply to OI random matrices in
Proposition 6.5.

7. ASYMPTOTIC TENSOR FREENESS OF INDEPENDENT LOCALLY INVARIANT RANDOM MATRICES

In this section, we extend the freeness theorems of Ul and OI matrices (Theorems 2.17 and 2.19)
to obtain asymptotic tensor freeness of independent families of local-unitary / orthogonal invariant
random matrices. As in Section 6, we take D = Dy := dyny---d,ny and consider the regime
ds = dsy — oo for all s = 1,...,7 as N — oo. Furthermore, let us denote by Wg(U)(Lg) =
I, ngj)(Ts_lO’s) for o,7 € S and Wg(o)(g,ﬂ) = Il Wg&?)(ps,ﬂs) for m,p € Pa(£p)" for
simplicity.

Lemma 7.1. Let WO ... W) be independent families of D x D random matrices, and suppose
X; € WYOD) for a function f : [p] — [L].
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(1) If each WO is LUI, then for a € (S,)", we have
E[Tro (X1, ..., X,)]

= Z [ H Tr o) ((Xj)ef- 1()}<Hd# (SR am))) H WgW (0 o0y (49)

D rDes(r~1@)" iEf(p]) ief([p])
Vi€ f([p])

(2) If each W is LOI, then for o € (S,)", we have
E[Tro(X1,...,X,)]

T

= Z [ H Trpv5(> ]Gf 1(1))}<de(%6aélv(uﬂr§i)))) H Wg (-))

@ pDepy(£f~1a)"  iEf([p) s=1 i€ f([p])

vief([p])
(50)

where :l:f_l(l) = f_l(l) U {_] : ] € f_l(i)}7 5(2) = 5‘:tf*1(i) = H]effl(z)(]v _j)
Proof. We may assume that f is surjective, i.e. f([p]) = [L], by discarding unused variables. Let
(Ui =Q._, US@) - be an independent family of the Haar random local unitaries, i.e. {Uéz)}(ivs)e[L]X[r]
(S
are independent, Haar-distributed random unitary matrices. Since (X7, ..., X},) has the same joint
probability law as (Usq )X1U Fay S UrmyXp Uf( )) we have
E[Trg(Xl, e ,Xp>] = E[Tl“g(Uf(l)XlU}((l), ey Uf(p)XpU}k(p))}
= Ey wio [EUL,,_,UL [ Tra(Up XiUf gy, - - - Uf(p)XpU;(p)Min(z)” .

Now as in the proof of Eq. (44), we can apply unitary Weingarten calculi for (Us(i)) selr]ie[r] to
obtain

B0 U [Tra(Uf<1>X1U?< s+ Usn XU U]

r ) L
- > H Troo) (X)) jer—16) < 11 dfﬁ(asl(uwﬁ”))) [TwWe (@),
s=1 i=1

Q(i),IUES( 1(1))m 1
Vie[L]

see Fig. 9. Therefore, Eq. (49) is obtained. The formula Eq. (50) follows verbatim. O
The main theorem of this section is following.

Theorem 7.2. Let W](\}), .. .,W](VL) be independent families of Dy X Dy random matrices such
that:

(1) Each family, except possibly one, is LUI
(2) Each family converges in tensor distribution, i.e., the limit

(i) (i) 1 (i) (i)
Jim E e (X7, X )] _Nh%od#almdﬁéwE[Tra(X1 LX)

exists for alli=1,...,L, X](i) € W(i), and o € (Sp)".
(8) Each family satisfies the tensor factorization property Eq. (28).

Then W](\}), . ..W](VL) are asymptotically tensor freely independent as N — oo. In particular, the
family Ule W](\l,) satisfies the tensor factorization property Eq. (28).



48 ION NECHITA AND SANG-JUN PARK

as(4)
Euiw(i) o = Euiw(i) EU
. — — — Oés(j)
— Eyy Z H Wg(U) (Z(i)’g(i)) e _ X; : :
o zWes(f1(@)r =1 - — O\

Ts(f(j))(j)

FIGURE 9. Using the local unitary invariance of the families W), one can replace
each variable X; € W@ by Uf(j)XjU}‘(j), where the U;’s are tensor products of
independent Haar-distributed random unitary matrices that are also independent
from the X’s. Performing the Weingarten integration with respect to all the Haar
unitary matrices results in a sum over diagrams indexed by several tuples of permu-
tations.

Proof. We may assume that every family W](\? is LUIL Indeed, |J, W](\? has the same joint ten-
sor distribution with J;(U WJ(\?)U *) where U = @._, Us is a Haar random local-unitary matrix
independent from J, W](\I,), thanks to the local-unitary invariance of tr,’s and the local-unitary

analogue of Proposition 2.14. For o € (Sp)", f : [p] — [L], and X € W](\f(j)) for j € [p], suppose
that (Xj)jef-1(s) — (%j)jep-13) in tensor distribution for each i € f([p]). Then we can apply
Eq. (49) and the estimate of M&bius function (Eq. (7)) to have

E[trg(Xh s 7XP)]

T

a~ ! ia‘(i) iT(i) o,
= Z |: H tr‘r() jef l(z)):| H(ds#( s (I_l N ))+#(U 5 ) & )

ol ries(r-1@y  iEfPD =

< I (H djf*l(i)hlri”“a.i“\) (Mab (20 ¢) + o(1))

ief(lp)) s=1

_ ) ( TT Eltro (X)) e, 1(1))])

o s D es(p-13)) iEf(lpD)

el T —|as .. i) 1
XHd DU (r O T o) U] |s>< [T Msb(z® 1o“'))+o(1)>

ief([p])

.. N1 G
— > 11 > 0o () je 1)) M8 (70 ¢
“)GS( @) ¢ zWeSnc(a™)
UicWeSye(a)

= Z H’%“((xj)f*l(i)) = Z H " 8l ((5)jer—1())s
oWDes(f1(@) i BeSNc(a) ief(p) T W
Lo eSne(a) Vizy H(Bs)<kerf
Here we need the independence of W%)’s and their factorization property to guarantee that

[ H tI"T(l) ij :| H E[tl",r(l) )ij i| H(p’r(’) l'] jef1 ())

i€f([p ief([p])
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for arbitrary (7(V); (note that each 7(* does not connect any two matrices from different families),
and thus all the terms, except for the case LI; I(i) <y g(i) < a, converge to 0 as N — oco. Moreover,
we can identify 85 = I_IZ-agz) in the last equality. This induces the conclusion by Corollary 5.11. [J
Remark 7.3. Theorem 7.2 indeed generalizes Theorem 2.17 since, for unitary invariant random
matrices, the asymptotic freeness becomes the same notion with asymptotic tensor freeness (The-
orem 6.3).

If U =Q)._, Us is a Haar random local-unitary matrix, then it is straightforward to show that
{U,U*} converges in tensor distribution to {ug,u}}, where ug = u®" is a tensor Haar unitary
described in Example 4.5. Since {U,U*} is LUI, Theorem 7.2 directly gives the following tensor
freeness result.

Corollary 7.4. Suppose Wy is a family of Dy X Dy random matrices which satisfies the tensor
factorization property Eq. (28) and converges in tensor distribution. Let Uy, ..., Uy are independent
Dy x Dy Haar random local-unitaries independent from Wy. Then Wn,{U1,U;}, ..., {UL, U}
jointly converges in tensor distribution to tensor free families W, {u(l) ué@) },...,{ug),ug)*}

®-distr ()

where Wy ——— W and each ug/ is a tensor product Haar unitary element.

Remark 7.5. Let ds vy = N and suppose that Wy = (X j.N)jes is closed under the adjoint X +— X*

and Wy Edistr yy (xj)jes almost surely, i.e., for every a € (S,)" and ji,...,J, € J, we have

tra (Xj Ny -5 Xjp N) = alTiy, -5 Tj,)

almost surely as N — oco. Note that here we impose no conditions on expectation values. Then
almost surely as N — oo,

Wn, {U, U7}, . UL, Up} —— Srdistr — W, {u®, (1)*}’ {U® v“é@L) I

Indeed, we may assume that Wy is deterministic after conditioning on the event {w : Wy (w) Erdistr,

W} (we refer to [Mall2, Sec 3] for the formal argument). Then the proof of Theorem 7.2 shows that
the family Wy = Wy U (UiLzl{Ui, UZ‘}) satisfies the condition Eq. (48), thanks to the bounded

cumulants property of Haar random unitary matrices. Therefore, every joint tensor moment of WN
converges almost surely.

In order to obtain the LOI analogue of Theorem 7.2, we further need conditions on partial
transposes of random matrices. For D =d; ---d, and a D x D matrix X € Mg (C)®---®@M,,(C),
let us denote its partial transposes by

= (6 ® @&, )(X) (51)

for t = (t1,...,t,) € {£1}", where & =1id and £_; = T. For example, we have X@ol) = X and

X (L=l — XT Note that we abuse the notation by using the same symbols id and T to denote
the identity and the transpose maps, respectively, on the matrix algebras even when they are of
different sizes. Moreover, for a family W of D x D matrices, let us denote by Wt := {Xt: X € W}
for t € {#1}", and let us simply denote by WT := W(=1L->=1) ag before.

Theorem 7.6. Let WJ(\}), e W](\f) be independent families of Dy X Dy random matrices such that
each family (except possibly one) is LOL

(1) If each family W](\? satisfies the tensor factorization property Eq. (28), converges in tensor

distribution, and if the family of its partial transposes Ute{il}r (W( )) satisfies the bounded

tensor moment condition Eq. (29), then W](V), . ..W](\f) are asymptotically tensor free as
N — o0.
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(2) If each family Ute{il}T (W](V)) satisfies the tensor factorization property Eq. (28) and con-
verges in tensor distribution, then Uy i1y (W](V))—, Ute{:l:l}’"(w](\/ )) are asymptotically

tensor free as N — oo.

Proof. Similarly to Proposition 6.5, we may prove only the assertion (1). Moreover, similarly as
in Theorem 7.2, we may assume that every family is LOI. Then we can apply Eq. (50) and the
estimate of orthogonal Weingarten function (Eq. (8)) to have

E[trg(Xla s 7Xp)]

- Z ( H E [trgvé(i>((X )ief-1( }) < H MOb (i)) +0(1)>

7D p D epy(£f-13:)) €S ([P) icf([p])

« H (d# (8 (Lip ) —ttexs gt(eusdos v (Ui’ N e {7 <”|/2>_
ief(p))

After simply writing ms := umgi)

exponent of ds becomes
#(6V ps) — #a+ #(ada;t V) —p — |psms|/2

1 1 _ _ 1 _
= 52— 1p,0]) = (10— o) + 520 — |ada;6) - (m8) ™} = p = S1(ms8) - (ps8) |

1 _ _ _ _
= 5 (1807 18) - (78) 1+ 1(m,0) - (9s8) ! + It — e 6] ).

In particular, the above is always non-positive and attains zero if and only if there exist o5 =
L, agl),Ts =1 7'3(2) € Sp such that 740 = 0500519, psd = 150715, and 74 < 05 < ag, by Lemma 2.6.

and ps 1= I_Il-pgi), and applying Lemmas 2.4 and 2.6, the whole

In this case, we also have tr ;i) = tr ) and Méb(ps V 75) = Mob (7, 1os). Consequently, we have
-l
Jim E [tra (X1, Xp)] = oo I X erol@)jerrp)Mob (9 o@)
oles(f1@) b rVesne(ol)
L; ag <as

= > I re0 (@) 1),
oes(f1(@)
uiogi) <as
similarly as 1n the proof of Theorem 7.2. Note that we need the boundedness condition for whole
faimily Ut( )) to guarantee that all the terms in the sum except for the case

ps0 < mgd < aséas_lé Vs € [r]

converges to 0 as N — oo. (|

In the following section, we will show that local-unitary invariant random matrices having limit
tensor distribution automatically have a joint limit tensor distribution between all partial transposes
(Theorem 8.6). Therefore, we can say that Theorem 7.6 generalizes Theorem 7.2.

Let O = ®._, Os be a Haar random local-orthogonal matrix. Since {O,, 0]} — {u,u*} =
{u,u~!} jointly in distribution for each s € [r] where u is a Haar unitary element, one has that
{0} epany — {U%}te{il}'r' in tensor distribution, where ué@ = ul @ @ ul" (we also refer to
Proposition 8.1 for tensor distribution of each u%) Similarly as in Corollary 7.4 and Remark 7.5,
we obtain the following tensor freeness result for Haar random local-orthogonal matrices.
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Corollary 7.7. Suppose Wy is a family of Dy x Dy random matrices which satisfies the tensor
factorization property Eq. (28) and converges in tensor distribution, and suppose that Uie{il}r va

satisfies the bounded tensor moments property Eq. (29). Then the (L + 1) families
Wi, {08t € {#1}7},... {0 - t € {+1}7} (52)

are asymptotically tensor free as N — oo, where O1,...,0 are independent Haar random local-
orthogonal matrices. Furthermore, if Wy converges in tensor distribution almost surely, then the
same convergence in tensor distribution of Eq. (52) holds almost surely.

8. ASYMPTOTIC TENSOR FREENESS OF NON-INDEPENDENT RANDOM MATRICES

One natural question from Theorem 7.2 is whether it is possible to find examples of random
matrices that are not independent but still exhibit asymptotic tensor free independence. Actually,
we can give an affirmative answer using a rather “trivial example”: if Xy is a N x N random
matrix which satisfies the factorization property and converges in distribution to x € (A, ¢), then
we have

Xy® Iy, IN® XN Mmp@lA, ly®xe (.A®2,<,0®2,(<,0a1 ®g0a2)),

where 2 ® 14 and 14 ® = are tensor freely independent (and also classically independent) by
Proposition 5.2.

In this section, we additionally provide “non-trivial” examples in two aspects where asymptotic
freeness has been observed in literature. In Section 8.1, we show that partial transposes of random
matrices become tensor free independent in the limit of large dimensions, and in Section 8.2, we
show the asymptotic tensor freeness of tensor embeddings of random matrices.

8.1. Partial transposes of random matrices. The asymptotic behavior of random matrices
and their (partial) transposes has been extensively studied over the past decade. In particular,
much of the research has focused on Wishart matrices, as they naturally model random quantum
states [Nec07] and because their partial transposes have a close connection to entanglement in
quantum information theory [Per96, HHH96]. The first studies in this direction were conducted
by Aubrun [Aubl2] and Banica and Nechita [BN13], who examined the limit distributions of the
partial transposes of balanced and unbalanced Wishart matrices, respectively. On the other hand,
[MP16] showed that a Ul random matrix and its transpose exhibit asymptotic free independence,
providing one of the first examples of asymptotic freeness without (probabilistic) independence.
This result was further extended in [MP19, MP24], which showed that for any bipartite Ul random
matrix X, all its partial transposes

X, XOV=@(deT)(X), XMW= (Tgid)(x), XCLH=xT

are asymptotically free (recall Eq. (51) for our notation on partial transposes). More recently,
[PY24] established that any (multipartite) N” x N” Wishart matrix W, all its partial transposes
(Wh)seqs1y- are asymptotically free.

In this section, we give the complete description on the first order (tensor) limit behaviors of
(local-) UI / OI random matrices and their partial transposes, benefiting from the ideas of tensor
trace invariants and combinatorics of pairings introduced in Section 2.1. Our results extend all the
aforementioned findings and offer further generalizations of the results in Sections 6 and 7.

Let us begin with the (marginal) tensor distribution limit of partial transposes of random matri-
ces. We display in Fig. 10 a trace invariant of a family of three matrices X1, X9, X3, where the first
matrix is partially transposed on the first tensor index, while the last one is partially transposed
on the second tensor index.
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=\

X1 Xo X3

NI

FIGURE 10. The trace invariant Tr(12)3),(1)(23) (X( Xg, X 11 ) corresponding
to the permutations a; = (12)(3) and oz = (1)(23), where the matrix X1 is partially
transposed on the first index and the matrix X3 is partially transposed on the second
index.

Proposition 8.1. Suppose Wy is a family of Dy x Dy random matrices which has the tensor
factorization property Eq. (28) and converges in tensor distribution to W. Then for everyt € {£1}",
the family W]t\, converges in tensor distribution to Wt := {at : x € W}. Here the tensor distribution
of Wt is defined as

t
‘pg(l‘ia"'v ;l;) —<,0at(m1, : axp)a ac (Sp)r7
where ot := (oz?, ...als). Moreover, we have the corresponding tensor free cumulants
t
Ka(z7, .. ZE%) = Rt (21,...,2p), a€(Sp)". (53)

Proof. The first assertion simply follows from the observation that, for Xi,...,X, € Wy and
a € (Sp)", we have

E [trg(X%, . ,XI%)} =E [troe(X1,. .., Xp)] = at(@1,...,2p) = (pg(l‘%, e ,:L'%)

as N — oo, where (z1,...,2,) is the joint tensor distribution limit of (X1,..., X)). For the tensor
free cumulant, we apply Eq. (34) to obtain
Ka (xl,..., Z vp( (1,...,7p) Méb(8™ ')
B<a
> gt (@1, @) MBD((8) ')
Bt <at
= goé(:rl,...,xp) Méb((ﬁ)_lgt) = Rt (21, .., Tp).
B<at

Note that we used the observations that 7 < 0 <= 77! <o~ and M&éb(r710) = Méb(ro~t). O

The above proposition, combined with Propositions 4.3 and 6.2, gives a simple way to recover and
generalize the limit distribution of partially transposed random matrices in [Aub12, MP19, MP24].
Recall that a semicircular element with mean A € R and variance o2 is a self-adjoint element s Ao
in a *-probability space (A, ¢) whose moments are described as

M-20 W
dt, p>1.

A—20

p(sh ) =

Specifically, sy o = Al 4 + 00,1 Where s is a standard semicircular element (i.e. having mean 0
and variance 1). Another way to characterize semicircular elements is to look at their (usual) free
cumulants:

'%1(5)\,0) = ()0(8)\,0') = )\7 '%2(3)\,0) = @(8%\70) - QO(SA,U)Q = 027 "%p(s)\,a) =0 Vp > 3.
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Corollary 8.2. Suppose Wy is a family of Dy x Dy random matrices which is unitary invariant,
converges in distribution and has the factorization property Eq. (14). Then for every t € {£1}",
the family WJL\, converges in tensor distribution whose limit has tensor free cumulants

¢ ' Fo(z1,...,2p) if als =0, .
alZys .oy Xp) = , a € (Sp)". 54
Fal@y xp) {0 otherwise, a € (Sp) (54)
Ift¢ {(1,...,1),(—1,...,—=1)}, then their free cumulants can be further described by
Ri(r) = e(21) ifp=1,
Fp(at, . .. Lah) = < Ra(21,22) = (2122) — @(71)p(22)  if p=2, (55)
0 otherwise,

In particular, if Xy is a unitary invariant Dy x Dy Hermitian random matrices satisfying
Eq. (14) and if XN converges in distribution to x € (A, ), then XJEV — Sy e N distribution
whenever t ¢ {(1,...,1),(—1,...,—1)}, where sx, x, s a semicircular element with mean k1 =
f1(r) = @(x) and variance kg = fa(x) = p(a?) — ().

Proof. The first assertion is a direct consequence of Propositions 6.2 and 8.1. For the second
assertion, Eq. (46) with a; =~} imply that

14 t

p(ay - xp) = @y (@1, mp) = > Fo(1,. )= Y Rol(@1,...,7p).
s€Snc(p)NSnc(ry ') oceNC1,2(p)
Note that the condition ¢ ¢ {(1,...,1),(—=1,...,—1)} is needed in the second equality, and the

correspondence Syc(v,) NSne (7, 1) = NCia(p) is discussed in literature, e.g. [MP19, Lemma 5.1]
and [NP24, Appendix A.1]. Therefore, the Mébius inversion induces Eq. (55). ([l

Remark 8.3. By examining the proof of Proposition 6.2, we can show the stronger statement:
Suppose Wy is a family of Dy x Dy random matrices which is unitary invariant and has the
factorization property Eq. (14) and the bounded moments property Eq. (15). Suppose further that
Wy has the convergent joint moment limits up to degree 2, i.e., the limits

Z\}E)noo tI‘(XN), ]\}E)noo tr(XN71XN,2)

exist for all Xy, Xn1, Xn2 € Wn. Then for every t € {£1}"\{(1,...,1),(—1,...,—1)}, the family
W]LV converges in (non-tensor) distribution with the same limit as in Corollary 8.2. This was also
observed in [MP24], where the stronger condition of the bounded cumulant property (Eq. (19)) was
assumed for Wy, leading to almost sure convergence.

Now in order to investigate the joint tensor limit distribution between all partial transposes, we
associate a permutation e = ey € | [i_; S({k, —k}) for a function f : [p] — {£1} defined by

e(k) == [k, k€ [Ep].

In particular, € = id4, when f=1lande=60=(1 —1)---(p —p) when f = —1. Note that the ;
commute with each other and 5]71 =&y,

Lemma 8.4. Suppose {X1,...,X,} is a family of D x D random matrices which is LUI. Then for
a function f = (f1,...,fr): [p] = {£1}" and a € (Sp)", we have

E [Trg(Xli(l), o 7Xpi(p))] _ Z E [T, (X1, ..., X,)] H (d?(ssas5a;1¢ssvas&7;1)) We(r,a) (56)
a,7€(Sp)" s=1
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where each €, = €y, € St is defined according to the function fs : [p] — {£1}. Furthermore, if
{X1,...,Xp} is Ul then

E [TI‘Q(X%U), o ’Xg(P)):| _ Z E [TI‘-,—(Xl, o ,Xp)] (H df(asaséaslas\/aéal)> Wg(D )(7_ 10_) (57)
o,TES) s=1

Proof. We only show Eq. (57); the proof of Eq. (56) is analogous. If W = {X1,..., X} is Ul, then

we can write

E[Tr (X2, X)) = E[ Tra (UXU)ID,. (UX,U)1)]
= Ew[Eu [ Tra (UX, UMD, (UX,U)I0 W],

where U is a Haar random unitary matrix of size D independent from W. In order to compute
the integral EU[Trg ((UXlU*)i(l), ce (UXpU*)i(p)’W] using graphical Weingarten calculus, let
us label 4 and —i for U and U™ boxes, respectively, corresponding to each X;. The action of 7 € S,
from Theorem 2.11 is the same as in Eq. (44): for each s € [r] and ¢ € [p], we connect the s-th
tensor component input of X; (label —i) with s-th tensor component output of X, ;) (label (7)),
so the total contribution becomes Tr(X1,..., X)).

On the other hand, for o € S, and s € [r], we obtain a loop (of dimension d;) for each block of
a partition esas6a;les V odo~! € P(£p). Indeed, we first connect the label —i to o (i), for each
i € [p], and induce the pairing (—1,0(1))---(=p,o(p)) = odo~! which comprises the “half” of
the loops. For the other half, we look at another pairing esasda; 'ey: starting from azda; ! which
corresponds to the case without partial transpose, we swap the labels between i and —i for each
i € [p] with f(i) = —1, inducing a new pairing esas0a; e from the definition of 5 = £f,. We also
refer to [MP19, Theorem 3.7] for a (non-graphical) formal argument for this.

We represent in Fig. 11 the “loop factor” (i.e. the factor corresponding to the product of powers
of ds from Eq. (56)) for the expansion of Tr(m)(3)7(1)(23)(Xf_l’l),Xg,X?El’_l)) (see also Fig. 10)
corresponding to o = (1)(23).

TN D e
L e

Figure 11. The “loop factor” from the Weingarten expansion of
Tr(12)(3),1)(23) (X f_l 1),X2( ),Xél _1)) corresponding to  the  permutation
o = (1)(23). The partial transpositions fs; and permutations «, give raise to the
pairings e;a1da; te; = (12)(—1 —2)(3 —3) and eaa2da; "o = (1 —1)(23)(—2 —3).
while the permutation o gives raise to the pairing odo~! = (1 —1)(2 —3)(3 — 2).

g
Recall from Lemma 2.6 that for e € | [!_; S({k,—k}), ¢ and § commutes with each other,
(c0e)(8(coe)™18) = eodo™ e, and |(coe)(d(coe)™1d)| = 2|o|. The following lemma, proved in

[MP19, Lemma 4.3, Lemma 4.4, and Proposition 4.7], characterize the condition that the per-
mutation (eo¢e)(5(eoe)~1d) lies on the geodesic between idi, and ada~16 for a € S, in the case
E=¢y.
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Lemma 8.5. Let ¢ = ¢5 € S, be the permutation associated to a function f : [p] — {£1}.

(1) Suppose o € S, satisfies (o) < ker f = {f~1(1), f~1(=1)}, i.e., f is constant on the cycles
of o. Then there exists a unique permutation oy € Sy, such that cobo16e = 0f50]71(5.
Specifically, if o = c1...,¢ is the cycle decomposition of o, then oy = ci‘l---cl)‘l
Ak € {£1} is the (constant) value of f on the cycle cy.

(2) For o, € Sp, eado™15e € Syc(ada™6) if and only if I1(c) < ker f and of € Syc(a).

where

Now we can state and prove the joint asymptotic behavior between (local-) UI random matrices
and their partial transposes.

Theorem 8.6. Let Wy be a family of Dy X Dy random matrices.

(1) If Wy is local-unitary invariant, has the tensor factorization property Eq. (28), and con-
verges in tensor distribution, then the family of all partial transposes

U wy

te{£1}"

satisfies the tensor factorization property and has the joint tensor distribution limit as N —
0o. Furthermore, the families Wy and W;, are asymptotically tensor free.

(2) If Wn is unitary invariant, has the factorization property Eq. (14), and converges in distri-
bution, then all the 2" families (va)le{il}r are both asymptotically free and asymptotically
tensor free as N — oo.

Proof. Let us denote by ij(y)

(fis---, fr) - [p] = {£1}" is a partial transpose function.

(1) Continuing from Eq. (56) we have

(j = 1,...,p) the p-elements from Uze{il}r WZLV, where f =

E [trg(Xlﬁl),...,Xg(p))} = 3 Etn(X1,.... X)) (Méb(r o) + (1))
a,7€(Sp)"

> H <df:(7's)7#(o¢5) d‘fk(esaséa;155Vasﬁa;1) d;pﬂ‘fflo's\))
s=1

In order to estimate the exponents of d’s, we first apply Lemma 2.4 and the relation €5 = degd
to observe that

#(esaséas_lss V 05505_1) = %#(55043604;1555505503_1) = %#((aﬁaf&) . (5503505_1553)_1)-

Note that the permutation above is defined in Sy, although o,,0, € S,. Therefore, the whole
exponent of ds becomes

#(7s) — #(as) + #(550455043_155 \4 055‘75_1) —D—- ’Ts_l‘78|
1 _ _ _ _
=(p—|7sl) = (p—las]) + 5(217 — [(asdag 15) - (esosdo 1555) 1|) —p— |7 105|

1
=-3 ((\(aséaglé) . (830550;1565)71‘ + 155055051555\ — ]aséa;15|)) — (‘7’;105‘ + |7s| — |os])

where the last equality comes from |asda; '] = 2|as| and |es0560; 1des| = 20| as observed before.
Therefore, the exponent above is non-positive for all o, as, and by Lemma 8.5, this attains O if
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and only if II(o,) < ker f, oy, € Sno(as), and 75 € Syc(os). Consequently, we have

. f(1) f(p) . -1
1 ) = .
Ngnoo E trQ(Xl ) ' Xp ) Z Soz(xlv ’J:P) MOb(I Q)
o€(Sp)", 1<a
Vs: (o) <ker fs,
o, €SNC(as)
= Z Ko (T1,. .., Tp),
a€(Sp)",
Vs: (os)<ker fs,
os, €SN (as)
where (x1,...,xp) is the joint tensor distribution limit of (X7, ..., X,). This shows the convergence
in tensor distribution of U;e{il}r Wf*\, Now if we take f| = fo = --- f, = f so that we consider the
tensor distribution of Wy U W;,, then
: f(@) f _
A}gnooE trq (X3 ,...,Xp(”))} = Z Ko(T1,. .., Tp)
a€(Sp)",
V (os)<ker f,
(o)reSnc (@)

= Z /ioiug;(xl, Ce Tp),
greS(fH(£D)"
orU(o-)"teSno(a)

= Z Koy ((Z5)jer-1(1) H(a;)—l((x;)jef—l(—l))-
oreS(fH )"

oiU(o-) ' eSne(a)

Therefore, we obtain the asymptotic tensor freeness of Wy and W]T, by Corollary 5.11 and Propo-
sition 8.1.
(2) Continuing from Eq. (57), we can analogously proceed and obtain that

. f() f(P)
lim E[trg(Xf ooy Xy )} = Z Ko(Z1,...,Zp).
N—o0 oSy,
v s: (o) <ker fs,
UfSESNC(Ots)

The conditions for o above imply that we can decompose o = | ;¢ 11y 01 for o € S(f ~1(t)) such
that oy, = [er1yr (0¢)t € Syc(as) for all s € [r]. Thus, we can further write the above sum into

> I #eu@iera):

oreS(fH(L) te{£1}"

Vs: e (r1yr (00" €Sne (o)

Therefore, Corollary 5.11 and Eq. (54) imply that (W]zv)ie{j:l}r are asymptotically tensor free.
Furthermore, setting oy = 7, gives that

NhinooE[tr(Xlﬂl)“'Xg(p))] - Z [T rel@)jesr)
) te{1)r

Vsl e a1y (o) €Sne(p)
Note that the condition implies o3 = (0)~! whenever ¢t ¢ {(1,...,1),(=1,...,—1)}, which forces

that o; has only cycles of size 1 or 2. Therefore, (va)ze{ily are asymptotically free by Corollar-
ies 2.8 and 8.2. i
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Remark 8.7. (1) An LUI random matrix is not necessarily asymptotically tensor free from
its partial transposes. For example, if X = G ® Iy where G is a (normalized) N x N
GUE matrix, then X(b~D = (id ® T)(X) = X is not asymptotically tensor free from X as
N — o0.

(2) Similarly, an LUI random matrix is not necessarily asymptotically free from its transpose.
For example, if X = G; ® G2 where G1 and G2 are independent GUE matrices, then the
pair (X, X T) converges jointly in (standard) distribution to (z,y) = (51 ® 51, $2 ® 52) Where
s1, so are free standard semicircular elements, which are not freely independent as discussed
in Example 5.3; X and X' are however asymptotically tensor freely independent as per
the previous result..

We now present the following main result of this section, which encapsulates all our results so far
and can be regarded as the most general statement on the behavior of the family of LUI random
matrices. We remark that the similar statement for bipartite (i.e. » = 2) UI random matrix has
been considered in [MP24, Corollary 4.8].

Theorem 8.8. Let W](\}), e W](VL) be independent families of Dy X Dy random matrices.

(1) If each W](\? is local-unitary invariant, has the tensor factorization property Eq. (28), and
converges in tensor distribution, then the L families of all partial transposes

(Dt (L)\¢
U ow)s U owy)
te{£1}" te{£1}"
are asymptotically tensor free as N — oo.
(2) If each W](\}) is unitary invariant, has the factorization property Eq. (14), and converges

in distribution, then all the 2" L families ((W](\Z,) =

t .
b th tot ll
) >i€[L],§e{j:1}r are both asymptotically free

and asymptotically tensor free as N — oo.
Proof. (1) and the tensor freeness in (2) is a direct consequence of Theorems 7.6 and 8.6 since each
family UE(VV](\Z,'))E is LOI (Example 2.13) and convergent in tensor distribution. For the freeness in
(2), we first observe that the family UiL:1 W](\?) is UT and has the first order limit by Proposition 2.14
and Theorem 2.17. Therefore, Theorem 8.6 (2) implies that the families (Ule(W%))i)te{il}r

asymptotically free. Now by the associativity of free independence, it is enough to show the
asymptotic freeness between the families ((W](\;))i)le for each t € {£1}". The case t = (1,...,1)
is again from Theorem 2.17, and the case t = (—1,...,—1) is from Eq. (53) with r = 1:

Nhinoomp(xf,...,xg):J}gnmﬁp(xp,...,xl)zo

are

whenever X; € W](\f(j ) with a non-constant function f. Finally, we can argue similarly for the
remaining cases t ¢ {(1,...,1),(—=1,...,—1)} but using Eq. (55). O

We now obtain analogue results for OI random matrices. First of all, Corollary 8.2 has a natural
analogue for orthogonal invariance, with a slight modification of the proof using Proposition 6.5.

Proposition 8.9. Suppose Wy is a family of Dy x Dy random matrices which is OI, converges
in distribution and has the factorization property Eq. (14). If the family Wy U W;[ satisfies the
bounded moments condition Eq. (15), then for every t € {£1}", the family WZEV converges in ten-
sor distribution whose limit has the same tensor free cumulants with Eq. (54) and the same free
cumulants with Eq. (55) for the cases t ¢ {(1,...,1),(—1,...,—1)}.

The analogue of Eq. (57) is as follows; we leave the details to the reader.
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Lemma 8.10. Suppose {X1,...,Xp} is a OI family of D x D random matrices. Then for a function
f=f1,- . fr) o [pl = {£1}" and a € (Sp)", we have

1 . asda’le, v
E [Trg(Xli( >,...7X5<P>>] = Y E[Mrus(Xi,....X,) (H i (easdaenV )> We'Q(r,p)  (58)
m,pEP2(£p) s=1

where each e, = €y, € St is defined according to the function f, : [p] — {£1}.

Theorem 8.11. Suppose Wy is a family of Dy x Dy OI random matrices having factorization
property Eq. (14) and convergent in distribution. If the family Wy U W]T, satisfies the boundedness
property Eq. (15), then the 2"~1 families of partial transposes

¢
(W]v);e{il}r:trﬂ
are both asymptotically free and tensor free.

Proof. Suppose X1,...,X, € Wy jointly converge in distribution to x1,...,z, as N — oo, and
take a function f : [p] — {£1}" with f. = 1. Similarly as in the proof of Theorem 8.6, we can
continue from Eq. (58) to obtain that

1 .
E (X" X = S Elmpus(Xi. o, X)) (M8b(p v ) + 0(1))
m,pEP2(£D)
% H (ds#(pvé)f#(as) df(ssaséa;155V7r) d;p7|pV7T|)) ,
s=1

and the exponent of each ds; becomes
H(pV ) — #(as) + #(esasda; e, V) —p—|pV
1 _ _ 1 _
= =5 ((sasbades) - (m0) | + [md] = 2]as]) = 5 (|(70) - (p0) 7| + 0] — [md)])

which is non-positive and attains zero if and only if pd < 7§ < esas6a; 'des. Note that e, = id4p
and the condition implies that there exist (unique) o, 7 € S, such that

<0<, pd=16T"19, and 78 = cdo 6.
Therefore, we have

r—1
(1) f(p) -
T Xy )} = E (H 1060*16§85a56a§1555) E or(21,...,2,) Mob(r o)

oeSnc(ar) s=1 T€SNC(0)

= Z Ko (1,0, Tp)-
ceSnc(ar),
V s€[r—1]: II(o)<ker fs,
or,€SN0(as)

lim_E [bra(X

N —oc0

Now we can repeat all the arguments from Theorem 8.6 (2) to conclude the asymptotic freeness
and tensor freeness of the families (Wjiv)te{il}rztrzl. O

Remark 8.12. (1) Under the conditions in Theorem 8.11, we can actually show the asymptotic
freeness and tensor freeness between any 2" ! families of partial transposes (WJLV) as long as
tsy = 1 or ts, = —1 for some sg € [r]. On the other hand, we cannot conclude the freeness
between Wy and W},. For example, if X is a (normalized) N2 x N2 GOE matrix, then X

is neither asymptotically free nor tensor free from X ' = X.
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(2) We cannot expect any type of independence when the assumption of orthogonal invariance
is weakened to local-orthogonal invariance. For example, if G is a (normalized) N x N GOE
matrix, then X = G ® I, is asymptotically (tensor) free from neither of X(h=1 = X (=11 =
XT=X.

(3) If S is a subset of {£1}" having cardinality larger than 2”71 then we can always find
two elements t;,t, € S such that t; = —t, by the pigeonhole principle. This implies that
271 is the maximum cardinality of subsets S C {#1}" with a property that (X!);cs are
asymptotically (tensor) free whenever X is an OI random matrix satisfying the conditions
in Theorem 8.11.

8.2. Tensor embedding of random matrices. We consider a set of k bipartite matrices
{X1,.. ., Xi} © Mg, (C) @ My, (C)

where d; and dj, are the dimensions of the tensor factors on which these matrices act (corresponding
to the “top” and “bottom” spaces). We shall embed these matrices in the larger space Mg, (C)®?®
My, (C)®" according to a bipartite graph G on ¢+ r vertices having k edges, as follows. For i € [k],
define the matrix Y; corresponding to the edge (¢(i),b(7)) as

Mg, (C)% © My, (C)?" 3 Y; := X;f(i)vb(i) @ JlatrNE@b0}

where superscripts denote the spaces on which the operators act; see Fig. 12 for two examples.
Since we require that the graph G is bipartite, the functions defining the edges are such that

t:[k] — [q] and b: [k] = ¢+ [r].

In other words, the top spaces correspond to indices 1,2, ..., g, while the bottom spaces correspond
to the indices ¢+ 1,q+2,...,q+ .

— — — X2 — — X3 I

B~ W N =

FIGURE 12. Two examples of embeddings of k = 3 bipartite matrices X1 23 into a
larger tensor product of matrix algebras. On the top row, we have ¢ = 1 “top” space
and r = 3 “bottom” spaces. On the left we display the bipartite star graph, while
on the right we draw the diagrams for the matrices Y; 23 acting on the 4 tensor
factors. A different bipartite graph and the corresponding matrices are considered
in the bottom panel, with ¢ =r = 2.

We can now state the main result in this framework.
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Theorem 8.13. Consider a unitarily invariant family {X1, ..., Xi} of didy x didp random matrices
with the property that each element X; of the family converges in distribution and satisfies the
factorization property Eq. (14) as dy, dy, — oo. Given two functions t : [k] — [q] and b : [k] — q+[r],
embed these matrices as above in Mgy, (C)®1 @ Mg, (C)®", and denote the corresponding family as
Yi,..., Y. Assume that the pair of functions (t,b) : [k] — [q] X (¢ + [r]) is injective, that is, no
two matrices Y;,Y; (i # j) act on the same spaces in the larger tensor product. Assume also that
the family X1, ..., Xy satisfies the bounded moments property from Eq. (15)

Vp>1,Vr e Sy, Vf:[p| — [k, dsclllgl Eltrr (X g1y, - - Xpp))l| < 0o
t,dp =

Then, as dy, dp — 00, the family (Yi,...,Yx) is asymptotically tensor free.

Proof. As before, we shall use the method of moments, compute the tensor free cumulants of

the family (Yi,...,Y%), and conclude by showing that mixed tensor free cumulants vanish (see
Definition 5.1).
Since the family (Xi,..., X%) is unitarily invariant, the following equality holds in distribution:

(d) * "
VYU € U(ddy), (Y1,...,Y%) = (Ut(1),b(1)Y1Ut(1),b(1),--.,Ut(1),b(1)Y1Ut(1)’b(1))7

(¢—-1) (r=1)

where U, , denotes the unitary operator U & I?; ® Ii , with the U operator acting on the
tensor factors x € [¢] and y € g + [r].
We start by applying the (unitary) Weingarten formula from Theorem 2.10 to write, for any

permutation (g + r)-tuple o and any word given by f : [p] — [k]:

E[Tro (Yy)] = E&[EU[TYQ(Utof,bof YiUpofpor) \XH
Fi(o,a, Fy(o,a, U —
= 3 ETr(xp)ld gD well) (77 1). (59)

o,7ESp

The sum in the formula above is indexed by a pair of permutations o, 7 in S, since in the trace
Tro(Yy) there are p boxes corresponding to the Haar-distributed random unitary matrix U €
U(dydy) (and, respectively, p U conjugate boxes). For each i € [p], the diagram around the element
Y} (i) is depicted in Fig. 13.

—> agt1(i)

—  ag4r(D)

F1GURE 13. Diagram for Tr,(Yy) around the i-th group.

Using the boundedness property from the statement, we have

ETr, (X;) = (dedy)#TO(1).
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Let us now consider the functions Fi(o,a, f), resp. Fy(o,a, f), counting the number of loops of
value d; (resp. dp) in Eq. (59). Tracking the loops of different sizes along the tensor legs, we claim
that

Ft(U,Q, f) = #(dt_lgt,f) and Fb(O’,Q, f) = #(db_la—b,f)v
where the permutations &, oy, &y, 0p r are defined as follows. First, let us focus on the “top”
permutations, ay, oy € S([p] % [q]):

(i, s) = (as(i), s)

o1 1(i, ) = (U(i),to f(a(z))) iftof(i)=s
e it 10 (i) # 5.

Let us prove the claim and justify the definitions above; we leave the corresponding claims and
definitions for the “bottom” permutations &y, oy 5 € S([p] % (¢+[r])) to the reader. The permutation
& encodes the wiring of the trace invariant Try(-): the s-th tensor factor in the i-th group is
connected to the s-th tensor factor in the a,(i)-th group, see Eq. (25). The permutation oy s
encodes the wiring corresponding to the (Weingarten) pairing of the matrices Y. There are two
cases:

o If t(f(i)) # s, there is no matrix X at the s-th tensor factor in the group i. Hence, there is
no Weingarten wiring, and we use the identity matrix which means o (i, s) = (i, s).

o If t(f(i)) = s, the (top wire of the) matrix X; is present at that position. The graphical
Weingarten formula from Theorem 2.11 implies that this wire is connected to the corre-
sponding top wire in the group o(7); we have o (i,s) = (0(i),t o f(o(7))).

Combining all the observations above with Eq. (59), we obtain:
_ = ~—1 |41 A 51 |1
Eltra(Yy)] = 0(1) 3 dy SH#mH#T o) polo ™7l oot £(G o) oplo ]
U,TESp
Let us analyze first the exponent of d; — oo:
—G + #7 + #(a; ory) —p— o7 [ = —pg+ |l +p — |7 +pg — |& vy —p o7
< |G| = lo| = |ag tov ]
< lotsl —1o]
where we have used the triangle inequality for the length function of permutations in the first two
inequalities. The last equality follows from the definition of the permutation o,y above: oy s is a
collection of fixed points, together with the permutation ¢ embedded on different tensor factors

given by the functions ¢ and f.
In the chain of inequalities above, we have equality if and only if:
o first inequality: id — 7 — o geodesic in Sy;
e second inequality: id — oy y — & geodesic in S([p] x [q]).

From the second condition above and the definition of the permutation o; ; we obtain that the
terms that contribute asymptotically in Eq. (59) correspond to permutations o having a decompo-
sition

o= U olpene
s€lm(tof)

Using a similar reasoning for the tensor factors s € g + [r], we obtain a decomposition

o= | | tbos)-1(s)°
s€lm(bof)
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We use now the hypothesis that the function pair (¢,b) is injective to produce a joint decomposition

o= 1 ol (60)

JEm(f) "
=:0;
such that:
Vs € [q] id U |_| 0j < o,
o1
JEt=1(s) (61)
Vs € g+ [r] id U |_| o; < as.
jeb=1(s)
From the geodesic condition id — 7 — o we infer that 7 admits a decomposition of the same type:
T = U T; with i <o; Vjelm(f). (62)
J€Im(f)
Hence we can rewrite Eq. (59) as
Eltra(Yy)] = (1+o0(1)) > I () Méb(aj, )
o as in (60),(61)  jelm(f)
T as in (62)
—rom) Y T e,
o as in (60),(61) jeIm(f)
proving the claim: the random matrices Y7,...,Y, are tensor free, with marginal distributions
T1y..., Tk
O

Corollary 8.14. With the same notation as in Theorem 8.13, with the additional assumption that
the function t or b is constant, the family Y1,...,Y) is asymptotically free (in the usual sense).
Note that the condition that one of the embedding functions t or b is constant is necessary for
the conclusion above to hold in full generality (since otherwise two distinct elements of the family
trivially commute).

Remark 8.15. The boundedness condition in the result above is satisfied when the entire family
{X1,..., Xk} converges jointly in distribution (that is, in the case where the family has a first order
limit). In particular, this holds in either of the following cases:

e the random matrices X1,..., X are independent;
o Xl:XQZ“':Xk.
On the other hand, we may choose X1, ..., X arbitrarily correlated when each X; is a Hermitian

random matrix; we refer to Eq. (18) and the corresponding discussion. This is remarkable because
asymptotic (tensor) freeness is always obtained after the embedding, even when the initial random
matrix model has arbitrary correlations.

Remark 8.16. Theorem 8.13 generalizes [Lan16, Theorems H.6 and H.8] to more than two matrices
and arbitrary unitarily invariant distributions. Indeed, the results in [Lan16] correspond to the case
of three tensor factors ¢ = 1, r = 2, and two matrices k = 2, with ¢(1) = ¢(2) =1, b(1) = 2, b(2) = 3,
and X7 = Xy having either a GUE or a Wishart distribution.

Remark 8.17. One can generalize the results above from a bipartite to a multipartite setting as
follows. Instead of embedding bipartite matrices in a tensor product of spaces as above, one could
embed p-partite matrices X1,..., X € Mg, (C) ® Mg,(C) ® - -- ® My, (C) inside a tensor product
of spaces My, (C)*™M @ --- ® ./\/ldp(C)®”P, where each matrix is embedded according to a p-partite
hypergraph on the vertex set [n] x --- x [n,]. The matrix X; will be embedded according to a



TENSOR FREE PROBABILITY THEORY 63

hyperedge e; of this hypergraph, where ¢; = {:cgi), ce xj(f)} with mg.i) € [n;]. We leave the details
to the reader.

Question 8.18. Can one say anything about the strong convergence (i.e., convergence of operator
norms) of these families? For example, suppose each X is a (normalized) GUE matriz of size d?

and Y == X;Oj) ® (I)®HMI} € My(C)®UAD | [t has recently been shown [CY24, CGVvH24] that
Y1,..., YL are asymptotically strongly free as d — oo if Xq,..., X are independent. On the other
hand, [Lanl6] considers the case X1 = X9 = --- = X, and shows that as d — oo,

E[[Y1+ -+ Yz|loo) — WL = sy 4 -+ sz

where {s1,...,sr} is a free semicircular system in a C*-probability space. A natural question is
whether the strong convergence Y1,...,Yr — s1,...,sp still holds in this case and, more generally,
whether it extends to the case when the family {X1,..., X1} is unitarily invariant with reasonably
nice conditions.

9. CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREMS FOR TENSOR FREE VARIABLES

The free analogue of central limit theorem by Voiculescu [Voi85, Voi86] states that semicircular
elements, like the normal distributions in classical probability theory, exhibit universality in free
probability theory.

Theorem 9.1 (Free central limit theorem). Let {z;}3°, be a family of centered, identically dis-
tributed, and free self-adjoint elements in a *-probability space (A, ). Then \/lﬁ z1+ -+ N)

converges in distribution to a semicircular element of mean zero and variance p(z3).

The additivity of free cumulants (Eq. (38)) gives a simple proof of Theorem 9.1: we have as
N — o0,

VN otherwise.

Since semicircular elements are characterized by the property that <, = 0 whenever p > 3, we
obtain the announced convergence.

2 — 2 f :2
<w++ww) N N (1) {gml) pla?) ifp=2,

In this section, we derive the tensor free version of the central limit theorem. To this end, let
(A, ¢, (¢q)) be an r-partite algebraic tensor probability space, and let {z;}°; C A be a family
of identically tensor distributed and tensor free elements. Then we are interested in the tensor
distribution limit of the normalized sum

Iy = \/1N(x1 + - +axy — Np(x1)).

Note that investigating the tensor distribution limit A}im o (ZN) requires expanding the sum into
—00 T

an exponential number of terms, which is generally very difficult to control. Instead, we can leverage
the additivity of tensor free cumulants (Proposition 5.7) to obtain the following main theorem of
this section.

Theorem 9.2 (Tensor free central limit theorem). Let {z;};°, be a family of identically tensor
distributed, and tensor free elements in an r-partite algebraic tensor probability space (A, ¢, (¢a))-
Then one has

_ 1+ +rnv — No(r
oy = DN A oy

ka(x1) sq n tensor distribution as N — oo,
a€(S2)"\{idz}
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where (Sa)ae(S,)r\{idz} aT€ tensor free family and each s, is a standard semicircular element having
tensor free cumulants

K6(sa) =0pa; BE U )" is irreducible. (63)

In particular, the limit of Ty is universally governed by 2" — 1 semicircular elements. Further-
more, the family (sg)ge(&)r\{@} can always be constructed from the limit of random matrices (see
Lemma 3.10 and Remark 9.3 below).

Before the proof, here are several comments to supplement our theorem.

Remark 9.3. (1) We can understand the family {s, : o € (52)"\{id2}} as a tensor distribution
limit of embedded GUE matrices. Specifically, for each o € (S2)" \ {id2}, let us associate a
set I(a) := {s € [r] : as = 72}, and define a tensor GUE matriz

Xo = Xgg = Gcfl(g) ® ISQ[T]\I(Q) € My(C)®1@ @ My (C)2IN(@) = A, (C)%T,

where Gfl( 9 is a normalized GUE matrix of size d/(@| which is embedded into My(C)®r

of the tensor components in I(«). Then Wigner’s semicircle law and Proposition 6.2 imply
that, as d — oo, X, converges in tensor distribution to a semicircular element s,, with
mean 0 and variance 1, whose tensor free cumulant satisfies the relation Eq. (63). Now if we

take independent family (Gl(g)) of GUE matrices and define the corresponding embeddings
(Xa), then it converges in tensor distribution to a tensor free semicircular family (s,), as
d — 00, by Theorem 7.2.

(2) The (non tensor) limit behavior of the family (X, ) has been described via e-free indepen-
dence; we refer to [Mto04, SW16] for the precise definition. In our setting, € is the adjacency
matrix of the finite simple graph I' = (V| E) with

V = (8)"\{ide} and E = {{c, 8} : I(a) N I(B) = &}.
Then [CC21] shows that the tensor GUE models (X4 )qacy are asymptotically e-free inde-
pendent. In other words, (s,) are e-free semicircular family with properties that, s, and
sp are classically independent if I(a) N I(8) = @ (i.e., eqp = 1) and freely independent
otherwise. Consequently, Theorem 9.2 implies that the e-free semicircular family (sq)acv
exhibit the universality for tensor free independence.

(3) The choice of the signs of coefficients \/kq(21) € C can be arbitrary since (sq) has the
same tensor distribution with (£s,), regardless of the signs. On the other hand, we have
ko(x1) > 0 for all @ € (S2)"\{id2} whenever z; is a self-adjoint element in an r-partite space
(BE" 79" (@ Ta,)) (see Proposition 9.4 below), so we may naturally choose \/kq(z1) > 0

in this case. This fact seems non-trivial even for matrices, e.g., for every bipartite Hermitian
matrix X5 € My(C)®2,

1
—(Tr X12)* > 0,

1 1
= 72Tr(X122) - d

d d3 d3
where X1 = (idd & Tl"d)(X12) and X2 = (Trd ®idd)(X12).

Fiyg e (X12, X12) TI“(Xlz) Tr(X )

Proposition 9.4. For each s=1,...,7, let (B(S), T(S)) be a x-probability space with a tracial state
7) and consider the r-partite tensor probability space

(A, o, (p (®B ®7’ ® ))

s=1

Then for every x € A and a € (S2)", we have kq(z*, ) > 0.
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Proof. Let us consider a general tensor z = Zle Q. ags). Then, using Eq. (36), we have, for
[ORS (SZ)Tv

k(e 2) = 3 [ Fa(@,a!)) = (1, (A1 00 4,) 1),

i,j s=1

where 1 = (1,...,1)T € C¥ is the all-ones vector, Ay := (/%as(ags)*, ag'S)))lgi,jgk € My, (C) for each
s € [r], and ® denotes the Hadamard product. Since the Hadamard product preserves the positive

semi-definite property of matrices, it suffices to show that each matrix A is positive semi-definite.

If ag = 72, then for every vector w = (w1, ..., wy)" € CF,
(w, Asw) Z Wiwj Ry (a; gs)) = Ry, (", c) = 78 (e*e) = 73 ()7 (e) > 0,
1,j=1

where ¢ := Zk,l wia ( ) e B®), and we used the formula &.,(a,b) = 7()(ab) — 7()(a)7() (b) and the
Cauchy-Schwarz 1nequahty

‘T(S)(a*b)‘Q < T(S)(a*a)T(S)(b*b)7 CL,b c B(S)

to prove that the second cumulant (i.e. the variance) is non-negative. The case a; = idy follows in
a similar manner: Riq,(c*, c) = ]T(S) (e)]? > 0. O

Proof of Theorem 9.2. By Proposition 5.7, one has

N
Ra(in) = N7 2na (3 (2 = plw:))) = N7 ko (w1 — pla))
i=1
since {x; — ¢(z;)};2, are identically tensor distributed and tensor free. The above clearly becomes
Oifp=1. If p > 2, ka(x1 — p(z1)) = Ka(x1) since z1 and 14 are tensor free (Proposition 5.9).

T

Therefore, by taking the limit N — oo, we have for every irreducible a € (Sp)",

Kao(x1) ifp=2,
li o = 64
N g%o Fa (TN) = {0 otherwise. (64)

The convergence Ty Srdistr, de(sg)r\{iig} VKa(x1) So is now clear from the cumulants Eq. (63)

and the additivity property of k4, since Eq. (64) can be rephrased as

lim 15 () = > kal1)iga = @(Z \/@Sﬁ)

a€(S2)"\{idz}
0

Note that the case r = 1 recovers the original free central limit theorem (Theorem 9.1). On the
other hand, since Theorem 9.2 implies that Zy converges in distribution, one can naturally ask
that if we can find the probability distribution of the limit, i.e., a probability measure p € Prob(R)
such that
lim p(zf) = / trdu(t), p=>1,

R

N—oo

when an r-partite structure (A, ¢, (po)) has a s-probability space structure and z; € A are self-
adjoint.

First of all, the connection between free cumulants and tensor free cumulants (Proposition 4.3)
gives the following central limit theorem, in the usual sense, for tensor free elements.
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Corollary 9.5. Let {x;} be as in Theorem 9.2. Then we have

“ <x1+...+xN—N<p(x1)> R Zgﬁg(xl) if p is even, (65)
P VN 0 if p is odd,
where the sum in the first case is taken over aq,...,a, € NCja(p) such that

a1 Ve - Ve ap = 1p and a1 Vp -+ - Vp ap € Pa(p).

Proof. By combining Theorem 9.2 with Proposition 4.3, we have

lim k,(Zy) = E hmﬁx me
N%oop(N) NS aN al

ac(Sne ()"
a1V--Var=7p

where the last sum is taken over a € (Syc(7p))" satisfying
a1 V-V, =, and every irreducible component of « is in the set (S2)" \ {ida}.

Note that after the identification Snc(vp) = NC(p), these conditions are equivalent to that g €
NCi2(p) for each s € [r], \/ yo s = 1, and \/p s € Pa(p). In particular, such o exists if and only
if p is even, and ko (1 —p(x1)) = K (x1) for that cases since x; is free from 14 and ko (14) =0. O

While Corollary 9.5 gives the combinatorial expression of the free cumulants for the limit distri-
bution of Zp, it still seems to be challenging to find the probability distribution explicitly.

For the remaining of this section, let us assume that rq(x1) > 0 for all a € (S2)" \ {ida}. Then
Theorem 9.2 implies that

IN = Too 1= Z \/ka(x1) S
ae(S2)"\{idz}
in distribution, so the problem reduces to finding the probability measure po, € Prob(R) having
the p-th moments p(Z5%) = [ tPduc(t). We first consider the bipartite case r = 2. Then as in the
discussion in Remark 9.3, the three tensor free variables s., id,, Sids,y., and s, 4, can be constructed
from the limit d — oo of three independent tensor GUE matrices

Vel 1060, a1 e My(C)®?
This implies that s, iq, and siq, , are classically independent, and {s., id,, Sids,y, } are free from
Sv5~4» (Theorem 2.17). Consequently, this gives the explicit description of the limit distribution of
Zn. For this, let us denote by D;[u] the push-forward measure of p € Prob(R) with respect to the
dilation map z — tx, and psc € Prob(R) by the standard semicircle law

1
dpsc(t) = o 4—121 9 9(t)dt.

Theorem 9.6. (Central limit theorem for bipartite tensor free variables) Let {x;}3, be a family
of identically tensor distributed, and tensor free self-adjoint elements in a bipartite algebraic tensor
probability space (A, @, (pa)) where (A, @) is a x-probability space and kq (1) > 0 for all a € (S9)?\
{ida} = {(92,id2), (id2,¥2), (v2,72)}. Then the normalized sum Ty = ﬁ(xl +-any — Np(z1))
converges in distribution to the probability distribution

(z1) [MS(J]) B D

where x denotes the classical convolution and B denotes the (additive) free convolution.

foo = (D “wzvidz(xl)['uSC} * Ridg,vg ”wzwz(ﬁl)[’usc]’ (66)

We plot in Fig. 14 numerical simulations of the probability measure pg  for different values of
the tensor free cumulants.
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FIGURE 14. Histograms of 2000 samples from the distribution pg, from Eq. (66)
for different values of the tensor free cumulants k4 (x1). From top to bottom, left to
right, we have: (K, idys Kidayes Fyare) = (1, 1,1), (1,1,4), (1,4,1), (1,4,4).

9.1. Central limit theorem for tensor product of free variables. Let (B, 7) be a *-probability
space equipped with a tracial state 7, and suppose that for each s € [r], {agl)},?il is a family of
identically distributed free self-adjoint elements with mean T(agz)) = \s and variance var(agz)) =

T((agi))Q) - 7'((1?))2 = o2, Consider a family {z;}%°; in the r-partite tensor probability space

(A7 ®, (SOQ)) = (B®T7 T®T7 (®Z:1 Tas)) defined by
T = agi) K- & aff').

Then {z;}3°, are identically tensor distributed and tensor free, as noted in Proposition 5.2. As
before, we are interested in the limit distribution of the normalized sum

1
TN ::7(1‘1—I—u-—f-xN—N()\l”-)\T)lA).

VN

Note that for every a € (S,)?\ {ida},

ka(@1) = [[ Ra. (@) = [ o2l NZ0-leD > 0.
s=1

s=1
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Therefore, Theorem 9.2 and Corollary 9.5 implies that zn — Z \/Ka(x1) 8o in tensor

a€(S2)"\{idz}
distribution as N — oo, lim Rgp—1(Zn) =0, and
N—o0

T
f e o 2las| y 2p—2|as
]\}gnoo KVQP(QZN) = Z H Us|a |Asp o |7 p=>1 (67)

as€NC1 ,2(2p) s=1

Ve as=lap

Vp as€P2(2p)
Furthermore, when r» = 2, Theorem 9.6 implies that X converges in distribution to the probability
measure

fico = (Doy o) [165C] * Diayjos [1t5¢]) B Doy (1151,

which recovers the main result of [LOSY24b, Sko24]. Indeed, [LOSY24b] considers the case A\; =
X2 = X\ and 01 = 09 = 0, and proves that Xy converges in distribution as N — oo to

tire = Doplisc * nsc] B Dyz2[psc],

by computing the moment limit A}im o(z%;) for every positive integer p and showing that the limit
— 00

corresponds to the moments of p1) , from its free cumulants kop—1 (1) = 0 and

ot +202\% ifp=1,
20%P NP M, if p > 2,

HZp(MA,U) = {

where M), is the cardinality of a (combinatorial) set depending only on p. On the other hand,

another approach using bi-free techniques [Voil4] has been taken in [Sko24] to recover the same

T distr
limit Zy —— pxq-

While obtaining the closed form of the general case in Eq. (67) remains an open problem, we
introduce another case in which the explicit limit distribution of Zy can be determined.

Corollary 9.7. Suppose r > 2 and A\, = 0. Then Ty converges in distribution to a semicircular
element of mean 0 and variance o> HZ;%(A? + 02).

Proof. Tt suffices to show that

lim Kop(ZTn) =
i (@)

P o (X +0f) ifp=1,

0 if p> 2.
Let us begin from Eq. (67). If p > 2, we claim that «, in the RHS of Eq. (67) contains a singleton,
causing all the terms in the sum to become zero. Otherwise, the condition o, € NC 2(2p) forces
that o, € NC2(2p), but the condition a, < \/pas € P2(2p) implies that o, < . for all s this

contradicts another condition \/ 5 o = 12, and hence shows the claim.
On the other hand, if p = 1, then the condition again implies that o, = 12 and «a € {02, 12} can
be arbitrarily taken for s = 1,...,r — 1. This implies the limit value as above. O

9.2. Classical central limit theorem via tensor freeness. We have seen in the previous sub-
sections how the free central limit theorem of Voiculescu (Theorem 9.1) can be generalized to the
setting of tensor free independence (Theorem 9.2). In this section we consider a realization of the
classical central limit theorem (see, e.g. [NS06, Theorem 8.5]) in the setting of tensor probability
spaces. We shall prove a version of the (classical) central limit theorem that follows from the ten-
sor free independence of the tensor product construction from Example 3.7, see Propositions 5.2
and 5.17.
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Theorem 9.8. Let (A, ) be a non-commutative probability space and consider an element a € A
which is centered p(a) = 0 and has variance o* := p(a?). For an arbitrary positive integer N > 1,
consider the algbraic tensor probability space A®N from Example 3.7 and the variables x1,...,xN €

A®N defined by

Vi € [N], zi=1® - 01®a®l1®- - 1.

posi@ion %
Define the random variable
- T+ -+ TN
oV N

Then, the random wvariables zn converge in distribution, as N — oo, to the standard Gaussian
distribution:

€ (ADN, M)

p-1)(p-3)---3-1 if p is even
0 if p is odd.

N—oo

Vp>1, lim p(z}) = {

Proof. Start by applying the tensor free moment-cumulant formula from Eq. (33):
P(ER) =0 PN Y el dan),
aENC(p)N

where the sum is over N-tuples of non-crossing permutations a; € Syc(7p) = NC(p). By Proposi-
tion 5.2, the elements z1, ...,z N are tensor freely independent. Hence, for all irreducible tuple «,
we have, by Proposition 5.7

N
ka(x1 4+ +2oN) = Zﬁg(a:i).
=1

The tensor free cumulants of the elements x; are easily found: for any irreducible tuple « € NC(p)",
Ka(Ti) = La=(idy, - idpypidp,....idy) p(@)-
po.
We say that an irreducible tuple a has one « if
a = (idp, -+ ,idp, vp, idp, . .., idp) for some i € [N].
pok.

Similarly, we say that a tuple a has one y per block if, for every block b € II(a) := \/p (), g‘b
has one 7 = 7, the full cycle on b C [p] with increasing order. We have then, for all « € NC(p)¥,

N
K/g(-fl +- $N) = H Z Hg‘b(l‘i) = ]lg has one « per block * RII(q) (CL)
bell(a) =1

Putting everything together, we have
‘P(Zﬁ[) = J_pN_p/2 Z ]lg has one ~ per block * FII(a) (a)
aeNC(p)N

= g PN7P/2 Z kr(a)  {a € NC(p)V : I(a) = 7 and a has one v per block}| .
TEP(p)

=:Sr

Clearly, if 7 has a singleton, we have kr(a) = 0 (recall that a is centered). Moreover, it is easy to
see that whenever p < N,

N(N—1)--- (N —#r+1) < S; < N#7,
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since, for every block b € m, one has to choose on which position i € [N] the full cycle 7, is
found, and since we can always choose o € NC(p)" such that every oy is either of the form
as =bU 0Oy, € NC(p) for some b €  or as = 0.

In the limit N — oo, only pair partitions can contribute: since no singletons are allowed,

Sr~ N#T < NP2,
with equality iff 7 is a pair partition. In that case, kr(a) = oP, finishing the proof. O
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