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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, Lan12] 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 [Orú14, HNQ+16, BFŻ24], 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, BFŻ24] 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 Matrix
Theory (RMT) [Meh04, AGZ10, BS10, Tao12, 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, HP00,
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:

• 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, φ)

r-partite tensor prob. sp.

(A, φ, (φα))
Definition 3.1

moments

φπ(x1, . . . , xp), π ∈ NC(p)

tensor moments

φα(x1, . . . , xp), α ∈ (Sp)
r

Definition 3.1

free cumulants

κ̃π(x1, . . . , xp), π ∈ NC(p)

tensor free cumulants

κα(x1, . . . , xp), α ∈ (Sp)
r

Definition 4.1

free independence

κ̃p(. . . , x, . . . , y, . . .) = 0

tensor free independence

κα irred.(. . . , x, . . . , y, . . .) = 0
Definition 5.1

asympt. freeness

of indep. UI rand. mat.

{UXiU
∗ dist.

= Xi

↑
indep.

} −−−−→
N→∞

{xi
↑
free

}

asympt. tensor freeness

of indep. LUI rand. mat.

{ U⊗XiU
∗
⊗

↑
U⊗ = ⊗r

s=1Us

dist.
= Xi

↑
indep.

} −−−−→
D→∞

{ xi

↑
tensor free

} Theorem 7.2

free CLT
centered, free variables

↓
x1 + · · · + xN√

N
−−−−→
N→∞

κ̃
1/2
2 (x) s

↑
semicircular r.v.

tensor free CLT
centered, tensor free variables

↓
x1 + · · · + xN√

N

N→∞−−−−→
∑

α∈(S2)r\{id2}

κ1/2α (x) sα

↑
tensor free r.v.

Theorem 9.2

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

• 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
(1)
N , . . . , X

(L)
N be independent families of N r×N r random matrices, and let us identify

MNr(C) ∼= MN (C)⊗r.

(1) If each X
(i)
N 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)(X

(i)
N ) : t1, . . . , tr ∈ {idN ,⊤}

})
i∈[L]

are asymptotically tensor free as N → ∞, where ⊤ : MN (C) → MN (C) is the transpose
map.
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(2) If each X
(i)
N is unitary invariant, has the factorization property Eq. (14), and converges

in distribution, then all the 2rL random matrices
(

(t1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ tr)
(
X

(i)
N

))
i∈[L], t1,...,tr∈{idN ,⊤}

are both asymptotically free and asymptotically tensor free as N → ∞.

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
(1)
N , . . . , X

(L)
N (Theorem 7.2). Second, in the case L = 1 and XN = X

(1)
N , the existence

of tensor distribution limit of XN automatically guarantees the existence of joint limit distribution
of the family {(t1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ tr)(XN ) : t1, . . . , tr ∈ {idN ,⊤}

}
, under the assumption of local unitary

invariance, and further implies (tensor) freeness between them when XN 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 {xi}∞i=1
be a family of identically tensor distributed, and tensor free elements in an r-partite algebraic tensor
probability space (A, φ, (φα)). Furthermore, suppose κα(x1) ≥ 0 for all α ∈ (S2)

r \ {id2}. Then we
have

x1 + · · · + xN −Nφ(x1)√
N

→
∑

α∈(S2)r\{id2}

√
κα(x1) sα in tensor distribution as N → ∞,

where (sα)α∈(S2)r\{id2} are tensor free family of semicircular elements.

In the bipartite case (r = 2), the limiting random variable above has (usual) distribution(
D√

κγ2,id2
(x1)

[µSC ] ∗D√
κγ2,id2

(x1)
[µSC ]

)
⊞D√

κγ2,γ2 (x1)
[µSC ],

where ∗ denotes the classical convolution, ⊞ denotes the (additive) free convolution, µSC 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 2r−1 semicircular elements (sα)α∈(S2)r\{id2}, with

coefficients determined by the tensor free cumulants of order 2 of the variables xi. Actually, the
family (sα) can always be constructed as the limit of tensor GUE models and turns out to be ε-free
[CC21, CGVvH24] for some choice of an adjacency matrix ε; 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
[CMŚS07, 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 Sp := S([p]) the symmetric group of order p, where [p] :=
{1, 2, . . . , p}. For σ ∈ Sp, we use #σ to denote the number of disjoint cycles in σ and |σ| to denote
the length of σ, that is, the minimum number of transpositions whose product equals σ. Both #σ
and |σ| depend only on the conjugacy class of σ, and they satisfy the relation #σ + |σ| = 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 Sp, we refer the reader
to [NS06, Lecture 23]. Moreover, we use the notation

γp := (1 2 · · · p) ∈ Sp

for the full cycle permutation and we shall denote by Cycles(σ) the set of cycles of the permutation
σ (including singletons).

The length function | · | induces the metric on Sp, d(α, β) := |α−1β|, from the fact that it satisfies
the triangle inequality |α|+ |β| ≥ |αβ| for all α, β ∈ Sp and |σ| = 0 if and only if σ = idp (where idp

denotes the identity permutation), see [NS06, Proposition 23.9]. Let us define the following partial
order relation on Sp: α ≤ β if they satisfy the equality

d(idp, α) + d(α, β) = d(idp, β) ⇐⇒ |α| + |α−1β| = |β|, (1)

i.e. the path idp → α → β is a geodesic. Then it is straightforward to check that (Sp,≤) is a
partially ordered set. For σ ∈ Sp, let us denote by SNC(σ) the set of permutations α such that
α ≤ σ.

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 π for which there do not exist

i < j < k < l ∈ A such that i
π∼ k and j

π∼ l; 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 π 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. τ ≤ π if each block of τ is completely contained in one of the blocks of π.
Note that (P(p),≤) is a lattice: for all two partitions π, ρ ∈ P(p), there exists

(1) the join π ∨ ρ ∈ P(p) which is a minimum partition satisfying π ∨ ρ ≥ π and π ∨ ρ ≥ ρ,
(2) the meet π ∧ ρ ∈ P(p) which is a maximum partition satisfying π ∧ ρ ≤ π and π ∧ ρ ≤ ρ.

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 0p = {{1}, . . . , {p}} and maximum partition 1p = {{1, . . . , p}}.
On the other hand, the two join operations ∨P on P(p) and ∨NC on NC(p) are distinct in general:
if we take two non-crossing partitions π = {{1, 3}, {2}, {4}}, ρ = {{2, 4}, {1}, {3}} in NC(4), then
π ∨P ρ = {{1, 3}, {2, 4}} while π ∨NC ρ = 14. However, we always have ∧P = ∧NC .

The set SNC(σ) can be completely described through the comparison with the non-crossing
partitions. To this end, let Π : S(A) → P(A) be the natural projection map by identifying each
cycle of σ ∈ S(A) as a block of Π(σ), by discarding the order of its elements. Furthermore, let us

denote the disjoint product of permutations σi ∈ S(Ai) by
⊔k

i=1 σi ∈ S(
⊔k

i=1Ai), and analogously

the disjoint concatenation
⊔k

i=1 πi ∈ P(
⊔k

i=1Ai) of partitions πi ∈ P(Ai). For example, we can
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write the cycle decomposition of σ ∈ Sp as σ =
⊔

i ci when each ci is a full cycle on a set Ai and
[p] =

⊔
iAi.

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

Proposition 2.1. For the full cycle γp = (1 2 · · · p) ∈ Sp, the map Π : Sp → P(p) induces the
natural order isomorphism between (SNC(γp),≤) and (NC(p),≤). Specifically,

(1) α ∈ SNC(γp) if and only if Π(α) ∈ NC(p) and every cycle of α can be written in the form
(j1 j2 · · · jl) for j1 < j2 < · · · jl,

(2) For α, β ∈ SNC(γp), α ≤ β if and only if Π(α) ≤ Π(β).

Proposition 2.2. Let σ ∈ Sp and σ =
⊔k

i=1 ci be the cycle decomposition of σ. Then SNC(σ) ∼=
SNC(c1) × · · · × SNC(ck), in the sense that α ∈ SNC(σ) if and only if we can write α =

⊔k
i=1 αi

for some αi ∈ SNC(ci) for each i. In particular, ≤ induces a lattice structure on SNC(σ) for every
permutation σ.

Furthermore, elements in SNC(σ) are completely determined by their associated partitions: if
α, α′ ∈ SNC(σ) and Π(α) = Π(α′), then α = α′.

As an example, for a permutation σ = (1 7 3)(2 5 6 4) ∈ S7, we have

(1 3)(2 4)(5 6) ≤ σ and (2 6 4) ≤ σ,

(2 3) ̸≤ σ, (2 6)(4 5) ̸≤ σ, and (2 4 6) ̸≤ σ;

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

Thanks to the lattice structure on SNC(σ), the join and meet operations on SNC(σ) is well-
defined. We remark that the meet operation ∧ is independent of the choice of σ: if α, β ∈ SNC(σ)∩
SNC(σ′), then α ∧SNC(σ) β = α ∧SNC(σ′) β. However, join operation ∨ may depend on σ: if
α, β, σ, σ′ ∈ S5 are

α = (1 2)(3 4 5), β = (2 3), σ = γ5, σ′ = (1 2 5 3 4),

then α, β ∈ SNC(σ) ∩ SNC(σ′), but α ∨SNC(σ) β = σ while α ∨SNC(σ′) β = σ′.
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. α, β, σ, τ ∈ Sp and π, τ ∈ P(p); an
r-tuple of permutations and partitions will be denoted thus by α ∈ Sr

p and π ∈ P(p)r, etc. In other
words, α = (α1, α2, . . . , αr) and π = (π1, . . . , πr). Furthermore, we naturally extend the operations
on tuples of permutations or partitions in a component-wise manner: for instance,

σ · τ := (σ1τ1, . . . , σrτr), σ−1 := (σ−1
1 , . . . , σ−1

r ), ασβ := (ασ1β, . . . , ασrβ)

π ∨ π′ := (π1 ∨ π′
1, . . . , πr ∨ π′

r), π ∧ π′ := (π1 ∧ π′
1, . . . , πr ∧ π′

r)

π ∨ ρ := (π1 ∨ ρ, . . . , πr ∨ ρ), π ∧ ρ := (π1 ∧ ρ, . . . , πr ∧ ρ),

for σ, τ ∈ Sr
p , α, β ∈ Sp, π, π

′ ∈ P(p)r, and ρ ∈ 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 (Sp)
r of r-tuples of permutations of p

elements with a partial order, as follows: for α, β ∈ (Sp)
r,

α ≤ β if ∀s ∈ [r], |αs| + |α−1
s βs| = |βs|.
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In other words, α ≤ β if for all s = 1, 2, . . . , r, the permutation αs lies on the geodesic idp → αs → βs
between the identity permutation idp and the permutation βs. We also write α ∈ SNC(β).

With this definition, the poset
(
(Sp)

r,≤
)

is the r-times direct product (see [NS06, Definition
9.27]) of the poset (Sp,≤). Using the characterization of geodesics in Sp from Propositions 2.1
and 2.2, we can describe the partial order on (Sp)

r even more explicitly: α ≤ β if the following
conditions hold for all s ∈ [p]:

• every cycle of αs is contained inside some cycle of βs (as sets)
• the cycles of αs induce non-crossing partitions on the cycles of βs
• the cycles of αs have the same cyclic order as the cycles of βs they belong to.

Note that the poset
(
(Sp)

r,≤
)

is not a lattice for r ≥ 1 and p ≥ 3. For example, in S3 the two
full cycles (123) and (132) do not admit a common larger element: σ ≥ (123) =⇒ σ = (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 α ∈ Sp, the poset SNC(α) 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
P2(±p) the set of pairings on the set [±p] := [p]⊔[−p], where [−p] := {−1,−2, . . . ,−p}. Throughout
this paper, we will fix the pairing δ := (1,−1)(2,−2) · · · (p,−p) ∈ P2(±p) and consider two natural
embeddings

(1) P2(±p) ↪→ S±p := S([±p]), π 7→ π (identifying each pair as a transposition),
(2) Sp ↪→ S±p, α 7→ α := α ⊔ id[−p].

Following these identifications, one can consider two other embeddings

(1) Sp ↪→ P2(±p), α 7→ αδα−1 = (α(1),−1) · · · (α(p),−p),
(2) Sp ↪→ S±p, α 7→ αδα−1δ = α ⊔ (δαδ)−1,

as in [MP19, CGL24]. Here the multiplications above are well-defined in S±p. 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 π, ρ ∈ P2(±p) be pairings and c = (i1 i2 · · · in) a cycle of
πρ ∈ S±p. Let jk = ρ(ik). Then (jn jn−1 · · · j1) = ρc−1ρ is also a cycle of πρ, these two cycles are
distinct, and {i1, j1, i2, j2, . . . , in, jn} is a block of π ∨ ρ ∈ P(±p). In particular:

2 #(π ∨ ρ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
number of blocks of
the partition π ∨ ρ

= #(πρ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
number of cycles of
the permutation πρ

.

Lemma 2.5 ([MP19, Section 5]). The map α 7→ αδα−1 is a bijection from Sp onto Pδ
2(±p), the

set of pairings π such that π(k) ∈ [−p] for all k ∈ [p] (or equivalently, πδ leaves [p] invariant:
πδ
(
[p]) = π([−p]) ⊂ [p]). Furthermore, π ∈ Pδ

2(±p) 7→ πδ
∣∣
[p]

∈ Sp is the inverse map.

Recall from the definition of disjoint product that
⊔p

k=1 S({k,−k}) is the set of permutations
ε ∈ S±p such that ε(k) ∈ {±k} for each k ∈ [p]. In particular, δ ∈

⊔p
k=1 S({k,−k}), every element

ε ∈
⊔p

k=1 S({k,−k}) satisfies ε2 = id±p, and all such ε commute with each other.

Lemma 2.6. (1) For every π ∈ P2(±p), one can write π = εσδσ−1ε or equivalently,

πδ = (εσε)δ(εσε)−1δ = εσδσ−1δε,

for some σ ∈ Sp and ε ∈
⊔p

k=1 S({k,−k}) ⊂ S±p. Moreover, we have |πδ| = 2|σ|.



TENSOR FREE PROBABILITY THEORY 9

(2) For π ∈ P2(±p) and α ∈ Sp, we have πδ ∈ SNC(αδα−1δ) if and only if there exists
σ ∈ SNC(α) such that π = σδσ−1. Moreover, the corresponding σ is uniquely determined.

(3) For π, ρ ∈ P2(±p), we have ρδ ∈ SNC(πδ) if and only if there exists σ, τ ∈ Sp and ε ∈⊔p
k=1 S({k,−k}) such that τ ∈ SNC(σ) and

π = εσδσ−1ε, ρ = ετδτ−1ε.

Proof. (1) According to Lemma 2.4, the cycle decomposition of πδ is of the form πδ = c1c
′
1 · · · clc′l,

where the cycle ck = (i1 · · · in) induces another cycle c′k = (−in · · · − i1) = δc−1
k δ. Since all the

cycles c1, . . . , cl, c
′
1, . . . , c

′
k commute, we can write

πδ = (c1 · · · cl)δ(c1 · · · cl)−1δ.

Note that the permutation c1 · · · cl stabilizes a set Ip (i.e., (c1 · · · cl)
∣∣
Ip

= idIp) having cardinality p

and Ip⊔(−Ip) = [±p] since ck and c′k are disjoint cycles acting on the same set up to opposite signs.
Therefore, we can find a permutation ε ∈

⊔p
k=1 S({k,−k}) such that σ = ε(c1 · · · cl)ε stabilizes the

set ε(Ip) = [−p], i.e., σ ∈ Sp. Since ε commutes with δ, we have

πδ = (εσε)δ(εσε)−1δ = εσδσ−1δε.

Moreover, we have |πδ| = |σδσ−1δ| = |σ| + |δσ−1δ| = 2|σ| since σ and δσ−1δ have disjoint cycle
decompositions (after ignoring all singletons).

(2) Since αδα−1δ = α ⊔ (δαδ)−1 leaves [p] invariant, Proposition 2.2 implies that πδ also leaves
[p] invariant. Therefore, Lemma 2.5 implies that there exists unique σ ∈ Sp such that π = σδσ−1.
Furthermore, σ ∈ SNC(α) again by Proposition 2.2.

(3) Let us write π = εσδσ−1ε as in (1). Then the condition ρδ ∈ SNC(πδ) is equivalent to

|ρδ| + |(ρδ)−1(εσδσ−1εδ)| = |εσδσ−1εδ| ⇐⇒ |ερδε| + |(ερδε)−1(σδσ−1δ)| = |σδσ−1δ|
⇐⇒ (ερε)δ ∈ SNC(σδσ−1δ),

since ε and δ commute. Therefore, the conclusion follows from (2). □

We present in Fig. 1 the decomposition of the pairing π = (1 2)(−2 3)(−3 4)(−1 − 4) according
to the result above:

(1 2)(−2 3)(−3 4)(−1 − 4) = (−1 1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
ε

· (1 2 3 4)︸ ︷︷ ︸
σ

·δ · (1 2 3 4)−1 · (−1 1).

1 2 3 4

−1 −2 −3 −4

1 2 3 4

−1 −2 −3 −4

1

−1

× ×

1

−1

=

Figure 1. Factoring of π = (1 2)(−2 3)(−3 4)(−1 − 4) as π = εσδσ−1ε, with ε =

(−1 1) and σδσ−1 =
∏4

i=1(−i σ(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, φ) consists of a unital algebra A over
C and a unital linear functional φ : A → C (called an expectation or a state). For our purposes,
we always assume that φ is tracial, i.e. φ(ab) = φ(ba) for all a, b ∈ A. Elements in A are called
non-commutative random variables. The distribution of a family W ⊂ A is the data of (joint)
moments

(
φ(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 φ is completely determined
by moments of monomials

φ(x1 · · ·xp); p ≥ 1, , x1, . . . , xp ∈ A.

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

xi ∈ Af(i), φ(xi) = 0 for i ∈ [p] and f(i) ̸= f(i + 1) for i = 1, . . . , p− 1 =⇒ φ(x1 · · ·xp) = 0.

Furthermore, subsets (Wi)i∈I are called free if the unital algebras generated by each Wi are free.
The definition of freeness provides a universal rule to compute the joint distribution of

⋃
i∈I Ai

(resp.
⋃

i∈I Wi) in terms of marginal distributions of Ai (resp. Wi) ([NS06, Lecture 5]).
We sometimes consider the case where A has an involution ∗ : A → A, a 7→ a∗, which

is conjugate-linear and (ab)∗ = b∗a∗ for a, b ∈ A. We call (A, φ) a ∗-probability space if it is
non-commutative probability space with an involution and φ(a∗a) ≥ 0 for all a ∈ A. Then the
∗-distribution of W ⊂ A is defined as the distribution of W ∪ W∗ and the ∗-free independence
between W1, . . . ,WL is defined as the freeness between W1 ∪W∗

1 , . . . ,WL ∪W∗
L. 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 σ ∈ Sp, we first associate a multilinear
functional φσ : Ap → C defined by

φσ(x1, . . . , xp) =
∏

c∈Cycles(σ)
c=(i1 i2 ··· in)

φ(xi1 · · ·xin). (2)

For example, we have

φ(13)(624)(5)(x1, . . . , x6) = φ(x1x3)φ(x6x2x4)φ(x5), φγp(x1, . . . , xp) = φ(x1 · · ·xp).

This notation mimics the one when the algebra A is a matrix algebra, and the functional φ is the
trace; see e.g. Eq. (13).

Then for σ ∈ Sp, we define the free cumulants κ̃σ : Ap → C as multilinear functionals satisfying
the so-called free moment-cumulant relation

φσ(x1, . . . , xp) =
∑

τ∈SNC(σ)

κ̃τ (x1, . . . , xp), σ ∈ Sp, x1, . . . , xp ∈ A. (3)

From the Möbius inversion formula over each lattice SNC(σ), one can invert the above relation and
write the formula of κ̃σ in terms of φτ ’s:

κ̃σ(x1, . . . , xp) =
∑

τ∈SNC(σ)

φτ (x1, . . . , xp) Möb(τ−1σ), σ ∈ Sp, x1, . . . , xp ∈ A, (4)

where the Möbius function Möb : Sp → C is defined by

Möb(σ) :=
∏

c∈Cycles(σ)

(−1)|c| Cat|c|

with the Catalan numbers Catn := 1
n+1

(
2n
n

)
(recall that the length |c| of a cycle c equals the

cardinality of c minus 1). In particular, this shows that the implicit definition of free cumulant
κ̃τ from Eq. (3) does not depend on the permutation σ ≥ τ . Finally, we denote by φσ(x) :=
φσ(x, x, . . . , x) and κ̃σ(x) := κ̃σ(x, x, . . . , x) for simplicity. Let us recall the multiplicativity of
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(φσ)σ∈
⊔

p≥1 Sp
and (κ̃σ)σ∈

⊔
p≥1 Sp

[NS06, Lecture 11]: for α ∈ Sp, β ∈ Sq, and x1, . . . , xp, y1, . . . , yq ∈
A,

φα⊔β(x1, . . . , xp, y1, . . . , yq) = φα(x1, . . . , xp)φβ(y1, . . . , yq),

κ̃α⊔β(x1, . . . , xp, y1, . . . , yq) = κ̃α(x1, . . . , xp)κ̃β(y1, . . . , yq).

The free cumulants are the free analogs of classical cumulants kp : (L∞−(P))p → C, where
L∞−(P) =

⋂∞
p=1 L

p(Ω,F ,P) is the set of (complex-valued) random variables with respect to a

probability space (Ω,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

Eπ(X1, · · · , Xp) =
∑
ρ≤π

kρ(X1, . . . , Xp),

kπ(X1, · · · , Xp) =
∑
ρ≤π

Eρ(X1, . . . , Xp) MöbP(ρ, π),

for π ∈ P(p), where Eπ(X1, . . . , Xp) :=
∏

B∈π E
[∏

j∈B Xj

]
and MöbP denotes the Möbius function

associated from the lattice (P(p),≤) (we refer to [NS06, Exercise 10.31-33]).

Let us simply write κ̃p := κ̃γp . One can also use the notations κ̃π and φπ for a non-crossing
partitions π ∈ NC(p), via the identification SNC(γp) ∼= NC(p) in Proposition 2.1. In this case, we
have

κ̃π(x1, . . . , xp) =
∏
B∈π

κ̃Card(B)((xj)j∈B), φπ(x1, · · ·xp) =
∏
B∈π

φ
(∏⃗

j∈B
xj

)
,

where the product
∏⃗

is taken in increasing order of the indices j ∈ B. Furthermore, the free
moment-cumulant relation becomes

φπ(x1, . . . , xp) =
∑

ρ∈NC(p)
ρ≤π

κ̃ρ(x1, . . . , xp), π ∈ NC(p).

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 W1, . . . ,WL in a non-commutative probability space (A, φ) are freely inde-
pendent if and only if every mixed free cumulant vanishes, i.e., for every p ≥ 2,

κ̃p(x1, . . . , xp) = 0 whenever xj ∈ Af(j) and f(l) ̸= f(k) for some l, 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 := {f−1(i) : i ∈ f([p])}. (5)

That is, l, k ∈ [p] are in the same block of ker f if and only if f(l) = f(k). For example, if I = [3] and
f : [5] → I is 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 W1, . . . ,WL ⊂ (A, φ) are freely independent if and only if for every function
f : [p] → [L] and xj ∈ Wf(j),

φ(x1 · · ·xp) =
∑

π∈NC(p),
π≤ker f

∏
i∈f([p])

κ̃π(x1, . . . , xp) =
∑

π∈NC(p),
π≤ker f

∏
i∈f([p])

κ̃π|f−1(i)
((xj)j∈f−1(i)). (6)

2.3. Unitary and orthogonal Weingarten calculus. As the main technical tool, we introduce
the (graphical) Weingarten calculus [Col03, CŚ06, 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 σ ∈ Sp, the unitary Weingarten function Wg
(U)
d (σ) is the coefficient of the (pseudo)

inverse of the function σ 7→ d#σ under the convolution in the group algebra C[Sp]. In other

words, for the element Φ :=
∑

σ∈Sp
d#σ σ ∈ C[Sp], we have

Φ−1 =
∑
σ∈Sp

Wg
(U)
d (σ)σ.

(2) For π, ρ ∈ P2(±p), the orthogonal Weingarten function Wg
(O)
d (π, ρ) is the (π, ρ)-matrix

component of the (pseudo) inverse of the linear transformation Ψ : C[P2(±p)] → C[P2(±p)]

defined by Ψ :=
∑

π,ρ∈P2(±p) d
#(π∨ρ)Eπ,ρ. Here we consider C[P2(±p)] as a vector space

with an orthonormal basis {eπ : π ∈ P2(±p)}, and {Eπ,ρ}π,ρ∈P2(±p) denotes the family of

matrix units. In other words, Ψeπ =
∑

ρ∈P2(±p) d
#(ρ∨π)eρ and

Ψ−1 =
∑

π,ρ∈P2(±p)

Wg
(O)
d (π, ρ)Eπ,ρ.

It is shown [CŚ06] that if d ≥ p, then Φ and Ψ are invertible, so the Weingarten functions Wg
(U)
d

and Wg
(O)
d are uniquely defined. Since we are mainly interested in the asymptotic limit d → ∞, we

only consider the case d ≥ p in this paper. Then Wg
(U)
d (σ) and Wg

(O)
d (π, ρ) are rational functions

of d that depend only on the conjugacy class of the permutations σ ∈ Sp and πρ ∈ S±p, respectively.
Furthermore, these two functions share similar asymptotics

Wg
(U)
d (σ) = Möb(σ)d−2p+#(σ)

(
1 + O(d−2)

)
, (7)

Wg
(O)
d (π, ρ) = Möb(π ∨ ρ)d−2p+#(π∨ρ)(1 + O(d−1)

)
. (8)

Here we define Möb(π ∨ ρ) := Möb(c1 · · · cl) =
∏l

i=1 Cat|ci|, where πρ ∈ S±p has the cycle decom-
position

πρ = c1c
′
1 · · · clc′l

and |ci| = |c′i| for each i = 1, . . . , l, as in Lemma 2.4. Note that Möb(π ∨ ρ) is well-defined since
the Möbius function depends only on the conjugacy class of its permutation input. For example, if
π = σδσ−1 and ρ = τδτ−1 for some permutations σ, τ ∈ Sp, then

Möb(π ∨ ρ) = Möb(τ−1σ) (9)

since πρ is in the same conjugacy class with τ−1σδσ−1τδ = (τ−1σ) ⊔ δ(τ−1σ)−1δ.

The functions Wg
(U)
d and Wg

(O)
d are related to integrals with respect to the Haar measure on

the unitary group Ud and (real) orthogonal group Od, respectively, as in the result below.

Theorem 2.10 ([Col03, CŚ06]). Let p, d be positive integers.
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(1) For tuples of indices i = (i1, . . . , ip), i
′ = (i′1, . . . , i

′
p), j = (j1, . . . , jp), j

′ = (j′1, . . . , j
′
p) in

[d]p and for a d× d Haar unitary matrix U = (Uij),∫
Ud

Ui1j1 · · ·UipjpU i′1j
′
1
· · ·U i′p,j

′
p

dU =
∑

σ,τ∈Sp

δi′,i◦σ δj′,j◦τ Wg
(U)
d (τ−1σ). (10)

Here we identify each tuple as a function, e.g., i : [p] → [d] with i(k) = ik.
(2) For tuples of indices i± = (i1, i−1, . . . , ip, i−p), j

± = (j1, j−1 . . . , jp, j−p) in [d]2p and for a
d× d Haar orthogonal matrix O = (Oij),∫

Od

Oi1j1Oi−1j−1 · · ·OipjpOi−pj−pdO =
∑

π,ρ∈P2(±p)

δi±, i±◦π δj±, j±◦ρ Wg
(O)
d (π, ρ). (11)

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 ∈ P2(±p)2 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 = (π, ρ) ∈ P2(±p)2

then transforms D into a new diagram D(O)
r = D(O)

π,ρ through the following steps: first, erase all O
boxes while preserving the attached decorations. Then, use π to pair the (inner parts of the) white
decorations from the erased k-th O box with those from the erased π(k)-th O box. Similarly, ρ
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 ∈ Ud and also p boxes corresponding to Ū . Then:

EU [D] =
∑

r=(σ,τ)∈S2
p

D(U)
r Wg

(U)
d (τ−1σ),

where σ (resp. τ) contributes the connection of output (resp. input) nodes between k-th Ū box and
σ(k)-th (resp. τ(k)-th) U box 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 ∈ Od. Then:

EO[D] =
∑

r=(π,ρ)∈P2(±p)2

D(O)
r Wg

(O)
d (π, ρ).

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 ∈ Md(C) ⊗Md(C) be a bipartite matrix. We are interested in computing the average

E[(U ⊗ U)X(U ⊗ U)∗] = E[(U ⊗ U)X(Ū ⊗ Ū)⊤] ∈ Md(C) ⊗Md(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 unitary case. The (graphical) unitary Weingarten formula from Theo-
rem 2.11 expands the expectation as a sum over a pair σ, τ ∈ S2 = {id, (12)}. The four terms are
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U∗

U∗

U

X

U

Figure 2. Diagram for the matrix product (U ⊗ U)X(U ⊗ U)∗.

of the form D(U)
σ,τ Wg

(U)
d (σ, τ), where D(U)

σ,τ is the diagram D from Fig. 2 after the removal opera-

tion for the permutations σ, τ , and Wg
(U)
d (σ, τ) is the corresponding unitary Weingarten function.

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

τ = id τ = (12)

σ = id X · 1
d2−1

X

· −1
d(d2−1)

σ = (12) X · −1
d(d2−1)

X

· 1
d2−1

Gathering the four contributions, we obtain:

EUd
[(U ⊗ U)X(U ⊗ U)∗] =

dTrX − Tr(FdX)

d(d2 − 1)
· Id2 +

dTr(FdX) − TrX

d(d2 − 1)
· Fd,

where Fd :=
∑d

i,j=1Eij ⊗ Eji.

Let us consider now the orthogonal case: the matrix U is sampled from the Haar measure on the
orthogonal group Od. In this case, the graphical orthogonal Weingarten formula from Theorem 2.11
expands the expectation as a sum over two pairings π, ρ ∈ P2(±2). Note that the set P2(±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 (+1) and U (+2), and those on the right
of the X box by, respectively, U (−1) and U (−2) (see Fig. 2); this labeling will allow us to explicitly
describe how the pairings π and ρ from the orthogonal Weingarten calculus act on the diagram.
We present in Fig. 3 two such terms.



TENSOR FREE PROBABILITY THEORY 15

X+1

+2

−1

−2

X

+1

+2

−1

−2

Figure 3. Two removal diagrams obtained from Fig. 2, using different pairings
π, ρ. On the left panel, we have (π, ρ) = ((1 2)(−1 − 2), (1 − 2)(−1 2)). On the
right panel, we have (π, ρ) = ((1 − 1)(2 − 2), (1 2)(−1 − 2)).

Gathering all the contributions, we have:

EOd
[(U ⊗ U)X(U ⊗ U)∗] =

(d + 1) TrX − Tr(FdX) − Tr(dωdX)

d(d + 2)(d− 1)
· Id2

+
−TrX + (d + 1) Tr(FdX) − Tr(dωdX)

d(d + 2)(d− 1)
· Fd

+
−TrX − Tr(FdX) + (d + 1) Tr(dωdX)

d(d + 2)(d− 1)
· dωd,

where dωd is the unnormalized maximally entangled state

dωd =
d∑

i,j=1

ei ⊗ ei · e∗j ⊗ e∗j =
d∑

i,j=1

Eij ⊗ Eij ∈ Md(C) ⊗Md(C)

and the value of the orthogonal Weingarten function, in the case p = 2, reads (see [CŚ06] or [CM09,
Example 3.1]):

Wg
(O)
d (π, ρ) =

{
d+1

d(d+2)(d−1) if π = ρ
−1

d(d+2)(d−1) if π ̸= ρ.
(12)

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 ∈ MN (C) ⊗ L∞−(P) ∼= MN

(
L∞−(P)

)
.

Note that
(
MN (L∞−(P)),E ◦ tr

)
is a ∗-probability space, where tr := 1

N Tr is the normalized trace
(see [NS06, Example 1.4 (3)]).

For each N ≥ 1, let us denote by WN = {Xj,N}j∈J a family of N ×N random matrices. Then
we say that WN converges in distribution as N → ∞ if there is a family W = {xj}j∈J in a
noncommutative probability space (A, φ) such that, for all p ≥ 1 and j1, . . . , jp ∈ J , we have

lim
N→∞

E[tr
(
Xj1,N · · ·Xjp,N

)
] = φ(xj1 · · ·xjp).

by linearity, this is equivalent to the asymptotic behavior

lim
N→∞

E[tr(P (WN ))] = φ(P (W))

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

us simply write WN
distr−−−→ W. Families W(1)

N , . . . ,W(L)
N of N × N random matrices are called

asymptotically free if W(1)
N , . . . ,W(L)

N
distr−−−→ W(1), . . . ,W(L) jointly and the families W(1), . . . ,W(L)

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
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• convergence in probability : tr
(
Xj1,N · · ·Xjp,N

)
→ φ(xj1 · · ·xjp) in probability as N → ∞,

for all j1, . . . , jp ∈ J ,
• almost sure convergence: tr

(
Xj1,N · · ·Xjp,N

)
→ φ(xj1 · · ·xjp) almost surely as N → ∞, for

all j1, . . . , jp ∈ 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 WN be a family of N ×N random matrices.

(1) WN is called unitary invariant (UI) (resp. orthogonal invariant (OI)) if the joint probability
law of WN is the same with that of UWNU∗ := {UXU∗ : X ∈ WN} for all unitary matrices
U ∈ UN (resp. orthogonal matrices U ∈ ON ).

(2) Suppose N = d1 · · · dr and let us identify the matrices as elements in
⊗r

s=1Mds(C) ∼=
MN (C). Then WN is called local-unitary invariant (LUI) (resp. local-orthogonal invariant
(LOI)) if WN has the same probability law with UWNU∗ where U =

⊗r
s=1 Us is taken over

arbitrary tensor product of unitaries Us ∈ Uds (resp. orthogonal matrices Us ∈ Ods) 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 UI. 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 UI.

(2) For any family W of random matrices and a Haar random unitary matrix U independent
from W, UWU∗ is UI. Furthermore, UWNU∗ is LUI if N = d1 · · · dr and U =

⊗r
s=1 Us

is a Haar random local-unitary matrix. That is, U1, . . . , Ur are independent Haar random
unitaries of size d1, . . . , dr, respectively, which are also independent from W. We also have
the OI and LOI analogs in straightforward ways.

(3) If W(1), . . . ,W(r) are independent families of UI (resp. OI) random matrices of sizes d1, . . . , dr,

respectively, then W = {
⊗r

s=1Xs : Xs ∈ W(s)} is LUI (resp. LOI).
(4) The set W1 ∪W2 may not be UI even if W1 and W2 are each UI. 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 W ∪W∗ is UI. Similarly, if W is OI, then W ∪W⊤ ∪W ∪W∗ is OI.
(6) If W is LOI, then the family of partial transposes

⋃
ν∈{id,⊤}r Wν is LOI where Wν :=

{(ν1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ νr)(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 W0,W1, . . . ,WL are independent families of N ×N random matrices,
W1, . . .WL are unitary invariant, and let U be a N × N Haar unitary matrix independent from⋃L

i=0Wi. Then UW0U
∗, . . . , UWLU

∗ are independent UI families. In particular,
⋃L

i=1Wi is UI.

Proof. W0, . . .WL have the same joint distribution with W0, U1W1U
∗, . . . ULWLU

∗
L where U1, . . . UL

are independent Haar random unitaries that are independent from {U} ∪ (
⋃L

i=0Wi). Then the
assertion follows from the fact that U,UU1, . . . UUL are independent Haar unitary matrices. Indeed,
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for any continuous functions f0, . . . , fL : UN → C, we have

E[f0(U)f1(UU1) · · · fL(UUL)] = EU

[
f0(U) EU1,...,UL

[f1(UU1) · · · fL(UUL)|U ]
]

= E[f0(U)] E[f1(U1)] · · ·E[fL(UL)],

where the last equality follows from [Dur19, Example 4.1.7] and the invariance property of Haar
measures. Therefore, (U,UU1, . . . , UUL) has the same joint probability law with (U,U1, . . . , UL).

□

Note that the UI condition above is essential to obtain the independence between UW0U
∗, . . . , UWLU

∗.
For example, the deterministic diagonal matrix units E11, . . . ENN ∈ MN (C) are (probabilistically)

independent while UE11U
∗, . . . UENNU∗ are not since

∑N
i=1 UEiiU

∗ ≡ IN . 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 σ ∈ Sp

we define the (unitary) trace invariant trσ : MN (C)p → C as a multilinear functional induced from
the ∗-probability space (MN (C), tr) of N × N matrices as in Eq. (2). In other words, we have
trσ = 1

N#σ Trσ, where

Trσ(X(1), . . . , X(p)) :=
∏

c∈Cycles(σ)
c=(i1 i2 ··· in)

Tr(Xi1Xi2 · · ·Xin) =
∑

i,j∈[N ]p

(
p∏

k=1

X
(k)
ik,jk

)
δj, i◦σ. (13)

Definition 2.15. Let WN be a family of N ×N random matrices.

(1) WN is said to satisfy the factorization property if, for all X1, . . . , Xp, Y1, . . . , Yq ∈ WN ,
α ∈ Sp, and β ∈ Sq, we have as N → ∞,

E[trα⊔β(X1, . . . , Xp, Y1, . . . , Yq)] = E[trα(X1, . . . , Xp)]E[trβ(Y1, . . . , Yq)] + o(1) (14)

(2) WN is said to satisfy the bounded moments property if

sup
N

∣∣E[trσ(X1, . . . , Xp)]
∣∣ < ∞, X1, . . . , Xp ∈ WN , σ ∈ Sp. (15)

By the multilinearity of the trace invariant, the factorization property is equivalent to

E[tr(P1(WN )) · · · tr(Pl(WN ))] =
l∏

j=1

E[tr(Pj(WN ))] + o(1). (16)

for every l ≥ 1 and for any non-commutative polynomials P1, . . . , Pl 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 )), . . . , tr(Pl(WN ))) → 0 (17)

for l ≥ 2 where kl is the classical cumulant, as considered in [CMŚS07, Definition 2.1]. On the other
hand, WN satisfies the bounded moments property if supN E[∥X∥∞] < ∞ holds for all X ∈ WN ,
or more generally,

sup
N

E[tr |X|p] < ∞, p ≥ 1, X ∈ WN , (18)

by the Hölder inequality. Note that Eq. (18) holds whenever WN 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 WN converges in ∗-distribution to W, i.e. WN ,W∗
N converge jointly

in distribution to W,W∗ (in the sense of expectation) for a family W in a ∗-probability space (A, φ)

and its adjoint set W∗ = {x∗ : x ∈ W}. Then the same convergence WN ,W∗
N

distr−−−→ W,W∗ holds
in probability if and only if WN ∪W∗

N satisfies the factorization property.
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Proof. The sufficiency is clear: for X1, . . . , Xp ∈ WN ∪W∗
N , the factorization property implies that

var
(

tr(X1 · · ·Xp)
)

= k2
(

tr(X1 · · ·Xp), tr
(
X∗

p · · ·X∗
1

))
→ 0 as N → ∞,

so tr(X1 · · ·Xp) converges in probability:

P-lim
N→∞

tr(X1 · · ·Xp) = lim
N→∞

E[tr(X1 · · ·Xp)]

For the necessity, let X1, . . . , XL ∈ WN ∪W∗
N and suppose X1, . . . , XL → x1, . . . , xL jointly in

∗-distribution, both in expectation and in probability. In order to show Eq. (16), we may take Pj ’s

as monomials in X1, . . . , XL. Then, for the random variables ZN :=
∏l

j=1 tr(Pj(X1, . . . , XL)), we
can repeatedly apply Hölder’s inequality to obtain that

E[|ZN |2] ≤
l∏

j=1

E
[∣∣ tr (Pj(X1, . . . , XL)

)∣∣2l]1/l ≤ l∏
j=1

E
[

tr
(
|Pj(X1, . . . , XL)|2l

)∣∣]1/l
where the matrix Hölder’s inequality | tr(Y )| ≤ (tr |Y |2l)

1
2l , Y ∈ MN (C), was applied for the last

inequality above. Since each |Pj(X1, . . . , XL)|2l =
(
Pj(X1, . . . , XL)∗Pj(X1, . . . , XL)

)l
is a monomial

in X1, . . . , XL, X
∗
1 , . . . , X

∗
L, we have

lim sup
N→∞

E[|ZN |2] ≤
l∏

j=1

φ
(
(Pj(x1, . . . , xL)∗Pj(x1, . . . , xL))l

)1/l
,

and in particular, supN E[|ZN |2] < ∞. Therefore, the random variables (ZN )N≥1 are uniformly
integrable, and one has

lim
N→∞

E[ZN ] = E
[

P-lim
N→∞

ZN

]
=

l∏
j=1

φ(Pj(x1, . . . , xL))

from the Vitali convergence theorem ([Dur19, Theorem 4.6.2 and 4.6.3]). □

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. WN satisfies
bounded cumulants property if it satisfies the bounded moments property Eq. (15) and, for every
l ≥ 2 and for any non-commutative polynomials P1, . . . , Pl, we have

sup
N

∣∣kl(Tr(P1(WN )), . . . ,Tr(Pl(WN ))
)∣∣ < ∞. (19)

Clearly the bounded cumulants property implies the factorization property from Eq. (17). If WN

satisfies bounded cumulants property and is convergent in ∗-distribution, then the same convergence
holds almost surely, by the fact that var

(
tr(P (WN ))

)
= O(N−2) 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

E[tr
(
P1(WN )) · · · tr(Pl(WN ))] =

l∏
j=1

E[tr(Pl(WN ))] + O(N−2). (20)

for all non-commutative polynomials P1, . . . , Pl. 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 UWNU∗ where
WN is a family of deterministic matrices which is convergent in ∗-distribution and U is a Haar
random unitary / orthogonal matrix. Furthermore, if WN is UI and satisfies the bounded cumulants
property, then WN ∪W⊤

N 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(1)
N , . . . ,W(L)

N be independent families of N ×N random matrices such that:

(1) Each family, except possibly one, is UI.
(2) Each family has a first order limit distribution, i.e., it converges in distribution and satisfies

the factorization property Eq. (16).

Then {W(i)
N }i∈[L] are asymptotically free as d → ∞. In particular, the family

⋃L
i=1W

(i)
N 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(i)
N converges in ∗-distribution (both in expectation and in probability), then (W(i)

N )i∈[L]
are asymptotically ∗-free (both in expectation and in probability), just by replacing WN with

W̃N = WN ∪ W∗
N . Furthermore, we can show that if each family satisfies the stronger condition

Eq. (20), then (W(i)
N )i∈[L] 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 [CŚ06], and permutation invariant
random matrices [Mal20, CDM24]. For our purposes, we recall the asymptotic freeness result of OI
random matrices.

Theorem 2.19 ([CŚ06]). Let (W(i)
N )i∈[L] be independent families of N ×N random matrices such

that each family, except possibly one, is OI.

(1) If each family W(i)
N converges in distribution and satisfies the factorization property, and

if W(i)
N ∪ (W(i)

N )⊤ satisfies the bounded moments condition Eq. (15), then (W(i)
N )i∈[L] are

asymptotically free, and the family
⋃L

i=1W
(i)
N satisfies the factorization property.

(2) If each family W(i)
N ∪ (W(i)

N )⊤ converges in distribution and satisfies the factorization prop-

erty, then the families
(
W(i)

N ∪(W(i)
N )⊤)i∈[L] are asymptotically free, and the family

⋃L
i=1

(
W(i)

N ∪
(W(i)

N )⊤
)
satisfies the factorization property.

Note that in Theorem 2.19, unlike in Theorem 2.17, conditions must be imposed not only on

W(i)
N but also on (W(i)

N )⊤ to determine the asymptotic behavior of
⋃L

i=1W
(i)
N . This requirement

is essential (see the remark below [CŚ06, Theorem 5.2]) and can be justified by considering the
orthogonal trace invariants.

For a pairing π ∈ P2(±p), define the (orthogonal) trace invariant Trπ∨δ : (MN (C))p → C by

Trπ∨δ(X
(1), . . . , X(p)) :=

∑
∀ k, i±k∈[N ]

(
p∏

k=1

X
(k)
ik,i−k

)
δi±, i±◦π (21)

and its normalized value trπ∨δ := 1
N#(π∨δ) Trπ∨δ (recall that i±(k) := ik for k ∈ [±p] as in Eq. (11)).

We can imagine the diagrams of X(k)’s whose outputs and inputs are labeled as k and −k, resp., and
then we connect the legs according to π. For example, we have Trδ∨δ(X1, . . . , Xp) =

∏p
k=1 Tr(Xk),

Trγpδγ−1
p ∨δ(X1, . . . , Xp) = Tr(X1 · · ·Xp), and

Tr(1,2)(−1,−2)(−3,−5)(5,4)(−4,3)∨δ(X1, X2, X3, X4, X5) = Tr
(
X1X

⊤
2

)
Tr
(
X3X

⊤
5 X4

)
. (22)

See Fig. 4 for a graphical representation of this invariant. More generally, suppose π = εσδσ−1ε
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X1 X2 X3 X4 X5
1 −1 2 −2 3 −3 4 −4 5 −5

X1 X>2 X3 X>5 X4

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])

Trπ∨δ(X1, . . . , Xp) = Trσ(Xf1
1 , . . . , X

fp
p ), trπ∨δ(X1, . . . , Xp) = trσ(Xf1

1 , . . . , X
fp
p ) (23)

where fk =

{
1 if ε(k) = k,

⊤ if ε(k) = −k,
for k = 1, . . . , p. In particular, trσδσ−1∨δ = trσ for σ ∈ Sp.

Note that trπ∨δ satisfies the invariance property under conjugation with respect to orthogonal
matrices:

trπ∨δ(X1, . . . , Xp) = trπ∨δ(OX1O
⊤, . . . , OXpO

⊤), X1, . . . , Xp ∈ MN (C), O ∈ ON . (24)

Conversely, we can show that any multilinear functional L : MN (C)p → C satisfying the invariance
property as above can be written as a linear combination of {trπ∨δ : π ∈ P2(±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 {trπ∨δ : π ∈ 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 {trσ : σ ∈ Sp} for OI families and their transposes.

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

Theorem 2.20. Let WN be a family of N×N UI random matrices which converges in distribution
and satisfies the factorization property Eq. (14). Then WN and W⊤

N are asymptotically free as

N → ∞, and WN ∪W⊤
N 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 [Vra11, CGL23a, CGL23b, CGL24, BB24]. We shall first review these
invariants for (multipartite) matrices that motivate our main definition later.



TENSOR FREE PROBABILITY THEORY 21

X(1) X(2) X(3)

a1

b1

a2

b2

b3

a3

Figure 5. The diagram for the trace invariant Tr(12)(3),(1)(23)(X1, X2, X3). The
summation is over the six indices a1,2,3, b1,2,3. The first permutation α1 = (12)(3)
connects the top legs of the tensors, while the second permutation α2 = (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 αs(i)-th box.

For p ≥ 1 and for r-partite matrices X(1), . . . , X(p) ∈
⊗r

s=1Mds(C), define the tensor trace
invariant or local unitary trace invariant associated to a r-tuple of permutations α = (α1, . . . , αr) ∈
(Sp)

r by

Trα(X(1), . . . , X(p)) :=
∑

all indices

(
p∏

k=1

X
(k)

i
(k)
1 ...i

(k)
r ,j

(k)
1 ...j

(k)
r

)
r∏

s=1

(
p∏

k=1

δ
i
(αs(k))
s ,j

(k)
s

)
. (25)

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(i) is connected to the s-th output of the matrix X(αs(i)).
For example, for three bipartite (r = 2) matrices X(1), X(2), X(3) ∈ Md(C)⊗2 and two permuta-

tions α = (1, 2)(3), β = (1)(2, 3) ∈ S3, we have

Trα,β(X(1), X(2), X(3)) =
∑

a1,a2,a3,b1,b2,b3∈[d]

X
(1)
a1b1,a2b1

X
(2)
a2b2,a1b3

X
(3)
a3b3,a3b2

.

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 αs = σ ∈ Sp

for all s ∈ [r], the tensor trace invariant reduces to the usual trace invariant (Eq. (13)) of matrices

X(i) ∈ Md1···dr(C), ignoring the tensor product structure: Trα = Trσ. In particular, remembering
that γp = (1, 2, . . . , p) denotes the full cycle permutation, we have

Trγp

(
X(1), . . . , X(p)

)
= Tr

(
X(1) · · ·X(p)

)
.

Considering different permutations on the tensor factors captures genuine tensor behavior and,
in particular, gives access to important notions such as the partial trace Tr2(X) := [id ⊗ Tr](X):

Trγp,idp(X) = Tr
[
(Tr2X)p

]
or the partial transposition XΓ := [id ⊗⊤](X):

Trα,β(XΓ) = Trα,β−1(X).

As we have already mentioned, the functionals Trα are multilinear in X(i)’s and invariant under
conjugation by local-unitaries: for all Us ∈ Uds ,

Trα(UX(1)U∗, . . . , UX(p)U∗) = Trα(X(1), . . . , X(p)), where U :=
r⊗

s=1

Us. (26)

Conversely, every multilinear functional L : (
⊗r

s=1Mds(C))p → C having this property can be
written as a linear combination of Trα’s. Indeed, for Haar random local-unitary U =

⊗r
s=1 Us, we
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can apply the Weingarten calculus Theorem 2.10 to obtain

L(X(1), . . . , X(p)) = EU

[
L(UX(1)U∗, . . . , UX(p)U∗)

]
=

∑
σ,τ∈(Sp)r

∑
all indices

(
p∏

k=1

X
(k)

j
(k)
1 ...j

(k)
r ,j′1

(k)...j′r
(k)

)
L
(
Ei(1)i′(1) , . . . , Ei(p)i′(p)

)
×

r∏
s=1

(
p∏

k=1

δ
i
(σs(k))
s i′

(k)
s
δ
j
(τs(k))
s j′

(k)
s

)
Wg

(U)
ds

(τ−1
s σs)

=
∑
τ

Trτ (X(1), . . . , X(p))
∑
σ

∑
all indices

L
(
Ei(1)i′(1) , . . . , Ei(p)i′(p)

) r∏
s=1

(
p∏

k=1

δ
i
(σs(k))
s i′s

(k)

)
Wg

(U)
ds

(τ−1
s σs),

where Ei j :=
⊗r

s=1Eisjs are matrix units in
⊗r

s=1Mds(C).
Finally, let us introduce the normalized versions of the tensor trace invariants:

trα :=
1

d#α1
1 · · · d#αr

r

Trα . (27)

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, φ, (φα)) where (A, φ)
is a non-commutative probability space with a tracial unital linear functional φ, and for each p ≥ 1
and α ∈ (Sp)

r, φα : Ap → C is a multilinear functional satisfying the following conditions:

(1) Consistency : φα = φα if αs ≡ α for some α ∈ Sp.
(2) Permutation invariance: φσασ−1(x1, . . . , xp) = φα(xσ(1), . . . , xσ(p)).
(3) Multiplicativity : for α ∈ (Sp)

r, β ∈ (Sq)
r, and x1, . . . , xp, y1, . . . , yq ∈ A, we have

φα⊔β(x1, . . . , xp, y1, . . . yq) = φα(x1, . . . , xp)φβ(y1, . . . yq).

(4) Unitality : for p ≥ 2, α ∈ (Sp)
r, and x1, . . . , xp ∈ A with xj = 1 for some j ∈ [p], we have

φα(x1, . . . , xp) = φα′(x1, . . . , xj−1, xj+1, . . . , xp),

where α′ ∈ (Sp−1)
r is obtained by first “erasing” j in every permutation αs and then

reindexing j + 1, . . . , p as j, . . . , p− 1 to define α′
s.

(5) Substitution property : if there exist i ̸= j ∈ [p] such that αs(i) = j for all s ∈ [r], then

φα(x) = φα′(x′),

where

x′ = (x1, . . . , xjxi︸︷︷︸
pos. i

, . . . , ∅︸︷︷︸
pos. j

, . . . , xp)

and, for all s ∈ [p], α′
s ∈ S([p] \ {j}) is defined by

α′
s(k) =

{
αs(k) if k ̸= i

αs(j) if k = i.

Note that when using a single non-commutative random variable, we denote by φα(x) :=
φα(x, . . . , x).
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Remark 3.2. Since the state φ from the definition above is completely determined by the collection
(φα) using the consistency condition from Item 1, one could remove it from the definition. We
decided to keep the state φ in order to introduce tensor probability spaces as generalizations of
usual non-commutative probability spaces (which are pairs (A, φ)). 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 φ must be tracial.
Indeed, with α = (12) (i.e. αs ≡ (12)) and σ = (12), we have

φ(x1x2) = φ(12)(x1, x2) = φ(12)·(12)·(12)−1(x2, x1) = φ(12)(x2, x1) = φ(x2x1).

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

φ (1 2 5 3)(4 6)
(1)(3 4 5)(2 6)

(x1, 1, x3, x4, x5, x6) = φ (1 4 2)(3 5)
(1)(2 3 4)(5)

(x1, x3, x4, x5, x6).

Above, the erasure of 2 from the permutation α1 = (1 2 5 3)(4 6) ∈ S6 gives the permutation
(1 4 2)(3 5) ∈ S5.

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

∀α ∈ Sr
p , φα(1) = 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:

φ(1423),(1342)(x1, x2, x3, x4) = φ(132),(123)(x1, x3, x2 · x4),
with the choice i = 4, j = 2, see Fig. 6.

x1 x2 x3 x4 x1 x3 x2x4=

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 x2 · x4 and reduce the number of elements from p = 4 to p = 3.

Proposition 3.5. The family of expectation functionals

φα, α ∈
∞⊔
p=1

(Sp)
r

satisfying the hypotheses from Definition 3.1 only depends on the independent subfamily

φα, α ∈ Sindep,
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where Sindep contains one representative from each conjugacy class of permutation r-tuples that are
simultaneously

• irreducible:
∨r

s=1 Π(αs) = 1p;
• branching: there do not exist i ̸= j ∈ [p] such that αs(i) = j for all s ∈ [r].

Proof. This follows easily from the various properties of the functionals φα from Definition 3.1.
For example, the multiplicativity and the permutation invariance conditions above imply a much
stronger multiplicativity property for the functionals φ. Indeed, if there exists a partition π ∈ P(p)
such that π ≥ Π(αs) for all s ∈ [r], then

φα(x1, . . . , xp) =
∏
b∈π

φα|
b

(
(xj)|b

)
.

For example, we have
φ(13)(2),(1)(2)(3)(x, y, z) = φ(12),(1)(2)(x, z)φ(y).

Similarly, one can use the substitution property to reduce the size of the permutations by taking
products in the algebra A. □

Note that, in the case r = 1, Sindep contains only one element: α1 = (1), for p = 1. This φ(1)

functional is precisely the trace φ from the usual (i.e. non-tensor) non-commutative probability
theory. On the other hand, in the case r = 2, the set Sindep is infinite, but we can enumerate its
first p-levels. At p = 1, we have φ(1)2 = φ. At p = 2, we only have two new functionals φα(x, y)

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

(1)(2) (12)

(1)(2) φ(x)φ(y) φ(1)(2),(12)(x, y)

(12) φ(12),(1)(2)(x, y) φ(xy)

Let us now discuss examples.

Example 3.6. For positive integers d1, d2, . . . , dr,(
r⊗

s=1

Mds(C), tr, (trα)α∈
⊔∞

p=1 S
r
p

)
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), φ(s)), s ∈ [r],
define their (algebraic) tensor product(

A :=

r⊗
s=1

A(s), φ :=

r⊗
s=1

φ(s), (φα)α∈
⊔∞

p=1 S
r
p

)
,

where φα is defined on simple tensors by

φα

(
r⊗

s=1

x
(s)
1 , . . . ,

r⊗
s=1

x(s)p

)
:=

r∏
s=1

φ(s)
αs

(
x
(s)
1 , . . . , x(s)p

)
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

⊗r
s=1 x

(s).
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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(s) = (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 WN = (xN,j)j∈J ⊆ A(N) from some non-commutative

probability spaces (A(N), φ(N)) that are endowed with multilinear functionals (φ
(N)
α )α∈

⊔∞
p=1 S

r
p
. Sim-

ilarly, consider a family W = (xj)j∈J ⊆ A, where again (A, φ) is a non-commutative probability

space endowed with multilinear functionals φα; here we do not require that φ
(N)
α or φα satisfy all

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

φ(N) = φ
(N)
id1

, φ = φid1 .

We say that the sequence WN converges in tensor distribution to W if, for all p ≥ 1, for all α ∈ Sr
p ,

and for all j : [p] → J , we have

lim
N→∞

φ(N)
α

(
xN,j(1), xN,j(2), . . . , xN,j(p)

)
= φα(xj(1), xj(2), . . . , xj(p)).

We simply write WN
⊗-distr−−−−→ W.

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 ∞ as N → ∞. Let D = DN :=
d1,N · · · dr,N , and let us identify MD(C) ∼= Md1(C) ⊗ · · · ⊗Mdr(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

E ◦ trα :
((⊗r

s=1
Mds

)
(L∞−(P)

))p
→ C, p ≥ 1, α ∈ Sr

p ,

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 WN be a family of DN ×DN random matrices for each N ≥ 1.

(1) WN is said to satisfy the tensor factorization property if, for all X1, . . . , Xp, Y1, . . . , Yq ∈ WN ,
α ∈ Sr

p , and β ∈ Sr
q , we have as N → ∞,

E[trα⊔β(X1, . . . , Xp, Y1, . . . , Yq)] = E[trα(X1, . . . , Xp)]E[trβ(Y1, . . . , Yq)] + o(1) (28)

(2) WN is said to satisfy the bounded tensor moments property if

sup
N

∣∣E[trσ(X1, . . . , Xp)]
∣∣ < ∞, X1, . . . , Xp ∈ WN , p ≥ 1, σ ∈ Sr

p . (29)

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 WN , endowed with the functionals E ◦ trα, converges in tensor distribution and if
the corresponding limit W is taken from an r-partite tensor probability space (A, φ, (φα)) as in
Definition 3.1, then WN necessarily satisfies tensor factorization property Eq. (28) by the multi-
plicativity of φα. 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 DN × DN random matrices WN = (XN,j)j∈J satisfies the
following conditions:

(1) the limit limN→∞ E[trα(X1, . . . , Xp)] exists for all α ∈ (Sp)
r and X1, . . . , Xp ∈ WN ;

(2) the tensor factorization property Eq. (28).

Then, there exists a family W = (xj)j∈J in some r-partite algebraic tensor probability space
(A, φ, (φα)) such that WN converges in tensor distribution to W as N → ∞.

Proof. Let A = C⟨(xj)j∈J⟩ be the set of non-commutative polynomials in the formal variables xj .
For every p ≥ 1 and α ∈ (Sp)

r, we can define the functional φα : Ap → C by

φα(P1, . . . , Pp) := lim
N→∞

E
[
trα(P1(WN ), . . . , P1(WN )

]
. (30)

Then we can check that φα is well-defined multilinear functional, (A, φ, (φα)) is an r-partite non-

commutative probability space where φ(a) := φid1(a), and WN
⊗-distr−−−−→ W := (xj)j∈J as N →

∞. □

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

Proposition 3.11. Let WN be a family of DN ×DN random matrices, and suppose all the limits

lim
N→∞

E
[

trα(X1, . . . , Xp)
]

exist for p ≥ 1, α ∈ (Sp)
r, and X1, . . . , Xp ∈ WN ∪ W∗

N . Then WN ∪ W∗
N satisfies the tensor

factorization property Eq. (28) if and only if the same convergences hold in probability.

Proof. If WN ∪W∗
N satisfies the tensor factorization property, then as N → ∞,

var
(

trα(X)
)

= E
[

trα⊔α−1(X,X∗)
]
− E

[
trα(X)

]
E
[

trα−1(X∗)
]
→ 0,

where X = (X1, . . . , Xp) and X∗ = (X∗
1 , . . . , X

∗
p ). Therefore, trα(X) → lim

N→∞
E[trα(X)] in proba-

bility as N → ∞.
Conversely, assume the convergence in probability, i.e., trα(X) → lim

N→∞
E[trα(X)] in probability

for every p ≥ 1 and α ∈ (Sp)
r. Then for α ∈ (Sp)

r, β ∈ (Sq)
r, and X1, . . . , Xp, Y1, . . . , Yq ∈

WN ∪W∗
N , set ZN = trα⊔β(X1, . . . , Xp, Y1, . . . , Yq). Then we have

|ZN |2 = trα⊔β⊔α−1⊔β−1(X,Y ,X∗, Y ∗),

and therefore supN E[|ZN |2] < ∞. In other words, the sequence (ZN )N≥1 is uniformly integrable.
Hence, the Vitali convergence theorem implies that

lim
N→∞

E
[

trα⊔β(X,Y )
]

= E
[

P-lim
N→∞

trα(X) trβ(Y )
]

= lim
N→∞

E
[

trα(X)
]
· lim
N→∞

E
[

trβ(Y )
]
,

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 π = (π1, . . . , πr) ∈ P2(±p)r, define the local orthogonal trace invariant Trπ∨δ :
(
⊗r

s=1Mds(C))p → C by

Trπ∨δ(X
(1), . . . , X(p)) :=

∑
all indices

(
p∏

k=1

X
(k)

i
(k)
1 ··· i(k)r ,i

(−k)
1 ··· i(−k)

r

)
r∏

s=1

 ∏
(k,k′)∈πs

δ
i
(k)
s ,i

(k′)
s

 (31)
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and its normalized value trπ∨δ := 1

d
#(π1∨δ)
1 ··· d#(πr∨δ)

r

Trπ∨δ. We can imagine the diagrams of X(k)’s

whose outputs and inputs are labeled as k and −k, resp., and then we connect their tensor legs
according to each πs.

Similarly to the case of the orthogonal trace invariant Trπ∨δ, we have for πs = εsσsδσ
−1
s εs,

Trπ∨δ(X1, . . . , Xp) = Trσ(X
f(1)

1 · · ·Xf(p)
p ), (32)

where Xt := (t1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ tr)(X) denotes the partial transpose for t ∈ {id,⊤}r and f = (f1, . . . , fr) :

[p] → {id,⊤}r where fs(k) =

{
id if εs(k) = k,

⊤ if εs(k) = −k,
for k = 1, . . . , p. In particular, Trσδσ−1∨δ = Trσ

for σ ∈ (Sp)
r. Furthermore, for every multilinear functional L :

(⊗r
s=1Mds(C)

)p → C which is
invariant under local-orthogonal matrices

L(OX(1)O⊤, . . . , OX(p)O⊤) = L(X(1), . . . , X(p)), where O :=

r⊗
s=1

Os, Os ∈ Ods ,

L can be written as a linear combination of {Trπ∨δ}π∈P2(±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 Möbius 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 Möbius 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, φ, (φα)), we introduce the tensor
free cumulants (κβ) associated to the tensor moment functionals (φα) by the following equivalent

formulas:

(1) The tensor free moment-cumulant formula: for all p ≥ 1 and all α ∈ (Sp)
r

φα(x1, . . . , xp) :=
∑

β∈SNC(α)

κβ(x1, . . . , xp). (33)

(2) The tensor free cumulant-moment formula: for all p ≥ 1 and all β ∈ (Sp)
r

κβ(x1, . . . , xp) :=
∑

α∈SNC(β)

φα(x1, . . . , xp) Möb(α−1β). (34)

Above, we recall that by α ∈ SNC(β) we mean that αs ∈ SNC(βs) for all s ∈ [r], and that we write

Möb(α−1β) :=

r∏
s=1

Möb(α−1
s βs),

see Sections 2.1 and 2.2. Furthermore, we simply denote by κα(x) := κα(x, x, . . . , x).

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 Möbius 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 Möbius function:

Möb(σασ−1) = Möb(α), α, σ ∈ Sp,

Möb(α ⊔ β) = Möb(α) Möb(β), α ∈ Sp, β ∈ Sq,

tensor free cumulants inherit the permutation invariance property and multiplicativity (Defini-
tion 3.1-Items 2 and 3) from the tensor moment functionals (φα).

On the other hand, let us comment that tensor free cumulants do not satisfy the consistency in
the case r ≥ 2: even if αs ≡ σ, we have κα ̸= κ̃σ in general while φα = φσ. See the discussion
below and Proposition 4.3 for precise relations between κα and κ̃σ.

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, φ, (φα)) be an r-partite tensor probability space,
and consider (κ̃β) the usual free cumulants associated to (A, φ). The case p = 1 is trivial;

κ(1),...,(1)(x) = φ(x) = κ̃(1)(x).

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

κ(1)(2),(1)(2)(x, y) = φ(1)(2),(1)(2)(x, y) = φ(x)φ(y) = κ̃(1)(2)(x, y)

κ(1)(2),(1,2)(x, y) = φ(1)(2),(1,2)(x, y) − φ(1)(2),(1)(2)(x, y) = φ(1)(2),(1,2)(x, y) − φ(x)φ(y)

κ(1,2),(1)(2)(x, y) = φ(1,2),(1)(2)(x, y) − φ(1)(2),(1)(2)(x, y) = φ(1,2),(1)(2)(x, y) − φ(x)φ(y)

κ(1,2),(1,2)(x, y) = φ(1,2),(1,2)(x, y) − φ(1,2),(1)(2)(x, y) − φ(1)(2),(1,2)(x, y) + φ(1)(2),(1)(2)(x, y)

= φ(xy) − φ(1,2),(1)(2)(x, y) − φ(1)(2),(1,2)(x, y) + φ(x)φ(y).

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

κ̃(1,2)(x, y) = φ(xy) − φ(x)φ(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 α ∈ Sp, the set of geodesic permutations SNC(α) is a lattice, isomorphic to

×
c∈Cycles(α)

NC(Card(c)),

hence the join operation ∨ is well-defined on SNC(α); see Propositions 2.1 and 2.2.

Proposition 4.3. Let (A, φ, (φα)) be a tensor probability space and consider the tensor free cu-
mulants (κα) as well as the usual, non-tensor, free cumulants κ̃α associated to the functional φ.
Then, for all p ≥ 1, all α ∈ Sp, and all x1, . . . , xp ∈ A, we have

κ̃α(x1, . . . , xp) =
∑

βs∈SNC(α)
β1∨···∨βr=α

κβ(x1, . . . , xp). (35)

Proof. Let us simply denote by x = (x1, . . . , xp). Since φσ = φσ,...,σ, we can combine the free
moment-cumulant relation Eq. (4) with its tensor analogue Eq. (33) to have

κ̃α(x) =
∑

σ∈SNC(α)

φσ(x) Möb(σ−1α) =
∑

σ∈SNC(α)

Möb(σ−1α)
∑

β∈SNC(σ)r⊆SNC(α)r

κβ(x)

=
∑

β∈SNC(α)r

κβ(x)
∑

σ∈SNC(α)
βs≤σ≤α ∀s∈[r]

Möb(σ−1α)

=
∑

β∈SNC(α)r

κβ(x)
∑

β1∨···∨βr≤σ≤α

Möb(σ−1α)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=1β1∨···∨βr=α

=
∑

β∈SNC(α)r

β1∨···∨βr=α

κβ(x)

□

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 α = γ2 = (12).

κ̃(12)(x, y) = φ(xy) − φ(x)φ(y) = φ(12)
(12)

(x, y) − φ(1)(2)
(1)(2)

(x, y)

= κ(12)
(12)

(x, y) + κ (12)
(1)(2)

(x, y) + κ(1)(2)
(12)

(x, y) + κ(1)(2)
(1)(2)

(x, y) − κ(1)(2)
(1)(2)

(x, y)

= κ(12)
(12)

(x, y) + κ (12)
(1)(2)

(x, y) + κ(1)(2)
(12)

(x, y),

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.

Lemma 4.4. Consider a p-tuple x = (x1, . . . , xp) of non-commutative random variables in an r-
partite tensor probability space (A, φ, (φα)). Suppose there exist r usual (non-tensor) non-commutative

probability spaces (A(s), φ(s)) and elements y
(s)
i , i ∈ [p], s ∈ [r], such that φα(x) =

∏
s φ

(s)
αs (y(s)) for

all α ∈ Sr
p. Then we also have

κα(x) =
∏
s

κ̃(s)αs
(y(s)), α ∈ Sr

p
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where κ̃(s) are the (usual) free cumulant functionals associated to φ(s).

In particular, if A is obtained via a tensor product construction A =
⊗

sA(s) as in Example 3.7,

with xi =
⊗

s x
(s)
i , then also

κα(x) =
∏
s

κ̃(s)αs
(x(s)), α ∈ Sr

p . (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. □

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

∀p ∈ Z φ(up) = 1p=0.

Equivalently, for all functions ε : [p] → {±1},

φα(uε(1), . . . , uε(p)) =
∏
c∈α

1∑
i∈c ε(i)=0,

meaning that the function ε is balanced on the cycles of α. 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

κ2p(u, u
∗, . . . , u, u∗) = κ2p(u

∗, u, . . . , u∗, u) = (−1)p−1 Catp−1 .

More generally,

κα(uε(1), . . . , uε(p)) =
∏
c∈α

1ε is alternating on c,

meaning that the function ε restricted on c is of the form (+,−, · · · ,+,−) or a cyclic permutation
thereof. The distribution of a tensor Haar unitary element u⊗ := u⊗r can be either recovered by
taking the tensor product of the (usual) free cumulants above, or directly:

φα(u
ε(1)
⊗ , . . . , u

ε(p)
⊗ ) =

r∏
s=1

∏
c∈αs

1∑
i∈c ε(i)=0.

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 α ∈ Sr

p is said to be irreducible if Π(α1)∨P
· · · ∨P Π(αr) = 1p. This definition is equivalent to the condition that, for any two distinct elements
k ̸= l ∈ [p], there exists s ∈ [r] such that k and l belong to the same cycle of αs (such a tuple α
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, φ, (φα)) be an r-partite tensor probability space. For a set I, unital sub-
algebras (Ai)i∈I of A are called tensor freely independent (or tensor free) if every mixed tensor
free cumulant vanishes, i.e. κα(x1, . . . , xp) = 0 whenever α ∈ Sr

p is irreducible, xj ∈ Af(j), and
f(k) ̸= f(l) for some k, l ∈ [p]. Equivalently, for arbitrary (not necessarily irreducible) α ∈ Sr

p :∨
P

Π(αs) ≰ ker f =⇒ κα(x) = 0.

Furthermore, subsets (Wi)i∈I of A are called tensor free if the unital algebras Ai generated by Wi

are tensor free. In particular, non-commutative random variables (xi)i∈I ∈ 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 mixed 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(s), φ(s)), s ∈ [r], and perform
the tensor product construction from Example 3.7 to obtain an r-partite tensor probability space

(A, φ, (φα)) :=

r⊗
s=1

(
A(s), φ(s)

)
.

Let also, for every s ∈ [r], A(s)
1 , . . . ,A(s)

L ⊆ A(s) be freely independent (in the usual, non-tensor
sense) unital subalgebras, and consider their tensor products

∀i ∈ [L], Ai :=
r⊗

s=1

A(s)
i .

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

Proof. Consider p elements x1, . . . , xp ∈ A such that xj ∈ Af(j) for a non-constant function f :
[p] → [L], and let α ∈ Sr

p be an irreducible r-tuple of permutations. Since f is non-constant,∨
s Π(αs) = 1p ≰ ker f , hence there must exist some s0 ∈ [r] such that Π(αs0) ≰ ker f . In particular,

there exist k, l ∈ [p] such that f(k) ̸= f(l) and k and l belong to the same cycle c = (i1 · · · in) of
αs0 . Considering general elements

∀i ∈ [L], xi =
∑
j∈Ji

r⊗
s=1

x
(s)
j|i ,

we have that, for all choices of j1, . . . , jn, κ̃
(s0)
c (x

(s0)
j1|i1 , . . . , x

(s0)
jn|in) is a mixed cumulant, hence it is

zero by the free independence assumption for the sub-algebras A(s0)
i . We have thus

κα(x1, . . . , xp) =
∑

j∈×p
i=1 Ji

r∏
s=1

∏
cs∈αs

κ̃cs(x
(s)
j

∣∣
cs

) = 0,

proving the claim of tensor free independence. □

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, . . . , sk in
some ∗-probability space (A, φ). Then, the random variables s1⊗s1, s2⊗s2, . . . , sk⊗sk ∈ (A, φ)⊗2

are:

• tensor freely independent
• 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 x = s1 ⊗ s1 and y = s2 ⊗ s2. Indeed, Proposition 4.3 and Lemma 4.4 and the
freeness between s1, s2 imply that

κ̃4(x
2, y2, x2, y2) =

∑
β1,β2∈SNC(γ4)

β1∨β2=γ4

κβ1,β2(x2, y2, x2, y2)

=
∑

β1,β2∈SNC(γ4)
β1∨β2=γ4

κ̃β1(s21, s
2
2, s

2
1, s

2
2) κ̃β2(s21, s

2
2, s

2
1, s

2
2)

=
∑

{β1,β2}={(13)(2)(4),(1)(3)(24)}

κ̃β1(s21, s
2
2, s

2
1, s

2
2) κ̃β2(s21, s

2
2, s

2
1, s

2
2)

= 2 · κ̃2(s21) κ̃1(s22)2 κ̃2(s22) κ̃1(s21)2 ̸= 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 A∪B 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 A1, . . . ,AL of an r-partite tensor probability space are tensor freely
independent if and only if for p ≥ 1, α ∈ Sr

p, for every function f : [p] → [L], and xj ∈ Af(j),
j ∈ [p]:

φα(x1, . . . , xp) =
∑

β∈SNC(α)∨
P Π(βs)≤ker f

κβ(x1, . . . , xp) =
∑

β∈SNC(α)∨
P Π(βs)≤ker f

∏
i∈f([p])

κβ|f−1(i)
((xj)j∈f−1(i)). (37)

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 α ∈ Sr

p , then the inversion formula Eq. (34) implies that κβ(x1, . . . , xp) = 0 whenever∨
P Π(βs) ̸≤ ker f . □

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

φ(xy) = φγ2(x, y) = κid2(x, y) = φ(x)φ(y),

since Π(βs) ≤ ker f = 02 implies βs ≡ id2. On the other hand, the same formula φ(xy) = φ(x)φ(y)
holds if x, y are freely independent, following from Eq. (6). More generally, if (Ai)i∈[L] are freely
independent unital subalgebras of a non-commutative probability space (A, φ), xj ∈ Af(j) for
j ∈ [p], and if ker f is non-crossing, then Eq. (6) and Eq. (3) imply that

φ(x1 · · ·xp) =
∑

π∈NC(p)
π≤ker f

κ̃π(x1, . . . , xp) = φker f (x1, . . . , xp) =
∏

i∈f([p])

φf−1(i)((xj)j∈f−1(i)).
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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 σs ∈ Sp such that Π(σs) = ker f and σs, αs ∈ SNC(γ(s)) for some full cycle γ(s). Then we
have

φα(x1, . . . , xp) = φα∧σ(x1, . . . , xp) =
∏

i∈f([p])

φα∧σ|f−1(i)
((xj)j∈f−1(i)).

In particular, whenever ker f ∈ NC(p), we have

φ(x1 · · ·xp) = φker f (x1, . . . , xp) =
∏

i∈f([p])

φf−1(i)((xj)j∈f−1(i)).

Proof. Under the assumption, the condition
∨

P Π(βs) ≤ ker f in Eq. (37) is equivalent to β ∈
SNC(σ). The condition α, σ ∈ SNC(γ) further implies SNC(α)∩SNC(σ) = SNC(α∧σ), so we have

φα(x1, . . . , xp) =
∑

β∈SNC(α∧σ)

κβ(x1, . . . , xp) = φα∧σ(x1, . . . , xp) =
∏

i∈f([p])

φα∧σ|f−1(i)
((xj)j∈f−1(i)).

The last assertion follows by taking α = γp. □

One of the nice properties of usual, non-tensor, free cumulants is the additivity: if x1, . . . , xk are
freely independent, then

κ̃p(x1 + · · · + xk) = κ̃p(x1) + · · · + κ̃p(xk), ∀ p ≥ 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, . . . , xk are tensor freely independent elements of a tensor probability space,
and if α ∈ Sr

p is irreducible, then

κα(x1 + · · · + xk) =

k∑
i=1

κα(xi).

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

κα(x1 + · · · + xk) =
∑

f :[p]→[k]

κα(xf(1), . . . , xf(p)) =
∑

f :[p]→[k]
f constant

κα(xf(1), . . . , xf(p)) =
k∑

i=1

κα(xi).

□

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, . . . , xp ∈ A from a tensor probability space.
Group them as follows: for q ≤ p and 0 = i(0) < · · · < i(q) = p define

Xj := xi(j−1)+1 · · ·xi(j) for j ∈ [q].

For α ∈ Sr
q , define 0̂ and α̂ ∈ Sr

p by

0̂s ≡ 0̂ := (1 · · · i(1)) · · · (i(j − 1) + 1 · · · i(j)) · · · (i(q − 1) + 1 · · · p),

α̂s := ĉ1 · · · ĉl,
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where αs = c1 · · · cl is the cycle decomposition of αs and if ck = (j1 · · · jn), then

ĉk := (i(j1 − 1) + 1 · · · i(j1) i(j2 − 1) + 1 · · · i(j2) · · · i(jn − 1) + 1 · · · i(jn)).

Then

κα(X1, . . . , Xq) =
∑

β∈SNC(α̂)

βs∨0̂=α̂s ∀s

κβ(x1, . . . , xp).

Proof. According to [NS06, Remarks 11.11], the map σ ∈ Sq 7→ σ̂ ∈ Sp defines a lattice isomorphism

between (SNC(α),≤) and ({β ∈ Sp : 0̂ ≤ β ≤ α̂},≤) for all α ∈ Sq. Therefore, for any α ∈ Sr
q , we

have by Möbius inversion,

κα(X1, . . . , Xq) =
∑
σ≤α

φσ(X1, . . . , Xq) Möb(σ−1α)

=
∑

0̂≤β≤ α̂

φβ(x1, . . . , xq) Möb(β−1α̂)

=
∑

β∈SNC(α̂)

βs∨0̂=α̂s ∀s

κβ(x1, . . . , xp).

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

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:

κα(1) =
r∏

s=1

1αs=idp = 1α=idp .

Proposition 5.9. Let (A, φ, (φα)) be a tensor probability space, and consider p ≥ 2 random vari-
ables x1, . . . , xp ∈ A such that xj = 1 for some j ∈ [p]. Then for every α ∈ Sr

p which connects j
with other elements, i.e. there exists s ∈ [r] such that αs(j) ̸= j, we have κα(x1, . . . , xp) = 0. In
particular, 1 is tensor freely independent from the whole algebra A.

Proof. By the permutation invariance of κα (see Remark 4.2), we may assume that xp = 1. We shall
show the statement by induction on the number m =

∑r
s=1 |αs|. If m = 1, then the condition says

that αs = idp for all but one permutation αs0 which is a transposition of the form (j p). Therefore,
the unitality property from Definition 3.1-Item 4 implies that

κα(x1, . . . , xp−1, 1) = φα(x1, . . . , xp−1, 1) − φidp(x1, . . . , xp−1, 1)

= φidp−1(x1, . . . , xp−1) − φidp−1(x1, . . . , xp−1) = 0.

Now if m ≥ 2, then by the induction hypothesis, we have κβ(x1, . . . , xp−1, 1) = 0 for all β ⪇ α such

that β connects p with some other elements. Therefore, the tensor moment-free cumulant relation
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Eq. (33) implies that

φα(x1, . . . , xp−1, 1) =
∑
β≤α

κβ(x1, . . . , xp−1, 1)

= κα(x1, . . . , xp−1, 1) +
∑
β⪇α

κβ(x1, . . . , xp−1, 1)

= κα(x1, . . . , xp−1, 1) +
∑

β≤α′⊔(p)

κβ(x1, . . . , xp−1, 1)

= κα(x1, . . . , xp−1, 1) + φα′(x1, . . . , xp−1)

where α′ ∈ Sr
p−1 is obtained by erasing p in every permutation αs. By unitality, we have φα(x1, . . . , xp−1, 1) =

φα′(x1, . . . , xp−1), and therefore, κα(x1, . . . , xp−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, φ, (φα)) be an r-partite tensor probability space, and consider a family of
subsets (Wi)i∈[L] ⊆ A. Then, the following statements are equivalent:

(1) (Wi)i∈[L] 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 mixed tensor free cumulants holds for elements of the Wi’s:
κα(x1, . . . , xp) = 0 whenever α ∈ Sr

p is irreducible, and xj ∈ Wf(j) for a non-constant
function f : [p] → [L].

In particular, elements x1, . . . , xL ∈ A are tensor freely independent if and only if

κα(xf(1), . . . , xf(p)) = 0

whenever α ∈ (Sp)
r is irreducible and f : [p] → [L] is a non-constant function.

Proof. We may assume that 1 ∈ Wi for each i ∈ [L] since 1 is tensor free from A (Proposition 5.9),
and Wi and Wi ∪ {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 Ai, the unital algebra generated by
Wi. By multilinearity of tensor free cumulants, we may take the elements of Ai from products
of elements of Wi. Therefore, if we set 0 = i(0) < · · · < i(q) = p, Xj = xi(j−1)+1 · · ·xi(j), and
xi(j−1)+1, . . . , xi(j) ∈ Wf(j) for all j ∈ [q], then we have

κα(X1, . . . , Xq) =
∑

∀s∈[r] :βs∨0̂=α̂s

κβ(x1, . . . , xp) (39)

for α ∈ Sr
q , where 0̂ and α̂s are defined as in Proposition 5.8. Now suppose that α is irreducible and

a permutation αs0 is such that αs0(j) = j′ with f(j) ̸= f(j′). Then the conditions βs0 ∨ 0̂ = α̂s0

forces that βs0 connects two elements i, i′ ∈ [p] such that xi ∈ Wf(j) and xi′ ∈ Wf(j′). Therefore,
the condition (2) implies that κβ(x1, . . . , xp) = 0 for every β, and hence κα(X1, . . . , Xq) = 0, which

shows (1). □

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 W1, . . . ,WL of an r-partite tensor probability space are tensor freely
independent if and only if, for every function f : [p] → [L] and xj ∈ Wf(j) (j ∈ [p]), we have:

φα(x1, . . . , xp) =
∑

β∈SNC(α)∨
P Π(βs)≤ker f

∏
i∈f([p])

κβ|f−1(i)
((xj)j∈f−1(i)), p ≥ 1, α ∈ Sr

p . (40)

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 κβ in

Eq. (37), using Eq. (34), to obtain that

φα(x1, . . . , xp) =
∑

β∈SNC(α)∨
P Π(βs)≤ker f

∑
α′∈SNC(β)

Möb(α′−1
β)φα′(x1, . . . , xp)

=
∑

α′∈SNC(α)∨
P Π(α′

s)≤ker f

( ∑
α′≤β≤α∨

P Π(βs)≤ker f

Möb(α′−1
β)

)
φα′(x1, . . . , xp)

for xj ∈ Af(j) (j ∈ [p]) where (Ai)i∈[L] are tensor free subalgebras. From this, one can conclude
that:

φα′(x1, . . . , xp) = 0 for all α′ ∈ SNC(α) such that
∨

P Π(α′
s) ≤ ker f =⇒ φα(x1, . . . , xp) = 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 α ∈ Sp and a partition π ∈ P(p), let us
define απ by the maximal permutation β ∈ (SNC(α),≤) satisfying the following two conditions:

(1) Π(β) ≤ π,
(2) every cycle c of β is cyclic on a cycle of α: if c = (i1 · · · in), then there is a cycle c′ of α

which is of the form c′ = (i1 · · · im) for m ≥ n.

Intuitively, for each cycle of α, we can group all (cyclically) consecutive elements that belong
to the same block of π to form the cycles of απ. For example, if α = (1 7 3)(2 5 4 6) ∈ S7 and
π = {{1, 7}, {2, 4, 5}, {3, 6}} ∈ P(7), then

απ = (1 7)(3)(2 5 4)(6), (41)

γ7
π = (7 1 2 3 4 5 6)π = (7 1)(2)(3)(4 5)(6).

Proposition 5.12. Let A1, . . . ,AL be tensor freely independent subalgebras of A. For α ∈ (Sp)
r

and a function f : [p] → [L], let us define the set

Sα,f := {β ∈ (Sp)
r : αker f ≤ β ≤ α and

∨
Π(βs) ≤ ker f} ⊆ SNC(α).

Note that αker f = (αker f
1 , . . . , αker f

r ) ∈ Sα,f . Then we have

φα(x1, . . . , xp) = 0 whenever xj ∈ Af(j) for j ∈ [p] and φβ(x1, . . . , xp) = 0 for all β ∈ Sα,f (42)

Proof. Let us enumerate Sα,f = {β(1), β(2), . . . , β(n)}. Then we can observe two crucial properties
of Sα,f as follows:

(1) The set Sα,f is closed under the operation ∧. Moreover, β(1) := αker f is minimal in Sα,f .

(2) We have: β ∈ SNC(α) and
∨

P Π(βs) ≤ ker f if and only if β ∈ SNC(β(i)) for some
i = 1, . . . , n.
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Now let us assume that φβ(i)(x1, . . . , xp) = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , n. Then we have

φα(x1, . . . , xp) =
∑

β∈SNC(α)∨
P Π(βs)≤ker f

κβ(x1, . . . , xp)

=
∑

β∈SNC(α)

κβ(x1, . . . , xp) · 1⋃n
i=1 SNC(β(i))(β)

=
∑

β∈SNC(α)

κβ(x1, . . . , xp)

n∑
l=1

(−1)l−1
∑

I⊆[n], Card(I)=l

1⋂
i∈I SNC(β(i))(β)

=

n∑
l=1

(−1)l−1
∑

I⊆[n], Card(I)=l

∑
β∈

⋂
i∈I SNC(β(i))

κβ(x1, . . . , xp)

=

n∑
l=1

(−1)l−1
∑

I⊆[n], Card(I)=l

φ∧
i∈I β

(i)(x1, . . . , xp).

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

1⋃n
i=1 Ai

=
n∑

l=1

(−1)l−1
∑

I⊆[n],Card(I)=l

1⋂
i∈I Ai

for any finite sets A1, . . . , An, which is equivalent to
∏n

i=1

(
1⋃

j Aj
−1Ai

)
= 0. Since

⋂
i∈I SNC(β(i)) =

SNC(
∧

i∈I β
(i)) and

∧
i∈I β

(i) ∈ Sα,f (property (1)), the last equality shows that φα(x1, . . . , xp) =
0. □

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

(1) If {x1, x2} and {y1, y2} are tensor free elements in a bipartite tensor probability space (i.e.
r = 2), then we have

φ(x1y1x2y2) = φγ4,γ4(x1, y1, x2, y2) = 0

whenever φ(x1) = φ(y2) = 0 and φ (1 2)
(1)(2)

(x1, x2) = φ (1 2)
(1)(2)

(y1, y2) = 0. Indeed, the latter

condition implies φβ1,β2(x1, y1, x2, y2) = 0 whenever β1, β2 ∈ {id4, (1 3)(2)(4), (2 4)(1)(3)}
(note that γ4

ker f = id4 and hence Sγ4,f = {id4, (13)(2)(4), (24)(1)(3)}2 in this case).

(2) In the case r = 1, tensor freeness coincides with usual freeness, and we obtain that for freely
independent subalgebras (Ai)i∈[L] and xj ∈ Af(j),

φ(x1 · · ·xp) = 0 whenever φπ(x1, . . . , xp) = 0 for all π ∈ NC(p) with Π(γker fp ) ≤ π ≤ ker f.

In particular, if xj ’s are alternating and centered, i.e., f(j) ̸= f(j + 1) and φ(xj) = 0 for
all j, then φπ(x1, . . . , xp) = 0 for every non-crossing partition π with π ≤ ker f since such
π 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 (Ai)i∈[L] inside some tensor prob-
ability space (A, φ, (φα)), and centered elements x1, . . . , xp ∈ A, with xj ∈ Af(j) for some function
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f : [p] → I. Then, for all α ∈ Sr
p such that

∀s ∈ [r] βs ∈ SNC(αs)

∀s ∈ [r] Π(βs) ≤P ker f

}
=⇒

P∨
s∈[r]

Π(βs) has a singleton,

the corresponding tensor moment is null:

φα(x1, . . . , xp) = 0.

In particular, we have φα(x1, . . . , xp) = 0 whenever there exists k ∈ [p] such that f(k) ̸= f(k′) for
all k′ ̸= k.

Proof. In the setting of Proposition 5.12, note that any β ∈ Sα,f has a common singleton hence
φβ(x1, . . . , xp) = 0 because the elements are centered. One can thus apply Proposition 5.12 and

the conclusion follows. □

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 5.14? We show
next that the answer to this question is negative.

First, consider two sub-algebras A1,A2 such that all the tensor moments as in the result above
are vanishing. Let x1,2 ∈ A1 and y1,2 ∈ A2 be some centered elements. We would like to check
whether the mixed tensor free cumulant

κ(1)(2)(3)(4)
(1243)

(x1, y1, x2, y2)

is vanishing, using only the conditions in Corollary 5.14. Write

κ(1)(2)(3)(4)
(1243)

(x1, y1, x2, y2) =
∑

β2≤(1243)

φ(1)(2)(3)(4)
β2

(x1, y1, x2, y2) Möb(β2, (1243)).

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

σ2 ≤ β2 and Π(σ2) ≤ ker f =
{
{1, 3}, {2, 4}

}
=⇒ σ2 has a fixed point.

Note that the partition ker f , with the ordering given by (1243) is non-crossing, so

σ2 ≤ β2 and Π(σ2) ≤ ker f =
{
{1, 3}, {2, 4}

}
⇐⇒ σ2 ≤ β2 ∧NC((1243)) ker f.

Hence, all the terms in the sum above vanish, except for the ones such that β2 ∧NC((1243)) ker f
does not have a singleton. In turn, this is equivalent to

β2 ∧NC((1243)) ker f = ker f ⇐⇒ β2 ∈ {(13)(24), (1243)}.
In conclusion,

κ(1)(2)(3)(4)
(1243)

(x1, y1, x2, y2) = φ(1)(2)(3)(4)
(1243)

(x1, y1, x2, y2) + φ(1)(2)(3)(4)
(13)(24)

(x1, y1, x2, y2) · (−1)

= φ(1)(2)(3)(4)
(1243)

(x1, y1, x2, y2) − φ(1)(2)
(12)

(x1, x2)φ(1)(2)
(12)

(y1, y2),

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:

φ(1)(2)(3)(4)
(1243)

(x1, y1, x2, y2) = φ(1)(2)
(12)

(x1, x2)φ(1)(2)
(12)

(y1, y2) (43)

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 α = (id4, (1243)) and ker f = {{1, 3}, {2, 4}}, then αker f = (id4, (13)(24))
and Sα,f = {αker f}, so Eq. (42) says that
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If x1, x2 ∈ A1, y1, y2 ∈ A2, and φ(1)(2)
(12)

(x1, x2)φ(1)(2)
(12)

(y1, y2) = 0, then φ(1)(2)(3)(4)
(1243)

(x1, y1, x2, y2) = 0.

Now for any x1, x2 ∈ A1 and y1, y2 ∈ A2, we can choose λ1, λ2 ∈ C such that

φ(1)(2)
(12)

(x1 − λ11A, x2 − λ21A) = φ(1)(2)
(12)

(x1, x2) − λ1φ(x2) − λ2φ(x1) + λ1λ2 = 0.

This implies that φ(1)(2)(3)(4)
(1243)

(x1 − λ11A, y1, x2 − λ21A, y2) = 0, and hence we obtain Eq. (43). In

particular, we have

κid4,(1243)(x1, y1, x2, y2) = κid4,(1243)(x1 − φ(x1), y1 − φ(y1), x2 − φ(x2), y2 − φ(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 A1 and A2 be unital subalgebras of a bipartite tensor probability space (A, φ, (φα1,α2))
such that

(1) up to order p ≤ 3, every mixed tensor free cumulants (κα1,α2)α1,2∈Sp between A1 and A2

vanish;
(2) κα1,α2(x1, y1, x2, y2) = 0 whenever x1, x2 ∈ A1, y1, y2 ∈ A2, and α1, α2 ∈ SNC(γ4) such that

Π(α1) ∨ Π(α2) ̸≤ {{1, 3}, {2, 4}} and α ̸= (γ4, γ4).

Then for all x1, x2 ∈ A1 and y1, y2 ∈ A2, we have

κγ4,γ4(x1, y1, x2, y2) = φ(x1y1x2y2) − φ(1)(2)
(12)

(x1, x2)φ (12)
(1)(2)

(y1, y2) − φ (12)
(1)(2)

(x1, x2)φ(1)(2)
(12)

(y1, y2)

− φ(x1)φ(x2)κ(12)
(12)

(y1, y2) − φ(y1)φ(y2)κ(12)
(12)

(x1, x2) + φ(x1)φ(x2)φ(y1)φ(y2).

Proof. Let
◦
a := a − φ(a)1A for a ∈ A. Since 1A is tensor free from A1 and A2, the condition (2)

implies that

κγ4,γ4(x1, y1, x2, y2) = κγ4,γ4(
◦
x1,

◦
y1, x2, y2)

= φ(
◦
x1

◦
y1x2y2) −

∑
α1,α2∈SNC(γ4)
(α1,α2 )̸=(γ4,γ4)

κα1,α2(
◦
x1,

◦
y1, x2, y2)

= φ(
◦
x1

◦
y1x2y2) − κ(13)(2)(4)

(1)(3)(24)

(
◦
x1,

◦
y1, x2, y2) − κ(1)(3)(24)

(13)(2)(4)

(
◦
x1,

◦
y1, x2, y2)

= φ(
◦
x1

◦
y1x2y2) − κ (12)

(1)(2)

(
◦
x1, x2)κ(1)(2)

(12)

(
◦
y1, y2) − κ(1)(2)

(12)

(
◦
x1, x2)κ (12)

(1)(2)

(
◦
y1, y2)

= φ(
◦
x1

◦
y1x2y2) − φ (12)

(1)(2)

(
◦
x1, x2)φ(1)(2)

(12)

(
◦
y1, y2) − φ(1)(2)

(12)

(
◦
x1, x2)φ (12)

(1)(2)

(
◦
y1, y2).

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

φ(
◦
x1

◦
y1x2y2) = φ(x1y1x2y2) − φ(x1)φ(y1x2y2) − φ(y1)φ(x1x2y2) + φ(x1)φ(y1)φ(x2y2)

= φ(x1y1x2y2) − φ(x1)φ(x2)φ(y1y2) − φ(y1)φ(y2)φ(x1x2) + φ(x1)φ(y1)φ(x2)φ(y2).
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Now combining with the observation that φα(
◦
a, b) = φα(a, b) − φ(a)φ(b) for all a, b ∈ A and

α ∈ (S2)
2, we have

κγ4,γ4(x1, y1, x2, y2) =φ(x1y1x2y2) − φ(1)(2)
(12)

(x1, x2)φ (12)
(1)(2)

(y1, y2) − φ (12)
(1)(2)

(x1, x2)φ(1)(2)
(12)

(y1, y2)

− φ(x1)φ(x2)
(
φ(y1y2) − φ (12)

(1)(2)

(y1, y2) − φ(1)(2)
(12)

(y1, y2)
)

− φ(y1)φ(y2)
(
φ(x1x2) − φ (12)

(1)(2)

(x1, x2) − φ(1)(2)
(12)

(x1, x2)
)

− φ(x1)φ(x2)φ(y1)φ(y2)

=φ(x1y1x2y2) − φ(1)(2)
(12)

(x1, x2)φ (12)
(1)(2)

(y1, y2) − φ (12)
(1)(2)

(x1, x2)φ(1)(2)
(12)

(y1, y2)

− φ(x1)φ(x2)κ(12)
(12)

(y1, y2) − φ(y1)φ(y2)κ(12)
(12)

(x1, x2) + φ(x1)φ(x2)φ(y1)φ(y2).

□

Remark 5.16. Let A1 and A2 be unital subalgebras of a bipartite tensor probability space
(A, φ, (φα1,α2)).

(1) Both conditions (1) and (2) in Lemma 5.15 are satisfied if all the tensor moment conditions
Eq. (42) hold for A1 and A2. For example, if x ∈ A1 and y ∈ A2, then we have

κ (12)
(1)(2)

(x, y) = κ (12)
(1)(2)

(x− φ(x)1A, y) = φ (12)
(1)(2)

(x− φ(x)1A, y) − φ(1)(2)
(1)(2)

(x− φ(x)1A, y) = 0

from Eq. (42). Similarly, we have κ(1)(2)
(12)

(x, y) = 0 and

κ(12)
(12)

(x, y) = κ(12)
(12)

(x− φ(x)1A, y) = φ(12)
(12)

(x− φ(x)1A, y) − κ (12)
(1)(2)

(x, y) − κ(1)(2)
(12)

(x, y) = 0.

One can check the remaining conditions using inductive arguments, which is left to the
reader.

(2) Inducing κγ4,γ4(x, y, x, y) = 0, for all x ∈ A1 and y ∈ A2, from Eq. (42), may require
more assumptions on A1 and A2 (or on A). For example, we may set xi = x − λi1A and
yi = y − µi1A, for i = 1, 2 and λ1,2, µ1,2 ∈ C, and apply Lemma 5.15 to obtain that

κγ4,γ4(x, y, x, y) = φ(x1y1x2y2) − φ(1)(2)
(12)

(x1, x2)φ (12)
(1)(2)

(y1, y2) − φ (12)
(1)(2)

(x1, x2)φ(1)(2)
(12)

(y1, y2)

− φ(x1)φ(x2)κ(12)
(12)

(y) − φ(y1)φ(y2)κ(12)
(12)

(x) + φ(x1)φ(x2)φ(y1)φ(y2).

In particular, one has κγ4,γ4(x, y, x, y) = 0 if φ(x1) = φ(y2) = 0 and φ (1 2)
(1)(2)

(x1, x2) =

φ (1 2)
(1)(2)

(y1, y2) = 0, by Example 5.13 (1). However, this approach is not valid: one should

take λ1 = φ(x) in order to get φ(x1) = 0, but in that case

φ (12)
(1)(2)

(x1, x2) = φ (12)
(1)(2)

(x) − φ(x)2

regardless of λ2 ∈ C. This means that we cannot always choose λ1, λ2 such that φ(x1) = 0
and φ (12)

(1)(2)

(x1, x2) = 0. In conclusion, in this specific situation, one cannot derive the vanish-

ing of the mixed cumulant κγ4,γ4(x, y, x, 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 (Ai)i∈I
of a noncommutative probability space (A, φ) are called classically independent if the subalgebras
commute with each other and

φ(a1 · · · ap) = φ(a1) · · ·φ(ap)

whenever a1, . . . , ap are taken from mutually distinct algebras Ai1 , . . . ,Aip , 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, φ) be a noncommutative probability space with a tracial state φ and

A1, . . . ,AL be classically independent subalgebras of A. Define Ãi as an embedding of Ai into i-th
tensor component of A⊗L, i.e.,

Ãi := 1A ⊗ · · · ⊗ Ai ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1A.

Then (Ãi)i∈[L] are tensor free subalgebras of the L-partite tensor probability space
(
A⊗L, φ⊗L, (

⊗L
s=1 φαs)

)
.

Furthermore, (Ãi)i∈[L] has the same joint distribution with (Ai)i∈[L] in the following sense:

For xj ∈ Aij with j ∈ [p], φ⊗L(x̃1, . . . , x̃p) = φ(x1, . . . , xp),

where each x̃j denotes the embedding of xj according to the identification Aij
∼= Ãij .

Proof. Tensor freeness of (Ãi)i∈[L] follows from Proposition 5.2, and the remaining assertions are
also clear by definition. □

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, . . . , xL be a family of classically independent elements in a noncommuta-
tive probability space (A, φ). Then one has for p ≥ 1,

κ̃p(x1 · · ·xL) =
∑

π1,...,πL∈NC(p),∨
NC πi=1p

L∏
i=1

κ̃πi(xi).

Proof. We may assume that φ is tracial by replacing A with the unital algebra generated by
x1, . . . , xL if necessary. As in Proposition 5.17, let x̃i := 1A⊗· · ·⊗xi⊗· · ·⊗1A be the embedding of xi
into i-th tensor component of A⊗L. Then (x̃i)i∈[L] is a tensor free family in

(
A⊗L, φ⊗L, (

⊗r
s=1 φαs)

)
and has the same joint distribution with (xi)i∈[L]. Therefore, Proposition 4.3 and Lemma 4.4 imply
that

κp(x1 · · ·xL) = κp(x̃1 · · · x̃L) =
∑

α∈SNC(γp)r,∨
NC αi=γp

κα(x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xL) =
∑

π1,...,πL∈NC(p),∨
NC πi=1p

L∏
i=1

κ̃πi(xi),

where we used the correspondence SNC(γp) ∼= NC(p) in the last equality. □

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, . . . , r)
of positive integers which increase to ∞ as N → ∞, and let DN := d1,N · · · dr,N . Recall that a
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family WN of DN × DN random matrices converges in tensor distribution (in expectation) if for
every p ≥ 1 and every p-tuple of permutations α ∈ (Sp)

r, the limit

lim
N→∞

E
[

trα(X1,N , . . . , Xp,N )
]

= lim
N→∞

1

d#α1

1,N · · · d#αs

r,N

E
[

Trα(X1,N , . . . , Xp,N )
]

exists for X1,N , . . . , Xp,N ∈ WN . We say that families W(1)
N , . . . ,W(L)

N of DN×DN random matrices
are asymptotically tensor freely independent if there exists tensor free families W1, . . . ,WL in an

r-partite tensor probability space (A, φ, (φα)) such that W(1)
N , . . . ,W(L)

N → W1, . . . ,WL jointly in

tensor distribution. Note that in this case, the family
⋃L

i=1W
(i)
N 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 ∗-distribution is equivalent to convergence in traffic distribution, and asymptotic ∗-freeness is
equivalent to asymptotic traffic independence.

From now, we frequently drop out N and simply write X1, . . . , Xp ∈ WN (or W) and D =
d1 · · · dr, 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 ×D random matrices, and let X1, . . . , Xp ∈ W.

(1) If W is UI, then for α ∈ (Sp)
r,

E
[
Trα(X1, . . . , Xp)

]
=
∑

σ,τ∈Sp

E [Trτ (X1, . . . , Xp)]

(
r∏

s=1

d#(σ−1αs)
s

)
Wg

(U)
D (τ−1σ) (44)

(2) If W is OI, then for α ∈ (Sp)
r,

E
[
Trα(X1, . . . , Xp)

]
=

∑
π,ρ∈P2(±p)

E [Trρ∨δ(X1, . . . , Xp)]

(
r∏

s=1

d#(π∨αsδα
−1
s )

s

)
Wg

(O)
D (ρ, π) (45)

Proof. (1) Let U be a D×D Haar random unitary matrix independent from W. Then the unitary
invariance of W says that the joint probability distribution of (UX1U

∗, . . . , UXpU
∗) is equal to

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

E[Trα(X1, . . . , Xp)] = E[Trα(UX1U
∗, . . . , UXpU

∗)] = EW

[
EU

[
Trα(UX1U

∗, . . . , UXpU
∗)
∣∣W]].

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

EU

[
Trα(UX1U

∗, . . . , UXpU
∗)
∣∣W] =

∑
σ,τ∈Sp

Trτ (X1, . . . , Xp)

(
r∏

s=1

d#(σ−1αs)
s

)
Wg

(U)
D (τ−1σ).

Therefore, taking the expectation EW 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.
□

Let us begin first to investigate the asymptotic tensor distribution limit of UI random matrices.
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EW Xis

1

r

= EW EU

αs(i)

U Xi U∗

= EW
∑
σ,τ∈Sp

Wg
(U)
D (τ−1σ)

αs(i)

U∗Xi

σ(i)

τ(i)

αs(i)

Figure 7. Using the unitary invariance of the family W, one can replace each
variable Xi by UXiU

∗. Performing the Weingarten integration with respect to U
results in a sum over diagrams indexed by two permutations.

EW Xis

1

r

= EW EO

αs(i)

O Xi O⊤

= EW
∑

π,ρ∈P2(±p) Wg
(O)
D (π, ρ)

+αs(i)

Xi

π(−i)

ρ(−i)

αs(i)

+i −i

−α−1
s (i)

O(+i)

π(+i)

O⊤
(−i)

ρ(+i)

Figure 8. Using the orthogonal invariance of the family W, one can replace each
variable Xi by OXiO

⊤. 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 WN be a family of DN×DN UI matrices satisfying the factorization property
(Eq. (14)), and suppose WN converges in distribution as N → ∞. Then WN satisfies the tensor
factorization property (Eq. (28)) and converges in tensor distribution. Furthermore, if W is the
corresponding tensor distribution limit, then for α ∈ (Sp)

r and x1, . . . , xp ∈ W, we have

φα(x1, . . . , xp) =
∑

σ∈
⋂r

s=1 SNC(αs)

κ̃σ(x1, . . . , xp), (46)

κα(x1, . . . , xp) =

{
κ̃σ(x1, . . . , xp) if αs ≡ σ for some σ ∈ Sp,

0 otherwise.
(47)

Proof. Let Xj = Xj,N ∈ WN (j = 1, . . . , p), and let (x1, . . . , xp) ∈ (A, φ) be the corresponding joint
distribution limit of (X1, . . . , Xp). Then for α ∈ (Sp)

r we can apply Eq. (44) and the estimation of
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the unitary Weingarten function (Eq. (7)) to have

E[trα(X1, . . . , Xp)] =
∑

σ,τ∈Sp

E [trτ (X1, . . . , Xp)]

(
r∏

s=1

d#τ−#αs
s d#(σ−1αs)

s

)
D

−p−|τ−1σ|
N (Möb(τ−1σ) + o(1))

=
∑

σ,τ∈Sp

E [trτ (X1, . . . , Xp)]

(
r∏

s=1

d−(|τ |+|τ−1σ|+|σ−1αs|−|αs|)
s

)
(Möb(τ−1σ) + o(1))

(recall that DN = d1 · · · dr). Note that for each s ∈ [r], the inequality |τ |+|τ−1σ|+|σ−1αs|−|αs| ≥ 0
always holds, and it attains 0 if and only if τ ≤ σ ≤ αs. Furthermore, the factorization property
implies that E [trτ (X1, . . . , Xp)] → φτ (x1, . . . , xp) for arbitary τ ∈ Sp, so we have

lim
N→∞

E
[

trα(X1, . . . , Xp)
]

=
∑

σ,τ∈Sp

(
r∏

s=1

1τ≤σ≤αs

)
φτ (x1, . . . , xp) Möb(τ−1σ)

=
∑

σ∈
⋂r

s=1 SNC(αs)

∑
τ≤σ

φτ (x1, . . . , xp) Möb(τ−1σ)

=
∑

σ∈
⋂r

s=1 SNC(αs)

κ̃σ(x1, . . . , xp).

Now if we define the family of complex numbers (κ
(0)
α )α∈(Sp)r by the same as in Eq. (47), then the

above computation is equivalent to

lim
N→∞

E[trα(X1, . . . , Xp)] =
∑

σ∈SNC(α)

κ(0)σ (x1, . . . , xp) for all α ∈ (Sp)
r.

This suggests that WN converges in tensor distribution, and if we call (x1, . . . , xp) again the corre-

sponding tensor distribution limit of (X1, . . . , Xp), then κα(x1, . . . , xp) = κ
(0)
α (x1, . . . , xp) by Möbius

inversion. Finally, the tensor factorization property follows from the multiplicativity of κ̃σ and the
discussion above Lemma 3.10. □

Theorem 6.3. Let W1, . . . ,WL be families of DN × DN random matrix ensembles such that⋃L
i=1W

(i)
N is UI and satisfies the factorization property Eq. (14). Then (W(i)

N )i∈[L] are asymp-
totically free if and only if asymptotically tensor free.

Proof. Suppose (W(i)
N )i∈[L] are asymptotically free. Then by Proposition 6.2, the family

⋃L
i=1W

(i)
N

converges in tensor distribution. Let us denote by W̃ =
⋃L

i=1W(i) the corresponding tensor limit,

where W(i)
N

⊗-distr−−−−→ W(i). If xj ∈ W(f(j)) where f(j) ̸= f(k) for some j and k, and if α ∈ (Sp)
r

is irreducible, then by Eq. (47), κα(x1, . . . , xp) = 0 unless αs ≡ σ for some σ ∈ Sp. However, if
α = (σ, . . . , σ), then the irreducibility of α implies that σ is a full cycle, and the freeness between

W(f(j)) and W(f(k)) again implies κα(x1, . . . , xp) = κ̃σ(x1, . . . , xp) = 0. This shows the tensor

freeness of (W(i))i∈[L].

Conversely, assume the asymptotic tensor freeness of (W(i)
N )i∈[L] as N → ∞ so that

⋃L
i=1W

(i)
N

⊗-distr−−−−→
W̃ =

⋃L
i=1W(i) and (W(i))i∈[L] are tensor free. Then the definition guarantees that

⋃L
i=1W

(i)
N → W̃

in (usual) distribution. Now if xj ∈ W(f(j)) where f(j) ̸= f(k) for some j and k, then Eq. (47)
again implies that

κ̃p(x1, . . . , xp) = κγp,...,γp(x1, . . . , xp) = 0.

Therefore, the families (W(i))i∈[L] are free. □
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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 UI random
matrices.

Corollary 6.4. Let (W(i)
N )i∈[L] be families of independent DN ×DN UI random matrix ensembles.

If each family has first order limit, i.e. satisfying the factorization property Eq. (16) and convergent

in distribution, then (W(i)
N )i∈[L] are asymptotically tensor free.

In the later section, we obtain much stronger results by considering partial transposes of UI
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 WN be a family of DN ×DN OI random matrices.

(1) Suppose WN satisfies the factorization property Eq. (14) and WN∪W⊤
N satisfies the bounded

moments condition Eq. (15). Then WN converges in distribution if and only if WN con-
verges in tensor distribution. Furthermore, if W is the corresponding tensor distribution
limit, then the same formulas Eqs. (46) and (47) hold for α ∈ (Sp)

r and x1, . . . , xp ∈ W.

(2) Suppose WN ∪W⊤
N satisfies the factorization property. Then WN ∪W⊤

N converges in distri-

bution if and only if WN ∪W⊤
N converges in tensor distribution. Furthermore, if W̃ is the

corresponding tensor limit distribution, then the same formulas Eqs. (46) and (47) hold for

α ∈ (Sp)
r and x1, . . . , xp ∈ W̃ .

Proof. We may proof only the assertion (1); the assertion (2) follows from (1) for families W̃N =
WN ∪W⊤

N . For (1), we repeat the arguments in Proposition 6.2 using Eq. (45). Then we have by
Lemmas 2.4 and 2.6,

E[trα(X1, . . . , Xp)]

=
∑

π,ρ∈P2(±p)

E [trρ∨δ(X1, . . . , Xp)]

(
r∏

s=1

d#(ρ∨δ)−#αs
s d#(π∨αsδα

−1)
s

)
D

−p−|ρπ|/2
N (Möb(ρ ∨ π) + o(1))

=
∑

π,ρ∈P2(±p)

E [trρ∨δ(X1, . . . , Xp)]

(
r∏

s=1

d
− 1

2

(
|ρδ|+|(ρδ)−1(πδ)|+|(πδ)−1(αsδα

−1
s δ)|−|αsδα

−1
s δ|
)

s

)
(Möb(ρ ∨ π) + o(1))

for X1, . . . , Xp ∈ WN and α ∈ (Sp)
r. Note that the bounded moments property and Eq. (23) says

that supN

∣∣E[trρ∨δ(X1, . . . , Xp)]
∣∣ < ∞ for every ρ ∈ P2(±p). Furthermore, the exponents of ds is

always non-positive and attains zero if and only if ρδ ≤ πδ ≤ αsδα
−1
s δ for all s. In this case, we

can uniquely take τ, σ ∈ Sp such that π = σδσ−1, ρ = τδτ−1, σ ∈
⋂r

s=1 SNC(αs), and τ ∈ SNC(σ)
by Lemma 2.6 (2) and (3). Consequently, applying Eqs. (9) and (23) gives that.

lim
N→∞

E[trα(X1, . . . , Xp)] =
∑

τ,σ∈Sp

(
r∏

s=1

1τ≤σ≤αs

)
φτ (x1, . . . , xp) Möb(τ−1σ)

=
∑

σ∈
⋂r

s=1 SNC(αs)

κ̃σ(x1, . . . , xp).

as in the proof of Proposition 6.2. □

Note that the bounded moments property of WN ∪W⊤
N in Proposition 6.5 is essential: if Xd =

2d(E12 ⊗ Id) ∈ Md(C)⊗2, and if O is a d2 × d2 Haar orthogonal matrix, then OXdO
⊤ satisfies the
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factorization property and converges in distribution to 0 as d → ∞. However, Eqs. (12) and (45)
and the facts Tr(Xd) = Tr

(
X2

d

)
= 0 imply that

E
[

tr (1 2)
(1)(2)

(OXdO
⊤)
]

= d−3
∑

π,ρ∈P2(±2)

Trρ∨δ(Xd)d#(π∨δ)+#(π∨γ2δγ2) Wg
(O)
d2

(π, ρ)

= d−3 Tr
(
XdX

⊤
d

)(
2d3 · −1

d2(d2 + 2)(d2 − 1)
+ d2 · d2 + 1

d2(d2 + 2)(d2 − 1)

)
= 22dd−2 · d− 1

(d + 1)(d2 + 2)
,

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

Theorem 6.6. Let (W(i)
N )i∈[L] be families of DN × DN random matrices such that the family

W̃N =
⋃

i∈[L]W
(i)
N is OI and satisfies the factorization property Eq. (14). If W̃N ∪ (W̃N )⊤ further

satisfies the bounded moments condition Eq. (15), then (W(i)
N )i∈[L] are asymptotically free if and

only if asymptotically tensor free.

Corollary 6.7. Let (W(i)
N )i∈[L] be families of independent DN ×DN OI random matrix ensembles

where each family W(i)
N satisfies the factorization property and convergent in distribution, and W(i)

N ∪
(W(i)

N )⊤ satisfies the boundedness condition Eq. (15). Then (W(i)
N )i∈[L] are asymptotically tensor

free.

Remark 6.8. One can obtain the almost sure convergence of tensor moments under stronger
assumptions. For example, suppose ds,N ≡ N and WN is a UI family of N r ×N r random matrices
which converges in distribution and satisfies the stronger factorization property

E[trσ⊔τ (X1, . . . , Xp, Y1, . . . , Yq)] = E[trσ(X1, . . . , Xp)]E[trτ (Y1, . . . , Yq)] + O(N−2)

for σ ∈ Sp, τ ∈ Sq, and X1, . . . , Xp, Y1, . . . , Yq ∈ WN , which is the case when WN satisfies the
bounded cumulants property Eq. (19). Then one has the stronger tensor factorization property:

E[trα⊔β(X1, . . . , Xp, Y1, . . . , Yq)] = E[trα(X1, . . . , Xp)]E[trβ(Y1, . . . , Yq)] + O(N−2) (48)

for α ∈ (Sp)
r and β ∈ (Sq)

r, by slightly modifying the proof of Proposition 6.2. In particular,
if WN is closed under adjoint ∗, then almost surely, every tensor moment trα(X) converges to
the same limit limN E[trα(X)] as N → ∞. 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 UI 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 = DN := d1,N · · · dr,N and consider the regime

ds = ds,N → ∞ for all s = 1, . . . , r as N → ∞. Furthermore, let us denote by Wg(U)(τ , σ) :=∏r
s=1 Wg

(U)
ds

(τ−1
s σs) for σ, τ ∈ Sr

p and Wg(O)(ρ, π) :=
∏r

s=1 Wg
(O)
ds

(ρs, πs) for π, ρ ∈ P2(±p)r for
simplicity.

Lemma 7.1. Let W(1), . . . ,W(L) be independent families of D×D random matrices, and suppose
Xj ∈ W(f(j)) for a function f : [p] → [L].
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(1) If each W(i) is LUI, then for α ∈ (Sp)
r, we have

E[Trα(X1, . . . , Xp)]

=
∑

σ(i),τ(i)∈S(f−1(i))r

∀ i∈f([p])

E

[ ∏
i∈f([p])

Trτ(i)((Xj)j∈f−1(i))

]( r∏
s=1

d
#(α−1

s (⊔iσ
(i)
s ))

s

) ∏
i∈f([p])

Wg(U)(τ (i), σ(i)). (49)

(2) If each W(i) is LOI, then for α ∈ (Sp)
r, we have

E[Trα(X1, . . . , Xp)]

=
∑

π(i),ρ(i)∈P2(±f−1(i))r

∀ i∈f([p])

E

[ ∏
i∈f([p])

Trρ∨δ(i)((Xj)j∈f−1(i))

]( r∏
s=1

d
#(αsδα

−1
s ∨(⊔iπ

(i)
s ))

s

) ∏
i∈f([p])

Wg(O)(ρ(i), π(i)),

(50)

where ±f−1(i) := f−1(i) ⊔ {−j : j ∈ f−1(i)}, δ(i) := δ
∣∣
±f−1(i)

=
∏

j∈f−1(i)(j,−j).

Proof. We may assume that f is surjective, i.e. f([p]) = [L], by discarding unused variables. Let(
Ui =

⊗r
s=1 U

(i)
s

)
i∈[L]

be an independent family of the Haar random local unitaries, i.e. {U (i)
s }(i,s)∈[L]×[r]

are independent, Haar-distributed random unitary matrices. Since (X1, . . . , Xp) has the same joint
probability law as (Uf(1)X1U

∗
f(1), . . . , Uf(p)XpU

∗
f(p)), we have

E[Trα(X1, . . . , Xp)] = E[Trα(Uf(1)X1U
∗
f(1), . . . , Uf(p)XpU

∗
f(p))]

= E⋃
i W(i)

[
EU1,...,UL

[
Trα(Uf(1)X1U

∗
f(1), . . . , Uf(p)XpU

∗
f(p))

∣∣⋃
i
W(i)

]]
.

Now as in the proof of Eq. (44), we can apply unitary Weingarten calculi for (U
(i)
s )s∈[r],i∈[L] to

obtain

EU1,...,UL

[
Trα(Uf(1)X1U

∗
f(1), . . . , Uf(p)XpU

∗
f(p))

∣∣⋃
i
W(i)

]
=

∑
σ(i),τ (i)∈S(f−1(i))r

∀ i∈[L]

L∏
i=1

Trτ (i)((Xj)j∈f−1(i))

( r∏
s=1

d#(α−1
s (⊔iσ

(i)
s ))

s

) L∏
i=1

Wg(U)(τ (i), σ(i)),

see Fig. 9. Therefore, Eq. (49) is obtained. The formula Eq. (50) follows verbatim. □

The main theorem of this section is following.

Theorem 7.2. Let W(1)
N , . . . ,W(L)

N be independent families of DN × DN random matrices such
that:

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

lim
N→∞

E
[
trα(X

(i)
1 , . . . , X(i)

p )
]

= lim
N→∞

1

d#α1
1 · · · d#αr

r

E
[
Trα(X

(i)
1 , . . . , X(i)

p )
]

exists for all i = 1, . . . , L, X
(i)
j ∈ W(i)

N , and α ∈ (Sp)
r.

(3) Each family satisfies the tensor factorization property Eq. (28).

Then W(1)
N , . . .W(L)

N are asymptotically tensor freely independent as N → ∞. In particular, the

family
⋃L

i=1W
(i)
N satisfies the tensor factorization property Eq. (28).
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E∪iW(i) Xjs

1

r

= E∪iW(i) EU

αs(j)

U
(s)

f(j) Xj

= EW
∑

σ(i),τ(i)∈S(f−1(i))r

L∏
i=1

Wg(U)(τ (i), σ(i))

αs(j)

Xj

τ(f(j))
s (j)

αs(j)

U
(s)∗
f(j)

σ(f(j))
s (j)

U
(s)∗
f(j)

αs(j)

Xj

τ(f(j))
s (j)

σ(f(j))
s (j)

U
(s)∗
f(j)

Figure 9. Using the local unitary invariance of the families W(i), one can replace
each variable Xj ∈ W(f(j)) by Uf(j)XjU

∗
f(j), where the Ui’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(i)
N is LUI. Indeed,

⋃
iW

(i)
N has the same joint ten-

sor distribution with
⋃

i(UW(i)
N U∗) where U =

⊗r
s=1 Us is a Haar random local-unitary matrix

independent from
⋃

iW
(i)
N , thanks to the local-unitary invariance of trα’s and the local-unitary

analogue of Proposition 2.14. For α ∈ (Sp)
r, f : [p] → [L], and Xj ∈ W(f(j))

N for j ∈ [p], suppose
that (Xj)j∈f−1(i) → (xj)j∈f−1(i) in tensor distribution for each i ∈ f([p]). Then we can apply
Eq. (49) and the estimate of Möbius function (Eq. (7)) to have

E[trα(X1, . . . , Xp)]

=
∑

σ
(i)
s ,τ

(i)
s ∈S(f−1(i))

E

[ ∏
i∈f([p])

trτ(i)((Xj)j∈f−1(i))

] r∏
s=1

(
d
#(α−1

s (⊔iσ
(i)
s ))+#(⊔iτ

(i)
s )−#αs

s

)
×

∏
i∈f([p])

( r∏
s=1

d
−|f−1(i)|−|τ(i)

s

−1
σ(i)
s |

s

)(
Möb

(
τ (i)

−1
σ(i)
)

+ o(1)
)

=
∑

σ
(i)
s ,τ

(i)
s ∈S(f−1(i))

( ∏
i∈f([p])

E
[
trτ(i)((Xj)j∈f−1(i))

])

×
r∏

s=1

d
−(|α−1

s (⊔iσ
(i)
s )|+|⊔i(τ

(i)
s

−1
σ(i)
s )|+|⊔iτ

(i)
s |−|αs|)

s

( ∏
i∈f([p])

Möb
(
τ (i)

−1
σ(i)
)

+ o(1)

)
→

∑
σ(i)
s ∈S(f−1(i))

⊔iσ
(i)∈SNC(α)

∏
i

∑
τ(i)∈SNC(σ(i))

φτ(i)((xj)j∈f−1(i)) Möb
(
τ (i)

−1
σ(i)
)

=
∑

σ(i)
s ∈S(f−1(i))

⊔iσ
(i)∈SNC(α)

∏
i

κσ(i)((xj)f−1(i)) =
∑

β∈SNC(α)∨r
s=1 Π(βs)≤kerf

∏
i∈f([p])

κ
β
∣∣
f−1(i)

((xj)j∈f−1(i)),

Here we need the independence of W(i)
N ’s and their factorization property to guarantee that

E

[ ∏
i∈f([p])

trτ (i)((Xj)j∈f−1(i))

]
=

∏
i∈f([p])

E
[
trτ (i)((Xj)j∈f−1(i))

]
→
∏
i

φτ (i)((xj)j∈f−1(i))
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for arbitrary (τ (i))i (note that each τ (i) does not connect any two matrices from different families),

and thus all the terms, except for the case ⊔i τ
(i) ≤ ⊔i σ

(i) ≤ α, converge to 0 as N → ∞. Moreover,

we can identify βs = ⊔iσ
(i)
s in the last equality. This induces the conclusion by Corollary 5.11. □

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 =
⊗r

s=1 Us is a Haar random local-unitary matrix, then it is straightforward to show that
{U,U∗} converges in tensor distribution to {u⊗, u∗⊗}, where u⊗ = u⊗r 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 WN is a family of DN ×DN random matrices which satisfies the tensor
factorization property Eq. (28) and converges in tensor distribution. Let U1, . . . , UL are independent
DN ×DN Haar random local-unitaries independent from WN . Then WN , {U1, U

∗
1 }, . . . , {UL, U

∗
L}

jointly converges in tensor distribution to tensor free families W, {u(1)⊗ , u
(1) ∗
⊗ }, . . . , {u(L)⊗ , u

(L) ∗
⊗ }

where WN
⊗-distr−−−−→ W and each u

(i)
⊗ is a tensor product Haar unitary element.

Remark 7.5. Let ds,N ≡ N and suppose that WN = (Xj,N )j∈J is closed under the adjoint X 7→ X∗

and WN
⊗-distr−−−−→ W = (xj)j∈J almost surely, i.e., for every α ∈ (Sp)

r and j1, . . . , jp ∈ J , we have

trα(Xj1,N , . . . , Xjp,N ) → φα(xj1 , . . . , xjp)

almost surely as N → ∞. Note that here we impose no conditions on expectation values. Then
almost surely as N → ∞,

WN , {U1, U
∗
1 }, . . . , {UL, U

∗
L}

⊗-distr−−−−→ W, {u(1)⊗ , u
(1) ∗
⊗ }, . . . , {u(L)⊗ , u

(L) ∗
⊗ }.

Indeed, we may assume that WN is deterministic after conditioning on the event {ω : WN (ω)
⊗-distr−−−−→

W} (we refer to [Mal12, Sec 3] for the formal argument). Then the proof of Theorem 7.2 shows that

the family W̃N = WN ∪
(⋃L

i=1{Ui, U
∗
i }
)

satisfies the condition Eq. (48), thanks to the bounded

cumulants property of Haar random unitary matrices. Therefore, every joint tensor moment of W̃N

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 = d1 · · · dr and a D×D matrix X ∈ Md1(C)⊗· · ·⊗Mdr(C),
let us denote its partial transposes by

Xt := (Et1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Etr)(X) (51)

for t = (t1, . . . , tr) ∈ {±1}r, where E1 = id and E−1 = ⊤. For example, we have X(1,...,1) = X and

X(−1,...,−1) = X⊤. Note that we abuse the notation by using the same symbols id and ⊤ 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×D matrices, let us denote by Wt := {Xt : X ∈ W}
for t ∈ {±1}r, and let us simply denote by W⊤ := W(−1,...,−1) as before.

Theorem 7.6. Let W(1)
N , . . . ,W(L)

N be independent families of DN ×DN random matrices such that
each family (except possibly one) is LOI.

(1) If each family W(i)
N satisfies the tensor factorization property Eq. (28), converges in tensor

distribution, and if the family of its partial transposes
⋃

t∈{±1}r(W(i)
N )t satisfies the bounded

tensor moment condition Eq. (29), then W(1)
N , . . .W(L)

N are asymptotically tensor free as
N → ∞.
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(2) If each family
⋃

t∈{±1}r(W(i)
N )t satisfies the tensor factorization property Eq. (28) and con-

verges in tensor distribution, then
⋃

t∈{±1}r(W(1)
N )t, . . . ,

⋃
t∈{±1}r(W(L)

N )t are asymptotically

tensor free as N → ∞.

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[trα(X1, . . . , Xp)]

=
∑

π
(i)
s ,ρ

(i)
s ∈P2(±f−1(i))

( ∏
i∈f([p])

E
[
trρ∨δ(i)((Xj)j∈f−1(i))

])( ∏
i∈f([p])

Möb
(
ρ(i) ∨ π(i)

)
+ o(1)

)

×
r∏

s=1

(
d#(δ∨(⊔iρ

(i)
s ))−#αs

s d#(αsδα
−1
s ∨(⊔iπ

(i)
s ))

s

∏
i∈f([p])

d−|f−1(i)|−|ρ(i)s π
(i)
s |/2

s

)
.

After simply writing πs := ⊔iπ
(i)
s and ρs := ⊔iρ

(i)
s , and applying Lemmas 2.4 and 2.6, the whole

exponent of ds becomes

#(δ ∨ ρs) − #α + #(αsδα
−1
s ∨ πs) − p− |ρsπs|/2

=
1

2
(2p− |ρsδ|) − (p− |αs|) +

1

2
(2p− |αsδα

−1
s δ) · (πsδ)−1| − p− 1

2
|(πsδ) · (ρsδ)−1|

= −1

2

(
|(αsδα

−1
s δ) · (πsδ)−1| + |(πsδ) · (ρsδ)−1| + |ρsδ| − |αsδα

−1
s δ|

)
.

In particular, the above is always non-positive and attains zero if and only if there exist σs =⊔
i σ

(i)
s , τs =

⊔
i τ

(i)
s ∈ Sp such that πsδ = σsδσ

−1
s δ, ρsδ = τsδτ

−1
s δ, and τs ≤ σs ≤ αs, by Lemma 2.6.

In this case, we also have trρ∨δ(i) = trτ (i) and Möb(ρs ∨ πs) = Möb(τ−1
s σs). Consequently, we have

lim
N→∞

E
[
trα(X1, . . . , Xp)

]
=

∑
σ
(i)
s ∈S(f−1(i))

⊔iσ
(i)
s ≤αs

∏
i

∑
τ
(i)
s ∈SNC(σ

(i)
s )

φτ (i)((xj)j∈f−1(i)) Möb
(
τ (i)

−1
σ(i)
)

=
∑

σ
(i)
s ∈S(f−1(i))

⊔iσ
(i)
s ≤αs

∏
i

κσ(i)((xj)f−1(i)),

similarly as in the proof of Theorem 7.2. Note that we need the boundedness condition for whole

faimily
⋃

t(W
(i)
N )t to guarantee that all the terms in the sum except for the case

ρsδ ≤ πsδ ≤ αsδα
−1
s δ ∀ s ∈ [r]

converges to 0 as N → ∞. □

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 =
⊗r

s=1Os be a Haar random local-orthogonal matrix. Since {Os, O
⊤
s } → {u, u∗} =

{u, u−1} jointly in distribution for each s ∈ [r] where u is a Haar unitary element, one has that

{Ot}t∈{±1}r → {ut⊗}t∈{±1}r in tensor distribution, where u
t
⊗ := ut1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ utr (we also refer to

Proposition 8.1 for tensor distribution of each u
t
⊗). 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 WN is a family of DN ×DN random matrices which satisfies the tensor
factorization property Eq. (28) and converges in tensor distribution, and suppose that

⋃
t∈{±1}r W

t
N

satisfies the bounded tensor moments property Eq. (29). Then the (L + 1) families

WN , {Ot
1 : t ∈ {±1}r}, . . . , {Ot

L : t ∈ {±1}r} (52)

are asymptotically tensor free as N → ∞, where O1, . . . , OL are independent Haar random local-
orthogonal matrices. Furthermore, if WN 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 XN is a N × N random
matrix which satisfies the factorization property and converges in distribution to x ∈ (A, φ), then
we have

XN ⊗ IN , IN ⊗XN
⊗-distr−−−−→ x⊗ 1A, 1A ⊗ x ∈

(
A⊗2, φ⊗2, (φα1 ⊗ φα2)

)
,

where x ⊗ 1A and 1A ⊗ x 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 [Aub12] 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 UI 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 UI random
matrix X, all its partial transposes

X, X(1,−1) = (id ⊗⊤)(X), X(−1,1) = (⊤⊗ id)(X), X(−1,−1) = X⊤

are asymptotically free (recall Eq. (51) for our notation on partial transposes). More recently,
[PY24] established that any (multipartite) N r × N r Wishart matrix W , all its partial transposes
(W t)t∈{±1}r 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, X2, 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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X2 X3X1

Figure 10. The trace invariant Tr(12)(3),(1)(23)(X
(−1,1)
1 , X2, X

(1,−1)
3 ) corresponding

to the permutations α1 = (12)(3) and α2 = (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 WN is a family of DN × DN random matrices which has the tensor
factorization property Eq. (28) and converges in tensor distribution to W. Then for every t ∈ {±1}r,
the family Wt

N converges in tensor distribution to Wt := {xt : x ∈ W}. Here the tensor distribution
of Wt is defined as

φα(x
t
1, . . . , x

t
p) := φαt(x1, . . . , xp), α ∈ (Sp)

r,

where αt := (αt1
1 , . . . α

ts
s ). Moreover, we have the corresponding tensor free cumulants

κα(x
t
1, . . . x

t
p) = καt(x1, . . . , xp), α ∈ (Sp)

r. (53)

Proof. The first assertion simply follows from the observation that, for X1, . . . , Xp ∈ WN and
α ∈ (Sp)

r, we have

E
[
trα(X

t
1, . . . , X

t
p)
]

= E
[
trαt(X1, . . . , Xp)

]
→ φαt(x1, . . . , xp) = φα(x

t
1, . . . , x

t
p)

as N → ∞, where (x1, . . . , xp) is the joint tensor distribution limit of (X1, . . . , Xp). For the tensor
free cumulant, we apply Eq. (34) to obtain

κα(x
t
1, . . . , x

t
p) =

∑
β≤α

φβ(x1, . . . , xp) Möb(β−1α)

=
∑

βt ≤αt

φβt(x1, . . . , xp) Möb((βt)−1αt)

=
∑
β≤αt

φβ(x1, . . . , xp) Möb((β)−1αt) = καt(x1, . . . , xp).

Note that we used the observations that τ ≤ σ ⇐⇒ τ−1 ≤ σ−1 and Möb(τ−1σ) = Möb(τσ−1). □

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 λ ∈ R and variance σ2 is a self-adjoint element sλ,σ
in a ∗-probability space (A, φ) whose moments are described as

φ(spλ,σ) =

∫ λ+2σ

λ−2σ
tp
√

4σ2 − (t− λ)2

2πσ
dt, p ≥ 1.

Specifically, sλ,σ = λ1A + σs0,1 where s0,1 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:

κ̃1(sλ,σ) = φ(sλ,σ) = λ, κ̃2(sλ,σ) = φ(s2λ,σ) − φ(sλ,σ)2 = σ2, κ̃p(sλ,σ) = 0 ∀ p ≥ 3.
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Corollary 8.2. Suppose WN is a family of DN ×DN random matrices which is unitary invariant,
converges in distribution and has the factorization property Eq. (14). Then for every t ∈ {±1}r,
the family Wt

N converges in tensor distribution whose limit has tensor free cumulants

κα(x
t
1, . . . , x

t
p) =

{
κ̃σ(x1, . . . , xp) if αts

s ≡ σ,

0 otherwise,
α ∈ (Sp)

r. (54)

If t /∈ {(1, . . . , 1), (−1, . . . ,−1)}, then their free cumulants can be further described by

κ̃p(x
t
1, . . . , x

t
p) =


κ̃1(x1) = φ(x1) if p = 1,

κ̃2(x1, x2) = φ(x1x2) − φ(x1)φ(x2) if p = 2,

0 otherwise,

(55)

In particular, if XN is a unitary invariant DN × DN Hermitian random matrices satisfying
Eq. (14) and if XN converges in distribution to x ∈ (A, φ), then X

t
N → sκ1,κ2 in distribution

whenever t /∈ {(1, . . . , 1), (−1, . . . ,−1)}, where sκ1,κ2 is a semicircular element with mean κ1 =
κ̃1(x) = φ(x) and variance κ2 = κ̃2(x) = φ(x2) − φ(x)2.

Proof. The first assertion is a direct consequence of Propositions 6.2 and 8.1. For the second
assertion, Eq. (46) with αs ≡ γtsp imply that

φ(x
t
1 · · ·x

t
p) = φγpt(x1, . . . , xp) =

∑
σ∈SNC(γp)∩SNC(γ−1

p )

κ̃σ(x1, . . . , xp) =
∑

σ∈NC1,2(p)

κ̃σ(x1, . . . , xp).

Note that the condition t /∈ {(1, . . . , 1), (−1, . . . ,−1)} is needed in the second equality, and the
correspondence SNC(γp)∩SNC(γ−1

p ) ∼= NC1,2(p) is discussed in literature, e.g. [MP19, Lemma 5.1]
and [NP24, Appendix A.1]. Therefore, the Möbius inversion induces Eq. (55). □

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

lim
N→∞

tr(XN ), lim
N→∞

tr(XN,1XN,2)

exist for all XN , XN,1, XN,2 ∈ WN . Then for every t ∈ {±1}r \{(1, . . . , 1), (−1, . . . ,−1)}, the family

Wt
N 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 WN , leading to almost sure convergence.

Now in order to investigate the joint tensor limit distribution between all partial transposes, we
associate a permutation ε = εf ∈

⊔p
k=1 S({k,−k}) for a function f : [p] → {±1} defined by

ε(k) := f(|k|) k, k ∈ [±p].

In particular, ε = id±p when f ≡ 1 and ε = δ = (1 − 1) · · · (p − p) when f ≡ −1. Note that the εf
commute with each other and ε−1

f = εf .

Lemma 8.4. Suppose {X1, . . . , Xp} is a family of D×D random matrices which is LUI. Then for
a function f = (f1, . . . , fr) : [p] → {±1}r and α ∈ (Sp)

r, we have

E
[
Trα(X

f(1)

1 , . . . , X
f(p)
p )

]
=

∑
σ,τ∈(Sp)r

E
[
Trτ (X1, . . . , Xp)

] r∏
s=1

(
d
#(εsαsδα

−1
s εs∨σsδσ

−1
s )

s

)
Wg(U)(τ , σ) (56)
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where each εs = εfs ∈ S±p is defined according to the function fs : [p] → {±1}. Furthermore, if
{X1, . . . , Xp} is UI, then

E
[
Trα(X

f(1)

1 , . . . , X
f(p)
p )

]
=

∑
σ,τ∈Sp

E [Trτ (X1, . . . , Xp)]

(
r∏

s=1

d
#(εsαsδα

−1
s εs∨σδσ−1)

s

)
Wg

(U)
D (τ−1σ) (57)

Proof. We only show Eq. (57); the proof of Eq. (56) is analogous. If W = {X1, . . . , Xp} is UI, then
we can write

E
[

Trα(X
f(1)

1 , . . . , X
f(p)
p )

]
= E

[
Trα

(
(UX1U

∗)f(1), . . . , (UXpU
∗)f(p)

)]
= EW

[
EU

[
Trα

(
(UX1U

∗)f(1), . . . , (UXpU
∗)f(p)

∣∣W]],
where U is a Haar random unitary matrix of size D independent from W. In order to compute
the integral EU

[
Trα

(
(UX1U

∗)f(1), . . . , (UXpU
∗)f(p)

∣∣W] using graphical Weingarten calculus, let
us label i and −i for U and U∗ boxes, respectively, corresponding to each Xi. The action of τ ∈ Sp

from Theorem 2.11 is the same as in Eq. (44): for each s ∈ [r] and i ∈ [p], we connect the s-th
tensor component input of Xi (label −i) with s-th tensor component output of Xτ(i) (label τ(i)),
so the total contribution becomes Trτ (X1, . . . , Xp).

On the other hand, for σ ∈ Sp and s ∈ [r], we obtain a loop (of dimension ds) for each block of
a partition εsαsδα

−1
s εs ∨ σδσ−1 ∈ P(±p). Indeed, we first connect the label −i to σ(i), for each

i ∈ [p], and induce the pairing (−1, σ(1)) · · · (−p, σ(p)) = σδσ−1 which comprises the “half” of
the loops. For the other half, we look at another pairing εsαsδα

−1
s εs: starting from αsδα

−1
s which

corresponds to the case without partial transpose, we swap the labels between i and −i for each
i ∈ [p] with fs(i) = −1, inducing a new pairing εsαsδα

−1
s εs from the definition of εs = εfs . 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(12)(3),(1)(23)(X
(−1,1)
1 , X2, X

(1,−1)
3 ) (see also Fig. 10)

corresponding to σ = (1)(23).

+1 −1 +2 −2 +3 −3

Figure 11. The “loop factor” from the Weingarten expansion of

Tr(12)(3),(1)(23)(X
(−1,1)
1 , X

(1,1)
2 , X

(1,−1)
3 ) corresponding to the permutation

σ = (1)(23). The partial transpositions fs and permutations αs give raise to the
pairings ε1α1δα

−1
1 ε1 = (1 2)(−1 −2)(3 −3) and ε2α2δα

−1
2 ε2 = (1 −1)(2 3)(−2 −3).

while the permutation σ gives raise to the pairing σδσ−1 = (1 − 1)(2 − 3)(3 − 2).

□

Recall from Lemma 2.6 that for ε ∈
⊔p

k=1 S({k,−k}), ε and δ commutes with each other,
(εσε)(δ(εσε)−1δ) = εσδσ−1δε, and |(εσε)(δ(εσε)−1δ)| = 2|σ|. The following lemma, proved in
[MP19, Lemma 4.3, Lemma 4.4, and Proposition 4.7], characterize the condition that the per-
mutation (εσε)(δ(εσε)−1δ) lies on the geodesic between id±p and αδα−1δ for α ∈ Sp in the case
ε = εf .
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Lemma 8.5. Let ε = εf ∈ S±p be the permutation associated to a function f : [p] → {±1}.
(1) Suppose σ ∈ Sp satisfies Π(σ) ≤ ker f = {f−1(1), f−1(−1)}, i.e., f is constant on the cycles

of σ. Then there exists a unique permutation σf ∈ Sp such that εσδσ−1δε = σfδσ
−1
f δ.

Specifically, if σ = c1 . . . , cl is the cycle decomposition of σ, then σf = cλ1
1 · · · cλl

l where
λk ∈ {±1} is the (constant) value of f on the cycle ck.

(2) For σ, α ∈ Sp, εσδσ
−1δε ∈ SNC(αδα−1δ) if and only if Π(σ) ≤ ker f and σf ∈ SNC(α).

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

Theorem 8.6. Let WN be a family of DN ×DN random matrices.

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

t∈{±1}r
Wt

N

satisfies the tensor factorization property and has the joint tensor distribution limit as N →
∞. Furthermore, the families WN and W⊤

N are asymptotically tensor free.
(2) If WN is unitary invariant, has the factorization property Eq. (14), and converges in distri-

bution, then all the 2r families (Wt
N )t∈{±1}r are both asymptotically free and asymptotically

tensor free as N → ∞.

Proof. Let us denote by X
f(j)

j (j = 1, . . . , p) the p-elements from
⋃

t∈{±1}r W
t
N , where f =

(f1, . . . , fr) : [p] → {±1}r is a partial transpose function.
(1) Continuing from Eq. (56) we have

E
[
trα(X

f(1)

1 , . . . , X
f(p)
p )

]
=

∑
σ,τ∈(Sp)r

E
[
trτ (X1, . . . , Xp)

] (
Möb(τ−1σ) + o(1)

)
×

r∏
s=1

(
d#(τs)−#(αs)
s d#(εsαsδα

−1
s εs∨σsδσ

−1
s )

s d−p−|τ−1
s σs|

s )
)

In order to estimate the exponents of ds’s, we first apply Lemma 2.4 and the relation εs = δεsδ
to observe that

#(εsαsδα
−1
s εs ∨ σsδσ

−1
s ) =

1

2
#(εsαsδα

−1
s δεsδσsδσ

−1
s ) =

1

2
#((αsδα

−1
s δ) · (εsσsδσ

−1
s δεs)

−1).

Note that the permutation above is defined in S±p although σs, σs ∈ Sp. Therefore, the whole
exponent of ds becomes

#(τs) − #(αs) + #(εsαsδα
−1
s εs ∨ σsδσ

−1
s ) − p− |τ−1

s σs|

= (p− |τs|) − (p− |αs|) +
1

2
(2p− |(αsδα

−1
s δ) · (εsσsδσ

−1
s δεs)

−1|) − p− |τ−1
s σs|

= −1

2

(
(|(αsδα

−1
s δ) · (εsσsδσ

−1
s δεs)

−1| + |εsσsδσ−1
s δεs| − |αsδα

−1
s δ|)

)
− (|τ−1

s σs| + |τs| − |σs|)

where the last equality comes from |αsδα
−1
s δ| = 2|αs| and |εsσsδσ−1

s δεs| = 2|σs| as observed before.
Therefore, the exponent above is non-positive for all σs, αs, and by Lemma 8.5, this attains 0 if
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and only if Π(σs) ≤ ker fs, σfs ∈ SNC(αs), and τs ∈ SNC(σs). Consequently, we have

lim
N→∞

E
[
trα(X

f(1)

1 , . . . , X
f(p)
p )

]
=

∑
σ∈(Sp)r,

∀ s: Π(σs)≤ker fs,
σfs∈SNC(αs)

∑
τ ≤σ

φτ (x1, . . . , xp) Möb(τ−1σ)

=
∑

σ∈(Sp)r,
∀ s: Π(σs)≤ker fs,

σfs∈SNC(αs)

κσ(x1, . . . , xp),

where (x1, . . . , xp) is the joint tensor distribution limit of (X1, . . . , Xp). This shows the convergence

in tensor distribution of
⋃

t∈{±1}r W
t
N . Now if we take f1 = f2 = · · · fr = f so that we consider the

tensor distribution of WN ∪W⊤
N , then

lim
N→∞

E
[
trα(X

f(1)
1 , . . . , Xf(p)

p )
]

=
∑

σ∈(Sp)r,∨
Π(σs)≤ker f,

(σ)f∈SNC(α)

κσ(x1, . . . , xp)

=
∑

σ±∈S(f−1(±1))r

σ+⊔(σ−)−1∈SNC(α)

κσ+⊔σ−(x1, . . . , xp),

=
∑

σ±∈S(f−1(±1))r

σ+⊔(σ−)−1∈SNC(α)

κσ+((xj)j∈f−1(1)) κ(σ−)−1((x⊤j )j∈f−1(−1)).

Therefore, we obtain the asymptotic tensor freeness of WN and W⊤
N by Corollary 5.11 and Propo-

sition 8.1.
(2) Continuing from Eq. (57), we can analogously proceed and obtain that

lim
N→∞

E
[
trα(X

f(1)

1 , . . . , X
f(p)
p )

]
=

∑
σ∈Sp,

∀ s: Π(σ)≤ker fs,
σfs∈SNC(αs)

κσ(x1, . . . , xp).

The conditions for σ above imply that we can decompose σ =
⊔

t∈{±1}r σt for σt ∈ S(f−1(t)) such

that σfs =
⊔

t∈{±1}r(σt)
ts ∈ SNC(αs) for all s ∈ [r]. Thus, we can further write the above sum into∑

σt∈S(f−1(t))

∀ s:
⊔

t∈{±1}r (σt)ts∈SNC(αs)

∏
t∈{±1}r

κσt((xj)j∈f−1(t)).

Therefore, Corollary 5.11 and Eq. (54) imply that (Wt
N )t∈{±1}r are asymptotically tensor free.

Furthermore, setting αs ≡ γp gives that

lim
N→∞

E
[
tr
(
X

f(1)

1 · · ·Xf(p)
p

)]
=

∑
σt∈S(f−1(t))

∀ s:
⊔

t∈{±1}r (σt)ts∈SNC(γp)

∏
t∈{±1}r

κσt((xj)j∈f−1(t))

Note that the condition implies σt = (σt)
−1 whenever t /∈ {(1, . . . , 1), (−1, . . . ,−1)}, which forces

that σt has only cycles of size 1 or 2. Therefore, (Wt
N )t∈{±1}r are asymptotically free by Corollar-

ies 2.8 and 8.2. □
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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 ⊗ IN where G is a (normalized) N × N

GUE matrix, then X(1,−1) = (id ⊗⊤)(X) = X is not asymptotically tensor free from X as
N → ∞.

(2) Similarly, an LUI random matrix is not necessarily asymptotically free from its transpose.
For example, if X = G1 ⊗ G2 where G1 and G2 are independent GUE matrices, then the
pair (X,X⊤) converges jointly in (standard) distribution to (x, y) = (s1⊗ s1, s2⊗ s2) where
s1, s2 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. r = 2) UI random matrix has
been considered in [MP24, Corollary 4.8].

Theorem 8.8. Let W(1)
N , . . . ,W(L)

N be independent families of DN ×DN random matrices.

(1) If each W(i)
N is local-unitary invariant, has the tensor factorization property Eq. (28), and

converges in tensor distribution, then the L families of all partial transposes⋃
t∈{±1}r

(
W(1)

N

)t
, . . . ,

⋃
t∈{±1}r

(
W(L)

N

)t
are asymptotically tensor free as N → ∞.

(2) If each W(i)
N is unitary invariant, has the factorization property Eq. (14), and converges

in distribution, then all the 2rL families
((

W(i)
N

)t)
i∈[L], t∈{±1}r

are both asymptotically free

and asymptotically tensor free as N → ∞.

Proof. (1) and the tensor freeness in (2) is a direct consequence of Theorems 7.6 and 8.6 since each

family
⋃

t(W
(i)
N )t is LOI (Example 2.13) and convergent in tensor distribution. For the freeness in

(2), we first observe that the family
⋃L

i=1W
(i)
N is UI and has the first order limit by Proposition 2.14

and Theorem 2.17. Therefore, Theorem 8.6 (2) implies that the families
(⋃L

i=1(W
(i)
N )t

)
t∈{±1}r

are

asymptotically free. Now by the associativity of free independence, it is enough to show the

asymptotic freeness between the families
(
(W(i)

N )t
)L
i=1

for each t ∈ {±1}r. The case t = (1, . . . , 1)
is again from Theorem 2.17, and the case t = (−1, . . . ,−1) is from Eq. (53) with r = 1:

lim
N→∞

κp(X
⊤
1 , . . . , X⊤

p ) = lim
N→∞

κp(Xp, . . . , X1) = 0

whenever Xj ∈ W(f(j))
N with a non-constant function f . Finally, we can argue similarly for the

remaining cases t /∈ {(1, . . . , 1), (−1, . . . ,−1)} but using Eq. (55). □

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 WN is a family of DN ×DN random matrices which is OI, converges
in distribution and has the factorization property Eq. (14). If the family WN ∪ W⊤

N satisfies the

bounded moments condition Eq. (15), then for every t ∈ {±1}r, the family Wt
N 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×D random matrices. Then for a function
f = (f1, . . . , fr) : [p] → {±1}r and α ∈ (Sp)

r, we have

E
[
Trα(X

f(1)

1 , . . . , X
f(p)
p )

]
=

∑
π,ρ∈P2(±p)

E [Trρ∨δ(X1, . . . , Xp)]

(
r∏

s=1

d
#(εsαsδα

−1
s εs∨π)

s

)
Wg

(O)
D (π, ρ) (58)

where each εs = εfs ∈ S±p is defined according to the function fs : [p] → {±1}.

Theorem 8.11. Suppose WN is a family of DN × DN OI random matrices having factorization
property Eq. (14) and convergent in distribution. If the family WN ∪W⊤

N satisfies the boundedness
property Eq. (15), then the 2r−1 families of partial transposes

(Wt
N )t∈{±1}r:tr=1

are both asymptotically free and tensor free.

Proof. Suppose X1, . . . , Xp ∈ WN jointly converge in distribution to x1, . . . , xp as N → ∞, and
take a function f : [p] → {±1}r with fr ≡ 1. Similarly as in the proof of Theorem 8.6, we can
continue from Eq. (58) to obtain that

E
[
trα(X

f(1)

1 , . . . , X
f(p)
p )

]
=

∑
π,ρ∈P2(±p)

E [trρ∨δ(X1, . . . , Xp)] (Möb(ρ ∨ π) + o(1))

×
r∏

s=1

(
d#(ρ∨δ)−#(αs)
s d#(εsαsδα

−1
s εs∨π)

s d−p−|ρ∨π|
s )

)
,

and the exponent of each ds becomes

#(ρ ∨ δ) − #(αs) + #(εsαsδα
−1
s εs ∨ π) − p− |ρ ∨ π|

= −1

2
(|(εsαsδα

−1
s δεs) · (πδ)−1| + |πδ| − 2|αs|) −

1

2
(|(πδ) · (ρδ)−1| + |ρδ| − |πδ|)

which is non-positive and attains zero if and only if ρδ ≤ πδ ≤ εsαsδα
−1
s δεs. Note that εr = id±p

and the condition implies that there exist (unique) σ, τ ∈ Sp such that

τ ≤ σ ≤ αr, ρδ = τδτ−1δ, and πδ = σδσ−1δ.

Therefore, we have

lim
N→∞

E
[
trα(X

f(1)

1 , . . . , X
f(p)
p )

]
=

∑
σ∈SNC(αr)

( r−1∏
s=1

1σδσ−1δ≤εsαsδα
−1
s δεs

) ∑
τ∈SNC(σ)

φτ (x1, . . . , xp) Möb(τ−1σ)

=
∑

σ∈SNC(αr),
∀ s∈[r−1]: Π(σ)≤ker fs,

σfs∈SNC(αs)

κσ(x1, . . . , xp).

Now we can repeat all the arguments from Theorem 8.6 (2) to conclude the asymptotic freeness

and tensor freeness of the families (Wt
N )t∈{±1}r:tr=1. □

Remark 8.12. (1) Under the conditions in Theorem 8.11, we can actually show the asymptotic

freeness and tensor freeness between any 2r−1 families of partial transposes (Wt
N ) as long as

ts0 ≡ 1 or ts0 ≡ −1 for some s0 ∈ [r]. On the other hand, we cannot conclude the freeness
between WN and W⊤

N . For example, if X is a (normalized) N2 ×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×N GOE

matrix, then X = G⊗Id is asymptotically (tensor) free from neither of X(1,−1) = X(−1,1) =
X⊤ = X.

(3) If S is a subset of {±1}r having cardinality larger than 2r−1, then we can always find
two elements t1, t2 ∈ S such that t1 = −t2 by the pigeonhole principle. This implies that
2r−1 is the maximum cardinality of subsets S ⊆ {±1}r with a property that (Xt)t∈S 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, . . . , Xk} ⊂ Mdt(C) ⊗Mdb(C)

where dt and db 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 Mdt(C)⊗q⊗
Mdb(C)⊗r according to a bipartite graph G on q+ r vertices having k edges, as follows. For i ∈ [k],
define the matrix Yi corresponding to the edge (t(i), b(i)) as

Mdt(C)⊗q ⊗Mdb(C)⊗r ∋ Yi := X
t(i),b(i)
i ⊗ I [q+r]\{t(i),b(i)},

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] → q + [r].

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

X1

X2 X31

2

3

4

1

2

3

4

1

3

2

4

e1

e3

e2

e1

e2

e3

X11

2

3

4

X3
X2

Figure 12. Two examples of embeddings of k = 3 bipartite matrices X1,2,3 into a
larger tensor product of matrix algebras. On the top row, we have q = 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 Y1,2,3 acting on the 4 tensor
factors. A different bipartite graph and the corresponding matrices are considered
in the bottom panel, with q = 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, . . . , Xk} of dtdb×dtdb random matrices
with the property that each element Xi of the family converges in distribution and satisfies the
factorization property Eq. (14) as dt, db → ∞. Given two functions t : [k] → [q] and b : [k] → q+[r],
embed these matrices as above in Mdt(C)⊗q ⊗Mdb(C)⊗r, and denote the corresponding family as
Y1, . . . , Yk. Assume that the pair of functions (t, b) : [k] → [q] × (q + [r]) is injective, that is, no
two matrices Yi, Yj (i ̸= j) act on the same spaces in the larger tensor product. Assume also that
the family X1, . . . , Xk satisfies the bounded moments property from Eq. (15)

∀p ≥ 1, ∀τ ∈ Sp, ∀f : [p] → [k], sup
dt,db≥1

∣∣∣E[trτ (Xf(1), . . . , Xf(p))]
∣∣∣ < ∞.

Then, as dt, db → ∞, the family (Y1, . . . , Yk) is asymptotically tensor free.

Proof. As before, we shall use the method of moments, compute the tensor free cumulants of
the family (Y1, . . . , Yk), and conclude by showing that mixed tensor free cumulants vanish (see
Definition 5.1).

Since the family (X1, . . . , Xk) is unitarily invariant, the following equality holds in distribution:

∀U ∈ U(dtdb), (Y1, . . . , Yk)
(d)
=
(
Ut(1),b(1)Y1U

∗
t(1),b(1), . . . , Ut(1),b(1)Y1U

∗
t(1),b(1)

)
,

where Ux,y denotes the unitary operator U ⊗ I
⊗(q−1)
dt

⊗ I
⊗(r−1)
db

, with the U operator acting on the

tensor factors x ∈ [q] and y ∈ q + [r].
We start by applying the (unitary) Weingarten formula from Theorem 2.10 to write, for any

permutation (q + r)-tuple α and any word given by f : [p] → [k]:

E[Trα(Yf )] = EX

[
EU

[
Trα(Ut◦f,b◦f Yf U

∗
t◦f,b◦f )

∣∣X]]
=
∑

σ,τ∈Sp

E[Trτ (Xf )]d
Ft(σ,α,f)
t d

Fb(σ,α,f)
b Wg

(U)
dtdb

(τ−1σ). (59)

The sum in the formula above is indexed by a pair of permutations σ, τ in Sp since in the trace
Trα(Yf ) there are p boxes corresponding to the Haar-distributed random unitary matrix U ∈
U(dtdb) (and, respectively, p Ū conjugate boxes). For each i ∈ [p], the diagram around the element
Yf(i) is depicted in Fig. 13.

Xf(i)

t(i)

1

q

q + 1

b(i)

q + r

α1(i)

αq(i)

αq+1(i)

αq+r(i)

Figure 13. Diagram for Trα(Yf ) around the i-th group.

Using the boundedness property from the statement, we have

E Trτ (Xf ) = (dtdb)
#τO(1).
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Let us now consider the functions Ft(σ, α, f), resp. Fb(σ, α, f), counting the number of loops of
value dt (resp. db) in Eq. (59). Tracking the loops of different sizes along the tensor legs, we claim
that

Ft(σ, α, f) = #(α̃−1
t σt,f ) and Fb(σ, α, f) = #(α̃−1

b σb,f ),

where the permutations α̃t, σt,f , α̃b, σb,f are defined as follows. First, let us focus on the “top”
permutations, α̃t, σt,f ∈ S([p] × [q]):

α̃t(i, s) =
(
αs(i), s

)
σt,f (i, s) =

{(
σ(i), t ◦ f(σ(i))

)
if t ◦ f(i) = s

(i, s) if t ◦ f(i) ̸= s.

Let us prove the claim and justify the definitions above; we leave the corresponding claims and
definitions for the “bottom” permutations α̃b, σb,f ∈ S([p]×(q+[r])) to the reader. The permutation
α̃t encodes the wiring of the trace invariant Trα(·): the s-th tensor factor in the i-th group is
connected to the s-th tensor factor in the αs(i)-th group, see Eq. (25). The permutation σt,f
encodes the wiring corresponding to the (Weingarten) pairing of the matrices Yf . There are two
cases:

• 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 σt,f (i, s) = (i, s).

• If t(f(i)) = s, the (top wire of the) matrix Xf(i) 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 σ(i); we have σt,f (i, s) = (σ(i), t ◦ f(σ(i))).

Combining all the observations above with Eq. (59), we obtain:

E[trα(Yf )] = O(1)
∑

σ,τ∈Sp

d
−α̃t+#τ+#(α̃−1

t σt,f )−p−|σ−1τ |
t d

−α̃b+#τ+#(α̃−1
b σb,f )−p−|σ−1τ |

b .

Let us analyze first the exponent of dt → ∞:

−α̃t + #τ + #(α̃−1
t σt,f ) − p− |σ−1τ | = −pq + |α̃t| + p− |τ | + pq − |α̃−1

t σt,f | − p− |σ−1τ |
≤ |α̃t| − |σ| − |α̃−1

t σt,f |
≤ |σt,f | − |σ|
= 0,

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 σt,f above: σt,f is a
collection of fixed points, together with the permutation σ embedded on different tensor factors
given by the functions t and f .

In the chain of inequalities above, we have equality if and only if:

• first inequality: id → τ → σ geodesic in Sp;
• second inequality: id → σt,f → α̃t geodesic in S([p] × [q]).

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

σ =
⊔

s∈Im(t◦f)

σ
∣∣
(t◦f)−1(s)

.

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

σ =
⊔

s∈Im(b◦f)

σ
∣∣
(b◦f)−1(s)

.
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We use now the hypothesis that the function pair (t, b) is injective to produce a joint decomposition

σ =
⊔

j∈Im(f)

σ
∣∣
f−1(j)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:σj

(60)

such that:
∀s ∈ [q] id ⊔

⊔
j∈t−1(s)

σj ≤ αs,

∀s ∈ q + [r] id ⊔
⊔

j∈b−1(s)

σj ≤ αs.
(61)

From the geodesic condition id − τ − σ we infer that τ admits a decomposition of the same type:

τ =
⊔

j∈Im(f)

τj with τj ≤ σj ∀j ∈ Im(f). (62)

Hence we can rewrite Eq. (59) as

E[trα(Yf )] =
(
1 + o(1)

) ∑
σ as in (60),(61)

τ as in (62)

∏
j∈Im(f)

φτj (xj) Möb(σj , τj)

=
(
1 + o(1)

) ∑
σ as in (60),(61)

∏
j∈Im(f)

κσj (xj),

proving the claim: the random matrices Y1, . . . , Yk are tensor free, with marginal distributions
x1, . . . , xk.

□

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, . . . , Yk 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:

• the random matrices X1, . . . , Xk are independent ;
• X1 = X2 = · · · = Xk.

On the other hand, we may choose X1, . . . , Xk arbitrarily correlated when each Xi 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 q = 1, r = 2, and two matrices k = 2, with t(1) = t(2) = 1, b(1) = 2, b(2) = 3,
and X1 = X2 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, . . . , Xk ∈ Md1(C) ⊗Md2(C) ⊗ · · · ⊗Mdp(C) inside a tensor product

of spaces Md1(C)⊗n1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mdp(C)⊗np , where each matrix is embedded according to a p-partite
hypergraph on the vertex set [n1] × · · · × [np]. The matrix Xi will be embedded according to a
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hyperedge ei of this hypergraph, where ei = {x(i)1 , . . . , x
(i)
p } with x

(i)
j ∈ [nj ]. 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 Xj is a (normalized) GUE matrix of size d2

and Yj := X
(0j)
j ⊗ (Id)⊗[L]\{j} ∈ Md(C)⊗(L+1). It has recently been shown [CY24, CGVvH24] that

Y1, . . . , YL are asymptotically strongly free as d → ∞ if X1, . . . , XL are independent. On the other
hand, [Lan16] considers the case X1 = X2 = · · · = XL and shows that as d → ∞,

E[∥Y1 + · · · + YL∥∞] → 2
√
L = ∥s1 + · · · + sL∥

where {s1, . . . , sL} is a free semicircular system in a C∗-probability space. A natural question is
whether the strong convergence Y1, . . . , YL → s1, . . . , sL still holds in this case and, more generally,
whether it extends to the case when the family {X1, . . . , XL} 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 {xi}∞i=1 be a family of centered, identically dis-
tributed, and free self-adjoint elements in a ∗-probability space (A, φ). Then 1√

N
(x1 + · · · + xN )

converges in distribution to a semicircular element of mean zero and variance φ(x21).

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

κ̃p

(
x1 + · · · + xN√

N

)
= N−p/2 ·Nκ̃p(x1) →

{
κ̃2(x1) = φ(x21) if p = 2,

0 otherwise.

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

In this section, we derive the tensor free version of the central limit theorem. To this end, let
(A, φ, (φα)) be an r-partite algebraic tensor probability space, and let {xi}∞i=1 ⊂ 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

x̄N :=
1√
N

(x1 + · · · + xN −Nφ(x1)).

Note that investigating the tensor distribution limit lim
N→∞

φα(x̄N ) requires expanding the sum into

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 {xi}∞i=1 be a family of identically tensor
distributed, and tensor free elements in an r-partite algebraic tensor probability space (A, φ, (φα)).
Then one has

x̄N =
x1 + · · · + xN −Nφ(x1)√

N
→

∑
α∈(S2)r\{id2}

√
κα(x1) sα in tensor distribution as N → ∞,
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where (sα)α∈(S2)r\{id2} are tensor free family and each sα is a standard semicircular element having

tensor free cumulants

κβ(sα) = δβ,α, β ∈
⋃
p≥1

(Sp)
r is irreducible. (63)

In particular, the limit of x̄N is universally governed by 2r − 1 semicircular elements. Further-
more, the family (sα)α∈(S2)r\{id2} 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 {sα : α ∈ (S2)
r\{id2}} as a tensor distribution

limit of embedded GUE matrices. Specifically, for each α ∈ (S2)
r \ {id2}, let us associate a

set I(α) := {s ∈ [r] : αs = γ2}, and define a tensor GUE matrix

Xα = Xd,α := G
I(α)
d ⊗ I

⊗[r]\I(α)
d ∈ Md(C)⊗I(α) ⊗Md(C)⊗[r]\I(α) = Md(C)⊗r,

where G
I(α)
d is a normalized GUE matrix of size d|I(α)| which is embedded into Md(C)⊗r

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

take independent family (G
I(α)
d ) of GUE matrices and define the corresponding embeddings

(Xα), then it converges in tensor distribution to a tensor free semicircular family (sα), as
d → ∞, by Theorem 7.2.

(2) The (non-tensor) limit behavior of the family (Xα) has been described via ε-free indepen-
dence; we refer to [M lo04, SW16] for the precise definition. In our setting, ε is the adjacency
matrix of the finite simple graph Γ = (V,E) with

V = (S2)
r \ {id2} and E =

{
{α, β} : I(α) ∩ I(β) = ∅

}
.

Then [CC21] shows that the tensor GUE models (Xα)α∈V are asymptotically ε-free inde-
pendent. In other words, (sα) are ε-free semicircular family with properties that, sα and
sβ are classically independent if I(α) ∩ I(β) = ∅ (i.e., εα,β = 1) and freely independent

otherwise. Consequently, Theorem 9.2 implies that the ε-free semicircular family (sα)α∈V
exhibit the universality for tensor free independence.

(3) The choice of the signs of coefficients
√
κα(x1) ∈ C can be arbitrary since (sα) has the

same tensor distribution with (±sα), regardless of the signs. On the other hand, we have
κα(x1) ≥ 0 for all α ∈ (S2)

r\{id2} whenever x1 is a self-adjoint element in an r-partite space

(B⊗r, τ⊗r, (
⊗

ταs)) (see Proposition 9.4 below), so we may naturally choose
√
κα(x1) ≥ 0

in this case. This fact seems non-trivial even for matrices, e.g., for every bipartite Hermitian
matrix X12 ∈ Md(C)⊗2,

κ̃γ2,γ2(X12, X12) =
1

d2
Tr
(
X2

12

)
− 1

d3
Tr
(
X2

1

)
− 1

d3
Tr
(
X2

2

)
+

1

d4
(TrX12)

2 ≥ 0,

where X1 = (idd ⊗ Trd)(X12) and X2 = (Trd⊗idd)(X12).

Proposition 9.4. For each s = 1, . . . , r, let (B(s), τ (s)) be a ∗-probability space with a tracial state

τ (s), and consider the r-partite tensor probability space

(A, φ, (φα)) =
( r⊗

s=1

B(s),
r⊗

s=1

τ (s),
( r⊗
s=1

τ (s)αs

))
.

Then for every x ∈ A and α ∈ (S2)
r, we have κα(x∗, x) ≥ 0.
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Proof. Let us consider a general tensor x =
∑k

i=1

⊗r
s=1 a

(s)
i . Then, using Eq. (36), we have, for

α ∈ (S2)
r,

κα(x∗, x) =
∑
i,j

r∏
s=1

κ̃αs(a
(s)∗
i , a

(s)
j ) = ⟨1, (A1 ⊙ · · · ⊙Ar) · 1⟩,

where 1 = (1, . . . , 1)⊤ ∈ Ck is the all-ones vector, As :=
(
κ̃αs(a

(s)∗
i , a

(s)
j )
)
1≤i,j≤k

∈ Mk(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 As is positive semi-definite.
If αs = γ2, then for every vector w = (w1, . . . , wk)⊤ ∈ Ck,

⟨w,Asw⟩ =
k∑

i,j=1

wiwj κ̃γ2(a
(s)∗
i , a

(s)
j ) = κ̃γ2(c∗, c) = τ (s)(c∗c) − τ (s)(c∗)τ (s)(c) ≥ 0,

where c :=
∑k

i=1wia
(s)
i ∈ B(s), and we used the formula κ̃γ2(a, b) = τ (s)(ab)− τ (s)(a)τ (s)(b) and the

Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

|τ (s)(a∗b)|2 ≤ τ (s)(a∗a)τ (s)(b∗b), a, b ∈ B(s)

to prove that the second cumulant (i.e. the variance) is non-negative. The case αs = id2 follows in

a similar manner: κ̃id2(c∗, c) = |τ (s)(c)|2 ≥ 0. □

Proof of Theorem 9.2. By Proposition 5.7, one has

κα(x̄N ) = N−p/2κα

( N∑
i=1

(xi − φ(xi))
)

= N1−p/2κα(x1 − φ(x1))

since {xi −φ(xi)}∞i=1 are identically tensor distributed and tensor free. The above clearly becomes
0 if p = 1. If p ≥ 2, κα(x1 − φ(x1)) = κα(x1) since x1 and 1A are tensor free (Proposition 5.9).
Therefore, by taking the limit N → ∞, we have for every irreducible α ∈ (Sp)

r,

lim
N→∞

κα (x̄N ) =

{
κα(x1) if p = 2,

0 otherwise.
(64)

The convergence x̄N
⊗-distr−−−−→

∑
α∈(S2)r\{id2}

√
κα(x1) sα is now clear from the cumulants Eq. (63)

and the additivity property of κα, since Eq. (64) can be rephrased as

lim
N

κβ(x̄N ) =
∑

α∈(S2)r\{id2}

κα(x1)δβ,α = κβ

(∑
α

√
κα(x1)sα

)
.

□

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 x̄N converges in distribution, one can naturally ask
that if we can find the probability distribution of the limit, i.e., a probability measure µ ∈ Prob(R)
such that

lim
N→∞

φ(x̄pN ) =

∫
R
tpdµ(t), p ≥ 1,

when an r-partite structure (A, φ, (φα)) has a ∗-probability space structure and xi ∈ 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.



66 ION NECHITA AND SANG-JUN PARK

Corollary 9.5. Let {xi} be as in Theorem 9.2. Then we have

κ̃p

(
x1 + · · · + xN −Nφ(x1)√

N

)
→

{∑
α κα(x1) if p is even,

0 if p is odd,
(65)

where the sum in the first case is taken over α1, . . . , αr ∈ NC1,2(p) such that

α1 ∨NC · · · ∨NC αr = 1p and α1 ∨P · · · ∨P αr ∈ P2(p).

Proof. By combining Theorem 9.2 with Proposition 4.3, we have

lim
N→∞

κ̃p(x̄N ) =
∑

α∈(SNC(γp))r

α1∨···∨αr=γp

lim
N→∞

κα(x̄N ) =
∑
α

κα(x1),

where the last sum is taken over α ∈ (SNC(γp))
r satisfying

α1 ∨ · · · ∨ αr = γp and every irreducible component of α is in the set (S2)
r \ {id2}.

Note that after the identification SNC(γp) ∼= NC(p), these conditions are equivalent to that αs ∈
NC1,2(p) for each s ∈ [r],

∨
NC αs = 1p, and

∨
P αs ∈ P2(p). In particular, such α exists if and only

if p is even, and κα(x1−φ(x1)) = κα(x1) for that cases since x1 is free from 1A and κα(1A) = 0. □

While Corollary 9.5 gives the combinatorial expression of the free cumulants for the limit distri-
bution of x̄N , it still seems to be challenging to find the probability distribution explicitly.

For the remaining of this section, let us assume that κα(x1) ≥ 0 for all α ∈ (S2)
r \ {id2}. Then

Theorem 9.2 implies that

x̄N → x̄∞ :=
∑

α∈(S2)r\{id2}

√
κα(x1) sα

in distribution, so the problem reduces to finding the probability measure µ∞ ∈ Prob(R) having
the p-th moments φ(x̄p∞) =

∫
tpdµ∞(t). We first consider the bipartite case r = 2. Then as in the

discussion in Remark 9.3, the three tensor free variables sγ2,id2 , sid2,γ2 , and sγ2,γ2 can be constructed
from the limit d → ∞ of three independent tensor GUE matrices

G
(1)
d ⊗ Id, Id ⊗G

(2)
d , G

(12)
d ∈ Md(C)⊗2

This implies that sγ2,id2 and sid2,γ2 are classically independent, and {sγ2,id2 , sid2,γ2} are free from
sγ2,γ2 (Theorem 2.17). Consequently, this gives the explicit description of the limit distribution of
x̄N . For this, let us denote by Dt[µ] the push-forward measure of µ ∈ Prob(R) with respect to the
dilation map x 7→ tx, and µSC ∈ Prob(R) by the standard semicircle law

dµSC(t) =
1

2π

√
4 − t2 1[−2,2](t) dt.

Theorem 9.6. (Central limit theorem for bipartite tensor free variables) Let {xi}∞i=1 be a family
of identically tensor distributed, and tensor free self-adjoint elements in a bipartite algebraic tensor
probability space (A, φ, (φα)) where (A, φ) is a ∗-probability space and κα(x1) ≥ 0 for all α ∈ (S2)

2\
{id2} = {(γ2, id2), (id2, γ2), (γ2, γ2)}. Then the normalized sum x̄N = 1√

N
(x1 + · · ·xN − Nφ(x1))

converges in distribution to the probability distribution

µ∞ =
(
D√

κγ2,id2
(x1)

[µSC ] ∗D√
κid2,γ2

(x1)
[µSC ]

)
⊞D√

κγ2,γ2 (x1)
[µSC ], (66)

where ∗ denotes the classical convolution and ⊞ denotes the (additive) free convolution.

We plot in Fig. 14 numerical simulations of the probability measure µS∞ for different values of
the tensor free cumulants.
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Figure 14. Histograms of 2000 samples from the distribution µS∞ from Eq. (66)
for different values of the tensor free cumulants κα(x1). From top to bottom, left to
right, we have: (κγ2,id2 , κid2,γ2 , κγ2,γ2) = (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, τ) be a ∗-probability

space equipped with a tracial state τ , and suppose that for each s ∈ [r], {a(i)s }∞i=1 is a family of

identically distributed free self-adjoint elements with mean τ(a
(i)
s ) = λs and variance var(a

(i)
s ) =

τ((a
(i)
s )2) − τ(a

(i)
s )2 = σ2

s . Consider a family {xi}∞i=1 in the r-partite tensor probability space
(A, φ, (φα)) = (B⊗r, τ⊗r, (

⊗r
s=1 ταs)) defined by

xi := a
(i)
1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ a(i)r .

Then {xi}∞i=1 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

x̄N :=
1√
N

(
x1 + · · · + xN −N(λ1 · · ·λr)1A

)
.

Note that for every α ∈ (Sr)
2 \ {id2},

κα(x1) =

r∏
s=1

κ̃αs(a
(1)
s ) =

r∏
s=1

σ2|αs|
s λ2(1−|αs|)

s ≥ 0.
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Therefore, Theorem 9.2 and Corollary 9.5 implies that x̄N →
∑

α∈(S2)r\{id2}

√
κα(x1) sα in tensor

distribution as N → ∞, lim
N→∞

κ̃2p−1(x̄N ) = 0, and

lim
N→∞

κ̃2p(x̄N ) =
∑

αs∈NC1,2(2p)∨
NC αs=12p∨
P αs∈P2(2p)

r∏
s=1

σ2|αs|
s λ2p−2|αs|

s , p ≥ 1. (67)

Furthermore, when r = 2, Theorem 9.6 implies that x̄N converges in distribution to the probability
measure

µ∞ =
(
Dσ1|λ2|[µSC ] ∗D|λ1|σ2

[µSC ]
)
⊞Dσ1σ2 [µSC ],

which recovers the main result of [LOSY24b, Sko24]. Indeed, [LOSY24b] considers the case λ1 =
λ2 = λ and σ1 = σ2 = σ, and proves that x̄N converges in distribution as N → ∞ to

µλ,σ = Dσ|λ|[µSC ∗ µSC ] ⊞Dσ2 [µSC ],

by computing the moment limit lim
N→∞

φ(x̄pN ) for every positive integer p and showing that the limit

corresponds to the moments of µλ,σ from its free cumulants κ2p−1(µλ,σ) = 0 and

κ2p(µλ,σ) =

{
σ4 + 2σ2λ2 if p = 1,

2σ2pλ2pMp if p ≥ 2,

where Mp is the cardinality of a (combinatorial) set depending only on p. On the other hand,
another approach using bi-free techniques [Voi14] has been taken in [Sko24] to recover the same

limit x̄N
distr−−−→ µλ,σ.

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 x̄N can be determined.

Corollary 9.7. Suppose r ≥ 2 and λr = 0. Then x̄N converges in distribution to a semicircular
element of mean 0 and variance σ2

r

∏r−1
s=1(λ2

s + σ2
s).

Proof. It suffices to show that

lim
N→∞

κ̃2p(x̄N ) =

{
σ2
r

∏r−1
s=1(λ2

s + σ2
s) if p = 1,

0 if p ≥ 2.

Let us begin from Eq. (67). If p ≥ 2, we claim that αr in the RHS of Eq. (67) contains a singleton,
causing all the terms in the sum to become zero. Otherwise, the condition αr ∈ NC1,2(2p) forces
that αr ∈ NC2(2p), but the condition αr ≤

∨
P αs ∈ P2(2p) implies that αs ≤ αr for all s this

contradicts another condition
∨

NC αs = 12p and hence shows the claim.
On the other hand, if p = 1, then the condition again implies that αr = 12 and αs ∈ {02, 12} can

be arbitrarily taken for s = 1, . . . , r − 1. This implies the limit value as above. □

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, φ) be a non-commutative probability space and consider an element a ∈ A
which is centered φ(a) = 0 and has variance σ2 := φ(a2). 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

∀i ∈ [N ], xi := 1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1 ⊗ a
↑

position i

⊗ 1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1.

Define the random variable

zN :=
x1 + · · · + xN

σ
√
N

∈ (A⊗N , φ⊗N ).

Then, the random variables zN converge in distribution, as N → ∞, to the standard Gaussian
distribution:

∀p ≥ 1, lim
N→∞

φ(zpN ) =

{
(p− 1)(p− 3) · · · 3 · 1 if p is even

0 if p is odd.

Proof. Start by applying the tensor free moment-cumulant formula from Eq. (33):

φ(zpN ) = σ−pN−p/2
∑

α∈NC(p)N

κα(x1 + · · · + xN ),

where the sum is over N -tuples of non-crossing permutations αi ∈ SNC(γp) ∼= NC(p). By Proposi-
tion 5.2, the elements x1, . . . , xN are tensor freely independent. Hence, for all irreducible tuple α,
we have, by Proposition 5.7

κα(x1 + · · · + xN ) =
N∑
i=1

κα(xi).

The tensor free cumulants of the elements xi are easily found: for any irreducible tuple α ∈ NC(p)r,

κα(xi) = 1α=(idp,··· ,idp,γp
↑

pos. i

,idp,...,idp)κp(a).

We say that an irreducible tuple α has one γ if

α = (idp, · · · , idp, γp
↑

pos. i

, idp, . . . , idp) for some i ∈ [N ].

Similarly, we say that a tuple α has one γ per block if, for every block b ∈ Π(α) :=
∨

P Π(αs), α
∣∣
b

has one γ = γb, the full cycle on b ⊂ [p] with increasing order. We have then, for all α ∈ NC(p)N ,

κα(x1 + · · · + xN ) =
∏

b∈Π(α)

N∑
i=1

κα|b(xi) = 1α has one γ per block · κΠ(α)(a).

Putting everything together, we have

φ(zpN ) = σ−pN−p/2
∑

α∈NC(p)N

1α has one γ per block · κΠ(α)(a)

= σ−pN−p/2
∑

π∈P(p)

κπ(a) ·
∣∣{α ∈ NC(p)N : Π(α) = π and α has one γ per block}

∣∣︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:Sπ

.

Clearly, if π has a singleton, we have κπ(a) = 0 (recall that a is centered). Moreover, it is easy to
see that whenever p ≤ N ,

N(N − 1) · · · (N − #π + 1) ≤ Sπ ≤ N#π,
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since, for every block b ∈ π, one has to choose on which position i ∈ [N ] the full cycle γb is
found, and since we can always choose α ∈ NC(p)N such that every αs is either of the form
αs = b ⊔ 0[p]\b ∈ NC(p) for some b ∈ π or αs = 0p.

In the limit N → ∞, only pair partitions can contribute: since no singletons are allowed,

Sπ ∼ N#π ≤ Np/2,

with equality iff π is a pair partition. In that case, κπ(a) = σp, finishing the proof. □
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[HP00] Fumio Hiai and Dénes Petz. The Semicircle Law, Free Random Variables, and Entropy, volume 77 of

Mathematical Surveys and Monographs. American Mathematical Society, 2000. 2
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[Orú14] Román Orús. A practical introduction to tensor networks: Matrix product states and projected entangled
pair states. Annals of Physics, 349:117–158, 2014. 2

[Pen71] Roger Penrose. Applications of negative dimensional tensors. Combinatorial mathematics and its appli-
cations, 1:221–244, 1971. 13

[Per96] Asher Peres. Separability criterion for density matrices. Physical Review Letters, 77(8):1413, 1996. 51
[PWB20] Amelia Perry, Alexander S Wein, and Afonso S Bandeira. Statistical limits of spiked tensor models.
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