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Abstract

We introduce a new class of large structured random matrices characterized by
four fundamental properties which we discuss. We prove that this class is stable
under matrix-valued and pointwise non-linear operations. We then formulate an
efficient method, based on an extremization problem, for computing the spectrum
of subblocks of such large structured random matrices. We present different proofs
— combinatorial or algebraic — of the validity of this method, which all have
some connection with free probability. We illustrate this method with well known
examples of unstructured matrices, including Haar randomly rotated matrices, as
well as with the example of structured random matrices arising in the quantum
symmetric simple exclusion process.
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1 Introduction and general statements

The theory of large random matrices has a huge domain of applications ranging from
chaotic systems to complex systems to random geometry to machine learning [1-3].
Given a large random matrix M one might not only be interested in its spectrum but
also in the spectrum of its subblocks (or submatrices). Moreover, the matrix M might
have some ”structure”, in the sense that joint moments of its entries can depend on
the location of these entries inside the matrix. In other words, a structured matrix is,
in law, not invariant under permutations of its entries [4] — contrary to well-known
matrix ensembles such as say Wigner matrices.

Finding the spectrum of structured matrices and their subblocks is a problem that
can occur in many situations, e.g. in the study of random band matrices [5]. Our main
original motivation, however, comes from the problem of calculating the entanglement
entropy of some many-body quantum systems that are subjected to noise. In this
case the system density matrix p is a large random matrix, and to calculate the
entanglement between a subregion I and the rest of the system I¢ requires knowing
the so-called reduced density matrix p; = Tre(p). More precisely, we encountered
this problem in studying an one dimensional chain of noisy free fermions named the
”Quantum Symmetric Simple Exclusion Process” (QSSEP) [6-8]. Here, the quadratic
(but noisy) Hamiltonian ensures that all properties of the system can be expressed
in terms of the two point function M;; := Tr(p cjcj) where cl-L is a fermionic creation
operator on site . Since the dynamics is noisy, M is a large random matrix and for
the entanglement entropy of a region I we need to find the spectrum of any of its
subblocks M7 = (M;;); jer- The main physical output of the exact computation of
[8] is that the mutual information in the driven out-of-equilibrium QSSEP fulfills a
volume law!, in contrast with equilibrium systems for which the mutual information
is sub-leading in the volume.

Despite this specific motivation, the aim of this paper is to extract from these
studies of noisy many-body quantum systems the random matrix related results and

1That is, the mutual information between extensive sub-intervals scales proportionally to the volume.
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to make them available to a larger audience interested in random matrix theory. They
apply to a large class of ensembles of structured random matrices characterized by
specifying the large size limit of so-called ”loop expectation values”. Loop expectation
values are expectation values of the product of entries of random matrices whose
indices follow a cyclic order (see below). It has recently been recognized that these loop
expectation values play a peculiar role in abstract random (structured) matrix theory
[9, 10], but also in physical contexts [6, 7, 11-13] or in connection with machine learning
[3, 14]. Specifying the ensemble of random matrices through the loop expectation
values allows to make the connection with the combinatorics of partitions or with free
probability transparent and efficient. An echo of this connection is a formula for the
moments of the random matrix, see eq.(2) below, as a sum over non crossing partitions
and their Kreweras duals. This formula was proved in [7, sec. IL.B]. This class and
its characterization in terms of loop expectation values is new, to the best of our
knowledge. We discuss a few of the properties that this class of ensembles enjoys. In
particular, it is stable under non-linear operations as we proved below in Propositions
2 and 3.

The main theorem 1 stated below reduces the computation of the spectrum of
random matrices in such ensembles to a variational problem, which may be viewed as
some variante of the Legendre transform, see eq.(9), or as a local version of the known
R-transform in free probability, see eq.(16). Its proof is based on the combinatorial
formula (22). Some elements of those proofs have been evasively formulated in our
previous paper [8]. We nevertheless believe that it is useful to present synthetically
these results and proofs in a separate publication devoted to random matrices — and
not keep them hidden in articles devoted to quantum physics. We also believe that
presenting different proofs may be useful depending on the background of the readers.
We complement the two combinatorial proofs by describing a third proof using free
probability techniques, notably operator valued free probability or free amalgamation.
One the one hand, this makes the connection of the combinatorial proofs with free
probability explicit and, on the other hand, it makes concrete the applications of free
amalgamation in the present context of structured random matrices.

The paper is organized as follows. The rest of this section 1 summarizes the main
properties of this class of random matrices, including a formulation and a discussion
of the defining axioms, a description of its stability under non-linear operations, and
finally the constructive theorem about the spectrum of sub-blocks. Section 2 con-
tains the proofs of the statements made in Section 1. The variational method for
computing spectra of sub-matrices is illustrated in Section 3 with known examples
of rotation invariant matrices and with a new application to the quantum symmetric
simple exclusion process.

Before starting, let us fix a point of notation. For random variables X1,--- , X,,, we
shall denote their moments by E[X - - - X,,] and their cumulants by C,,[X1, -, X,].

1.1 Axioms and cyclic cumulants

Let us start by specifying the random matrix ensembles we shall deal with. To any
monomials in the matrix elements M;, ;, --- M, ;. we may associate a graph by assign-
ing to each matrix elements M;; an oriented edge from vertex ¢ to vertex j. For
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To a monomial M;, ;, M;,i, - -+ M;,;, with cyclic indices one associates a loop. We can

formulate the axioms defining these ensembles either in terms of expectation values of
monomials or of graphs.

Random Matriz Ensemble Axioms.

We shall consider ensembles of random hermitian matrices M = Mt with measure E
that satisfy, in the large N limit, the three following defining properties :

(i) Local U(1)-invariance, meaning that, in distribution, M;; L it M; ;e for any
phases 0;, 0;;

(ii) Expectation values of loops without repeated indices scale as N1~ meaning that

E[Mi1i2Mi2i3 s Minil} = O(Nl_n), for all 45 distinct;

iii) Scaled cumulants of loops T Cn[Miyiy, Miyig, -+, M; ;] are continuous func-

(iii) Scaled lants of 1 N C, [Miy iy, My, M; i, ] ti f
tions in xy, = i /N at coinciding indices, in the large N limit;

(iv) Expectation values of disconnected graphs factorize at leading order, meaning

that B[M;,i, -+ Mi,i, My, g, - My, 5] = E[Miya, -« Mi,, i JE[Mj,5, - - Mj, 5, ](1 +

O(N~1)), where the sets {i1, -+ ,in} and {j1, -+ ,jm} are disjoint, but indices

within the sets may coincide. (Note that in [15] we have proposed a stronger ver-

sion of axiom (iv) in terms of cumulants for which all claims made in this paper

continue to hold true.)

Axiom (i) is clearly weaker than the U(N) invariance in law of usual ensembles
of unstructured hermitian random matrices, such as Gaussian Wigner matrices or
Haar randomly rotated matrices. This axiom restricts this symmetry to the subgroup
U(1)N c U(N), and it is thus compatible with the existence of structure in the
matrices. Therefore, the expectation value of a graph is non-vanishing, only if the graph
is Eulerian (with identical number of on-going and out-going edges at each vertex).

Axiom (ii) can alternatively be formulated in terms of the cumulants by demanding
that Cp,[M;, iy, Miyiy, -+, M;, ;] = O(N'~™), since the cumulants and the expectation
values of loops coincide for distinct indices. We shall call them cyclic cumulants and
loop expectation values, respectively. So equivalently, this axiom assumes the finiteness
of the scaled cyclic cumulants (with zy = ix/N € [0,1]) :

gn(z1, -y mn) = lim N1, [M;, 5, My, -+ M) - (1)
N—o00
For reasons explained below, we shall call the g, the local free cumulants. Their
integrated version (over x1,---,x,) are not the free cumulants of M, but the g, are
related to the operator-valued free cumulants of M, as we explain in section 2.3.3.



By Axiom (iii), these local free cumulants are continuous when two or more argu-
ments coincide. For instance N Co[M;;, My;] = limy_, g2(z,y)(1 + O(N~1)). This
property ensures that the expectation value of pinched loops, such as E[M;; M;], factor-
izes at leading order, for instance E[M;; M;;] = E[M;;]*(1 + O(N~1)). More generally,
any connected graph can be expressed to leading order in 1/N in terms of products of
the expectation value of its internal loops. For instance, E[ M5 Moy Mo Moy Mo Mo ] =
6 E[M12M3z2]3(1+O(N~1)). This axioms also yields partial information on sub-leading
contributions to pinched loop expectation values.

Axiom (iv) and (iii) ensures that the expectation values of any graph can be evalu-
ated in terms of the loop expectation values since any connected graph can be obtained
as the limit of a loop with coinciding points. Thus, the only information on the random
matrix ensemble we require are the local free cumulants (1).

Of course, not any sequence of numbers can define cumulants. So we cannot con-
struct an ensemble of random matrices by an arbitrary choice of g, subjected to the
four axioms (i)-(iv). Rather one has to start from a known random matrix ensemble
and check that it satisfies (i)-(iv). It remains an open question (at least to us) to list
a set of conditions on those g, to specify a proper well-defined measure on random
matrices?.

Some well known matrix ensembles that satisfy these properties are Wigner matri-
ces and matrices rotated by Haar random unitaries (see subsection 3.1 and 3.2), for
which the functions g, are all constant, implying that these ensembles are ”structure-
less”. In particular, for M = UDU with D a diagonal matrix and U a Haar random
unitary, g,(x1,- - ,&,) = K, with &, the free cumulants of the spectral measure of
D (see e.g. Thrm. 7.5 in [16] or Appendix B). For structured ensembles, where the
functions g, are no longer constant, this observation suggests that we could call g,
the ”local free cumulants” of M.

These ensembles of random matrices are very much related to the framework of
free probability theory. A first evidence comes from the fact that loop expectation
values of M can be decomposed as non-crossing partitions and their Kreweras duals,
see [7, sec. ILB|, (with & = (z1,--- ,2,) and a2 = ix/N fixed in the large N limit),

lim N"'E[M;,, M;

N—o00

213 "7 Minh] = Z Gr» (f) 571’(‘%) ) (2)

TeNC(n)

where NC(n) denotes the set of non-crossing partitions of order n, and ¢,(Z) :=
Hpe7r gip|(¥p) With &, = (24)iep the collection of variables 2; belonging to the part p
of the partition 7, and |p| the number of elements in this part. By d,(Z) we denote a
product of delta functions §(z; — x;) that equate all z;,z; with ¢ and j in the same
part p € . And 7* is the Kreweras complement of 7 (see Section 2.3 for an example
and [16] for the definition of the Kreweras dual). Of course, evaluating the cumulants
of M from this expression yields back (1).

2In QSSEP, the local free cumulants g, can related to the free cumulants of an auxiliary measure. Namely,
in this case the series of function ¢,, defined by @y (z1, - ,z,) 1= ZﬂeNc(n) g=(Z) are the moments of
variables [, w.r.t. to an appropriate measure. It remains an open question to know whether this mapping
to an auxiliary measure holds true for any ensemble in the class we consider.



To prevent a confusion, note that i := [ gr+ (%) 6 (¥)dF are not the free cumulants
of M, because they fail to be multiplicative, i.e. KRy # Krue With U o the union of
parts of 7 and ¢. The reason for this is the contraction with the delta function®.

According to the above axioms, expectation values of any monomials in the matrix
elements of M are expressible in terms of local free cumulants (1). This property
yields an explicit formula for the cumulant generating function? log E[eN 2(MQ)] with
tr(-) = (1/N)tr(-) the normalized trace, for some test matrix Q). We choose ) to have
a proper large N limit.

Proposition 1. Let Q;; = q(, %) for some regular enough function q(x,y). Then,

E[GNH(MQ)] NW/q]

SN-ooxo €

with the cumulant generating function Wq] given by (at least as a formal power series)

Wil = 35 [ ol o) ateran) - atonalends . @

n>1

See the proof in Section 2.1. In the case of unstructured matrices, with the loop
expectation values g, independent of the positions, i.e. ¢g,(Z) = Ky, we simply have
Wigl =3, %nntr(Q”), with Q = Q/N. For Haar randomly rotated matrices, &, is
the n-th free cumulants of the spectral measure of the matrix D.

In the special case with q(x,y) = h2(z)h2(y), for some function h, we are

1
dealing with the matrix element v;{M vp, with vy, the vector with coordinates h?.
Equation (3) then yields a formula for its cumulant generating function Fylh] :=

Hmy o0 N1 log Efevs Mvn],

Bt = 32 [ gnersees ) bl e e (1)

n>1

Note that, contrary to W{q| in (3), Fy[h] encodes information only on the permutation
invariant part of the local free cumulants. This function is going to play an important
role for determining the spectrum of Mj,.

1.2 Closure under non-linear operations

The set of random matrix ensembles satisfying the above axioms is stable under some
non-linear operations. Combination of these operations provides in particular a way to
generate ensembles of structured random matrices from unstructured ones. The first
statement concerns matrix valued polynomial operations.

3F0rmally7 the free cumulants of M), are defined as a multiplicative family k. = 1_[1767r K|y With kp

K1, satisfying ¢n[h] = ZweNc(n) k- and they can be related to the <, by Moebius inversion, k.,
EWGNC('IL) p(m, 1) HbEW EgeNc(w) Ro-
“Note that formally in the scaling limit, E[e V(M) = EleN/m(v@)a(@n)dedy] with m(x,y) = My, in

the large N limit.



Proposition 2. The azioms (i)-(iv) close under matriz valued polynomials. That is:
if M satisfy these axioms, so does P(M) for any polynomial P(M) =", amM™.
If gy, are the local free cumulants of M, the local free cumulants of P(M) (defined as
gl (z1, -+, mp) == lmMN oo N YO [P(M)iyiy, -+, P(M);,i,]) are given as

1
> [ aeiie i 6)

rENC(m)
s.t. VD=1,

P
9n (Ila"' axn): § Ay~ Am,
n

my,,m

where in each term of the sum, m = my + -+ m, and I' = vy U -+ Uy,
is a partition of {1,---,m} into intervals of length |vi| = m;. Furthermore,
VI denotes the common mazximum of m and I' in the partially ordered set of
non-crossing partitions. We used [ g=(x.,§.)0z+(z.,4.)dy. as a shorthand notation
for [ g=(@1, %1, s Tny Un )0 (X1, G105+ s T, Un AT - - - Ay, with integration variables

The proof is given in Section 2.2. Let us here illustrate this statement on a simple
example with P(M) = M?. We compute the first few loop expectation values of P(M)
when indices zy = i /N are distinct. They are thus equal to the local free cumulants

In
1
91 (x) = Z]E[Mszm] = g1(x)? +/ 92(,y)dy,
’ 0

g5 (x1,m2) = N > E[M;,; Mjs, My My, |
ik

1 1
Z/ g4(x1,y1,x2,yg)dy1dy2+/ g1(w1)g3(x1, 72, y)dy
0 0

1
+ / g5(@1, 9, 22, )1 (22)dy + g1 (21)ga (1, 22)g1 ().
0

The key point is that the scaling of the cumulants with NV is compensated by the
summation over the intermediate indices in the matrix products.

The second statement concerns point-wise non-linear operations, which are similar
to those involved in large neural networks [3, 14, 17, 18]. The statement requires M
to be centred, E[M;;] = 0. This can be assumed without loss of generality, since the
axioms are preserved by shifting M by a diagonal matrix, M;; — M;; — §;5a.

Proposition 3. Given M with E[M;] = 0, let us define a new matriz Y;; =
M;; fi;(N|M;;|?) where fi;(-) is a non-linear function (defined as power series) that
can be different for each entry, with a finite large N limit fq,(-). Then, if M satisfies
the axioms (i)-(iv) so does Y .

For foy(u) = 3,50 fmu™, let us define Dy, [u] := >~ (m+ 1) fu™. Then, if g,
are the local free cumulants of M, those of Y are

gn (@1, s wn) = gn(w1, -+, @n) Dy, [ga(@1,m2)] -+ Dy, . [g2(n,21)] . (6)



The proof is given in Section 2.2 and we illustrate it here on a simple example.
Let fi; =id, so Y;; = NMZ-j|MZ-j|2, and let us compute the loop expectation values
E[Yi,i, -+ Yi, iy ], with all 4, distinct. Due to U(1) invariance, the leading contributions
to this expectation value come from partitioning the product of matrices M into one
group of size n made of the cyclic product M; ;, ---M; ;, and n other groups each
of size 2 made of |M;,;,,|*. There are 2" manners of partitioning this way. Thus, to
leading order in 1/N, (with xp = ix/N and all i}, distinct),

E[}/iliz T Y;nll] =2" NnE[Mlll2 T Minh] E[|Mi1iz|2] o 'EHMinil |2] (1 + O(N_l))
= N2 g (21, xn) golx1, 22) - - - g2(Tn, 1) (1 + O(NT)).

In particular, the n-point functions of the Y’s have the appropriate scaling as function
of N. It is also simple to verify that Y satisfies the other axioms.

Note that formula (6) amounts to dress the edges of the loop associated to the cyclic
product Y;,i, - -+ Y55, by the factors Dy, . [92(k, Tr+1)]- This simple observation
has the direct consequence that the cumulant generating function of Y can be obtained
from that of M via a simple dressing. Namely, if Wy, is the cumulant generating
function of M, as in (3), that of Y is

Wy lq] = Walg™'] (7)

where the dressed kernel is ¢”7 (y,z) = q(y, z) Dy, , [92(x, y)].

To explore the space of possible local free cumulants, one can — as stated above —
combine the two above propositions and generate new ensembles of structured random
matrices from unstructured once. One may for instance start with perturbed Wigner
random matrices with measure dM e~ V"V (M) for some potential V (M), in the large
N limit. Then, iterating (a) entry-dependent and (b) matrix-valued non-linear opera-
tions, one obtains new ensembles of structured random matrices satisfying the axioms

(1)-(iv).
1.3 Spectrum of subblocks

To handle the case of an arbitrary number of subblocks we consider the slightly more
general aim of finding the spectrum of M, := ht M h%, with h a diagonal matrix.
Choosing h(x) = 1¢r (here hy; = h(i/N)) to be the indicator function on some interval
I C [0,1], one recovers the case of subblocks M; C M. All the spectral information
about Mjp, is contained in the generating function,

F[h)(z) := Etrlog(z — Mp), (8)

where tr = tr/N is the normalized N-dimensional trace. This function can be viewed
as a (formal) power series in 1/z, whose coefficients are expectations of traces of powers
of Mj,. Statements about the domain of convergence of this series can be made if extra
global information about the spectrum is available, say about its compactness. The
theorem below is formulated with F[h](z) viewed as power series in 1/z (and we use
extra analytic inputs in the illustrative examples).



Our main result is :

Theorem 1. F[h|(z) is determined by the variational principle

F[h](z) = extremum [/0 [log(z — h(z)b.(x)) + a.(x)b.(z)] dx — Fyla,) (9)

a21 z

where the information about local free cumulants g,, specific to the random matriz
ensemble, is contained in (with & = (x1,--- ,xy))

Al =3 [ (L anpto) a2 (10)

n>1

Note that Fy[p] contains less information than the local free cumulants, since it
depends only on a symmetrized version of the family {g, },. Nevertheless, in the large
N limit, it represents the minimal amount of information about the measure E that
is necessary for the spectrum.

To obtain the spectrum of M}, one takes the derivative 9, F[h](z) =: G[h](z) which
is the resolvent

G[h)(z) = Etr(z — M)t
From Eq.(9), we get
! dx
e = || i -

with b, solution of the extremization conditions,

ax(z) = _,ﬁ;’bm b () = Rola:)(x), (12)
where
Rolo.|(a) = 50 (13)

In the special case where h(z) = 1,¢; is the indicator function on an interval I (or
on unions of intervals) of length ¢;, we recover the normalized spectral density oy of
the subblock M from its resolvent

Gr(2) = % /1 B _dbx == / 1) (14)

as Gr(A —ie) — Gr(A+ie) = 2imor(N\). Writing the total resolvent (including the pole
at the origin)

G () = GlLaer(2) =+ s [ 2,

we can relate the total spectral measure of M}, (including the zero-eigenvalues) to that
of a subblock M; C M by

ot (A) = (1 — £)6(N)d\ + €7 doy (V). (15)



This result is of course very much related to the framework of free probability
theory, as illustrated by the following rewriting of Eq.(12),

zh(z)™! = a,(x) "' + Rola.](x). (16)

This resembles a local version of the so-called R-transform of free probability theory
— hence the choice for the name of ”local free cumulants” for g,.

Finally, it turns out that our result can also be obtained from the general relation
between the R-transform and the resolvent in the framework of operator-valued free
probability theory (see section 2.3.3). However, the general form of this relation is quite
abstract and some work is necessary to see that it can be applied to the more practical
problem of finding the spectrum of subblocks of a class of random matrices satisfying
axioms (i)-(iv). This is one of the main contributions of this article — a second being
a direct proof of our result that does not use operator-valued free probability theory
(see sections 2.3.1 and 2.3.2)

Besides the general statement, the application of our method to the QSSEP random
matrix ensemble also constitutes a new result (see section 3.3). In contrast to this,
the other applications we present (see sections 3.1 and 3.2) are rather illustrations on
how to use our method in some well-known matrix ensembles in order to make contact
with known results.

Recalling that we parametrize an arbitrary collection of subblocks of M by the
action with a diagonal matrix h%7 i.e. M), = h® Mh%, one might wonder if the spectrum
of M}, can be obtained (much faster) by free convolution ? Indeed, as long as M and
h are free in the sense of (scalar) free probability theory, the spectral measure of My
can be obtained by free multiplicative convolution from the spectral measures of M
and h (see e.g. Lecture 14 in [19]). But this hope turns out to be in vain (see section
2.4) : The spectrum of Mj does not coincide with the spectrum obtained by free
multiplicative convolution from M and k. In turn, this means that structured random
matrices satisfying (i)-(iv) are not free from diagonal deterministic ones — highlighting
the special role of structured random matrices.

However, there are special cases of structureless matrix ensembles that are free
from diagonal deterministic matrices, for example if M is a matrix rotated by Haar
random unitaries (Theorem 7.5 in [16]). In this case we show in section 3.2 (rather
for illustrating than for original purposes) that the spectrum of M), can be indeed
obtained from free convolution. In the same section we also show, that for a single
subblock our result from Theorem 1 reduces to ”free compression”. For Haar-randomly
rotated matrices, this is a well known result.

Let us also note that we can invert the variational principle : Given a generat-
ing function F[h](z) that satisfies Eq.(9), we can retrieve the initial data Fj as the
extremum of

»0z

Fyla] = extremum [/0 [log(z — h(z)b.(z)) + a(x)b.(x)] dz — F[h](z)] . (17)

This is very similar to the Legendre Transformation where the initial function can be
retrieved by applying the transformation twice. Here the inversion works because in

10



extremizing Eq.(9) we obtain a = a(h, z) and b = b(h, z) as functions of h (and z),
while in extremizing Eq.(17) we obtain h = h(a, z) and b = b(a, z) as functions of a
(and z). Through formal power series, the triple (a, b, h) can be inverted which ensures
the variational principle for Fy above.

2 Proofs

2.1 Generating functions

Here we give the proof of the formula (3) for the cumulant generating function in
terms of the local free cumulants.

Consider X = tr(M@) so that NX = tr(MQ). The classical moment-cumulant
relation allows us to write

1
NWal =3 =3 CulMijio  Miys, ] Qi Qi

n>1 i

where we abbreviate i = (i1, ,i,) and j = (j1, - ,Jn). In the sum over ¢, one
can keep only distinct indices, taking away all the other terms where two or more
indices are equal since those terms introduce an error that is sub-leading in 1/N.
Then, due to the U(1) invariance of the measure, one has (with the shortened notation

M;j := M;;Qji)

Z Z Ch [Miljw T 7Minjn] = Z Z Cn[Miﬂa(l) U 7Minia(n)] ) (18)

7 distinct j 7 distinct 0 €S,

where o € S, is a permutation of n elements. Permutations consisting of a complete
cycle such as o = (1---n) produce terms of the form C,,[M;,4,, -+ , M;, ;,] ~ O(N1="),
while all other permutations, consisting of more than one cycle, produce sub-leading
terms. For example o = (1)(2---n) leads to Cp[Mi,i,, Migig, -+, M iy] ~ O(N™™).
Therefore, one keeps the (n—1)! complete cycles which all give the same contribution,

since we can order the monomials as M; i, ., Mi, i, - Thus,

NWIQ] = Z% Y CalMijiy--  Miyii) Quiiy - Qi - (19)

n>1 7 distinct

Recall now that Cn[Miliga ce 7Mini1] = lengn(scl, te ,.1‘") with T = ik/N. Allow-
ing terms where indices ¢ are equal will again only make a sub-leading error, by
continuity of the local free cumulants. Therefore, one can replace the sum by an
integral, using the scaling of Q;; = ¢(i¢/N, j/N), which leads to (3).

2.2 Non-linear operations

We here give the proofs that the set of random matrix ensembles satisfying the above
axioms is stable under non-linear operations.
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2.2.1 Polynomial operations

Let us prove that the axioms (i)-(iv) close under matrix-valued polynomial operations.
Let us write an arbitrary polynomial in M as P(M) =3 amM™. Due to multi-
liniarity of the cumulants we have

m>0

ColP(M)iyiy, -+, P(M)iyis] = D my -+ iy, Cul(M™ )iy, (M), -

My, ,Mn

Denoting the indices that are summed over schematically by i/, we have to evalu-
ate (note the positions of the commas which specify the variables for which we are
evaluating the cumulants)

Col(M™ )iyigs -+, (M™)i 5] = Co[Miyir -+ Mysy, -+, My i My, ] . (20)

my times my, times

We now use the formula between cumulants of variables grouped into products
and cumulants of the individual variables, see e.g. [20], which we recall. Denote k =
k14 4+k,and T =~ U---U~, € P(k) a partition of {1,---,k} into intervals
Y1, ,Yn Of length ky,--- | k,. For m € P(k), denote 7 V I' the maximum of the two
partitions, then

ColXk, .o XFn) = Z CalXy, -, X1, Xy, X0 (21)
mweP(k): mVI'=1y

k1 times k,, times

In other words, one has to sum over all partitions 7 (crossing and non-crossing) that
connect the intervals v1,--- , 7, to become the complete interval 1.

In the present case (20), each product has m,; variables and there are m = my +
-+ -+ my, individual variables in total. With ' = v, U- - - U, a partition of {1,--- ,m}
into intervals ; of size m;, we have

Cu[Miir -+ Mgy, -+ s My 0 -+ - My, |
= Z Cﬂ[Mili’7"'7Mi’i27"'7Mini'7"'7Mi’i1]'

TEP(m): nvI=1,,

From the U(1) invariance plus the scaling properties of the cumulants, we know that,
for any given partition m € P(m), only non-crossing partitions contribute to the
above cumulants at leading order in 1/N when summed over all the indices i’, com-
pare to eq. (2). The constraint of U(1) invariance can be enforced by multiplying be
appropriated Kronecker deltas. That is,

. . -/ 1-m
CTF[Mili’v"' 7Mi’i27"' 7Mini’7"' 7Mi’i1]571'*(2177’ sty ln, ) ~ N .

12



Taking the sum ), compensates a factor of N ~". Therefore, the cumulant at order
n of a polynomial of M scales as N1,

Cul(M™ )iyigy -5 (M™ )i,
=N S [ galon G ) B (G )
TENC(m)
VL =1,
where 7; = (ygi), e ,y,(,?ﬁl). Putting all together yields (5). This makes it evident

that any polynomial P(M) satisfies axiom (i)-(iii). It is easy to check that the axiom
(iv) is also fulfilled.

2.2.2 Point-wise operations

Again by multi-linearity of the cumulants, it is enough to prove Proposition 3 for
monomials z™* with different powers my,---,m, for each entry M, i,, -, M; i,
that is for

Yo, my = N Cp[Miy 4, | M;

[ My | M, [P0

12 ni1
with m = my+---+m,,. Again, we are going to use the formula (21) for the cumulants
of product of variables, with k& = 2m; + 1,--+ ,k, = 2m,, + 1. Due to the U(1)
invariance, the relevant partitions consist of one cyclic block which takes one element
from each interval, and all other blocks are pairs of elements within an interval. Other
partitions yield sub-leading contributions. Thus, X,,, ... s, is equal to (up to sub-
leading terms in 1/N)

n

=N" A{m} Cn[Miliza e 3M'L‘nil}c2|:Mi1i2’Mi2il]ml Oy [Ml

— Nl )\{m} gn(l‘b e 73;”) 92(1'1; q;2)m1 - 92(1‘7“ xl)mn .

m
M, i, ™

ni1)

The combinatorial prefactor Ay, y codes for the number of ways of partitioning in one
cycle of size n and n other blocks of size 2. It is given by

)\{m.} =(my+ 1! (m, +1)!.

Indeed, to build the cyclic block, one has a choice between m; +1 elements M, ;, in the
product M;, ;,|M;,;,|>™ (which corresponds to 1 in (21)). Once this element is chosen,
there are mq! possibilities to form pairs with the remaining elements while respecting
the U(1) invariance. This makes (mj + 1)! possible choices for the first product. The
other products follow analogously. Multiplying all possibilities gives A, j. Resuming
these contributions, using the multi-linearity of the cumulants, yields (6). This makes
it clear that Y satisfies axiom (i)-(iii). It is easy to check that the axiom (iv) is also
satisfied.

13



2.3 Spectrum of subblocks

We propose three proofs for Theorem 1. The first is a direct proof that uses a bijection
between non-crossing partitions and trees. The second is also direct and is based on
organizing the summation on partitions according to their cardinal or that of their
Kreweras dual. The third relies on operator valued free probability theory and shows
that our result is a special case of the relation between operator-valued R-transform
and resolvent. Of course, the three proofs have some elements in common.

Let M;, := h2 Mh? as in (8). From (2), the moments of M}, can be expressed as a
sum over non-crossing partitions (with tr = tr/N)

oult] = Jim BlO)) = Y [0 (@ 6@ hlar) - hwn) T (22)

N—o0

where the notation is as in (2).

2.3.1 Proof using a tree structure

Expanding the generating function (8) in terms of the moments ¢,[h], defined in
Eq.(22), one has

Flh](=) = log(z) = Y “—u[h]. (23)
n>1

The difficulty in this function lies in organising the sum over non-crossing partitions of
any possible integer n. To better understand this structure, we note that non-crossing
partitions m € NC(n) are in one-to-one correspondence with planar bipartite rooted
trees with n edges, if one labels its black and white vertices by the parts of m and
7*. Here is an example for m = {{1, 3}, {2}, {4,5}, {6}} (dotted lines) whose Kreweras
complement is 7 = {{1,2},{3,5,6},{4}} (solid lines).

The parts of m are associated with black vertices and parts of 7* with white vertices.
Two vertices are connected if the corresponding parts of 7 and 7* have an element
in common (identifying numbers with and without bar, k& ~ k). The root is (by
convention) chosen to be the part p containing 1.

However, applying this correspondence to Eq.(22) is not directly straightforward,
because two partitions 7 and 7’ that are related by a rotation of its elements (in the
circle representation) have the same contribution in the sum and thereby complicate
the counting of terms. This is due to the integration over xi,--- ,x,. If instead, we
don’t integrate over one of these variables, call it z, then 7 and «’ will give rise to
different contributions, because they now depend on .

14



This leads us to define
onlh](z) = E(z[(Mp)"|z).

Note that ¢, [h]=[¢n[h](z)dz. Associating the label z to the root of the tree T, that
corresponds to a partition m we now have

@) = Y WD),

Te with n edges

The weight W(TZ) of a tree T, with root label x is defined as follows : Assign an
integration variables x; to each black vertex, and assign x to the black vertex that
constitutes the root. Then assign the value z=*h(zy1)--- h(zk)gx (21, -+ ,2x) to each
white vertex whose neighbouring black vertices carry the variables x1, - - - , xx. Finally,
take the product over all vertices and integrates over all x; (except for the root x).
By definition we set the tree consisting of a root without legs to one. Graphically the
rules for the weights W (T7) are

T T

) B
1
-

Doing the sum over all n is now easy : We just relax the condition on the sum
over trees with n edges to trees of arbitrary size. We consider a generating function
involving a sum over ¢,[h](x),

ar(z) o= Efa| oy = M8 50 ollI@) L B S gy
T

T
Z—Mh >0

where the last equality is due to the correspondence with trees.
In order to establish the relation (12) satisfied by a.(z) we consider the subset of
trees To whose root (still a black vertex) has a single leg only. This defines

b.(z) == ﬁZW(Tf). (24)

Note that the weight W(TZ) of a tree whose root has [ legs is equal to the product
of weights W(Tg,)---W(Ty,) of trees with a single leg on their root that arise by
cutting the [ legs of T¥. This implies

Swm = (1- Y wa)

15



which yields the first relation in Eq.(12).
For the second relation, we start with T¥ and cut the [ outgoing legs of the first

white vertex. This generates a product of [ trees TT; whose weights satisfy

h(x
w(re) = U [ dmgua (o W) W),

) )

Therefore, taking the sum over all trees Ty,

-3 (1Tae

>0

Z)ZW(TOZI)> gl+1(xaxla"' 7xl)' (25)
Te

One recognizes the definition of a, (z;) in this expression, which then implies the second
relation in Eq.(12).

Both relations in Eq. (12) are the extremization conditions of the variational prin-
ciple (9). As a last step we should therefore verify that F[h] as defined in Eq. (23)
coincides with the solution of the extremization problem from Eq. (9). Here we show
that their first derivates with respect to h coincide for any h, as well as their value at
h =0.

Since h(x) §¢n[h]/0h(x) = n ¢, [h](z), one calculates from Eq.(23) that

B S R

Furthermore, one easily sees from our discussion of the multiplication of weights below
Eq.(24) that a.(z)b.(z) = >, W(TJ) — 1. This leads to

SF[h] (=)

() g = ax(w)bs ()

On the other hand, starting from Eq.(9), one has

SENG) ___hlah-(@)
5h () ~ h(@)b. (@)

where we used Eq. (12) in the last line. Since F'[h = 0](z) = log(z) for both definitions
(9) and (12), the two expressions for F[h](z) coincide.

h(x) = —a(7)bs (),

2.3.2 Proof using Kreweras duality

Let a, be the resolvent with a marked variable z, such that [ a.(z)dz = G[h](z) is
the resolvent, that is:

1 —n—1 n
7 = 2 T T EGl (M) ")

n>0
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From Eq.(22), the moments with marked variable ¢,[h](x) := E{z|(M}p)"|z) are sum
over non-crossing partitions, but without the integration over .

Let p, be the part of 7 containing x, and p} be the part of 7* (the Kreweras
dual) containing x (we choose one of the two labelling of the edges of 7* be naming
them with their left (right) point when representing the partition as a loop connecting
the points that belong to the same part). There are two ways to organise the sum
over the number of points/edges and over their non-crossing partitions : either by the
cardinality of p, or that of p.

Let us first organise the sum by the cardinality of p,. If |p,| = 1, then z is a singlet
in w. That is : we consider all marked partitions (with any number of points greater
than one) such that x, the marked point, is a singlet. Summing over such partitions
defines a function that we denote b, (). That is,

b.(x) = E(z| |x>[n09¢} - Z L1n E<$|M}?|w>[nox]7

z — Mh n>1
where the "no x” upper script means that = is not used in any of the intermediate
indices in the product of matrices (i.e. when inserting a resolution of the identity). If
k := |pg| > 2, then the contribution of this partition to the product E(z|M;*|z) splits
into the product of k contributions of the form E(z|M,”|z)Pe] with ding = n.
(Here we implicitly use the tree structure underlying the lattice of NC partitions).
Since each NC partition appears only once, we get that

aa(2) = Y 2 ()]t =

k>0

This is the first relation in (12) if we define a, = hd, and b, = l;z/h

Let us now organise the sum by the cardinal of p}. Actually we shall organise the
sum involved in b, (z) (with no repetition of z). Let k := |p*| > 1. The contributions of
the marked NC partitions with |p%| = k will each involve a factor gii1(z, z1,- -+ , zk).
Using again the tree structure underlying the lattice of NC partitions, we then read
that®

b, () = Z h(z) / dxy - deg grr1(x, 21, xp)h(z1)az (1) - - h(zg)ax (xg).

k>0
Using the definition for Ry[p](x) below Eq.(12) this reads
b.(x) = h(z) Ro[ha](x).

With a, = ha, and b, = Bz/h, this is the second relation in Eq.(12)

5In the discrete level, because of the "noz” constraint in the definition of b(x), the indices to sum over,

representing the integrals over z1,--- , g, should be different from the marked point z. Similarly, the
functions a.(z;) which arise in the relation b, (xz) = Rg[a.](x) should actually be a.(x;)"°*, involving the
matrix element (z;|M;'|2)"°“i. But this does not matter in the continuum limit, since all the functions to

be integrated over are smooth and x # z; in the integration.
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Finally note that,

OF[h](2)

) )

=1—za,(z) = —a. ()b (z) = a,(z)b.(x).

Together with the boundary value, F'[0](z) = log z, this fixes F'[h](z) (at least as formal
series in h).

2.3.3 Proof using operator valued free probability

This section recalls some basic definitions of operator-valued free probability theory
and shows how the relation between the R- and the Cauchy-transform (Theorem 2)
can be used to deduce our main result (Theorem 1). Of course, the relation between R-
and Cauchy transform also uses implicitly the tree structure of non-crossing partitions.
We closely follow [21, chpt. 9] and [22] and start with the definition of the operator-
valued moments for a general unital algebra .4 which later becomes the matrix algebra
formed by the matrices M.

Definition 1. Let A be a unital algebra and consider a unital subalgebra D C A.
Then EP : A — D is called a conditional expectation value (with amalgamation over
D) if for all @ € A and d,d’ € D one has EP[d] € D and EP[dad’] = dEP]a]d'.

For any choice of dy,--- ,d,—1 € D, the operator-valued (or D-valued) moments
of a are defined as EP [adia - - ad,—1a] € D and the collection of all operator-valued
moments define the operator-valued distribution of a.

We will now consider the special case where the elements M = a € A are random
matrices of size N satisfying properties (i)-(iii), and the elements A = d € D are
diagonal matrices of size N. Note that D is indeed a subalgebra of A and that in the
large N limit we have D — L°|0, 1]. We also define explicitly a conditional expectation
value adapted to our choice of D C A. For M € A,

EP[M] := diag(E[Mun],-- ,E[Mnn)). (27)

Clearly, this definition satisfies the defining properties of a conditional expectation
value.

As in scalar free probability, one can define operator-valued free cumulants as
follows.
Definition 2. The D-valued free cumulants k2 : A" — D are implicitly defined by

EP[My My = > wP2(My,--,M,) (28)
TeENC(n)
where k2 is obtained from the family of linear functions k2 := nlpn by respecting the

nested structure of the parts appearing in 7 as explained in the following example.
Example 1. For 7 = {{1,3}, {2}, {4,5}, {6}}, which corresponds to the dotted lines
in the following figure, k2 is defined as

18



ki (My, My, Mg, My, Ms, Mg) := w3 (M - k1 (Mz), M3) - 55 (Ma, Ms) - &7 (Ms).
Note that one deals with matrix products, specifically emphasized by the dot - in this
example, which is omitted elsewhere.

Next we would like to relate x2 to the local free cumulants g,. In the large N
limit with 2 = i/N, we introduce the notation EP[M](z) := EP[M];; € R to denote
a diagonal elements of D. By Eq. (22), we can express the D-valued moments as

EP [MAl T MA"M] (33) = Z df(n)Al(xl) T An(a:n)gﬂ(jj'(")’ 'r)(Sﬂ'* (f(n)a 1‘)
TENC(n+1)

Here we interchanged the roles of 7 and 7* which does not change the sum. Com-
paring to the definition of operator-valued free cumulants, this suggest the following
identification.

Proposition 4. Let m € NC(n+ 1), we have

KP(MAy, -, MA,, M)(z) = / A7 AL (21) - Ay () g (B, 2) 5 (2™, 1) (29)

Proof. We must check that this identification can be consistently obtained from the
case T = 1,41 by respecting the nested structure appearing in k2. That is, we define

HE+1(MA17 7MATHM)(‘T) = /df(n)Al(‘Tl)An(xn)gn-i-l(f(n)vx)a (30)

and show that this implies the proposition. It is important to have included the
diagonal A;’s in this definition, since this allows us to resolve nested terms such as
kP (M kP (M), M). In fact, one soon notices that Eq.(29) is precisely the definition of
the nested structure of k2.

We illustrate this using the above example with 7 = {{1, 3}, {2}, {4,5},{6}} and
Kreweras complement 7* = {{1,2},{3,5,6}, {4}}. The definition of L, ; implies that
the Lh.s of Eq.(29) becomes

HE(MAlK}?(MAQ), MA3)(x) RQD(MA47 MA5)(x) H?(M)(I)

= /d$1 Al(iUl)Az(fﬂl)gl(fﬂl)A3($)gz($1,33)/dl’4 Ay(w4)As(z)g2(24, )91 ()

This corresponds indeed to the r.h.s. where d.«(x1, -+ ,26) = d(z1 — x2)d0(x3 —
x5)0(xs — z) and we identified g = x. An arbitrary m € NC(n + 1) can be tackled in
the same way identifying x, 11 = x. O
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This result also explains how the structure of ¢g,d,+« which we encountered in
Eq.(22) fits into the free probability picture. Earlier, we could only ascertain that the
family fr := [ gr-(Z) 6,(Z)dZ are not the (scalar) free cumulants of M because they
where not multiplicative (R;R, 7# Rrus ). Now we understand that they are nonetheless
free cumulants, but in the operator valued setting with amalgamation over diagonal
matrices. More precisely <, = tr (KE(M, e ,M)) This also suggests that calling the
family of functions g,, "local free cumulants” seems to be a good name choice.

Definition 3. The D-valued R-transform, Ry : D — D of an element M € A is
defined by
RZ\/I(A) = ZHE+1(MA7”' 7MA,M) (31>
n>0
and the D-valued Cauchy transform (or resolvent) Gpr : D — D is defined by

1
A—-M

Gu(A) = E” J=> EP[AT(MAT) (32)

n>0

Theorem 2 (see Thrm. 11 in Chpt. 9 of [21]). Similarly to the scalar-valued case,
here the R- and Cauchy transforms are related by

1

OB = R R (G (B))

(33)

The D-valued Cauchy transform can be related to its scalar analogue G(z) (denoted
without the subscript) by

1

G(Z) = 'LI‘(GI\/[(Z]I)) = E[tr(zll— M)]

Let us now consider M), = h'/2Mh'/? € A and define (with z = i/N)

&Z(l‘) = NIE;HDO GMh (ZH)“ (34)

The scalar Cauchy transform of Mj is then G(z) = fol dz a(x). Furthermore, from
Eq.(30) one sees that

Rap, (A)(z) = ) / Az A(@)h(z1) - Awg) b)) h(@) g (B, 2) - (35)
n>0
Together with Theorem 2 we therefore obtain,

~ _ 1 = !
Gz () = z— Ry, (a.)(z) 2 — h(z)Ro[ha,](z) %

In the last equality we used the definition of Ry from Eq.(13). Redefining a,(x) =
h(z)a,(xz) we obtain the extremization conditions in Eq.(12), which are equivalent to
the variational principle in Theorem 1.
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2.4 No free multiplicative convolution

In the case of matrices rotated by Haar random unitaries we will see in subsection
3.2 that the spectral measure o; of M}, is related to that of h and M, respectively
denoted by v and o, via a free multiplicative convolution as 0; = v X ¢. This is, in
fact, always true if M and h are free in the sense of free probability. For M a Haar-
randomly rotated matrix, this is the case : h and M are free. Here we will show that
we cannot obtain o; by free multiplicative convolution of v and ¢ in the general case
of structured random matrices where the local free cumulants g,, are not constant. In
return, this means, that structured random matrices M are not free from deterministic
diagonal matrices h.

Let Sr (resp. Sp) be the S-transform of the measure o; (resp. o). Recall that
Sr(w) = % with w+1 = 27Gy(zr) and similarly So(w) = 1;’)—1'01 with w41 = 20Go(20)
(see appendix A for a definition of the S-transform). Hence, if o = v K o so that
Sr(w) = So(w)Sk(w), we should have

20

= Sp(w).

2y
In particular, if oy = vXo then zp/z; is independent of the distribution of M, that is,
it is independent of the local free cumulants g,. We check below that zg/z; actually

depends on the local free cumulants g,,, so that oy # v X o.
The equation for z; reads

w= /dx% . /d:c (zllh(x)bz(x) + Zl%(h(x)bz(x))2 + ) .

This is an equation for 1/z;. We have to take into account that b,(z) also depends
on z. Let us write b, () = by (x) + %bg(.’ﬂ) +---. We have by (x) = ¢g1(x) and by(x) =
Jdy g2(z,y)h(y). Solving for 1/z; we get

1w [(hb1)2] + [hbo]
~ i (1 )

zZr o [hbl]

where [---] is short notation for integration over z, i.e. [f] = [dzf(x). The formula
for zg is obtained from that of z; be setting h = 1. Thus

20 [91] w

and zp/z; depends on the local free cumulants g,, and Sr(w) # Sp(w)So(w) or
equivalently oy # v X o.
Remark that, to next order in w we have

o Lol () (@), lex B (el oo
mmﬂQ(MMQ Y g @W*O(O
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For constant local free cumulants (i.e. for unstructured matrices), g1 ~> k1 and ga ~~
Ko, the r.h.s. of the previous equation is independent of those cumulants (it depends
only on h). More precisely the second term proportional to w vanishes since [[ga(h x
h)]] ~ k2[h)? and [hg1] ~ k1[h], while the remaining terms become

oL (B
o (1 e vt o )>

This coincides with the expansion of Sp,(w) as expected.

3 Applications

In this section we apply the formulae (11-12) to some explicit random matrix ensem-
bles. For Wigner matrices we show that this produces the well known Wigner
semi-circle law. We also show how to generalize this to the structured case where the
variance of diagonal entries can vary. For matrices rotated by Haar random unitaries,
we show that our method reduces to free multiplicative convolution when interested in
the spectrum of subblocks. Finally we apply our method to the stationary distribution
of the Quantum Symmetric Simple Exclusion Process (QSSEP), a structured random
matrix ensembles for which the local free cumulants are known. This application to
QSSEP is new and extends the results previously presented in [8].

3.1 Wigner matrices

Wigner matrices are characterized by the vanishing of its associated free cumulants
of order strictly bigger than two. Thus, for Wigner matrices only g; and g, are non

vanishing and both are z-independent. All g,,, n > 3, are zero. Without loss of gen-
2
erality we can choose g; = 0 and we set go = s2. Then Fy[p] = = [dzdy p(x)p(y)

and Ry[p] = s? [dz p(z). For the whole interval h(z) = 1 (considering a subset will be
equivalent), the saddle point equations become

with A = [dza(z). This yields a second order equation for A, i.e. A7l = 2 — s2A.

Solving it, with the boundary condition A ~ % + .-+ at z large, gives
1 s
A:272(Zf 227482)
s

Thus the cut is on the interval [—2s, 4+2s] and the spectral density is

dA
do(N) Vst — 2 Ixe[-2s,+25] (37)

2ms?

Of course, that’s Wigner’s semi-circle law.
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3.2 Haar-randomly rotated matrices

We consider matrices of the form M = UDUT, with U Haar distributed over the
unitary group and D a diagonal matrix with spectral density ¢ in the large N limit.
For such matrices, it is known that the local free cumulants are constant and equal to
the free cumulants of o, that is

M

gn(Z) := lim N"'E[M; inin]© = kn(0). (38)

N —o00

1i2Mi2i3 ’

The proof resorts to the HCIZ integral and is outlined in appendix B.

Spectrum of M (consistency check).

Of course the spectrum of the whole matrix M is that of D with spectral density o.
Let us check this within our approach via Theorem 1. With g, = k,(0) and h(z) =1
(we consider the whole matrix M), Eqs.(12) become

1 —1
A= T b(A) =Y Ak (o),

k>1

with A = [dz a,(x). Let us recall some basics definition from free probability. For any

measure o of some random variable X, let G, (z) = E[-1] = > n>0 27" tm,, (o) and

K, (z) = 3 ,502" *kn(0), with m,, and £, the n-th moments and free cumulants,
respectively. As well known from free probability, G, and K, are inverse functions, i.e.
K,(Gy(2)) = z. Comparing with the previous equation, we see that b,(A) = K,(A) —
A=Y The equation A = 1/(2—b.(A)) can thus be written as z = b, (A)+ A~ = K,(A),
and hence
A=Gy(2)

As a consequence, the resolvent of M is equal to G,(z) and the spectral density of M
is indeed that of D, as it should be.

Spectrum of a subblock reduces to free compression.

We now consider an interval I = [0,¢] € [0,1] and compute the spectrum doj(A) of
the subblock of M with /N rows and columns that corresponds to this interval, i.e.
h(z) = 1zes. The saddle point equations (12) impose b,(x) to be independent of x
and a(x) =0 for ¢ I. They then read

14

z—b,

b= Ay 'eg(o), Ar=

k>1
with Ay = [;dz a.(x). These two equations imply z = K, (Ag) — (1 —£)/A,.

Let us now define (following a remark by Ph. Biane) the freely-compressed measure
o) defined from o by compressing its free cumulants by a factor 1/¢, that is

k(00 = t7 kg (0).
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We have K, (w) = 1K, (w)+ (1) L. The equation for A, thus reads K, (A¢) = 2
and hence

N

Ae(z) = Ga(z) (Z)

Q)
This implies, [ dzl_())\‘) = dz_ég{), so that

dor(I\) = do'P(N) (39)

That is : the spectral measure of a subblock I = [0, ¢] of M of relative size £ is that of
the freely-compressed measure o) but for the compressed eigenvalue AL

Spectrum via free multiplicative convolution.

For illustrating purposes, we present an explicit derivation of the well-known result
that for any initial spectral measure o — that of the diagonal matrix D — and any
function h — defining the total spectral measure v —, the spectral measure of h'/2Mh1/?
is the free multiplicative convolution of v and o, that is

tot

ot =vKo. (40)

Note that o%°* includes potential zero eigenvalues in the case where h(z) = 1,5 is
the indicator function on an interval. In contrast to this, o7, which we obtained in the
last subsection via free compression as the spectrum of a subblock M; C M, does not
contain these zero eigenvalues. The two spectra are related by Eq.(15).

Let So, Sk, Sr (resp. Go, Gp, G) the S-transform (resp. the resolvent) of the
spectral measure o, v, oi°'. Recall the relation between the S-transform and the R-
transform as C'(25(z)) = z with C(z) = zR(z). Recall also the relation between
the resolvent and the S-transform: S(zG(z) — 1) = G(2)/(2G(z) — 1). Setting w =
2G(z) — 1, it can be written as S(w) = “tl with z implicitly depending on w via
w+1=2G(2).

We have to prove Sr(w) = Sp(w)Sp(w).

Let w := 2Gy(z) — 1, so that Sr(w) = “EL with 2G;(z) = w+ 1. The resolvent G
is defined by the saddle point equations

B dx ) B h(z) dx
Grlz) = /z T RoA) A= /z “h(z)Ro(A)

Using these relations we have w = Rg(A) f% = ARy(A) thus w = Cy(A),
and hence A = wSp(w). As a consequence, the relation A = I% can be

written as (using A = wSy(w))
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Let u = 2Sp(w), then (using Sr(w) = “tL)

zw

udx
u— h(x)

1
Sl(w):So(w)&, withw+1=/
uw

Now “Etl = G, (w), because for h diagonal, Gj,(u) = f#"c(z) and hence Sj, (w) = 2L

with w+1 = #‘fa). Thus Sy(w) = So(w)Sh(w) or equivalently o = v K o.

3.3 QSSEP

The open Quantum Symmetric Simple Exclusion Process (QSSEP) is a quantum
stochastic process that is supposed to model diffusive transport in one dimensional
chaotic many-body quantum systems in the mesoscopic regime [6, 7]. Mathematically
it is a one-dimensional chain with N sites occupied by spinless free fermions c; with
noisy hopping rates and coupled to boundary reservoirs at j = 1, N that inject and
extract fermions with rates o1y and i n, respectively. The key quantity of interest is
the matrix of coherences with elements M;;(t) := Tr(p; c;rcj) which contains all infor-
mation about the system since the evolution of QSSEP preserves Gaussian fermionic
states [6]. The N x N matrix M undergoes a stochastic evolution of the form

1

AM (1) = ildhe, M(D)] — 5 [dhe, [dhe, M (1)) + L[M]de (41)
with
0 dw}
AW,
dh, =
thNfl
awy Tt o

where thj = Wtﬂ_dt - Wtj are the increments of complex Brownian motions,

independent for each site j, and

1
E[M}ij - Z (5pi5pjap - 5(5@ + 5]'17)(0417 + Bp)Mij)
pel,N

The stochastic evolution has a unique stationary distribution [23] that is characterized

by its local free cumulants as [13] (again with the notation & = (z1,--- ,xy))
Z 9 (Z) = min(Z) =: o, (Z). (42)
TeNC(n)

The functions g, can be viewed as the free cumulants of the indicator functions
I.(y) := 1ly<, with respect to the Lebesgue measure, since the moments of these
functions are precisely E[l,, - - - I, ] = min(Z).
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From the point of view of physics we are interested in the spectra of M and of its
subblocks in order to compute the entanglement entropy in the QSSEP [8].

Ezxplicit expression for Fy[p].

As a first step, we compute the function FO[ | that contains the initial data through

the functions g,,. Defining I, ( f dx p(x), we shall prove that for QSSEP,
1 1 do
Fypl=w-1 7/ dxloglw — I, ()], with / —— =1, (43)
0 ) o w—Ip(z)

We define the free cumulant and the moment generating function,

K[p] Zw anl Zw "o p

n>0 n>0

where @, [p] :== [dZ o(Z)p(z1) - p(zn) and g,[p] := [ dZ g(@)p(x1) - - p(xn). By con-
vention, we set go[p] = po[p] = 1. We have @n[p] = >_ cnc(n) 9x[p]. By results from
free probability theory, these two functions are inverses of each other, K, (G, (w)) =

w. Integrating Eq.(42) and using Ij,(y fo dz p(x)l;(y), the Cauchy transform Gy,

can be written as

G = [ o (44)

w) = _
[p] ) w— ]I[p] (x)
Since the initial data function Fy is such that Folvp] = >, o, %ngn [p], we have 1 +
09y Fy[vp] = vKy(v). Define now a new variable w, depending on v and p, such that
v = Gpp(w). Using K, (G (w)) = w, the equation 1 + vd, Fy[vp] = vKp,(v) then
becomes
1+ v9, Fylvp] = vw

Integrating w.r.t. v yields (with the appropriate boundary condition Fy[0] = 0)

Folvp] =vw —1— /0 dx log[v(w — Iy ()]

Indeed, computing the v-derivative of the Lh.s gives vd,Fy[vp] = vw — 1 + ( ) —

01 w—lﬁm](w)] which, using equation (44), becomes v9, Fy[vp] = vw — 1. Setting v = 1
Db

one obtains Eq.(43).

Differential equation for b.(x).
Next we derive a differential equation for b, (x), see Eq.(45) below.

Using Eq.(43), the relation b, (x) = %ZZ[(';Z)] becomes

@ dy ) /1 dx
b, (x :/ ———, with — =1
( ) 0 W— H[az](y) 0 wW— ]I[az](x)
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Thus, b,(x) satisfies the boundary conditions b,(0) = 0 and b,(1) = 1. Furthermore,
/b () = w — T, (2) and (1/b,(2))" = a=(x). Using a-() = =iz from the
saddle point equation gives, after some algebraic manipulation,

20" () + h(z) (V' (x)* — b(2)b"(x)) = 0. (45)

For h(z) = 1,¢r, that is h(x) =0 for ¢ I and h(z) = 1 for x € I, this yields

(46)

log(z — b(2))]” =0, ifzel
b.(z)" =0, ifrgl

with boundary conditions b,(0) = 0 and b,(1) = 1.

Spectrum of M.

First we present the derivation of the easier case where I = [0, 1]. In this case a solution
of Eq.(46) with correct boundary conditions is b (z) = z — z (=1 )z Via Eq.(11) the
resolvent becomes

G(z) = /0 drz" Yz —1)"" (47)

and has a branch cut at z € [0, 1]. Cauchy’s identity yields the spectral density as G(A—
i€) —G(A+ie) = 2imop 1 (A) from which we find doyy 1)(A) = 2 fol dx sin(rx) A* 11—
A)~*. Integrating over x leads to

d\ 1

doo,1(A) = A1 =) 72 + 10g2(%

) Ixefo,1]- (48)

By a change of variable, this is actually a Cauchy-Lorenz distribution. Defining v :=

log(%) € (—o00,+00), or A = ﬁ%, we have
dv
da[o’l]()\) = 77T2 n 1/2.

Spectrum of a subblock of M.

The spectrum of an arbitrary subblock M; C M can become quite complicated as
the following proposition shows. Since we are dealing with a structured matrix, the
spectrum will depends on the position of the subblock and not on its size only. Figure 1
shows that the analytical result from the following proposition indeed agrees with a
numerical simulation of the spectrum of Mj.

Proposition 5. The spectrum of subblock My of M restricted to the interval I = [c, d]

of size{ =d —c is

dx 0 .
A1 =) 62 + (logr)2 el =]

doje,q(A) = (49)
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histogram of numerical simulation for 1=[0.4,0.7]
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A

Fig. 1 Comparison between the analytical solution and a numerical simulation for the spectrum oy
of My for I =[0.4,0.7]. The numerics comes from a simulation of the QSSEP time evolution of M in
Eq.(41) on N = 100 sites with discretization time step d¢t = 0.1. Instead of averaging over many noisy
realizations, we exploit the ergodicity of QSSEP and perform a time average over a single realization
between t = 0.25 and t = 0.4. The QSSEP dynamics reaches its steady state at approximately t = 0.2.

where r and 0 are functions of A determined by the complex transcendental equation

A e c(logr+if) —¢
1N T _—d)ogr+if) + ¢ (50)

The support of the spectrum is [z, 2] with

L c(1—¢)+d1—d) £ VA

(- +d(l—d) £VA+2(1—d)2e 0 (51)

with A = £(1 = )[((1 =€) + 4¢(1 = d)] and £+ 6% = 5755 [¢(1 — ) £ V/A]. Note that
25 < candd < z& so that the support of the spectrum is larger than the interval [c, d].

Proof. An ansatz for the differential equation Eq.(46), satisfying b,(0) = 0 and b,(1) =
1,is

azx, if0<z<e,

b.(z) =< 2z+vQ(2)Y, ifc<x<d, (52)

1+8(x—-1), fd<z<l,
where instead of x € [¢, d] we use y € [0, 1] to parametrize the interval, x = c+yf. The
complex function Q(z) parametrises the exponential growth of z—b,(x) in the interval
[c,d]. The coefficients «, 8, v are determined, as a function of @, by the continuity of
b, and b, at the boundaries of the interval y = 0 and y = 1. One finds (we don’t need
the explicit expression for o and )

ce(l—2)—(1-d)zQ(z)

o) = 2 TG0

Q)Y (53)
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for © = ¢+ yf € [c,d]. The continuity of b, and V), at the boundaries of the interval
yields four equations. Three are used to determined «, 3,~. The fourth one yields a
constraint on @,

(I1—2z42Q)¢——clogQ) =z2(£{ —1)Qlog Q. (54)

This specifies the analytical structure of Q(z), as complex function of z, from which
we deduce the spectral density.

We first determine the support of the spectrum — by looking at the position of
the cut of the function Q(z) — and then the spectral measure on that support — by
computing the jump of Q(z) on its cut.

The cut of @ is on the real axis. To find it, we write Eq.(54) as

(1—-20)logg

£(Q) =9(Q), with f(q) :=1+nq, g(q) :== (T clogg

where Q := Q! and 7 := =2 We have ¢/(q) = qé&%‘gq)? > 0, and g(q) diverges for
g=e""¢<1and g(0) = g(co) = =£ > 1. On Ry, the function g(g) is critical to the
straight-line f(q) for two critical values nf with n < 7. This corresponds to two
critical values for z, i.e. 2z = 1/(1 +nF) with 0 < z; < 2} < 1. The cut, and hence

the support of the eigenvalues, is thus on [z [0, 1].

* 9 *}

The two critical values for 7 are solutions of (with ¢ = €?)

1-4)8 L1=2)
1 s (L=00 5 _ —
e (e (£ + ¢6)?
This leads to a second order equation for ¢,

c(1—d)o*>+0(1—d—c)§—£=0

The discriminant is A = £(1 — £)[¢(1 — £) + 4¢(1 — d)] and the two solutions 6+ :=
m[ﬁ(d +c—1) £ VA]. We let ke := £(1 — ¢) £ VA, which is symmetric by
[c,d] = [L —d,1—c]. Then, ny = 4(1 — d)%¢(1 — £)e~%+ /k%, so that

L c(l1—¢)+d1—d) £ VA
(=) +d(1—d) £ VA +2(1 —d)2e0+

(55)

as proposed in Eq.(51).

Let us now compute the spectral density. The later is obtained by integrating the
branch cut discontinuity of the resolvent (11) (with the pole at the origin discarded),
so that

dx [Tdr 1

e 0 z—b.(2)
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with z — b,(z) given by Eq.(53) for £ = ¢+ yf in [c,d]. Recall Eq.(54) for @), which

can alternatively be written as (¢(1 — z) — (1 — d)2Q)log @ = ¢(1 — z + z@Q)) so that
QY

log Q’

2 balo) = (T (g

)

Using Q7 Y1ogQ = —0,Q 7Y, we can explicitly integrate the discontinuity to get

dx,1—/¢ 1-Q
dofe,q)(A) = — (=) Im [HJFAQ} Lyelor 24 (56)
Eq.(54) also allows to express @ as a function of log Q) as
z _ clog@Q ¢
l—zQ_(l—d)logQ+€‘ (57)

This can then be used to simplify further the expression (56) for the spectral density as

dX\ 1
doea®) = =y o™ LogQ} Lelsr =) (58)
Parametrising Q as Q = re'® in Eqs.(57,58) yields the claim. 0O

To end this section, let us note that the explicit expression of the spectral density
satisfies the expected symmetry doj. 4(A\) = doj1_g,1—¢ (1 — A). In particular, one can
verify the symmetry of the support, that is 2 (1—d,1—c) = 1—27 (¢, d). Furthermore,
ford=1",=1—c+0", we have §; = +oo and §_ = —1/c so that 2} (¢,1) = 1 and
27 (c,1) = T 9o/ By symmetry, for ¢ = 07, £=1—d—0", we have §_ = —cc

and 5+ = 1/(1 — d) so that Z;(O,d) =0 and zj((),d) = Ww. For ¢ = 0+’
1-)

d=17,weget z; =0, 27 =1and § =7, r =152, and we recover Eq.(48).
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Appendix A Free probability glossary

We tried to use notation as close as possible to those used by R. Speicher in [16]. Let
o be a (classical) measure for a random variable X.

® The resolvent G, (z) := E,[-15] is a generating function of the moments m,, =
E,[X™]:

GO—(Z) = Zmn Zﬁnil = 2;71 —+ m1272 + m2273 4
n>0
]\;L,(z) = Z_laa(z_l) = Z My 2" =14+miz+moz® + -+

n>0
(We put a hat on M to distinguished from the matrix M, otherwise it is the same

definition as in Speicher et al).
e The R-transform is a generating function of the free cumulants k, := k,(0):

R,(z) := an 2PV = Ky + Koz + K322 4 -

p>1
K,(2) =2+ R,(2) = Zlip PV =27 bRy Roz kg2 -
p=0
Col2) = 2R (2) = Y hip 2 = hir2 + Kp2? + kg2® 4

p>1

(There is a shift of 1 in this definition of C, compared to that of Speicher et al).

We of course have zK,(z) =1+ Cy(2).
® The function G, and K, are inverse each other, thus

Ko(Go(2)) = 2, Go(Kq(2) =2
The previous relation then reads
2Gy(2) =14 Cy(Gy(2)) , My(2) =1+ Co(zM,(2)).
® The S-transform can be defined by
Cr(25,(2)) =2, Cy(2)S,(Cy(2)) =2

The function S, exists, as a formal power in z, whenever k1 # 0 : S,(2) = %1 —

“22+---. Using G5 (K, (2)) = 2, this relation can alternatively be written as
1
1+2 Gy (2)
Gy <ZSU(Z)) 285(2), Sy(2Gs(2) —1) G2 -1
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Setting w = 2G,(z) — 1, the above formula can be written as Sy (w) = “t! with
z(w) determined by solving 2G,(z) = w + 1.
® For two measures o and v, the additive free convolution is defined

RJEEL/(Z> = RU('Z) + RV(Z)7

that is, we add the free cumulants. Thus if ¢ and b are (relatively) free then
Ratb(2) = Ra(2) + Rp(2).
® For two measures o and v, the free multiplicative convolution ¢ K v is defined via
their S-transform
Salgu(z) = SO’(Z)SU(Z)7
that is, we multiply the S-transforms. Thus, if a and b are (relatively) free, then
Sap(2) = Sq(2)Ss(2) (instead of ab we could have considered azba?).

Appendix B Local free cumulants for
Haar-randomly rotated matrices

Let M = UDU', with U Haar distributed over the unitary group and D a diagonal
matrix with spectral density o in the large N limit. From the HCIZ integral, it is
known that the generating function E[eN*(@M)] can be written in terms of the free
cumulants k(o) of the density o as [24]

. 2k
E[ethr(QM)] = Nosoo €XP (NZ ?tr(Qk) ”k(0)>
k>1

for any finite rank matrix Q.
Let us prove (see also [25]) that this implies that the local free cumulants are
gn = Kn(0), that is

E[Mi2Mas -+ Mp] = N'"" k(o) (14 O(N ™)) (B1)

Note that due to U(N) invariance (which in particular includes permutations), all sets
of distinct indices 41,149, - - , 1, are equivalent.

Choose Q = P, the cyclic permutation (12---n), so that tr(P,M) = My +
Mag + -+ My;. Tt is easy to see (using U(1)Y C U(N) invariance), that the first
non-vanishing term in E[e*N*"(PnM)] is of order 2" and given by 2" N"E|[(tr(P, M))"].
Furthermore, (this can be proved say by recurrence)

E[(tr(P,M))"] = E[(M12 + Mas + - - + Mp1)"|=n! E[M1oMa3 - - - Mp1]
Thus

E[GZNtr(P”AJ)] = " N" E[M12M23 . Mnl] + O(Zn-i-l)
Since tr(P¥) = 0 for k < n and tr(P?) = n, we have

6N 2 k>0 %tr(Pff) kr(o) _ NZan(O') + O(ZnJrl)
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Comparing the two last equations proves Eq.(B1).
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