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Random Matrix Theory is a powerful tool in applied mathematics. Three canonical models of
random matrix distributions are the Gaussian Orthogonal, Unitary and Symplectic Ensembles. For
matrix ensembles defined on k-fold tensor products of identical vector spaces we motivate natural
generalizations of the Gaussian Ensemble family. We show how the k-fold invariant constraints are
satisfied in both disordered spin models and systems with gauge symmetries, specifically quantum
double models. We use Schur-Weyl duality to completely characterize the form of allowed prob-
ability distributions. The eigenvalue distribution of our proposed ensembles is computed exactly
using the Harish-Chandra integral method. For the 2-fold tensor product case, we show that the de-
rived distribution couples eigenvalue spectrum to entanglement spectrum. Guided by representation
theory, our work is a natural extension of the standard Gaussian random matrix ensembles.

I. INTRODUCTION

Random matrices were originally introduced by Eugene Wigner in the 1950s to study the spacing of energy levels
of heavy atomic nuclei [385]. Random matrices have long since outgrown nuclear physics and Wigner’s random matrix
ensembles have found uses in a diverse set of fields, from pure mathematics [10, 11, 21, 45, 69, 74] to the physics
of materials [5, 9, 14, 20, 26, 29, 35, 44, 63, 77]. Random matrices have found applications far removed from the
physical sciences: eigenvalue repulsion is displayed in bus waiting times [47], and random matrices play a role in
both financial modeling [13, 66] and network theory [27, 37, 48, 60, 81]. Symmetry serves as a guiding principle in
development of random matrix theory, and random matrix ensembles are almost completely characterized by what set
of symmetries they are invariant under. The Dyson ‘3-fold’ way [25] gives a classification of random matrix ensembles
with distributions invariant under unitary, orthogonal or symplectic conjugation. Similarly, [5] proposed the famous
‘10-fold’ way which characterizes random matrix ensembles under time-reversal, parity and charge conjugation. In
this note, we consider a natural generalization of [25] which considers random matrix ensembles invariant under local,
as opposed to global, symmetry transformations.

A. Random Matrix Theory in Pure Mathematics

Random matrix theory also serves as an important aspect of pure mathematics. Specifically, many of the formal
results of ‘universality’ are understood through the lens of random matrix theory [78]. The Wiengarten calculus is a
systemic computational method for evaluating integrals over the unitary group [17]. [82] shows how representation
theoretic methods can be used to evaluate integrals over unitary group to symmetric polynomials. In a similar manner,
[18, 19] considered a generalization of the Harish-Chandra integral formula to the tensor product case. The integrals
in [18, 19] are similar to those we consider in this note.

B. Random Matrix Theory in Quantum Information

Recently, there has been extensive theoretical work in quantum information theory studying random unitary evolu-
tion [16, 17, 32, 51, 59]. Randomly drawn unitary matrices have been used to model the evolution of generic quantum
systems. A recent breakthrough in the development of a theory of quantum chaos was the development of the entan-
glement membrane description [34, 90], which is an effective theory of quantum chaos. The entanglement tension has
been calculated for random unitary evolution [73, 90], as well as integrable models [67]. A very interesting research
direction is the holographic description of the entanglement membrane theory [3, 12, 58]. Much of the interest in
these random unitary evolutions has been spurred by the study of chaos in thermofield double state [1, 22, 72]. The
evolution of thermofield double states serves as a probe of quantum chaos [I, 72]. Thermofield double states also
serve as a dual theory to traversable wormhole [30, 31, 86]. Signatures of synthetic traversable wormholes have been
observed experimentally [39].



Furthermore, gravitational models serve as dual theories for many natural random matrix models [76, 80]. Random
matrix theories can be formulated as (040)-dimensional field theories [39]. Field theory techniques in random matrix
theory have been utilized as a powerful tool for studying thermilization properties of quantum systems [40, 41].
Specifically, as first observed in [70] many random matrix models can be realized as theories dual to Jackiw—Teitelboim
gravity [41, 54, 80]. We comment on the diagrammatic rules for our proposed ensembles in Section VIII. Our results
describe a natural new class of non-interacting field theories for random matrix models.

II. SYMMETRY AND INVARIANCE IN RANDOM MATRIX THEORY

Random matrix ensembles are almost completely defined by the class of transforms they are invariant under.
Specifically, the Gaussian Ensembles are the unique non-commutative probability distribution with independent ma-
trix elements that is invariant under normal transformations [65]. For this reason, group theory plays a central role
in random matrix theory. The three canonical Gaussian ensembles, are characterized by their invariance of measure
under the orthogonal, sympletic and unitary groups [25]. Group and representation theoretic tools have similarly
been used to study random matrices. Many of the representation theoretic tools that we use to derive our results have
been previously applied to study quantum systems. Schur-Weyl methods have been used to understand thermody-
namic properties of quantum systems [37]. Similarly, the Harish-Chandra integral method was used to compute the
eigenvalue-eigenvalue correlations in a model of coupled random matrices [38]. By enforcing a set of natural isotropy
conditions, we derive a new class of random matrix ensembles that exhibit properties of local quantum systems. The
constraints we impose are less restrictive than the Gaussian Ensemble constraints, which allows for terms not allowed
in standard Gaussian ensembles. For this reason, our proposed ensembles exhibit features not seen in the Gaussian
ensemble family.

1. Random Matrices versus Real Quantum Systems

In many ways, the Gaussian ensembles are too ‘coarse’ to describe physical systems of interest in condensed matter,
as many of the features that we are interested in, such as approximate local integrals of motion, are not captured by
the Gaussian ensembles. Specifically, the GUE and GOE ensembles do not contain information about locality, and
do not capture low-energy properties observed in quantum systems. As an example of the discrepancy between GUE
and real quantum systems, the Berry conjecture [71, 75] essentially states that the high energy eigenfunctions behave
as if they were Gaussian random variables. This property is emphatically not observed in existing random matrix
models, where there are no correlations between eigenvalue and eigenvector structure. Specifically, the only terms
allowed under general unitary invariance depends only on sums powers of eigenvalues. In section VIII 1, we show that
our proposed ensembles allow for terms that directly couple entanglement related quantities to eigenvalues, forcing
large spectrum eigenvectors to have random coefficients.
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FIG. 1: Left: Spectrum with Poisson Level Spacing. Center: Spectra with Wigner-Dyson Level-Spacing. Right: Spectra of
Disordered Heisenberg Model (See 10 for definition ). The Disordered Heisenberg model has a broken k-fold SO(3)-symmetry,
leading to approximate integrability in the low-energy sector of the spectrum. Note that the low-energy spectra of the disordered
Heisenberg model has much more regular eigenvalue spacing than the Wigner-Dyson distribution. This is because the Heisenberg
model has an approximate SO(d)-symmetry.



Comparison of Assumptions in Random Unitary Matrix Models on W =V, ® Vg

Ensemble Name Elementwise Independence | Invariant Transformation Subspace correlations
GUE(VL.) ® GUE(VRr) Yes H — (U, ®Ug)H(UL®URg)" |Completely Independent
GUE(VL ® V) Yes H— UHU' Indepdendent

Special Case of Isomorphic Subspaces: Vg =V},
2-Fold GUE(V. ® VRr) No H— (VoV)HV V) Non-Trivial
twisted 2-Fold GOE(Vz ® Vr) No H— (Ve VHH(\V @V |Non-Trivial

TABLE I: Comparison of properties of random matrix models defined on the W = Vi, ® Vr vector space. The matrices
U,UL,Ur are unitary matrices. The unitary matrix U is defined on W = Vi, ® Vg. The unitary matrix Ug is defined on the
vector space Vg. The unitary matrix Uy, is defined on the vector space V. In the special case where Vi, = Vg are isomorphic
vector spaces, there are additional natural ensembles based on invariance under the tensor product representation. The unitary
matrix V' is defined on the Vi, = Vg vector space.

2. Random Matrices in Learning Theory

Outside of the physical sciences, the theory of random matrices has found extensive use within the statistical
learning community. Specifically, GOE ensembles arise naturally within the context of error distributions for a
variety of recovery problems. Random matrices have also found usage in deep learning as models for weight matrices
of deep neural networks [2, 24, 52, 79]. Random matrices have also been used to study the asymptotic risk of transfer
learning techniques [38].The spectra of Hessian matrices of deep neural networks are well described by the Gaussian
orthogonal ensemble [6]. There have been suggestions that genrelizability of neural networks can be diagnosed via
eigenvalue distributions of neural network weights [56, 83]. Advancements in network initialization to ensure non-
vanishing and non-exploding gradients come from the assumption that weights are initialized as random Gaussian
matrices [7, 8]. A interesting line of research parameterizes the output of a neural network as a contraction of tensors
living on a V®* tensor product space [4]. In this work, we motivate and propose a new class of random matrices that
are generalizations of the Gaussian Ensemble models that are invariant under k-fold normal transformations. We
conjecture that these ensembles will find use in situations with inherent tensor product structures.
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FIG. 2: Tensor Diagrammatic of Proposed Matrix Ensembles. Random matrix ensembles are almost completely defined by
the class of transforms they are invariant under. Top: The standard Gaussian Ensembles are invariant under generic change
of basis H — UHUT. Bottom: We can define new random matrix ensembles by requiring invariance under the local change of
basis H — US¥ H(U®*)T (in this case k = 3 and local vector space dimension d = 3, so that U is a 3 x 3 unitary matrix).



III. TENSOR PRODUCT VECTOR SPACES

Let V be a vector space over R or C. In many linear algebra applications, we often work with a vector space W
that is composed of k-fold tensor products of the smaller vector space V such that

W=vV®*—-vVeVe.oV
N——’

k—times

where the dimension of the vector space V is d, dim V' = d so that the dimension of W is dim W = d*. This situation
arises naturally in dealing with quantum mechanical systems of many identical particles.

A. Random Matrix Distributions on V¥ =V ® V... ® V Vector Spaces

Let V be a vector space defined over the field R or C. Let W = V®* The standard Gaussian Ensembles ignore

the tensor product structure of the underlying vector space. In many ways, these ensembles violate the principle of
maximum entropy [13] as the information that W = VE* = V@V @ ...® V is discarded. We would like to define a
new class of random matrix ensembles that respect the underlying structure of the W = V®* vector space.
One option is to independently draw k& random matrices from a Gaussian ensemble on V' and form their tensor product.
This method is rather naive, as there are no correlations between matrices on different V' subspaces. Another possible
approach to introduce a matrix ensemble with correlations between the different V' subspaces would be to draw a
matrix H from a canonical distribution on V and form the k-fold tensor product H®* = H ® H @ ... ® H. However,
this proposed distribution is inadequate as the eigenvalue spectrum of H®* is just the k-fold spectrum of H ( and
other than this new k-fold degeneracy ) no new features arise that are not present in the standard Gaussian ensembles.
In this note, we propose a new class of random matrix distributions that naturally interpolates between these two
extremes: The distribution we propose is invariant under k-fold normal transformations of the form

VUEG, X 5 UXUH =(UU®..00)X(UeU®..0U) (1)

k—times k—times

where U®¥ = (U ® U ® ... ® U) denotes the k-fold tensor product. The group G is chosen to be either the unitary
group U(d), the orthogonal group O(d) or the symplectic group Sp(d), although in principal G can be any group.
When G is unitary, orthogonal or sympletic, we will define H on Hermitian, symmetric or skew-symmetric matrices,
respectively.

The constraint 1 can alternatively be viewed as a non-commutative probability distribution that is invariant under
a local G degree of freedom (this is explained in more depth in VII ). Standard random matrix ensembles have no
concept of locality, but by restricting demanding that our ensemble be invariant under 1 instead of the standard unitary
conjugation, we can see the existence of gappless modes, as predicted by Goldstone’s theorem [33, 89]. Specifically,
invariance under 1 implies that a redefinition of each local Hilbert space in the same way leaves the matrix ensemble
density unchanged. This is explained in more depth with multiple concrete physical models in VII. We summarize
our contributions as follows:

e Inspired by recent work on free probability and random matrix theory, [11, 64], we propose a new class of random
matrix models that are invariant under k-fold normal transformation. We show that many physical models of
interest satisfy our desired properties.

e Using Schur-Weyl duality, we give a complete characterization of matrix models which satisfy our desiderata.
We show that under a reasonable set of assumptions, our construction is unique.

e Using a generalization of the Harish-Chandra method, we derive the eigenvalue distribution of our proposed
ensembles. We compare the derived eigenvalue distribution with the standard Wigner-Dyson statistics [57] and
the (a, B)-ensembles [5].

IV. MATRIX INVARIANT THEORY

We will be interested in characterizing random matrix distributions that are invariant under the k-fold normal
transformation 1 for the unitary, orthogonal and symplectic groups. For the standard k = 1 case, a theorem of Weyl
gives a complete characterization of matrix valued functions invariant under matrix conjugation,



Theorem 1 ( Invariant Matrix Polynomials [84] ). All the invariants of an (d x d)-matriz H under the non-singular
similarity transformation of U,

YU € GL(d), H— H =UHU! (2)
can be expressed as functions of the traces of the first d-powers of the matrixz H.

This theorem gives characterization of matrix invariant quantities under GL(d) transformation. Matrix invariants of
subgroups of GL(d) can be computed via the Chevalley restriction theorem [36, 84].

Theorem 2 ( Chevalley Restriction Theorem (cite) ). Let G be a compact Lie group. Let W(G) C G be the Weyl
group of G. Let g be the Lie algebra of G. Let b be a Cartan subalgebra of g. Then, there is an isomorphism of
mvariants

Clg]¢ = C[n)"(©) (3)

so that the space invariant group algebra elements of G is isomorphic to the space of invariant group algebra elements
of the Weyl group W(QG).

The Chevalley theorem 2 allows for calculation of G-invariants in terms of W (G)-invariants. Because the Weyl group
W (@) is abelian, this is a much simpler calculation.

A. Characterization Theorems
Theorems 1 and 2 restricts the form of allowed random matrix distributions invariant under unitary transformation.
When the assumption of element-wise independence is made, the probability distribution takes the form
Wigner Distribution: Pr[H]dH o exp(—\Tr[H?])dH

for some A > 0. A result from [65] states that the Wigner distribution is the unique distribution with element-wise
independence that is invariant under unitary change of basis.

Theorem 3 ( Uniqueness of Wigner Distribution [65] ). Let P(H)dH be a probability measure on random
Hermitian/Symmetric/Skew-Symmetric matrices. Suppose that the measure satisfies the two properties:
I.The probability measure is invariant under the unitary/orthogonal/symplectic change of basis,

H' =UHU', P(H')dH' = P(H)dH
so that the measure is invariant under conjugation by all unitary/orthogonal/symplectic matrices U.

II. The matriz elements H;; = H;;/H;; = Hj; /H;; = —H;; are statistically independent and Gaussian distributed.
If both properties I-1I are satisfied then the P(H)dH is the Gaussian Unitary/Orthogonal/symplectic Ensemble.

We would like a result that generalizes 3 to the weaker constraint 1. We prove a analogy of theorem 1 for k-fold tensor
spaces,

Theorem 4 ( k-Fold Invariant Matrix Polynomials ). For each permutation o € Sy, define the permutation operators
S, as the operator that has action
Solit, 09y e ik) = lig(1)sGo(2)s s b (k)
Then, all the invariants of an (d* x d* )-matriz H under the non-singular k-fold similarity transformation of U,
YU € GL(d), H — H' =U®*HU®F)~! (4)
can be expressed as functions of the traces of the first d-powers of the set of matrices {H, = S,HS! | o € S,}.

This result is derived via the Schur-Weyl lemma, which is a generalization of 1 to tensor products of non-singular
matrices.

Theorem 5 (Schur-Weyl Lemma [68] ). Let X be a matriz that commutes with the tensor product of k-fold tensor
products of non-singular matrices,

YU € GL(d), U®*X = XU®%*

then, the matrix X can be written as a linear sum of permutation operators X = desk oSy

The coefficients ¢, in the expansion of X can be computed in terms of the form Tr[S, X] [(1] (see also C for a review
of Schur-Weyl duality ).



V. k-FOLD GAUSSIAN ENSEMBLES

The goal of this section is to establish a desiderata that we would like our proposed models to have. We define the
k-Fold Gaussian Ensemble as the matrix distribution satisfying the following four properties:

e Property I: Invariance of Measure under k-fold Conjugation
e Property II: Gaussian Distribution of Matrix Elements

e Property III: Subspace Homogeneity

Property I: Invariance of Measure under k-fold Conjugation

Let G be either the unitary, orthogonal or symplectic group. Let P(H)dH be a probability distribution on Hermitian
matrices. Consider the k-fold normal transformation,

YU € G, H— H =USFHU®"T
Under this transformation, the probability density satisfies,
P(H)dH = P(H")dH'

So that the probability measure is invariant under k-fold normal transformation. In VII, we give examples of models
that satisfy this condition.

Property II: Gaussian Distribution of Matrix Elements

Let H,; with i < j be the independent matrix elements of the Hermitian matrix H = HT. Let H = vec(H) be the
vectorization of each independent matrix element of H. Then, the probability density can be written as a multivariate
Gaussian distribution,

1 o, =
P(H)dH exp(—§HTAH) 1] aH:;
i<y

where the matrix A is Hermitian A = At and positive definite A = 0. For notational convenience we have suppressed
the tensor product indices ¢ = i1%5...7x and j = j1j2...J% so that

HdHij = H H H AHiyiy. g jo-.ji

i<j 11<j1t2<jJ2  x<jk

Property III: Subspace Homogeneity

We demand that the distribution is invariant under permutation of subspaces. Specifically, each tensor product
subspace should be identical. Under a permutation of subspaces,

Vo €Sy, H— H =S,HS! (5)

we require that the probability density is invariant P(H)dH = P(H')dH’. This constraint places a additional
restriction on the allowed form of the probability density. The standard Gaussian ensembles satisfy this property.
This property was noted in [87], which noted that although observable quantities need to be permutation invariant,
it is possible that underlying states have emergent exotic symmetry.



1. Alternate Swap Constraints?

For the unitary and sympletic ensembles, there is an alternative natural constraint to 5. Let Sign : S — £1 be
the sign representation of the symmetric group of order k.

Vo € S, H — Sign(o)S,HS] (6)

where the distribution is odd under permutation of two subspaces. Bosonic and fermionic statistics correspond to the
trivial and sign representations of .S,, and 5 and 6 can be thought of as bosonic and fermionic exchanges, respectively.
As an aside, it may be possible to generalize 5 and 6 to include non-abelian statistics, using higher dimensional
representations of S,,. Usually topological quantum computing models are formulated in terms of unitary evolutions.
For this reason, it makes more sense to formulate alternative statistics using Dyson’s circular ensembles [25, 57]
although we will leave this direction for future work.

2. Interpretation of Desiderata

We comment on the interpretation of properties I-IV. Property V is the natural generalization of the standard
change of basis invariance property, which is motivated in section I. Property V demands that individual matrix
elements are a (possibly correlated) Gaussian distribution. V requires that the probability density is independent of
the labeling of the tensor product subspaces.

A. Characterization Theorem
We give a characterization of random matrix distributions that satisfy our desired properties. We state theorem 6,
which we derive in the next section.

Theorem 6 ( Characterization of k-fold Gaussian Ensembles ). Let G be the unitary/orthogonal group/symplectic.
All matriz probability distributions satisfying properties I-IV can be written uniquely in the form

P(H)dH exp(f%]?ﬁ AH)dH (7)
where the matriz A takes the form
A= UID P Myye @ 14, © 14 JUT ®)
pp' seEx

where U is a  fived unitary/orthogonal/skew-orthogonal — matriz  and M,,s are positive definite
Hermitian/symmetric/skew-symmetric random matrices of dimension C,s X Cy s where C,,rs is completely
determined by representation theory of the group G. d, = dimV, and d;, = dimy' are the dimensions of the
irreducible G and Sy representations, respectively.

Probability densities of the form 7 are Gaussian distributed and the all moments can be computed exactly. Specifically,
let J = Vec(J). The generating function

. 1 s o oo
Z(J) = /dHexp(—§HTAH + JTH)
has closed form solution given by

Loy = oo (2m) % 1= .
Z(J) = /dHex ——H'AH+J'H)= -~ _exp(=J(A)"1J
) p(— )= damyT T @)
The generating function Z(J) specifies all correlation functions of the theory. When interaction terms are added,
Z(J) is used to derive the Feynman rules. If we change basis to J' = UJ then we have that

dk

- 2m) 2
Z(J/) — ( ﬂ-) -
H,u,u’s det(MHH/5> 2

S = S
(']/)T[@ Muu’s ®1lg, @ ldL,]J/)

s

exp(

DN | =



So that the generating function of J' breaks down into a product

=11 11 1 Zws(Fws)

peEG wes, S€E

where J' = GBW,S J_;'Lﬂ/s decomposes into a direct sum of independent random variables. The generating function for

7 S
J}us 18 given by

T’ _ 1 I t
Zun S(JW )= m exp(§(‘]ﬂws) [MML s ® 1d ® 1d’ ]JML s)

—_

Partition functions thus factorize into sectors labeled by irreducible representations of the unitary group U(d). When
k =1, this result reduces to the partition function of the standard Gaussian unitary ensemble.

1. Invariance of Measure Under k-Fold Normal Transformation

To begin, consider property I and property II. Under a k-fold normal transformation, we show that the measure
dH is invariant. Specifically, let

H' = US*HU®")T

The matrix U® is a tensor product of unitary matrices and is itself unitary. Using a result of [37], the Jacobin of the
transformation of any unitary conjugation is the identity, so dH’ = dH. Similarly, under a permutation H — S, HS}
the measure is unchained as

dH = [[dHi; — [[ dHL o) = [ [ dHis = dH'

1<j 1<j 1<j

is just a re-ordering of indices and keeps the measure dH invariant.

2. Schur-Weyl Constraints on the Precision Matriz

The joint requirements of k-fold invariance and subspace homogeneity place significant constraints on the allowed
form of the covariance matrix A. Specifically, the precision matrix A is required to satisfy the constraint

VU € G, Yo e S, [U* Al=0=[5,®5,,A]
Note that the G action and the S; permutation action commute,
YU € G, Yoe S, [U®*5,28,]=
We can thus define the combined G x Sj group action on the space Wi, i,...ixj1js...jor € W = V@2 45

.U;

;!
Yo (k)

U

Jo(1)d1

U

Jo(2)d5"

YU € G, Yo € Sk, (U, 0)Wiyiy. ixjjojon = Uiy yit Ui

;!
Yo(2)%2""

WU Wy 41

Jo(k)dg Virih.. i3, 5195 -d5y,
There is also a Zs-action from swapping the V®* subspaces. Specifically, define the T operator
_ 82k _
\71Ui1i2-~ikj1j2-nj2k eEw=yVv ; jnlui1iz-uikj1j2-ujk = Wy jo...jrivia.. ik

The operator 72 =1is idempotent and so the set of operators {l, T } forms a representation of the group Z,. Note
that T commutes with both the permutation and k-fold G action. Specifically,

VU € G, Yo €Sk, [U*T)1=0=1[5,©S8,,T]

Furthermore, the matrix A satisfies [T, A] = 0. Thus, (IT¥, V®?*) is well defined and forms a representation of
G x Sy x Zy. This is illustrated pictorially in the commutative diagram V A 2.



V®2k T V®2k:
5,88, 8,®8,
U®2k
U®2k V®2k _ V®2k
T
U®2k
V®2k T V®2k U ®2k
S}@k‘ SU@A‘
V®2k V®2k

FIG. 3: A ‘cube’-type commutative diagram for the G x Sy x Z representation. The action (II¥, V®2*) is well defined and
forms a representation of G X Si X Z only because the G action, the tensor permutation action Sy and the Zy cyclic action
are mutually commutative: [U®%* S, ® S,] = [U®**,T] = [S; ® S,,T] = 0. The observation that [U®*,5,] = 0 is used in
the Schur-Weyl duality to show that k-fold tensor products of the fundamental representation of GG are also representations of
G x Sk

Thus, (IT¥, V®2¥) forms a representation of the group G x Sy x Zs. The covariance matrix A satisfies the constraint
Vg € (G x Sk x Zy), TIF(g)A = ATT*(g)

and so, the matrix A is an element of the endomorphism space of G x S x Zs. We can completely parameterize the
endopmorphism space using Schur-Weyl duality. Specifically, the tensor product representation will decompose into
irriducible representations of G x Sy x Zy as

Ve = (B mby(r.Ve) @ (A Va) @ (s, V)

el Mk s

where the integers m¥,  count the number of irreducible copies of (7,V;) @ (A, Vi) ® (s, V;) in the representation

(IT*, V®2F) . The dimension of the endomorphism space is then given by

dim HomGXSk XZ3 [(Hk7 V®k)7 (Hk’ V®k>] = Z Z Z(mﬁ/\s)Q

e Arn sEx

Furthermore, using the extended Schur lemma B 1, elements of the endomorpism space are block diagonal

® € Home s, w2z, [(I1F, VE?), (I°, VEH)] = & = U [P P D Mhr, @ a, @ 10U,
peG Abn sek

where the M f/\ sisa (mﬁ As X m’j »s)-dimensional Hermitian matrix and the unitary matrix Uy, 4y is fixed and completely
determined. The structure of elements of the endomorphism space Homgyx s, xz, [(ITF, VEF), (ITF, V¥F)] is discussed

in the appendix C.

B. Unitary Case

We consider the case where G = U(d) is the unitary group of dimension d. The derivations for the orthogonal and
symplectic groups are similar and will be presented in the appendix. A famous result of Weyl in classical group theory
[34] states that the k-fold tensor product of the defining representation of the unitary group decomposes as

(Cd)®k o~ @ Vi ® A
AF(k,d)
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where (k, d) denotes all integer partitions of k with less than d summands. Using this decomposition, the representation
(IT*, V®2F) is isomorphic to the tensor product representation

(Hk V®2k @ Va @A ® @ Vi @ N 69 A@ Vi@ A X
)\F(k d) )\'F(k: d) )\,)\’F(k,d)

The tensor product rules for the unitary group are simple. Let A -k and A’ F &’. We then have that

nwew= @ BV
(kK"

where Bf\‘/\, are the branching rules of the irreducible u € Sk+k/ under the group restriction Sk — Sk X Sir. Let us
also define the tensor product rules of the Sy irreducible representations. Let A + k, A’ - k. Then

AN = @Cl/{,\fﬂ

pEk

where ¢k, are called Littlewood-Richardson coefficients. The Littlewood-Richardson coefficients can either be looked
up or computed diagrammatically using the Littlewood—Richardson method [42]. Using the tensor product rules for
unitary irreducible representations and representations of the symmetric group, we have that

(i ver) =P B P Vo @)
ubk p'Hk set
Where we have defined the set of integers,

Ws = § § B)\A’CAX

- (k,d) M (k,d)

Thus, for each k, there exists a fixed unitary matrix Uy 4) such that

(Hk V®2k kd) @@@ V ®,U ®5)]U(k d)

u sex

Again using Schur’s lemma, the matrix A can always be written as

F
A= U k,d) @ @ np's @ Idud“/]U(k:,d)

up' set

k . . —’- _ . . k T _
where Muu sisaC X Cuu . matrix. Note that the requirement that A" = A requires that the matrices (MW,S) =

M /]ju’s are Hermitian. Lastly, the matrix A = 0 is positive definite if and only if each of the matrices M¥ uus 0 are
positive definite. The total number of free parameters in the matrix Ais given by 37, >° L(C* )% To summarize

pups’ s
we have the following theorem,

C. Main Theorem: Unitary Case

Theorem 7 ( Characterization of k-Fold Unitary Endomorpisms ). Let ® be a (d?* x d®*) positive definite Hermitian
matriz. Suppose that

YU € U(d), Yo € S, [U®*,8] =[5, ® 85,8 =T, =0

Then the matriz ® is completely and uniquely specified by a set of positive definite Hermitian matrices M, =
(Muu’s) = 0. Each M, s matriz is labeled by the integer partitions p,p' and a sign s € £. There exists a fized

unitary matriz U € U(d**) such that

@ @ np's ® Idu ® Id;/]UT

w,p! s€x
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where d,, = dim V, is the dimension of the y irreducible of U(d) and d) = dim X is the dimension of the X irreducible
of Si. Now, the fact that M,/ = (MW/S)T > 0 implies that we may write the diagnolization of M, as

Cups
— q
.U«lls - E : Ap,,u, s [LM s <¢;,Lu,’s|

where the eigenvalues Afm,s > 0 and the C},,vs-dimensional vectors |¢)Z#,S> are orthonormal with

V(Lq/ € {17 2a tey C;Lu's}7 <¢Z;L’3|¢Zu’s> = 5‘1‘1

VI. BIPARTITE UNITARY ENSEMBLE

We consider the k = 2 case. The bipartite case is of great importance. To begin, let us calculate the all important
coeflicients C’fj},. Assuming that d > 1, we have that

/ (2) AN
pd, w2, C/m’_ZZBMu
A2 A2

The non-zero Littlewood-Richard coefficients for S = Z5 are easy to compute,
+ =1, ¢ =1, c, =1

and the non-zero branching rules for Sy — Ss x S are computed in H4,

o _ — _ ot
Bay =1 Buaan =1 Bay=Bey =1

gt - —— _ pte —+ _
Bohy =Bhiy =By =1 By =Bsy =Bgh =1

Thus, the dimensions of the matrices appearing in the covariance matrix are given by

2 _ (2) _ 2 _~?

C(4)+ =1 C'(1,1,1,1) +=1L C’(2,2) 0(2,1,1) +=1
(2 _ (2) (2  _

C(2,1,1), =2,C (3,1),+ =1, C’(3,1),7 =2

The endomorpism space is then isomorphic to,
Homy (g5, [(T1%, (CHON] 2 X\ @ As @ A1 B A3 ® Ag @ Ay B Ay
where ); are numbers and A; are 2 x 2 matrices. The dimension of the endomorpism space is then given by,
dim Homys gy x s, x 2, [(IT%, (CH)®*)] =412 + 3.2 = 16

and the endomorpism space has 16 free parameters, independent of the dimension d. When we enforce positively of
the convarince matrix A > 0, we have that

)\17)‘27>\37)\4 20
A =AT =0,A0 =A% - 0,A3 =A% -0

Thus the total number of real free parameters is 4 + 3 - 3 = 13. Thus, the most general unitary random matrix
ensemble that is two-fold unitary U(d)®? invariant has 13 free parameters, independent of the dimension d.

VII. PHYSICAL MODELS

In order to motivate our proposed distributions, we consider a set of physical models that exhibit invariance of
measure under k-fold normal transformation but not invariance under conjugation by generic unitary matrix. The
k-fold invariance is intimately related to the existence of gapless modes.
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A. k-Fold Spin Models

We show that the property of k-fold invariance arises quite naturally in disordered Heisenberg models. In the
noiseless limit, the Heisenberg model of interacting spins has an exact continuous symmetry and is thus k-fold
invariant. When noise is added, this symmetry is broken. However, if the noise is isotropic, the family of random
matrices will still be k-fold invariant. These examples also illustrate the fact that k-fold invariance is related to
breaking of symmetry with isotropic noise.

1. k-Fold Unitary Invariance

Consider the standard SU(2) spin operators S = (5%, SY, 5%) satisfying the commutation relation
(8¢, 88 = ie*P7 87 (9)

and transforming in the %-irreducible representation of SU(2). We are always free to redefine the coordinate system
for each spin. Specifically, the change of basis S — US'U", where U is any unitary matrix, preserves the commutation
relations 9. Now, let G = (V, E) be a graph. Let fi; € R® be a set of random vectors that are drawn with uniform
angular distribution in R3. As an example, one could consider a Gaussian density for the 7,

-1
Pr[n]dn o« exp(7||ﬁ\|§)dﬁ

Because the magnetic field is drawn isotropically in R3, the vector valued random variable #; satisfies,
YU € SU(2), n;-USUT=n,;-S;

Now, consider the disordered Heisenberg model defined on the graph G,

H = ZJzJSZS]+ZﬁZSz (10)
ijEE i€V
where J;; are some fixed constants which measures the coupling along the ij-th edge. The Hamiltonians in 10 are
matrix valued random variables drawn from a probability distribution since each 7; is a random variable.

With zero external magnetic fields 7; = 0, the Heisenberg model has a local SU(2) degree of freedom due to the
fact that a rotation of each spin operator by the same amount does not change the energy. Because the noise 7n; is
drawn isotropically, this transformation holds at the level of random variables. Now, consider the transformation that
redefines the local Hilbert space by the same unitary matrix

under this transformation,
H — H = Z J”U<SZ : S’j)UT
ijeE

Using the relation UUT = 1 = UTU and the fact that unitary matrices on different tensor product subspaces commute,
we can rewrite this expression as,

H' =" J,;U(S: - S;)UT =Y T (UEF)(Si - S)(USR)T = UFF)[ Y i (S - S)IUEF)T = (U H(UH)T

Thus, under the k-fold normal transformation, the probability density satisfies P(H)dH = P(H')dH'. Tt should be
noted that this probability distribution is not invariant under the more general transformation H — VHV' where
V € U(d") is a arbitrary unitary matrix.
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2. k-Fold Gaussian Orthogonal Models

Quantum mechanical systems that are time reversal invariant can be represented with symmetric Hamiltonian [50].
We give an example of a natural disordered Hamiltonian that is invariant under k-fold Orthogonal transformation.
Consider the SO(3) spin operators S = (5%, SY, 5%) satisfying the commutation relation

152, 89] = iesB7 g0 (11)

Consider the ¢ = 1 representation ( i.e. the £ = 1 spin sector). Then, S = (5%, S5Y,S%) are real 3 x 3 matrices. Let
0ij = OjTi € O(n) be a set of orthogonal matrices, for example drawn randomly from a Langevin distribution [55].
This is a natural model as the Langevin distribution is the maximum entropy distribution with fixed first moment on
O(d) [13, 55]. Suppose that the distribution of O;; is isotropic. Then,

VR € 0(3), ROURT = O”

must hold at the level of random variables as an isotropic distribution has no preferential basis. Consider a disordered
O(3) model of the form

ﬁ = ZJ”SZTO”S’J
ij
where the J;; € R measure the alignment affinity between i-th and j-th spin and J;; are drawn randomly from some

distribution. In this model it is energetically favorable for the i-th and j-th spin vectors to form a relative angle of
O;;. In the noiseless case O;; = 13, the disordered O(3) model has a O(3) symmetry. Specifically, for any orthogonal

matrix O € O(3) the transformation Sy — 0S,OT preserves both the commutation relations 11 are preserved and
the Hamiltonian. Note that the addition of the random noise terms O;; break the O(3)-symmetry, but because of the
isotropy properties of Langevin distributions this relation still holds in the noisy case. We can write this model as

H=771;5045;
ij

Under the § — 0SOT symmetry transformation, we have that H is invariant under k-fold normal transformation by
an O(n) degree of freedom.

B. Quantum Double Fold Models

Another situation where k-fold invariance appears naturally is in gauge theories [19]. Quantum double fold models
[62] are a group theoretic generalization of the Kitaev toric code [16]. Specifically, for any finite group G, the quantum
double fold models describe interactions between local Hilbert spaces of size |G|. We show that quantum double fold
models satisfy the k-fold G-invariance property. This is intuitively obvious, as a change of gauge leaves the Hamiltonian
invariant.

1. Quantum Double Fold Models

We review the quantum double fold models [62]. Let G be a finite group. The quantum double fold models are
defined as the following: Let H be a vector space of orthogonal states

H={lg) | VgeG}
with orthogonal inner product (g|g’) = d44/. Define the operators

TS l2) =lg2), Ty l2) =l297")
Pyf|z) = 6n:lh),  Pylz) =0p-1:lh7)

so that (T+,H) and (7T~,H) form a unitary representation of the group G. Consider the the Hilbert space ®F_;H
which consists of k copies of H. The vertex and plaquette operators are then defined on ®f=17-[. The vertex and
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plaquette operators are given by

Vertex: A(v) =Y Ag(v) => T, T T, T,
geG geG
Plaquette: B(p) = Z P}ZP,;';P}L_BP,;

h1}12h3h4:1

The Hamiltonian is then defined as
=—> A(wv)-> B(p)
v p

Now, note that the choice of labeling of basis in # is arbitrary. Specifically, we are always free to redefine |g) — |¢(g))
where ¢ is an automorphism of the group G. Let ¢ € G be a group element of G. Let us consider the relabeling
corresponding to left multiplication by a fixed element g € G,

lg) = T, |g) = lag)

Again, this is just a relabeling of the state space H, and should not change any physical quantities. Under this
transformation, we have that
+ +tt ot - +p—t e
I =T, T,T . = quq I, =171, T, =1,

+ + p+pt + p—t
P T, P}T ., Py »T/P, T},
Now, how do the vertex operators A(v) and plaquette B(p) operators transform? We have that

Vertex Transformation: A(v Z 19— 11T, Z

geG q9q~teG

,IT Tf 1 =A(w)

(19(1 999~

relabeling this summation g — ggq~!, we see that A(v) — A(v) and the vertex operator is invariant. The plaquette
operator B(p) is similarly invariant. Under transformation |g) — |qg),

Plaquette Transformation: B(p) — Z (P(;;qu )(P;zzq )(Pqtbdq )(Pt;uq ) = Z Pht P};P};;Pht = B(p)
hihohshs=1 hihohshs=1

relabeling the summation indices h; — gh;q~", the product hihohshy = 1 is unchanged as
hihahshy = (qhiq™")(ghaq™ ") (ghaq™ ) (ghaq™") = qhahohshaq ' = q¢ ' =1
=1

we see that the plaquette operator B(p) is also invariant. Thus, under the relabeling |g) — |gg), both the vertex
operator and the plaquette operator are invariant

A(v) = A(v),  B(p) = B(p)

and the double fold model Hamiltonian is invariant under global labeling. Thus, in the original basis the Hamiltonian
is invariant under k-fold G-transformation on the Hilbert space ®*_;H. Intuitively, this is obvious, as this relabeling
lg) — |hg) does not change the physics of the double fold model in any way.

2. Unitary Double Fold Model

The quantum double fold models with group G are k-fold G-invariant. We can generalize these models to the group
U(d). Analogous to the quantum double fold model, let us define the Hilbert spaces H to be vectorizations of U(d)
matrices transforming in the fundamental (i.e. d-dimensional) representation,

H={ V) [|V)=Vec(V), VeU(d) }

The inner product between two states |V) € H and |V’) € H is defined as (V|V') = JTr[VTV’]. We can then define
the operators

THU)V)=0V), T-(O)V)=[vU™")
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so that T : U(d) — Hom[H,H]. These operators are both norm preserving and invertable and therefore unitary.
Let us define the operators acting on H ® H as

ﬁjzi/ dU TH(U) @ T (U) = Ey[T;7(U) @ T} (U)]
U(d)

where Ey[ - ] denotes the expectation with respect to the Haar measure [384]. There is a closed form expression for
T;; derived in (ref appendix). The matrix elements of the operator T are given by,
(Vi, Va| Ty [ VI, V3) = oV V) (Vo V) + Bd (VA |V3) (V] Va)

where o and 8 are some constants. We can then define the Hamiltonian
H=D Ty
ij

Note that under the gauge transformation |V') — T+(U)[V) = |UV) the T}; terms are invariant. Specifically, we have
that

WU, (50V) 8T (VT - |

dU [TH(V)THU) @ T (V)T (U)] = / dU [T (VU) @ T (V)T (U)]
U(d) U(d)

Using the commutativity 7+ (U)T'~ (V) = T~ (U)T*(V), we have that
VeUw, [Iv)e s (V)i =Tyl (V) o T (V)

Thus, the unitary double fold model has unitary k-fold invariance. Note that we can also define higher order terms,
fﬁm:i/ dUu T (U) @ T (U) @ T, (U) @ T, (U)
U(d)

which will again be k-fold invariant.

C. k-Fold Bosonic Models

Suppose that we have a physical system described by set of d single particle orbitals
S = Span{|s) Yy

The choice of basis functions |¢s) is a choice of coordinate system on S. Specifically, we are always free to transform

the basis functions |¢s) — ZZ,:I Uss|ds) where U is some unitary matrix. We wish to describe a set of theories that
depend only on the intrinsic geometry of the space S. Let G be a compact group, either Lie or finite. We will assume
that G has action on the space S so that (p,S) is a d-dimensional G representation. Furthermore, suppose that we
have k identical copies of S, so that the Hilbert space of our system is then described by

H=898®..08 = S%F
N—

k—times

We wish to describe theories that depend only on the relative geometries of each of the copies of S. This means that
under an identical change of basis in each of the S, the physics of our theory should not change. Using the second
quantization formalism [50], our system can be described by bosonic creation and annihilation operators carrying a
d-dimensional internal index s and a k-dimensional external index ¢,

[bivss bj,s/] =0, [bis, BT ] = 65050, [B 01,1 =0

%,87 7 j,8

where the operator BIS(BIS) creates(destroys) a particle in the state |¢,) on the i-th copy of the space S. The Hilbert
space of this system is spanned by the states

k

k d
m®, m @ mE)y o TT(0F)™ (bly) ™. (b )™ vac) = T [T 0L,)™
i=1 i=1j=1

VaC




16

where each of the m; = m;1m;s...m;q are tuples of d positive integers. Under a G transformation on S, the bosonic
operators transform as a representation of G,

Voe G, g-bis = p(@ewbiss g-b, =3 pl(g)esb!,
s’ s’
where (p,C?%) is some d-dimensional representation of the group G. Let us define the site number operators
=2 e =3 blbis

S

so that the operator n; counts the total number of particles on site i. The site number operator is a physical quantity
and is invariant under G transformation with g - n; = n,. We would like to understand how states transform under
a relabeling of the bosonic operators. Let us consider symmetry action on states g - [myma...my). Consider the
transformation at the i-th site,

d d

H )T = H ZP J]’b Z Ulg mnlmm Mid,m My H(I;L)m

Jj=1 Jj=1 j’ Jj=1
Where U(g) has G action on states given by,

|miimig...miq) — Z U9 mimi...mia,m!ymly.com!,, [T Mg 1)

/

so that (U, S®%) is a G-representation. Thus, under a G transformation, we have that states transform as
Vge G, VW) eH g-|¥) = [Ulg) @U(g) ®... 2 U(g)]|¥) = U(g)**|¥)
Now, consider Hamiltonians with of the form
H=> T b (12)
ijeE

where Tsig, is a complex valued scalar random variable characterizing transition amplitudes. Note that this terms of
this form preserves site particle number as [#;, H] = 0. Now, under a uniform gauge transformation, we have that

g- H - Z bz tpts ss’ps t'(g)bj:t/
ijeE
Thus, if we require that the d x d random Hermitian matrix 7% = (T%) satisfies

Yge G, p(9)T"p(g)! =TV = T € Homg|p, p|

Then the Hamiltonian random variable H is invariant under the G transformation. We can similarly define interaction

terms
Kl ;
Hipe =)y CIrblbL Db

ijkl ss’tt’
Then, under a G-transformation, we have that,
ikl ;
Vg € G7 g- H”Lt - Z Z C;i’ tt’psu )pl’u’ (g)pm(g)pt' /( )blub]u’bkvbl’l)’
ijkl ss’tt!
This term is G-invariant if and only if

Vg e G, [plg)® p(g9)]C* = CM[p(g) ® p(g)] = C* € Home[p ® p,p @ p

so that C* is an endomorpism of the p ® p representation. To summarize: let S = Span[{|®;)}" ;] describe a set

of single particle orbitals. Second quantized systems on H = ®i:1 S which depend only on the relative geometry of
each of the S spaces have Hamiltonian operators given by

Non-Interacting: H = Z bl T b & with T% € Homg|p, p]

157 ss’

Interacting: H = Z C”th,l; bbby with C7* € Homg [0®p,pQ p|

is7js’

Terms that do not preserve particle number satisfy similar constraints.
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1. Specific Example: Harmonic Oscillator

As a more specific example, let us consider a system of N-interacting three-dimensional harmonic oscillators.
The operators IA)Z-,QO are of degeneracy 1 and transforms in the trivial representation of SO(3). Similarly, the triple
131717_, 131-7170, 1313171 form the ¢ = 1 representation of SO(3). In general, operators can be written as I;i,gk transforming
in the f-representation of SO(3),

‘
g bier = Z D () rnrbi e
p—;

where D? are the Wigner D-matrices. The allowed SO(3)-invariant quadratic terms are then given by

R N oo L
H = Z Zze,ij Z bz,fkijék

ij=14=0 k=—¢

where 20ij = Eg’ji e C.

VIII. FIELD THEORY DESCRIPTION

The result in 6 gives a complete description of a set of natural matrix ensembles. By property II, the derived
probability distributions are Gaussian and all matrix element correlation functions can be computed using Isserlis’
theorem. The standard Gaussian Ensembles are equivalently described as non-interacting (0 + 0)-dimensional field
theories. From a field theory perspective, Gaussian matrix probability distributions are non-interacting theories, as
all correlation functions can be computed exactly. Specifically, in the k-fold matrix ensemble, any n-point correlation
of the form,

H.:

(H; 121%22...92k J21J22...J2k "'Hin1in2 < lnk Jn1In2.--Ink

1 o o
11212.--01k J11J12---J1k >O( /HdHl] Hi i Hiyjy - Hiy gy, exp(7HTAH)

i<y

i1 j1 ig J2 n In

can be computed exactly as all integrals are Gaussian. The diagrammatic rules are slightly more complicated than
a standard Gaussian field theory. This can be represented diagrammatically in Feynman diagrams. Unlike standard
Feynman diagrams, each ‘particle’ index carries k tensor indices.

1. Figenvalue-Entanglement Interactions

One novel feature of the proposed k-fold ensembles is the existence of terms that couple entanglement spectra to
eigenvalue spectra. Let us illustrate this by considering the k& = 2 bipartite case. To begin, consider a standard
quartic interaction term like Tr[H*] which depends only on the eigenvalue spectrum of the matrix H. Consider the
diagonilization of H,

H=UAU" =" A, 0, U, (13)
m
then, Tr[H*] = Tr[A*] = 3, A% which is completely independent of the form of the eigenvectors ¥. Now, let S be
the swap operator on the vector space with S|ij) = |5i). Now, let
Hs = SHS?
Consider the quadratic interaction term
Te[(HsH) (HsH)| = Te[HLHs HH] = Tr[HZH?]

this term is forbidden under U (d?) unitary invariance, but allowed under 2-fold U(d) unitary invariance. We can write
down the m-th Schmidt decomposition of the eigenvectors of H,
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where |[pL R Y = |k Y@ |pE, ) are the left and right Schmidt vectors and A, > 0 is the entanglement spectrum
of the m-th eigenvector of H. Now, inserting this expression into the diagonalization of H 13,

B2 =375 A2 Mo [0 0BV (W0 O

m nn’

and for the swapped H,
I:Ig = Z Z A%q)‘mn)‘mn’ |¢7}§Ln7 wﬁmxlbﬁn'a wﬁm/|

m nn’

Then, we have that

17 mm/nn’

This is equivalent to,

T[HZEY) =" > AAZN i Njm g (01, (05 ) @k [ (ks [0 ) (0l [0k )

17 mm/nn’/

For a phenomenological description of quantum states, this is highly desirable. Specifically, a variant of the Berry
conjecture [71] states that in a generic basis, large spectrum eigenvectors have coefficients that are drawn iid at
random from a complex Gaussian (then normalized). If the Berry conjecture is true, the overlap between left and
right Schmidt eigenvectors need to decay as

E

(G} P~ o) (14)
should be small for large m >> 1 and m’ >> 1. The term Tr[ﬁ;ﬁ sHYH | suppresses matrices where this condition

14 does not hold.

IX. CONCLUSION

In this note, we have motivated a new class of random matrix models defined on k-fold tensor product spaces
W=V =VeaVeV®..oV. Weshow that k-fold invariance emerges naturally in two physical settings VII.
Specifically, k-fold invariance is equivalent to the assumption that energy dependent only on the relative orientations of
different subsystems. Thus, k-fold invariance is found in many models that ‘on average’ have continuous symmetries.
This is common in physical models as although isotropic disorder breaks continuous symmetries, the average over
isotropic noise still retains this symmetry. The k-fold invariance assumption is also intimately related to the theory of
gauge fields. Specifically, we have show that the unitary double model, which is a generalization of the quantum double
model to the unitary group, satisfies the k-fold unitary invariance property. Using the Schur-Weyl decomposition,
we have given a complete characterization of matrix distributions that are invariant under k-fold conjugation by the
unitary, orthogonal and symplectic groups. The generalizations of the random matrix ensembles we have proposed
seem extremely well suited for modeling Hamiltonians of quantum mechanical systems of many identical particles
and may be of interest to both the quantum information and condensed matter community. Our work provides
a representation theoretic method to build random matrix ensembles that display properties not observed in the
standard Gaussian Ensembles.

Future Work: In this note, motivated a generalization of the standard random matrix ensembles. Specifically,
we argue that there is a natural generalization of the standard Gaussian matrix ensembles [25] to ensembles that
are invariant under k-fold local, as opposed to global, symmetry transformations. We only consider probability
distributions with elements drawn from a Gaussian distribution. We can study non-Gaussian correlations by via
diagrammatic methods. Ideally, we would like to perform a full renormalization group analysis of perturbations with
k-fold symmetry. Furthermore, we would like to study properties of such ensembles in the limit & — oco. This is a
difficult problem, but techniques in free probability [28, 64] may allow for such asymptotic expansions.

Disorder plays a crucial role in the physics of materials. Properties that are observable in real physical systems
must be noise robust. For this reason, a full understanding of novel states of matter should requires random matrix
theory. By constructing a natural generalization of the Gaussian ensembles, we believe that our work is a first step in
developing random matrix models describing more exotic states of matter. We expect that the random matrix models
proposed in this note would benefit from understanding gravity dual theories, similar to [41].
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Appendix A: Representation Theory

Let V be a vector space over the field C. A representation (p, V') of a group G consists of V' and a group homomor-
phism p : G — Hom[V, V]. By definition, the homomorphism p satisfies

V9.9 € G, Yo eV, p(g)p(g')v = p(gg')v

Heuristically, a group can be thought of as the embedding of an group (which is an abstract mathematical object)
into a set of matrices. Two representation (p, V) and (o, W) are said to be equivalent representations if there exists
a matrix ¢

Vge G, @p(g) =oa(g)®

The linear map ® is said to be a G-intertwiner of the (p, V') and (o, W) representations. The space of all G-intertwiners
is denoted as Homg|[(p, V'), (0, W)]. Specifically,

Homg[(p, V), (o, W) ={ @:V =W | Vg€ G, Pp(g) =0(g9)P, P islinear }

The sum of two G-intertwiners is again G-intertwiner and Homeg/[(p, V), (o, W)] forms a vector space over C. The
vector space of of G-intertwiners from a representation to itself is called the G endomorpism space of the representation

(P, V),
Endg[([), V)] = Homg[(p, V)7 (P, V)}

which we will refer to as the endomorpism space of (p, V). Much of classical group theory studies the structure of the
intertwiners of representations [15]. A representation (p, V') is said to be a unitary representation if the vector space
V can be equipped with an inner product (-,-) such that

Vge G, Vo,weV, (p(g)v,p(g)w) = (v,w)

The unitary theorem in representation theory [15] says that any representation of a compact group G is equivalent
to a unitary representation of G. A representation is said to be reducible if it breaks into a direct sum of smaller
representations. Specifically, a unitary representation p is reducible if there exists an unitary matrix U such that

k
Vge G, plg)=UEPai(glU!

=1

where k£ > 2 and o; are smaller representations of G. The set of all non-equivalent unitary representations of a group
G will be denoted as G. All representations of compact groups G can be decomposed into direct sums of irreducible
representations. Specifically, if (o, V) is a G-representation,

(Ua V) = U[@ mg(pv ‘/p)]U]L
pe(:?

where U is a unitary matrix and the integers mf denote the number of copies of the irreducible (p,V,) in the
representation (o, V).

Appendix B: Schur’s Lemma

Schur’s lemma is one of the fundamental results in representation theory [389]. Let G be a compact group. Let
(p,V) and (o, W) be irreducible representations of G. Then, Schur’s lemma states the following: Let ® : V' — W be
an intertwiner of (p, V) and (o, W). Then, ® is either zero or the proportional to the identity map. In other words,

ifvg e G, Bplg) = o(g)d — {4 TXNEPV)=(0W)

® =0 if else



23
Equivalently, if (p, V) and (o, W) are irreducible representations, the space of intertwiners of representations satisfies

Homa|[(p, V), (o, W) = { CH@V)=(0W)

0 if else

A corollary of Schur’s lemma is the following: Let (p, V') be a irreducible representation of G. Let M € C%*d be a
matrix. Suppose that

Vg€ G, plg)M = Mp(g)

holds. Then, M is proportional to the identity matrix. The constant of proportionally can be determined by taking
traces. Specifically,

1. Extended Shur Lemma

Schur’s Lemma can be extended to reducible representations. Let (p,V,) and (o,V,) be G representations which
decompose into irriducibles as

(p. V) = UID me(r. WoUT (0.Ve) = VIED ms (r, W)V
e el
where U,V are fixed unitary matrices that diagonalize the p and o representations, respectively. Then, the vector
space of intertwiners between (p,V,) and (o, V,) has dimension
dim Home[(p, V,), (0, V,)] = Z mPm?Z
red@
Furthermore, elements of the space Homg[(p,V),),(0,V,)] have block structure.  Specifically, any ® €

Home[(p, V,), (0, V5)] can be parameterized in block diagonal form as

o=U@P o @4,V

req
and each block ®7 is a m? x mZ matrix written as

T T T
¢, O, .. P,

T T T
P = (I)Ql @22 (I)2m$

T T T
oy Py (I)mﬁmg

where each ®7; € C is a complex constant and d, = dim(7, W) is the dimension of the irreducible G-representation
(1, W5).

Appendix C: Schur-Weyl Duality

Schur-Weyl Duality is a powerful tool in the representation theory of compact groups [34]. In the literature there
is some ambiguity as to the actual definition of what Schur-Weyl duality entails. Schur-Weyl Duality is sometimes
referred to as the decomposition of the tensor products classical Lie groups. However, Schur-Weyl is actually a more
general idea that can be used to decompose any k-fold tensor product of a representation of a compact group. Let
G be a compact group. Let (p,V,) be any representation of G. Consider the k-fold tensor product representation,
(p®k, Vp®k’). This representation also forms a representation of the symmetric group of order k, as

Vo € Sk, Vg€ G, S p(g) ®p(9) ®...0p(g)] = [p(9) ® p(9) ® ... ® p(9)] S&

k—times k—times

so that the G action and S}, action are commutative.
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Ve p®* (9) VEk

FIG. 4: ‘Square’-type commutative diagram for Schur-Weyl duality. The key observation in Schur-Weyl duality is that the
k-fold tensor product action and the tensor permutation representation are commutative. This allows for definition of G x Sj
action on the vector space Vp®k. Because of this, (H’;, Vp®k ) forms a representation of the group G x Sk.

Let us define the action H’;, on the vector space Vp@’C as the following

d d d
Vg € G, VYo €S, thwlk € Vp®k7 Hl;(g7 O )Wiyig...ip, Z Z Z 15(1)j1p(g)lg(2)h p(g)ta(k)jkwﬁp Jk

Note that this action is well defined and can be performed by matrix multiplication followed by permutation or
permutation followed by matrix multiplication. For this reason, (H’;, V®k) is a well defined representation of the group

G x Sj. The representation (H’;, Vp®k ) is in general not reducible and will decompose into irreducible representations
of G x Sk. Irreducible representations of G x Sy are tensor products of irreducible representations of G and irreducible
representations of Si. Thus, we have the following decomposition,

(Ik, v k) = @@m’m V)@ (A Vy)

reG Ak

where mk™ are integers counting the number of copies of the (7,V;) ® (A, Vi) irreducible in (I}, V%), Thus, the

tensor product space decomposes into vector subspaces that are characterized by their transformation properties based
on G action and tensor index permutations.

1. TUnitary Schur-Weyl Duality

Let us apply the more general Schur-Weyl formalism to the case of the unitary group U(d). Irreducible repre-
sentations of U(d) are countably infinite and are in one-to-one correspondence with integer partitions [84, 89]. Let
A= (A1, A2, ..., A ) be a partition with Ay > Ag > ... > \,,. The irreducible representation of U(d) associated to the
partition A will be denoted as (U, V). Let (U, C?%) be the fundamental d-dimensional representation of U(d) defined
as the A = (1) partition,

={U | UU=1,=U0U" }

Consider the k-fold tensor product decomposition,

@ Vi@ A

A-(k,d)

where A - (k, d) denotes partitions of the integer k with no more than d summands, i.e.
AE(kd) = A=A 0 Am), stA =X > > A st Y Ai=kandm <d

A celebrated theorem of Weyl [341] states that the representations (Ux,V)) exhaust all representations of the d-
dimensional unitary group U(d).

a.  Unitary Group Tensor Product Rules

For a complete discussion of diagrammatic methods for computing tensor products of irreducible representations of
the unitary group, please see [23]. We will be interested in tensor products of irreducible representations of U(d). Let
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A and X\ be two partitions. Let V) and V) be the corresponding irreducible representations of U(d). Then, consider
the tensor product

Vi® Vi & @@m’iXVH

n=1 uktn

so that the index p ranges over all integer partitions and mk,, are integers that count the muplicity of the irreducible
representation V, in the tensor product V\ ® V). Using Schur-Weyl Duality, we can derive an exact expression for
tensor product rules mf,, of the unitary group in terms of the branching rules of the symmetric group. To begin,
consider the trivial relation

(Cd)®k ® (Cd)®k' _ (Cd)®(k+k’)

for any integers k and k. Then, using the vector space decomposition in the Schur-Weyl duality, we have an
isomorphism of vector spaces

[P weNel @ WwaeNzl B V.o

A (k,d) M (k' ,d) (k! ,d)

(c)* (cH¥ (G

This is a representation of the group U(d) x Sk x Si-. Expanding out the tensor product of the left hand side, we

have that
P Pp menleeXN) = E P mVuec(aX)

- (k,d) MH(K ,d) B AR(k,d) MK ,d)

Now, consider the group restriction of the left side from Sk to the subgroup Sy X S C Skix. Let u b (k+ k') be
a irreducible representation of Siix/. Under the group restriction

S ! !
Resgr i [l = @ @ By (AeN)
Ak N K

where B;}X are the branching rules which count how many copies of the irreducible A ® X are contained in the
restriction of . Branching rules for the symmetric group have been thoroughly studied [12]. Under group restriction
from Skix — Sk X Sy, the isomorphism of vector spaces becomes an isomorphism of group representations. Under

restriction
P vew-s H PPBLVicrer]

pk (kK d) pk(k+k' d) Tk T/ k!

Two representations are equivalent if and only if they have identical decomposition of irriducibles. This relation can
only hold if, for any A F &k and X + &k’ the relation

Va® Vi = @ BKA’ VH
(kK"

holds. Thus, the tensor product of the A and ) irreducibles of U(d) are completely determined by the branching rules
of irreducible representations of the symmetric group. Branching rules of the symmetric group have been thoroughly
studied in representation theory [42]. When k = k' there is additional simplification due to exchange. Specifically,
consider the decomposition

(Cd)®k ® (Cd)®k ~ (Cd)®2k

The left hand side of this expression has a Zy-action. Specifically, define the operator S as swapping the left and right
copy of (C4)®*,
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Appendix D: Lie Group Theory

Lie group theory is the study of continuous groups. We review some basic concepts of Lie group theory. A full
treatment of Lie group theory can be found in [23, 36, 84, 89]. A Lie group G is a group that is also a smooth manifold
with the requirement that, for all g, h € G, the map g xh — gh : G x G — G is smooth and themap g - ¢~ ! : G = G
is smooth. A homeomorphism of Lie groups is a smooth map ® : G — H that satisfies the relation

V9.9’ € G, ®(99') = ®(9)®(g)

Representations of Lie groups are defined in the same way as representations of finite groups. Let V' be a vector space.
A representation of a Lie group is a Lie group homeomorpism p : G — GL(V) and a vector space V satisfying,

Vge G, YoeV, plgg)v=p(g)p(g)v

1. Lie Algebra

A Lie algebra g is a vector space equipped with a anti-symmteric two-form [-,-] : g X g — g which satisfies the
Jacobi identity,

Jacobi: [X,[Y,Z]]+ [Y,[Z,X]] +[Z,[X,Y]] =0
A homeomorphism of Lie algebras is a map ¢ : g — § that preserves the Lie bracket of g so that
VXY €5, o(IX,Y]) = [6(X), 6(Y)]
Let X; be a basis of the Lie algebra g. The Lie algebra g is called semi-simple if there is no proper subset J; of the

X; such that the J; are an idea of g under the Lie bracket operator [-,]. Let X; be a basis of the Lie algebra g. The
structure constants Z-’; of g are defined as

(X, X,] =) fhXy
J

so that the constants Z’; are the decomposition of the Lie bracket in the vector space g. Let V' be a vector space. We

can similarly speak of a Lie algebra representation as a homeopmorpism o : g — GL(V') that preserves Lie bracket
structure

VX, Y eg, o(X,Y)]) =[o(X),0(Y)]

If G is a connected group, the map exp : g — G, is defined as

oo ‘t n
VX €g, exp(tX)=Y (Zn)' X"
n=0 :

The key property of exp is that the exponential map exp commutes with homeomorphism of algebra and group D 1,
so that there is an isomerism between Lie algebra representations and Lie group representations.

d®|.
4>[J

©

exp exp

L}H

Q

FIG. 5: The exponential map: Let ® : G — H be a homeomorpism of groups. Let d®|. : g — b be the derivative map
evaluated at the identity of G. Then, the above map is commutative.
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2. Adjoint Representation

The adjoint (sometime called the little adjoint) ad representation is a canonical representation of a Lie algebra. The
adjoint action is defined as

ad(X)Y = [X,Y]
The adjoint action satisfies
[ad(X), ad(Y)] = ad([X, Y])

which preserves the Lie bracket structure and is a valid Lie algebra representation. The adjoint action acts directly
on g, and the dimension of the adjoint representation is the dimension of the vector space g.

There is an analogous adjoint (sometimes called the big adjoint) Ad representation of the Lie group G on g. Consider
the conjugation map ®, : G — G on the Lie group G given by

®4(h) = ghg™*

the conjugation map is an Lie automorpism of G. The adjoint map Ad, evaluated at g € G is then the conjugation
map evaluated at the identity

VgeG, Ad,=dd,|.:T.(G) — T.(G)

so that for fixed g € G, Ady : g — g. Thus, Ad, : G — aut(g). Let X € g,

d
g € G, AdgX = —lgexp(tX)g™ iz

Note that
Vg,9' € G, Adgo Ady = Adgyy

so that (Ad, g) is a Lie group representation of G with dimension equal to the vector space dimension of g. Let (-, )
be an inner product on g. The inner product (-, -) is said to be Ad-invariant if and only if,

v.g S G7 vx7y € 97 <‘T7y> = <Ang,Adg’y>

3. Killing Form

The Killing form K is a symmetric bi-linear form on a Lie algebra g. Specifically, K is defined as
K(X,Y) = Trlad(X)ad(Y)]
Using the cyclic properties of the trace,
KX, [Z,Y)+ K([Z,X],Y)=0 (D1)

The Killing form is essentially unique. It is (up to multiplication) the only inner product satisfying the property D1.

The Killing form can be written in terms of the structure constants Z-’} as

K(A'X;, B'X;) = fhfkA'B
k

So that as an element of g* ® g* the Killing form is given by

K = Z ffmf;zei(@ej

km=1
where g* = span|e’]l_; is the dual space of g. Importantly, the Killing form is an Ad-invariant inner product,

Vge @, K(X,Y)=K(Ad,X,Ad,Y)
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a. Cartan Sub-Algebra

A Cartan sub-algebra h is a maximal commuting set of elements of g. A Cartan sub-algebra is closed under
commutation and satisfies

vz’yeh’ [x7y]:0

The dimensions of dim b = r is called the rank of g. Let {h*}7_; be a basis of h. The remaining elements of g will be
denoted as E“ where

Vheb, [n',E%=a'E"

so that the E% are eigenvectors of the h? operators. The vectors a = (al,a?,...,a") are called roots. The operator

E< is called the ladder operator associated to the root «. Let ® denote all the roots of g. The Lie algebra g then
decomposes as a direct sum of the Cartan sub-algebra and the roots

a=b(pE

acd
Root systems have a reflection symmetry. Specifically, if « is a root, then —a is also a root as
[h', B = o'E* = [h',(E*)1] = —a'(E*)T
Using the Jacobi Identity, we have that
Vheh, [n,[E* E°)] = (a+B)ETFP
thus, the commutator of two roots satisfies

[E®,EP] = N, gE“tP if a # -
[E*,E~°] =) Ci(a)h’
1=1

where N, g and C;(«a) are constants. The constant C;(«) can be determined using the Jacobi relation. We have that
(W, [E*, B~ + [E*, [E~* W] 4+ [E~*, [, E*]] = 0
Using the definition of roots, we have that
[, [B*, B~ + 2/ [E*,E~%] =0

Thus, [E%, E~] must be given by
[E°, B~ =C(a) ) o'l
i=1

The root «(h) : h — C is the eigenvector of x in [h,-]. Note that each root a: h — C can be viewed as an element of
the dual space h* of h. An orientation on a root system « is a choice of roots @+ C & such that either o or —« is
contained in ®T, but not both. If the Lie algebra g has an inner product, we can identify h* with . We can identify
the dual h* with b via the canonical isomorphism J : h* — b

J[z)(y) = K(z,y)

where K(-,) is the Killing form on g. The Killing form induces a inner product on the root space. Let « and S be
roots. We can then define the inner product on roots

(@,8) = KO _o'h',> B'h) = a'f
i=1 i=1 i=1
The Killing form then defines a inner product in the dual space h* via

(Ol,ﬂ) :K(ahﬂﬁh)
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4. Weights

A weight vector A = (AL, A2, ..., \") is a basis such that
VhYE,  RYA) = NN)
Using the commutation relations [h¢, E%] = o' E®, we have that
REIN)] = (X1 + ) [B°]3)]
so that the operator E shifts the weight vector A,
E¥)\) « A+ )
The operator E¢ is said to terminate the weight vector X is there exists an integer p € Z such that
(E“)PIA) =0
For finite representations, all the root operators E® must terminate each weight vector |\). Thus, we must have that

2(a, A)
|o?

ez
This is called the Cartan relation. The Cartan relation forces the root and weight space to satisfy a set of natural

geometric relations, allowing for a complete classification of simple Lie algebras.

5. Structures of Root Systems

The rank of the Cartan sub-algebra § is in general much less than the dimension of the full Lie algebra g. Let
{Bi}7_; be a basis of h*. Then, any root may be expanded as

Vae d, a= anﬂi
i=1

where n; are integers. Roots with the first non-zero n; > 0 are called positive roots and denoted as ®,. A simple
root is a root that cannot be written as the sum of two positive roots. The set of simple roots is denoted as A. There
are exactly r simple roots. For any two simple roots, we define the Cartan matrix

a0 € A, Aij =

To each root o € @, we associate a dual root o”, defined as
A 2c
|af?

Using this definition, the Cartan matrix can be written as

(67

Aij = (i, o)

a. Fundamental Weights
The fundamental weights are defined as the normalized coroots with
(wi, 0‘;\) = 04

Any weight vector can be expanded in the fundamental weight basis as

A= i )\iwi
i=1

where \; = (A, ') are called the Dynkin labels of \. The Weyl vector p is defined as the sum of all fundamental
weights

T
pP= Zwi
i=1



30
6. Weyl Group

Consider the hyperplane defined by the equation
Ho,={h| (a,h)y >0}

For any root o € ®, we can reflect around the hyperplane defined by H,. The set of all reflections forms a group.
Which is called the Weyl group W. Specifically, for any two roots 8 and «, the Weyl reflection of 8 with respect to
« is given by

sa3=pB— (", B)a
Because roots and weights live in the same space, the Weyl group also acts on weight vectors |\) via
salA) = [A) — (@, N)]a)
The Weyl group action on both weights and roots is unitary,

Roots: Yw € W, Va,o/ € P (o, ') = (wa, wa')
Weights: Yw € W, (A, X) = (w\, w))

It will be useful to define the Fredenhall operator D, as

Dy =[] (exp(e/2) — exp(~a/2))

aedt

using the definition of the Weyl group, this can be written in terms of the Weyl vector as

D, = > n(w)exp(wp)

wew

where n(w) : W — £1 is the sign function of W.

7. ‘Weyl Chamber

The action of the Weyl group W on the root space splits the root space into |W| isomorphic subspaces called
chambers. The Weyl chamber defined as

We={ A|VweW, Vo, € A (wA ;) >0}

The discriminant function dg4(x) : h — C is defined as

Voeh, by = ] (o)

aedt

which is the products of the inner product of the Cartan elementz € h with all positive roots.

8. Highest Weight Representations

A highest weight vector |\) is a weight that is decimated by each positive root,
Va e ®t, E%\) =0

There is a bijection between highest weight representations and irreducible Lie algebra representations. Specifically,
from a highest weight vector |\), we can form the descendent states

Va; € ®T, E“E " E"%m|\)
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Descent states form representations of the Lie algebra g. The set of all descendent states of the highest weight vector
|A) is denoted as Lj.
The descendent states Ly generate representation of the Lie algebra G. Specifically,

Cartan Subgroup: eXp(Z 0;h%)|\) = exp(z O\ |\
i=1 i=1
Lie Algebra: exp(tE®)|\') € Ly

Thus, highest weight states generate representations of Lie groups. However, we have to keep track of both the
multiplicities of the states in Ly and be able to generate a basis for Ly. Define the formal exponential exp(u) as a
placeholder, where for all weights A\ and X/,

exp(A + ') = exp(A) exp()\)
exp(A)(X) = exp((A, X))

The character of the highest weight representation |A) is then defined as

Z Multy [N] exp()\)
AN €Ly

where the integer Multy[\] counties the number of copies of the descendent state |\) in the |\) highest weight
representation. In general, calculating the Lie algebra characters is difficult. However, it can be show that the
Freudenthal operator satisfies

DpX)\ = Dp+,\
Thus, we have that
Dpix
= D2
=7 (D2)

This D2 is called the Weyl character formula. Using D2, the dimension of a highest weight representation |\) is given
by

(p+\a)

dy = dim \ = H o)

acdt

Appendix E: Harish-Chandra Integral Formula

The Harish-Chandra integrals were discovered by Harish-Chandra in his development of the theory of harmonic
analysis on semi-simple Lie groups. The HCIZ integrals [38] are a special case of the more general Harish-Chandra
formula. Let G be a semi-simple group. Let Ad : G — Aut(g) be the adjoint operator on G. Let W be the Weyl group
of G. Let (-,-) : g x g — C be any Ad-invariant inner product on g. Then, the Harish-Chandra formula evaluates
integrals of the form

/ dg exp({Ady(x), 7))
geG

in terms of summations over the the Weyl group W. Specifically,

/g o exp((Ady(x).) =

i j 3 sten(u) expl{u(e). 1)

where w(x) is the lattice vector of  on W and sign : W — =£1 is the sign function.
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Appendix F: Representation Theory of Unitary Group U(d)

The representation theory of the group U(d) was worked out in the early 1900s by Jacobi, Schur and Weyl, among
others. The representation theory of the group U(d) is especially elegant and is intimately related to the representation
theory of the symmetric group. The unitary group U(d) is both semi-simple and compact so the set of irreducible
representations of U(d) are countably infinite. Let A = (A1, Mg, ..., A ) be an integer partition with A\ > Ao > ... > Ay
Characters of irreducible representations are given by

8)\(’217227 7ZM) = X/\(Z) : (CX)"l —C

where the sy are called called Schur functions. Define the function

Ai+m—1 _Ai+m—1 A 4+m—1
k4 2 .z
Ao+m—2 Ao+m—2 Ao+m—2
. 2] 25 . 23
Axy Aoy dom (215 225 oo, 2Zm) = det
zf‘" zg‘" zén

The Schur function is the defined by

ax(2z1, 22, -, Zm)

8,\(2’1,22,.-.,27n): A(Zl 2 2 )
y 225 se0y Amy

where A(z) is the Vandermode determinant.

Appendix G: Unitary Quantum Double Calculation
The matrix elements of Tij are given by
Vi, VaITy Vi Vi) = Eu (i, Va UV, V)] = — B [ OV v V40
We can evaluate this expression in closed form. Using the algebraic identity,
Tr[A]Tr[B] = Tr[A ® B]
we can expand the product of traces as
TV UV Vi V30T = TV UV V30T = TV OV VU
where we have introduced an additional ‘copy’ of the Hilbert space. We then have that
Ev[(VIVIU) @ (Vi V3U")] = (VV @ NEs[U @ UT](1 2 VV3)
Now, note that
YW eU(d), [VeVIEUeU=E/[UcUNVaVT
Thus, using a ‘twisted’ variant of Schur-Weyl duality C, we have that
EvlU @ U =alg+ gP
where P is the swap and conjugate operator and o and 3 are constants. We then have that,

(V1, Va| T3 | V], V3) = Te[(V{ V] @ 1)[ada + BS](1 @ V3 V3)] = aTx[V{ V] @ V3 V] + BdTe[V] V) V3 V]

Appendix H: Multi-Linear Algebra

We briefly review some multi-linear algebra concepts and operations on tensor product spaces. We specifically
discuss partial transpose and partial conjugation, which are some standard tools in quantum information theory [61].
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1. Partial Trace

The partial trace is a standard tool in quantum information theory [61]. Let H = H4 ® Hp be a Hilbert space
composed of the H4 and Hp Hilbert spaces. Let O be an operator defined on W. The partial trace of an operator
on the H4 or Hp subspace is then defined as

OW =Trp[0], 0¥ =Tru[O]

respectively, where the matrix elements of the partially traced operators are defined as

dB dA
078‘4) = Oijn, Ol(f) = Okin
k=1 k=1

An operator O is said to be separable if O = O4 ® Op factorizes. Partial traces of separable operators satisfy
OW = Trp[0] = Tr[0p]04, OB =Tr,[0] = Tr[04]0p
A generic operator is not separable. However, via the operator-Schmidt decomposition.

Theorem 8 (Operator Schmidt-Decomposition). Let O be an operator defined on the V& V' tensor product space.
The operator O can always be written as

No

0= ZP@Ae ® By
=1

where py are positive real numbers and the operators Ay and By are orthogonal on the V' subspaces,
TT[AZA@/] = (5@(/ = TT[B;[B@]

the integer No (the rank of the matrixz) counts the minimum number of tensor product operators needed to decompose
O. No is called the Schmidt number of the operator O.

The partial trace operation satisfies a uniqueness property.
Theorem 9 ( Uniqueness of Partial Trace ). The partial trace is the unique linear map
Trg: L(A® B) — L(A) (H1)
that satisfies the property
VHp € L(B), VHa € L(4), Trp|Ha® Hg]= Tr{Hp|Ha

2. Tensor Permutation Operators and Symmetric Group Representations

Let W = VA®’C be a vector space that is the k-fold tensor product of V. For each permutation o € Sy, we define
the operator S, with action on the tensor product basis via permutation

Yo € Sk, §g|i1i2...ik> = |ig(1)i0(2)...ig(k)>

The operators S, form a unitary reducible representation of the group S,. Specifically, the permutation representation
will decompose as

(S0, VER) 2 P i A
AFE

with Cf‘k 4 counting the muplicity of the irreducible A representation in (S,,V®k). The character of the (S, V®F)
representation is given by

X(0) = Tr[S,] = d/@
where f(o) is the number of fixed points of the permutation . Thus,
B = 3 e

o€Sk

where xa(0) : Sg — C is the character of the A irreducible.
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Character Table of Irreducible Representations of Sy
Character ‘e,(sizezl)‘(12),(size:6) (12)(34),(size=3) | (123),(size=8) | (1234), (size=6)
X(4) 1 1 1 1 1
X(1,1,1,1) 1 -1 1 -1 1
X(2,2) 2 0 2 -1 0
X(2,1,1) 3 1 -1 0 -1
X(3,1) 3 -1 -1 0 1

TABLE II: Character Table of S, for irreducible representations \ + 4.

a. N =2 Case

For N =2, S5 & Z, is isomorphic to the cyclic group of order two. There are two permutation operators, 1 and S.
The operator S permutes tensor product indices with S|ij) = |ji). Note that

S?2=1

Thus, S has eigenvalues +1. All representations of Sy are one dimensional. There are two irreducible representations,
the trivial and sign representation. The tensor product space then decomposes as

VeVv= [@w] @[@]V_

d(d+1) d(d—1)
2 2

so that the tensor permutation space decomposes into copies of the symmetric space and copies of the

anti-symmetric space. The projection operators into the V; and V_ subspaces are given by

N 1 N N 1 N
Sy = ﬁ(ldxd +5) S_= E(ldxd - 5)

respectively. The projection operators are normalized to satisfy the relations S'i =5, Using Young diagrams, the
irreducible representations are representation as the partitions A - 2, as shown in 6.

ViV =[1]2] voxve,

FIG. 6: Irreducible Representations of S> and corresponding Young Diagrams

3. Tensor Product Rules

The tensor product rules for the group S, are trivial. Using characters, we have that
V+®V+:V+, V+®V_:V_, V_®V_:V+

so that C’j_"” =1, ct-=Cct =1, C7™ =1 and all other tensor product multiplicities are zero.

4. Computing Branching and Induction Rules of S; x S» C Sy

There are five irreducible representations of S4. The character table of irriducibles of S;. The group Sy has five
conjugacy classes.



35

[1[2]s]4]-[1]2]e[1]2]

112 1 1
- OO e (e p

2

_
B~ (i2)s[12h e (i]2] g e (e 12
[ 4]
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0 | ‘—>(®)®(®)€B(®)

FIG. 7: Under the group restriction operation of S4 to S2 x S2, The five irreducible representations A - 4 of Ss decompose
into direct sums of tensor products of Sz irreducible representations.

Evaluated on the Ss x S; subgroup, we have that

xwle)e)] =1, xul(12)(e)) =1, xwlle)B)] =1, xwl[(12)(34)] =1

xaple)e)) =1, xauinl2)(e)] =—-1, xainle)34)] =—-1, xa1,1,1)[(12)(34)] =
Xele) ] =2, xe2l(12)(e)] =0, Xx@2[(€)(12)] =0, x@2)I[(12)(12)] =2
X(2,1,1)[( e)(e)] = 3, [(12)( =1, X(2,1,1)[(€)(12)] =1, X(2,1,1)[(12)(12)] =-1,
x@a.nlle)(e)] =3, X(3 1) [( 2)(e)] = -1, x@ylle)12)]=-1, x@enl(12)(12)] = -1,

Upon restriction to the subgroup S x S we have the following decomposition of S, irreducible representations,

[\

Vi = Vi@V, Vo= VeV, Ve = (VieVy)e(VooV.)
Vieany —» (VaeViye(VieVo)se (Voo Vy), Vey—(VeeVo)se(VieVo)se (Vo Vy)

This is shown diagrammatically in 7. Thus, the only non-zero branching rules are given by

Biy =1, Buiin=1 Bbh =By =

By =Bay =Beh =1 Bihliy =By =Bahy =1
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