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Abstract

Permutation invariant polynomial functions of matrices have previously been stud-
ied as the observables in matrix models invariant under SN , the symmetric group of all
permutations of N objects. In this paper, the permutation invariant matrix observables
(PIMOs) of degree k are shown to be in one-to-one correspondence with equivalence
classes of elements in the diagrammatic partition algebra Pk(N). On a 4-dimensional
subspace of the 13-parameter space of SN invariant Gaussian models, there is an en-
hanced O(N) symmetry. At a special point in this subspace, is the simplest O(N)
invariant action. This is used to define an inner product on the PIMOs which is ex-
pressible as a trace of a product of elements in the partition algebra. The diagram
algebra Pk(N) is used to prove the large N factorisation property of this inner product,
which generalizes a familiar large N factorisation for inner products of matrix traces
invariant under continuous symmetries.
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1 Introduction

The simplifications of large N in matrix quantum field theories in diverse dimensions with
continuous gauge symmetries such as U(N), O(N), Sp(N) discovered in [1] have played a
major role in the development of gauge-string duality in subsequent years. This includes
low-dimensional non-critical string theories dual to zero-dimensional QFTs (matrix models)
[2–4], the string dual of two-dimensional Yang-Mills theories [5], and the generalization to
higher dimensions in the AdS/CFT correspondence [6]. In theories with continuous sym-
metries containing adjoint fields, the space of gauge invariants is generated by traces of
matrices. An important aspect of simplicity in the large N limit is “large N factorisation”.
In the context of AdS/CFT, large N factorisation for two-point functions involving gauge
invariants built from a complex matrix is an expression of orthogonality for distinct trace
structures [7]. This plays an important role in the connection between multi-traces con-
structed from a small number of matrices and perturbative gravitons in the AdS dual [8,
9]. The breakdown of this orthogonality when the number of matrices becomes comparable
to N guides the identification of CFT duals [7, 10, 11] for giant gravitons [12–14]. Large
N factorisation also enters the construction of gauge-string duals in collective field theory
[15–18], which gives useful insights into the emergence of classical limits at large N . It is
also employed in the Master field approach to large N [19] and loop equations [20] (see for
example [21–23] for recent developments of these themes). In the geometrical construction
of gauge-string duality, based on Schur-Weyl duality and branched covers, in instances such
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as large N 2d Yang Mills [5, 24–31] or the simple toy model of Gaussian Hermitian matrix
theory [32–35], trace structures of matrix invariants correspond to branching structures of
covering maps from string worldsheets.

In this paper, we will develop the theme of large N factorisation for permutation in-
variant matrix models [36–39]. Permutation invariance was motivated in [36] in the context
of matrix data arising in computational linguistics [40–43]. The formulation of large N
factorisation we will use is similar to the one in [7]. We will use the simplest inner product
on the space of permutation invariant matrix observables (PIMOs). It comes from a special
point on the moduli space of SN invariant Gaussian matrix models where the action has
O(N) symmetry. This is the first sense in which hidden symmetries appear in this paper.
Permutation invariant random matrix distributions have also been studied from the point
of view of mathematical statistics, using partition algebra diagrams [44–46].

The second kind of hidden symmetry appearing in this paper is based on Schur-Weyl
duality. Observables invariant under the action of a symmetry group G, as we will discuss
in this paper, are organized by algebras dual to G. For the case of U(N) symmetry the dual
algebras are based on the standard Schur-Weyl duality [47] between U(N) and Sk in the
k-fold tensor product of V ⊗k of the fundamental representation V of U(N). Applications of
Schur-Weyl duality to the computation of correlators in matrix models with U(N) symmetry
are developed in [10, 48–60] and short reviews are [61, 62]. The U(N) case serves as a
powerful source of useful analogies throughout the paper. When U(N) is replaced by SN as
the invariance of interest, the Schur-Weyl dual algebras are diagrammatic partition algebras
Pk(N). These algebras have been studied in statistical physics and representation theory
[63–65]. The algebras Pk(N) are finite dimensional and have a basis which can be labelled
by diagrams, corresponding to set partitions of a set of 2k objects. A set partition of a
set S is a collection of non-empty subsets of S, such that any pair of of subsets has zero
intersection, and the union of the subsets is the set S. Equivalently, every element of the
set is included in exactly one of the subsets (see for example [66] for further information on
set partitions).

The paper is organised as follows. In section 2 we review the construction of the permu-
tation invariant Gaussian 1-matrix model, and the counting of invariant matrix observables
developed in [36, 37]. Here we give a new description of the counting, which emphasizes
the underlying hidden partition algebra symmetry arising as a consequence of Schur-Weyl
duality. We end the section with a derivation of the O(N) symmetric point in the moduli
space of SN invariant 1-matrix models.

Section 3 is dedicated to the construction of PIMOs by means of partition algebras.
We give a brief description of the partition algebras. In particular we present the diagram
basis and describe how the product is computed by using a composition of diagrams. The
construction of U(N) invariants using symmetric group algebras is reviewed as a warm-
up exercise. This is generalised to give a map from partition algebra elements to PIMOs
(equation (3.14)), leading to a correspondence between PIMOs and equivalence classes of
partition algebra elements. These equivalence classes are defined in equation (3.17). The
simplest O(N) invariant action is used to define an inner product on the space of PIMOs

3



in terms of a trace of partition algebra elements (equation (3.19)).
Section 4 proves the large N factorization of the inner product on PIMOs thus defined.

That is, we show that
〈

ÔiÔj

〉

= δij + O(1/
√

N), (1.1)

where Ôi, Ôj are normalized PIMOs labelled by indices i, j running over equivalence classes
of partition algebra elements. The proof of large N factorization relies on the existence
of a partial ordering on the diagram basis for the partition algebra. The partial ordering
is related to an inclusion of diagrams, and can itself be described by another diagram of
diagrams called a Hasse diagram [67]. We end the section by extending the proof to multi-
matrix observables.

2 Hidden symmetries in permutation invariant Gaussian ma-
trix models

In [37] a 13-parameter family of Gaussian matrix models consistent with permutation invari-
ance was constructed, by using a transformation from the matrix variables Mij to variables
labelled by irreducible representations of SD. The expectation values of linear and quadratic
permutation invariant polynomials in Mij were given in terms of the representation theo-
retic parameters. Expectation values for a sample of cubic and quartic invariant polynomials
were constructed using Wick’s theorem. Additional examples were computed in [38]. The
results were generalized to the 2-matrix case in [39]. Computer code for expectation values
of invariant polynomials in the 1-matrix and 2-matrix case is available as part of [39].

The schematic form of the permutation invariant Gaussian matrix model (PIGMM) is

∫

dM exp(−S(M)) =

∫

dM exp

(

−
2∑

i=1

µiLi(M)−
11∑

i=1

giQi(M)

)

. (2.1)

The action S(M) contains two linear terms: L1, L2; and eleven quadratic terms Q1, . . . Q11.
It is the most general quadratic action invariant under the following group action of SN

(the symmetric group on N objects),

S(Mσ(i)σ(j)) = S(Mij), for all σ ∈ SN . (2.2)

The permutations σ ∈ SN are invertible maps σ : {1, · · · , N} → {1, . . . , N}. The
product of two permutations σ1, σ2 is defined by composing the maps : σ1σ2(i) = σ2(σ1(i)).
As an example, consider the following two permutations in S3:

σ1 : 1 7→ 2, 2 7→ 3, 3 7→ 1,

σ2 : 1 7→ 2, 2 7→ 1, 3 7→ 3.
(2.3)

In this case
σ1σ2 : 1 7→ 1, 2 7→ 3, 3 7→ 2. (2.4)
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Let VN be an N -dimensional vector space with orthonormal basis ei, i = 1, . . . , N . The
defining representation ρN : SN → GL(VN ) of SN assigns the following linear operator to
every permutation

ρN (σ)ei = eσ−1(i). (2.5)

From equation (2.2), we see that the vector space spanned by Mij is acted on by SN in
the same way as VN ⊗ VN . We have the identification

Mij ←→ ei ⊗ ej . (2.6)

This is not an irreducible representation, it decomposes into several irreducible components

VN ⊗ VN
∼= 2V[N ] ⊕ 3V[N−1,1] ⊕ V[N−2,1,1] ⊕ V[N−2,2]. (2.7)

Here V[N ] corresponds to the trivial one-dimensional representation of SN . The repre-
sentations V[N−1,1], V[N−2,1,1], V[N−2,2] are non-trivial irreducible representations, labeled by
integer partitions of N . Their dimensions are respectively

N − 1, (N − 1)(N − 2)/2, N(N − 3)/2. (2.8)

We will use the index Λ1 ranging over the labels for irreducible representations

Λ1 ∈ {[N ], [N − 1, 1], [N − 2, 1, 1], [N − 2, 2]} (2.9)

and we refer to the corresponding irreducible representations of SN as V SN

Λ1
. The above

decomposition can be deduced using

VN
∼= V[N ] ⊕ V[N−1,1], (2.10)

together with the tensor product rule described in section 7.13 of [68]. See also [69] for a
dedicated treatment of symmetric group representation theory.

Note that the multiplicity of V[N ] in (2.7) is exactly why there are two linear terms L1, L2

in the action (2.1). Furthermore the isomorphism in equation (2.7) implies that there exists
a set of linear combinations of matrix elements labelled by Λ1

SΛ1,α
a =

∑

i,j

CΛ1,α
a,ij Mij . (2.11)

The index a is a state index for the irreps, while α is a multiplicity index

a ∈ {1, . . . , Dim V SN

Λ1
},

α ∈ {1, . . . , Mult(VN ⊗ VN → V SN

Λ1
)},

(2.12)

where Mult(VN ⊗ VN → V SN

Λ1
) is the multiplicity of V SN

Λ1
in VN ⊗ VN . The change of basis

is given by the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients CΛ1,α
a,ij . They have the property

∑

i,j

CΛ1,α
a,ij Mσ−1(i)σ−1(j) =

∑

b

DΛ1
ab (σ)SΛ1α

b , (2.13)
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where the matrices DΛ1
ab (σ) are irreducible matrix representations of SN (background on

the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients for symmetric groups is available in [68]). Without loss of
generality, we can assume that the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients define an orthonormal basis
with respect to the inner product

(Mij , Mkl) = δikδjl. (2.14)

Equivalently, the representation theoretic variables satisfy

(SΛ1,α
a , S

Λ′
1,β

b ) = δabδ
Λ1Λ′

1δαβ . (2.15)

Together with the fact that the inner product (2.14) is SN invariant, it follows that

DΛ1
ab (σ−1) = DΛ1

ba (σ). (2.16)

Using the above basis it immediately follows that the quadratic combination
∑

a

SΛ1,α
a SΛ1,β

a =
∑

i,j,k,l

MijQΛ1,αβ
ijkl Mkl (2.17)

is an invariant polynomial, where

QΛ1,αβ
ijkl =

∑

a

CΛ1,α
a,ij CΛ1,β

a,kl . (2.18)

A useful observation is that, while the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients depend on a choice of
basis for every irreducible component in (2.7), the tensors QΛ1,αβ

ijkl do not. For all four Λ1,
they can be constructed by using only the explicit bases for the subspaces V[N ] and V[N−1,1]

in (2.7) [37].
We may associate a unique parameter to every invariant. Since

∑

i,j,k,l

MijQ
Λ1,αβ
ijkl Mkl =

∑

i,j,k,l

MijQ
Λ1,βα
ijkl Mkl, (2.19)

there is a symmetric matrix of dimension Mult(VN ⊗ VN → V SN

Λ1
) parametrising the

quadratic part of the action, for every choice of Λ1. Using the multiplicities in the de-
composition (2.7), we have

11 =
2 · 3
2!

+
3 · 4
2!

+
1 · 2
2!

+
1 · 2
2!

. (2.20)

independent parameters. The two linear terms are given by

µ1L1 = µ1S[N ],1 and µ2L2 = µ2S[N ],2. (2.21)

The quadratic part is
∑

Λ1,a
α,β

SΛ1,α
a gΛ1

αβSΛ1,β
a =

∑

i,j,k,l
Λ1,α,β

gΛ1
αβMijQ

Λ1,αβ
ijkl Mkl. (2.22)

6



where the matrices gΛ1
αβ are parameters of the model. In this basis the partition function is,

∫

dM exp(−S(M)) =

∫

dS exp






−µ1S[N ],1 − µ2S[N ],2 −

∑

Λ1,a
α,β

SΛ1,α
a gΛ1

αβSΛ1,β
a







dS =
∏

Λ1,α,a

dSΛ1,α
a .

(2.23)

The matrices gΛ1
αβ must have non-negative eigenvalues to define a convergent integral.

Note that the parameters in the quadratic part of the action in [37] are related to the
parameters in this paper as

(
ΛV0

)

αβ
←→ g

[N ]
αβ ,

(
ΛVH

)

αβ
←→ g

[N−1,1]
αβ ,

(
ΛV2

)←→ g[N−2,2],
(
ΛV3

)←→ g[N−2,1,1].

(2.24)

The slight shift of notation makes the connection between the parameters and the decom-
position (2.7) more manifest.

2.1 Counting matrix observables using partition algebras

Permutation invariant matrix polynomials, which have been studied as the natural class of
observables in the matrix model with permutation invariant measure and action, are defined
to obey

O(Mσ(i)σ(j)) = O(Mij) for all σ ∈ SN (2.25)

These permutation invariant matrix observables (PIMOs) can be organized by their degree.
At degree k, the matrix monomials

Mi1i1′ Mi2i2′ . . . Miki
k′ , (2.26)

form a basis for a vector space isomorphic to Symk(VN ⊗ VN ). The symmetric group Sk

acts on (VN ⊗ VN )⊗k by permuting the k tensor factors. The subspace Symk(VN ⊗ VN ) is
the subspace of Sk invariants in (VN ⊗ VN )⊗k. This Sk invariance is imposed because of
the bosonic symmetry of the matrix variables Mij . The PIMOs form the SN ×Sk invariant
subspace of (VN ⊗ VN )⊗k :

Matrix polynomials of degree k invariant under SN

= Invariants SN ×Sk

(

(VN ⊗ VN )⊗k
)

≡ [(VN ⊗ VN )⊗k]SN ×Sk

= {v ∈ (VN ⊗ VN )⊗k : σv = v, τv = v | for all σ ∈ SN , τ ∈ Sk}. (2.27)

Note that the action of τ ∈ Sk on (VN ⊗ VN )⊗k commutes with the action of σ ∈ SN . This
follows since the same σ is applied to all tensor factors.
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In [36] the dimension of the space of independent PIMOs for matrices of size N and
polynomial degree k was obtained as

N (N, k) =
1

N !k!

∑

p⊢N

∑

q⊢k

N !
∏N

i=1 ipipi!

k!
∏k

i=1 iqiqi!

k∏

i=1

(∑

l|i

lpl

)2qi . (2.28)

The initial sums run over integer partitions (Young diagrams) p of N , and integer partitions
q of k while the final sum is over the integer divisors l of i. The equation (2.28) computes
the multiplicity of the trivial representation of SN×Sk in the decomposition of (VN⊗VN)⊗k,
which is the dimension of [(VN ⊗ VN )⊗k]SN ×Sk . There exists an isomorphism

(VN ⊗ VN )⊗k ∼=
⊕

Λ1,Λ2

V SN

Λ1
⊗ V Sk

Λ2
⊗ VΛ1Λ2

, (2.29)

organizing the space into irreducible representations of SN × Sk, with multiplicities VΛ1Λ2
.

Let V[N ] ⊗ V[k] denote the trivial representation of SN × Sk with multiplicity space V[N ][k],
then the dimension of SN × Sk invariants is given by

N (N, k) = Dim V[N ][k]. (2.30)

The generalization to multi-matrix observables and a proof of their correspondence with
colored directed graphs was developed in [39]. The approach in this paper is based on a
new way of counting PIMOs, utilising the connection between dual algebras and matrix
invariants.

We begin by reviewing this connection in the case of U(N) invariants. Tensor products of
the defining representation V of U(N) have a multiplicity free decomposition into irreducible
representations of U(N)× Sk labelled by Young diagrams

V ⊗k ∼=
⊕

Λ⊢k
l(Λ)≤N

V
U(N)

Λ ⊗ V CSk

Λ . (2.31)

The sum runs over Young diagrams Λ with k boxes, and for k > N is restricted such that
the number of rows l(Λ) in the Young diagram Λ is not greater than N . In the remainder of
this paper we will assume N ≥ k for discussions of the unitary group. This result is known
as Schur-Weyl duality (see chapter 6 in [47]). On the left-hand side of this equation we have
a basis ei1 ⊗ ei2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eik

with each index i running from 1 to N . On the right-hand side
we have a basis EΛ

Mm with

m ∈ {1, . . . , Dim V CSk

Λ },
M ∈ {1, . . . , Dim V

U(N)
Λ }.

(2.32)

For a fixed Young diagram Λ and a fixed state M in V
U(N)

Λ , there is a multiplicity of

Dim V CSk

Λ . That is, we have

Mult(V ⊗k → V
U(N)

Λ ) = Dim V CSk

Λ . (2.33)
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It is well-known that U(N) invariant matrix observables have a basis of multi-traces.
These traces can be parameterised by conjugacy classes of permutations. A description of
the connection between gauge invariant observables and equivalence classes of permutations
for single matrix as well as multi-matrix problems, with applications to AdS/CFT is given
in [62]. We review the connection here with an emphasis on Schur-Weyl duality from the
outset. This framework, as explained in [62], can be used to give a description of finite
N effects on the counting and construction of gauge invariant observables, but we will
focus here, as previously mentioned, on the case N ≥ k. For the unitary group the matrix
elements Mij are isomorphic to V ⊗ V ∗, where V ∗ is the complex conjugate representation
of V . In other words, U ∈ U(N) acts on M by conjugation,

M 7→ UMU †. (2.34)

Since (V ⊗ V ∗)⊗k ∼= V ⊗k ⊗ (V ∗)⊗k, we have

(V ⊗ V ∗)⊗k ∼=
(
⊕

Λ⊢k

V
U(N)

Λ ⊗ V CSk

Λ

)

⊗
(
⊕

Λ′⊢k

(V ∗)
U(N)
Λ′ ⊗ V CSk

Λ′

)

. (2.35)

U(N) invariants appear in a tensor product V
U(N)

Λ ⊗ (V ∗)
U(N)
Λ′ (with multiplicity 1) if and

only if Λ = Λ′:

Dim[V
U(N)

Λ ⊗ (V ∗)
U(N)
Λ′ ]U(N) = δΛΛ′ . (2.36)

We are using [W ]U(N) to refer to the U(N) invariant subspace of the representation W . We
have

[(V ⊗ V ∗)⊗k]
U(N) ∼=

⊕

Λ,Λ′⊢k

[V
U(N)

Λ ⊗ (V ∗)
U(N)
Λ′ ]U(N) ⊗ V CSk

Λ ⊗ V CSk

Λ′

∼=
⊕

Λ,Λ′⊢k

δΛΛ′V CSk

Λ ⊗ V CSk

Λ′

∼=
⊕

Λ⊢k

V CSk

Λ ⊗ V CSk

Λ ,

(2.37)

where the second line follows from Schur’s Lemma which implies equation (2.36). Since we
are looking for U(N) invariant polynomials of degree k in Mij , the counting is given by the
U(N) invariant subspace of Symk(VN⊗V ∗

N ). Equivalently this is the space [(VN ⊗ V ∗
N )⊗k]U(N)×Sk .

There is a one-dimensional space of Sk invariants in V CSk

Λ ⊗ V CSk

Λ for each Λ. Hence the
counting is given by

Dimension of the space of U(N) invariant polynomials of degree k in Mij

=
∑

Λ⊢k

1

= Number of integer partitions of k
= Number of multi-trace structures with k copies of M. (2.38)

Thus the counting of U(N) invariants is controlled by the symmetric group algebra, which
appeared through Schur-Weyl duality.
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Similarly in the case of SN invariant observables there is a dual algebra at play. The
dual algebra for the defining representation of SN is called the partition algebra, denoted
Pk(N) [63, 64]. The representations of the partition algebra determine the multiplicities of
SN irreducible representations in the decomposition (see section 2.5 in [70])

V ⊗k
N
∼=

k⊕

l=0

⊕

Λ#
1 ⊢l

V SN

[N−l,Λ#
1 ]
⊗ V

Pk(N)

[N−l,Λ#
1 ]

. (2.39)

The Young diagram Λ1 = [N − l, Λ#
1 ], which is an integer partition of N , is constructed by

placing the diagram Λ#
1 below a first row of N − l boxes. Requiring Λ1 to be a valid Young

diagram imposes some constraints on Λ#
1 , which are not manifest in (2.39). This occurs for

N < 2k as we explain, while it does not occur for N ≥ 2k. The latter is called the stable
limit. To understand this, we denote the first row length of Λ#

1 by r1(Λ#
1 ). For N ≥ 2k,

all values of l and all choices of Λ#
1 give valid Young diagrams Λ1, since N − l ≥ r1(Λ#

1 ).
Indeed writing N = 2k + a for a ≥ 0, we have

N − l = 2k + a− l ≥ k + a. (2.40)

The inequality follows since l ≤ k in equation (2.39). We also have

k + a ≥ r1(Λ#
1 ). (2.41)

This follows because Λ#
1 has no more than k boxes. For N < 2k, the condition N − l ≥

r1(Λ#
1 ) imposes a non-trivial N -dependent restriction on Λ#

1 . Indeed let N = 2k − a for

a > 0, then the condition N − l ≥ r1(Λ#
1 ) becomes

k − a ≥ r1(Λ#
1 ). (2.42)

This is non-trivial condition since Λ#
1 can have up to k boxes.

Note that the symmetric group algebra CSk is a subalgebra of Pk(N) (permutations of
the tensor factors commute with the action of SN on V ⊗k

N ). We can restrict any represen-

tation V
Pk(N)

Λ1
to CSk to give a decomposition of the form

V
Pk(N)

Λ1

∼=
⊕

Λ2⊢k

V Sk

Λ2
⊗ V

Pk(N)→CSk

Λ1Λ2
. (2.43)

The dimension of V
Pk(N)→CSk

Λ1Λ2
is the branching multiplicity

Dim
(

V
Pk(N)→CSk

Λ1Λ2

)

= Mult
(

V
Pk(N)

Λ1
→ V

C(Sk)
Λ2

)

. (2.44)

Since (VN ⊗ VN )⊗k ∼= V ⊗k
N ⊗ V ⊗k

N we have

(VN ⊗ VN )⊗k ∼=







⊕

Λ1⊢N
Λ2⊢k

V SN

Λ1
⊗ V Sk

Λ2
⊗ V

Pk(N)→CSk

Λ1Λ2






⊗








⊕

Λ′
1⊢N

Λ′
2⊢k

V SN

Λ′
1
⊗ V Sk

Λ′
2
⊗ V

Pk(N)→CSk

Λ′
1Λ′

2








.

(2.45)
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There is a single SN invariant state in every tensor product VΛ1
⊗VΛ′

1
if and only if VΛ1

∼= VΛ′
1
,

and similarly for Sk. Therefore

[(VN ⊗ VN )⊗k]SN ×Sk ∼=
⊕

Λ1⊢N
Λ2⊢k

V
Pk(N)→CSk

Λ1Λ2
⊗ V

Pk(N)→CSk

Λ1Λ2
(2.46)

and considering the dimension of this subspace of SN × Sk invariants, V[N ][k], we find

Dim V[N ][k] = N (N, k) =
∑

Λ1⊢N

∑

Λ1⊢k

Mult
(

V
Pk(N)

Λ1
→ V

C(Sk)
Λ2

)2
. (2.47)

The sum of squares is indicative of a matrix (Artin-Wedderburn) decomposition [71, 72] of
a hidden algebra parametrising PIMOs (we found the exposition of the Artin-Wedderburn
decomposition in [73] to be useful). We will turn to an explicit construction of PIMOs using
partition algebra elements in line with the counting (2.47) in section 3. This sum of squares
form in counting invariants, and their connection to the Artin-Wedderburn structure of
algebras, have been used in a number of multi-matrix and tensor model applications, e.g.
[74–78].

2.2 Enhanced O(N) symmetry in parameter space

The quadratic GOE (Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble) is determined by the probability
density function

exp(−S(M)) = exp
(

−Tr
(

MMT
))

, (2.48)

on the space of real symmetric matrices (see definition 2.3.1. in [79]). The matrix elements
Mij for i ≤ j in this ensemble of matrices are statistically independent. There are no
mixing terms. Here we consider the underlying space to be the space of real matrices, with
no symmetry constraint. There is a 4-parameter family of O(N) invariant quadratic actions

S(M) = NǫTr(M)−
(

Nα Tr
(

MMT
)

+ Nβ Tr(MM ) + γ(Tr M)2
)

. (2.49)

In this model, the matrix elements are not statistically independent, but the linear and
quadratic moments are readily solvable, as we now show. Higher moments can be obtained
using Wick’s theorem.

This 4-parameter family is a special case of recently studied [36–39] more general Gaus-
sian matrix models, with permutation symmetry. We now solve for the second moments
of matrix variables for the model in (2.49) and compare with the second moments for the
permutation invariant Gaussian 1-matrix model. This gives a system of linear equations
for the parameters in the permutation invariant Gaussian 1-matrix model in terms of the
parameters α, β, γ. See appendix A for an algorithm and computer code to reproduce these
results.

We begin by rewriting the action:

S(M) = Nǫ
∑

i

Mii −N(α + β)
∑

i

M2
ii −Nα

∑

i6=j

M2
ij −Nβ

∑

i6=j

MijMji − γ
∑

i,j

MiiMjj .
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(2.50)

Let

z = (M11, M22, . . . , MNN , M12, M21, M13, M31, . . . , MN−1N , MNN−1), (2.51)

then the action can be expressed as

S(z) = zµ− zGzT . (2.52)

The vector µ is

µ =














Nǫ
...

Nǫ
0
...
0














(2.53)

with the first N terms equal to ǫ and the rest 0 and

G =









G1

G2

. . .

G2









, G1 = N






α + β
. . .

α + β




+






γ . . . γ
...

...
...

γ . . . γ




,

G2 = N

(

α β
β α

)

.

(2.54)

The inverse of G2 is

(

G2

)−1
=

1

N
(

α2 − β2
)

(

α −β
−β α

)

(2.55)

while the inverse of G1 is given by

(
G1
)−1

ij
=







1
N2

(
N−1
α+β

+ 1
α+β+γ

)

, if i = j

− 1
N2

(
γ

(α+β)(α+β+γ)

)

, if i 6= j
(2.56)

From the form of these inverse matrices we can write down the connected two-point function

〈Mij Mkl 〉 = δij δklδil

1

N2

(N − 1

α + β
+

1

α + β + γ

)

− (δij δkl − δij δklδil

) 1

N2

γ

(α + β)(α + β + γ)

+
(
δikδjl − δikδjlδij

) 1

N

α

α2 − β2
− (δilδkj − δilδkj δij

) 1

N

β

α2 − β2
. (2.57)
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Defining

a =
1

N2

(N − 1

α + β
+

1

α + β + γ

)

, b =
1

N2

γ

(α + β)(α + β + γ)

c =
1

N

α

α2 − β2
, d =

1

N

β

α2 − β2
(2.58)

and collecting like terms we are left with the following expression for the two-point function

〈Mij Mkl 〉 = δij δklδil

(
a + b− c + d

)− δij δklb + δikδjlc− δilδkj d. (2.59)

The parameters a, b, c, d satisfy a + b + d = c and therefore the fully simplified two-point
function is given by

〈Mij Mkl 〉 = −δij δklb + δikδjl(a + b + d)− δilδkjd. (2.60)

Comparing this to the two-point function of the permutation invariant matrix model (equa-
tion (3.6) in [37]) we find that it is reproduced in following parameter limit

(

g−1
[N ]

)

11
= a

(
g−1

[N ]

)

22
= a− (N − 2)b

(

g−1
[N ]

)

12
= −
√

N − 1b
(
g−1

[N−1,1]

)

11
= a + b + d

(
g−1

[N−1,1]

)

22
= a + b + d

(

g−1
[N−1,1]

)

33
= a + b

(
g−1

[N−1,1]

)

12
= −d

(
g−1

[N−1,1]

)

13
= 0

(
g−1

[N−1,1]

)

23
= 0

(
g−1

[N−2,2]

)
= a + b

(

g−1
[N−2,1,1]

)

= a + b + 2d (2.61)

where we have again written g instead of Λ for our quadratic couplings, labelling them using
integer partitions under the identification given in (2.24).

There is a special point in this limit that recovers the two-point function for the simple
O(N) model with action

S(M) = Tr
(

MMT
)

. (2.62)

Setting ǫ = β = γ = 0 in equation (2.49), we find that the relevant limit of the permutation
invariant Gaussian model is found by taking a = 1 and b = d = 0 in (2.61) which gives us
(
g−1

[N ]

)

11
=
(
g−1

[N ]

)

22
=
(
g−1

[N−1,1]

)

11
=
(
g−1

[N−1,1]

)

22
=
(
g−1

[N−1,1]

)

33
=
(
g−1

[N−2,2]

)
=
(
g−1

[N−2,1,1]

)
= 1

(2.63)
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as the only non-zero parameters.
A quick check on the above computation is the following. Using Clebsch-Gordan coeffi-

cients we have

Tr
(

MMT
)

=
∑

ij

MijMij =
∑

ij

∑

a,b,Λ1Λ′
1,α,β

CΛ1,α
a,ij C

Λ′
1,β

b,ij SΛ1,α
a S

Λ′
1,β

b

=
∑

a,b,Λ1Λ′
1,α,β

δabδ
Λ1Λ′

1δαβSΛ1,α
a S

Λ′
1,β

b =
∑

a,Λ1,α

SΛ1,α
a SΛ1,α

a ,
(2.64)

where the second line uses orthogonality of the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients. Comparing
with equation (2.23) recovers the parameter limit (2.63).1

3 Permutation Invariant Matrix Observables (PIMOs)

We will now describe the partition algebra and how the PIMOs are constructed from the
Sk invariant subalgebra of Pk(N). Properties of the partition algebra [63–65, 80] will allow
us to prove large N factorisation of PIMOs in the O(N) symmetric matrix model.

The partition algebra Pk(N) is a diagram algebra. It has a finite basis, labelled by
diagrams, where multiplication is a type of composition of diagrams. A diagram in Pk(N)
has 2k labelled vertices arranged into two rows, with k vertices in each row. Any set of
edges between the vertices are allowed. We use the convention in which the bottom vertices
are labelled (from left to right) by 1, . . . , k and the top vertices by 1′, . . . , k′. For example,
P2(N) has a basis of 15 diagrams. Among these are,

1′ 2′

1 2

,

1′ 2′

1 2

(3.1)

1′ 2′

1 2

,

1′ 2′

1 2

. (3.2)

In general, the dimension of Pk(N) is the number of set partitions of 2k (also known as Bell
numbers).

The underlying set for this basis of the partition algebra is the set of set partitions of
the 2k labelled vertices. There is a redundancy in the diagram picture. The redundancy
arises from the fact that we are free to choose any set of edges, as long as every vertex in
a subset of the set partition can be reached from any other vertex in the same subset, by a

1Immediate comparison gives a parameter limit for the coupling matrices, as opposed to their inverses as
in equation (2.63). In this case, they are identical.
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path along the edges. For example, the following pair of diagrams correspond to the same
element.

= . (3.3)

The product in Pk(N) is independent of the choice of representative diagram.
Let d1 and d2 be two diagrams in Pk(N). The composition d3 = d1d2 is constructed by

placing d1 above d2 and identifying the bottom vertices of d1 with the top vertices of d2.
The diagram is simplified by following the edges connecting the bottom vertices of d2 to
the top vertices of d1. Any connected components within the middle rows are removed and
we multiply by N c, where c is the number of these components removed. For example,

= N and = , (3.4)

where the factor of N in the first equation comes from removing the middle component
at vertex 1 and 2. For linear combinations of diagrams, multiplication is defined by linear
extension.

The subset of diagrams with k edges, each connecting a vertex at the top to a vertex
at the bottom and where every vertex has exactly one incident edge, span a subalgebra.
This subalgebra is isomorphic to the symmetric group algebra CSk. For example, there is a
one-to-one correspondence between permutations in S3 and the following set of diagrams,

, , , , , . (3.5)

3.1 Construction of PIMOs

We will construct degree k PIMOs from elements d ∈ Pk(N). As a warm-up, we recap
the construction of U(N) invariants using elements in CSk. See [62] for a review of the
background literature.

For this construction it will be useful to rewrite Mij as M i
j and think of these as the

matrix elements of a linear operator acting on V , the defining representation of U(N).
Define M to be the linear operator M : V → V with matrix elements

Mei =
∑

j

M j
i ej , (3.6)

in a basis ei for V . In diagram notation the linear operator M is represented by a box
labelled M , with one incoming and one outgoing edge,

M j
i =

i

j

M (3.7)
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The operator M⊗k acts on V ⊗k as

M⊗kei1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eik
= Mei1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Meik

. (3.8)

Diagrammatically, tensor products of operators are represented by horizontally composing
the diagrams,

(M⊗k)j1...jk

i1...ik
= M j1

i1
. . . M jk

ik
=

i1 ik

j1 jk

M M . (3.9)

When viewed as a matrix polynomial, the trace

Oτ = TrV ⊗k (M⊗kτ) =
∑

i1...ik

i1′ ...i
k′

(τ)
i1′ ...i

k′

i1...ik
M i1

i1′
. . . M ik

i
k′

= τ

M M

, (3.10)

is a unitary invariant of degree k. The matrix elements of the permutation τ as a linear
operator on V ⊗k are

(τ)
i1′ ...i

k′

i1...ik
= δ

i1′

iτ(1)
. . . δ

i
k′

iτ(k)
. (3.11)

The diagram representing τ is obtained by associating an edge with every Kronecker delta.
For example, for τ = (12) we have the diagram

i1 i2

i1′ i2′

= δ
i2′

i1
δ

i1′

i2
. (3.12)

The horizontal lines in equation (3.10) are used to indicate that the incoming and outgoing
edges are identified, as expected from a trace.

Invariance under the action of U(N) follows because τ ∈ Sk commutes with any U(N)
acting on V ⊗k. The correspondence between gauge invariant operators and permutations
has a redundancy given by,

Oγτγ−1 = Oτ , for all γ ∈ Sk. (3.13)

This follows because γ−1M⊗kγ = M⊗k. Therefore, a basis of multi-trace observables is in
one-to-one correspondence with conjugacy classes of Sk, as expected from the counting in
equation (2.38).

The construction of degree k PIMOs from elements of Pk(N) is identical. For any
d ∈ Pk(N), the matrix polynomial

Od = Tr
V ⊗k

N

(M⊗kd) =
∑

i1...ik

i1′ ...i
k′

(d)
i1′ ...i

k′

i1...ik
M i1

i1′
. . . M ik

i
k′

= d

M M

, (3.14)
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is a PIMO, because d commutes with the action of SN acting on V ⊗k
N . The matrix elements

(d)
i1′ ...i

k′

i1...ik
also correspond to the diagram representation by associating every Kronecker

delta to an edge connecting a pair of vertices. For example,

1′ 2′

1 2

= δi1i2δ
i2′

i2
δi2′ i1′ and

1′ 2′

1 2

= δi1i2δ
i1′

i1
. (3.15)

As before, for any γ ∈ Sk we have
Oγdγ−1 = Od. (3.16)

Degree k PIMOs are in one-to-one correspondence with the Sk invariant subalgebra of
Pk(N). A basis is given by the set of distinct equivalence classes

[d] = {γdγ−1 | ∀γ ∈ Sk}. (3.17)

3.2 Inner product on PIMOs

The simplest O(N) invariant matrix model has the quadratic expectation value

〈M i
jMk

l 〉 = δikδjl. (3.18)

Let d1, d2 ∈ Pk(N), and define the two-point function of PIMOs Od1 ,Od2 by using Wick’s
theorem and the equation (3.18), keeping only Wick contractions between the two observ-
ables i.e. we are treating them as “normal-ordered”. There is an expression for this two-point
function

〈Od1Od2〉 =
∑

γ∈Sk

Tr
V ⊗k

N

(d1γdT
2 γ−1), (3.19)

where dT is the transpose of the diagram d, obtained from d by flipping the top and bottom
vertices. The permutations γ parameterize the Wick contractions. The proof of (3.19) goes
as follows. Note that the quadratic expectation value (3.18) diagrammatically corresponds
to the replacement

〈

j

i

M

l

k

M

〉

=

j l

i k

, (3.20)
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where the Kronecker deltas have been replaced by edges. The two-point function in equation
(3.19) can be represented by the diagram in the first line below

〈Od1Od2〉 =

〈
d1

M M

d2

M M

〉

=
∑

γ∈Sk

γ−1

γ

d1 d2

=
∑

γ∈Sk

γ−1

γ

d1

dT
2

(3.21)

The second line is the sum over Wick contractions parameterized by γ ∈ Sk. The last
equality comes from straightening the diagram. By following the lines and recording the
operators encountered on the way, we recognize the last diagram as the representation of
Tr

V ⊗k

N

(d1γdT
2 γ−1).

The symmetry of the two-point function is proved by observing that

∑

γ∈Sk

Tr
V ⊗k

N

(d1γdT
2 γ−1) =

∑

γ∈Sk

Tr
V ⊗k

N

(γd2γ−1dT
1 ) =

∑

γ∈Sk

Tr
V ⊗k

N

(d2γdT
1 γ−1). (3.22)

We have used the invariance of the trace under transposition, cyclicity of the trace and a
relabelling of γ → γ−1. The non-degeneracy of the two-point function at large N follows
from the factorization property in the next section. The non-degeneracy at all orders in
1/
√

N is proved in the companion paper by exhibiting an orthogonal basis constructed
using representation theory data [81]. This shows that the two-point function defines an
inner product.
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4 Large N factorisation

In this section, we will show that the normalized PIMOs

Ôd =
Od

√

〈OdOd〉
, (4.1)

factorize for large N

〈

Ôd1Ôd2

〉

=

{

1 + O(1/
√

N) if [d1] = [d2],

0 + O(1/
√

N) if [d1] 6= [d2].
(4.2)

To prove large N factorization we will study the powers of N appearing in

Tr
V ⊗k

N

(d1γdT
2 γ−1), (4.3)

or equivalently, the RHS of equation (3.19) for the two-point function.
It is useful to consider the simpler case

Tr
V ⊗k

N

(d1dT
2 ). (4.4)

This trace can be computed in terms of the number of connected components in the diagram
d1 ∨ d2, given by a diagram with all the edges of d1 and d2. In the mathematics literature,
this operation is called the join on the partition lattice (see [67]). It is given by

Tr
V ⊗k

N

(d1dT
2 ) = N c(d1∨d2). (4.5)

where c(d) is the number of connected components in the diagram d. Examples of the join
operation are

∨ = , and ∨ = . (4.6)

Examples of c(d) are

c
( )

= 2, c
( )

= 3. (4.7)

To illustrate equation (4.5) consider the following pair of diagrams

( )i1′ i2′

i1i2

= δ
i1′

i1
,
( )i1′ i2′

i1i2

= δ
i2′

i2
. (4.8)

The join is given by

(

∨
)i1′ i2′

i1i2

=
( )i1′ i2′

i1i2

= δ
i1′

i1
δ

i2′

i2
. (4.9)

The diagram multiplication gives

Tr
V ⊗2

N

( ( )T
)

= Tr
V ⊗2

N







 = Tr
V ⊗2

N

( )

= N2, (4.10)
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while the corresponding expression using the join gives

TrV ⊗2
N

( ( )T
)

= N
c

(

∨
)

= N
c

( )

= N2. (4.11)

To prove this, recall that every edge in a diagram corresponds to a Kronecker delta
when acting on V ⊗k

N (see examples in (3.15)). Consequently

(d1 ∨ d2)
i1′ ...i

k′

i1...ik
= (d1)

i1′ ...i
k′

i1...ik
(d2)

i1′ ...i
k′

i1...ik
. (4.12)

It follows that

Tr
V ⊗k

N

(d1dT
2 ) =

∑

i1,...,ik

i1′ ,...i
k′

(d1)
i1′ ...i

k′

i1...ik
(dT

2 )i1...ik

i1′ ...i
k′

=
∑

i1,...,ik

i1′ ,...i
k′

(d1)
i1′ ...i

k′

i1...ik
(d2)

i1′ ...i
k′

i1...ik

=
∑

i1,...,ik

i1′ ,...i
k′

(d1 ∨ d2)
i1′ ...i

k′

i1...ik
.

(4.13)

Equivalently, the diagrammatic representation of a trace identifies the bottom vertices with
the top vertices,

Tr
V ⊗k

N

(d1dT
2 ) =

d1

dT
2

. (4.14)

Taken literally, this means that we identify the bottom vertices of dT
2 with the top vertices

of d1, and the top vertices of dT
2 with the bottom vertices of d1. The diagram constructed

in this manner has all the edges of d1 together with all the edges of d2, which is precisely
equal to d1 ∨ d2. See figure 1 for an illustration.

To complete the proof we show that

Tr
V ⊗k

N

(d1dT
2 ) =

d1

dT
2

=
∑

i1,...,ik

i1′ ,...i
k′

(d1 ∨ d2)
i1′ ...i

k′

i1...ik
= N c(d1∨d2). (4.15)

Let b1, . . . , bl be sets containing the vertices of connected components of d1 ∨ d2. Then,

∑

i1,...,ik

i1′ ,...i
k′

(d1 ∨ d2)
i1′ ...i

k′

i1...ik
=




∑

b1

1








∑

b2

1



 . . .




∑

bl

1



 = N c(d1∨d2), (4.16)

where the sums over connected components correspond to sums where the indices in each
component are set equal. For example, if b1 = {1, 3, 5′, 8} then

∑

b1

1 ≡
∑

i1,i3,i5′ ,i8

δi1i3δi3i5′ δi5′ i8 =
∑

i1=i3=i5′ =i8

1 = N. (4.17)
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identifyidentify

d1

dT
2

−→ d1 ∨ d2

Figure 1: By identifying the bottom vertices of dT
2 with the top vertices of d1, and the top

vertices of dT
2 with the bottom vertices of d1, we have constructed a diagram with all the

edges of d1 together with all the edges of d2. This is equal to the diagram d1 ∨ d2. This
Figure is a central Koan of the factorization proof.
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4.1 Factorization for trace form on Pk(N)

The proof of the following version of factorization

Tr
V ⊗k

N

(d1dT
2 )

√

Tr
V ⊗k

N

(d1dT
1 ) Tr

V ⊗k

N

(d2dT
2 )

=

{

1 + O(1/
√

N) if d1 = d2,

0 + O(1/
√

N) if d1 6= d2,
(4.18)

contains most of the essential ingredients necessary for the 1-matrix case. This is a useful
warm-up exercise and, as we will see in section 4.2, a special case of factorization in multi-
matrix models. This equation (4.18) is related to the properties of the distance function
defined in proposition 3.1 of [44].2

The factorization in equation (4.18) is a consequence of the following

2c(d1 ∨ d2) = c(d1 ∨ d1) + c(d2 ∨ d2) = c(d1) + c(d2) if d1 = d2,

2c(d1 ∨ d2) < c(d1 ∨ d1) + c(d2 ∨ d2) = c(d1) + c(d2) if d1 6= d2,
(4.19)

where we have used c(d1 ∨ d1) + c(d2 ∨ d2) = c(d1) + c(d2) since d ∨ d = d. We will prove
(4.19) by separating the general pairs d1, d2 into three distinct cases:

1. If d1 only contains edges that are also contained in d2, but d1 6= d2, we write d1 < d2.
For example,

< , and < . (4.20)

In this case, d1 ∨ d2 = d2 and it follows that,

c(d1 ∨ d2) = c(d2). (4.21)

Note that d1 < d2 implies c(d1) > c(d2). Therefore,

2c(d1 ∨ d2) = c(d2) + c(d2) < c(d1) + c(d2). (4.22)

Since the LHS and RHS are symmetric under exchanging d1 ↔ d2, the inequality
2c(d1 ∨ d2) < c(d1) + c(d2) holds for d2 < d1 as well.

2. Suppose d1 6= d2 and that there is no set of edges that can be added to d1 to turn it
into d2, nor is there a set of edges that can be added to d2 to obtain d1. Then, we say
that d1 and d2 are incomparable. We denote this by d1 6S d2. The following diagrams
are examples of incomparable diagrams

6S , and 6S . (4.23)

In this incomparable case, we have

c(d1 ∨ d2) < c(d1) and c(d1 ∨ d2) < c(d2) (4.24)

2We thank Franck Gabriel for this observation.
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since the forming of the join involves adding to d1, additional edges creating connec-
tions which did not exist in d1, or alternatively adding to d2 additional edges that did
not exist in d2. Consequently we have the inequality

2c(d1 ∨ d2) < c(d1) + c(d2). (4.25)

3. If d1 = d2 we have

c(d1 ∨ d2) = c(d1 ∨ d1) = c(d1) = c(d2), (4.26)

and therefore,
2c(d1 ∨ d2) = c(d1) + c(d2). (4.27)

To summarize, 2c(d1 ∨ d2) ≤ c(d1) + c(d2) with equality if and only if d1 = d2.
As a corollary of the above discussion, which will be useful in the next sub-section, note

that if we consider a fixed diagram d1 and a family of diagrams d3 with fixed c(d3) such
that c(d1) > c(d3), then we have for each d3 in the family one of the following

c(d1 ∨ d3) < c(d3) if d1 6S d3

c(d1 ∨ d3) = c(d3) if d1 < d3 (4.28)

This follows from (4.21) and (4.24).

4.2 Factorization for PIMOs

The 1-matrix connected two-point function (3.19) includes a sum over γ ∈ Sk,

〈

Ôd1Ôd2

〉

=

∑

γ1∈Sk
N c(d1∨γ1d2γ−1

1 )

√
∑

γ2∈Sk
N c(d1∨γ2d1γ−1

2 )∑

γ3∈Sk
N c(d2∨γ3d2γ−1

3 )
. (4.29)

Large N factorization of PIMOs follows from the inequalities

2 max
γ1

c(d1 ∨ γ1d2γ−1
1 ) = max

γ2
c(d1 ∨ γ2d1γ−1

2 ) + max
γ3

c(d2 ∨ γ3d2γ−1
3 ) if [d1] = [d2],

2 max
γ1

c(d1 ∨ γ1d2γ−1
1 ) < max

γ2
c(d1 ∨ γ2d1γ−1

2 ) + max
γ3

c(d2 ∨ γ3d2γ−1
3 ) if [d1] 6= [d2]

(4.30)
The first step in proving equation (4.30) is to simplify the terms on the RHS. The

inequalities in equation (4.19) imply that c(d ∨ γdγ−1) is maximized when d = γdγ−1. Of
course, the identity permutation always satisfies this equality. Therefore,

max
γ

c(d ∨ γdγ−1) = c(d). (4.31)

We are left with proving

2 max
γ

c(d1 ∨ γd2γ−1) = c(d1) + c(d2) if [d1] = [d2],

2 max
γ

c(d1 ∨ γd2γ−1) < c(d1) + c(d2) if [d1] 6= [d2]
(4.32)

We employ the same strategy as before, and consider the three distinct cases.
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1. Suppose c(d1) > c(d2), and consider the diagrams γd2γ−1 for γ ∈ Sk. We have
c(d1) > c(γd2γ−1) = c(d2). Assume d1, d2 are such there exists some γ∗ such that
d1 < γ∗d2(γ∗)−1. For any such γ∗, the equality in (4.28) implies that

2c(d1 ∨ γ∗d2(γ∗)−1) = 2c(d2) < c(d1) + c(d2). (4.33)

Any γ not satisfying this condition leads to d1 6S γd2γ−1, and the inequality in (4.28)
implies that

2c(d1 ∨ γd2γ−1) < 2c(d2) (4.34)

This implies that

2 max
γ

c(d1 ∨ γd2γ−1) = 2c(d1 ∨ γ∗d2(γ∗)−1) = 2c(d2) < c(d1) + c(d2). (4.35)

The pair
d1 = , d2 = , (4.36)

is an example of this case since

< = . (4.37)

The argument is identical for the case where c(d1) < c(d2), and there exists some
γ∗ ∈ Sk such that d2 < γ∗d1(γ∗)−1. In this case, by renaming d1 ↔ d2 in (4.35), we
have

2 max
γ

c(d2 ∨ γd1γ−1) = 2c(d2 ∨ γ∗d1(γ∗)−1) = 2c(d1) < c(d1) + c(d2). (4.38)

Using the symmetry of the inner product (3.22) it follows

2 max
γ

c(d1 ∨ γd2γ−1) < c(d1) + c(d2). (4.39)

2. Secondly, consider the case of incomparability,

d1 6S γd2γ−1 ∀γ ∈ Sk. (4.40)

Recall that for incomparable diagrams (4.25),

2c(d1 ∨ γd2γ−1) < c(d1) + c(γd2γ−1) = c(d1) + c(d2), (4.41)

where the last equality follows because conjugation by a permutation does not change
the number of connected components. Therefore

2 max
γ

c(d1 ∨ γd2γ−1) < c(d1) + c(d2), (4.42)

in this case as well.
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3. When d1 = γd2γ−1 for some γ ∈ Sk, the bound is saturated and

2 max
γ

c(d1 ∨ γd2γ−1) = 2c(d1). (4.43)

The condition d1 = γd2γ−1 implies [d1] = [d2]. We have proven the inequalities in equation
(4.30). As a consequence, we have large N factorization of permutation invariant matrix
observables.

4.3 Factorization for multi-matrix observables

The above argument generalizes to multi-matrix models. Let M (f) be n matrices with
flavour label f = 1, . . . , n and second moment

〈

(M (f))i
j(M

(f ′))k
l

〉

= δff ′

δikδjl. (4.44)

Permutation invariant multi-matrix observables of degree k = k1 +k2 + · · ·+kn, where kf is
the degree of matrix M (f), are constructed using partition algebra elements. Multi-matrix
observables are labelled by ~k = (k1, . . . , kn) and d ∈ Pk(N)

O~k,d
= Tr

V ⊗k

N

((M (1))⊗k1 . . . (M (n))⊗knd). (4.45)

As before, we have bosonic symmetry. For any γ ∈ S~k
≡ Sk1 × · · · × Skn

observables are
invariant

O~k,γdγ−1 = Tr
V ⊗k

N

((M (1))k1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ (M (n))knγdγ−1)

= Tr
V ⊗k

N

(γ−1(M (1))k1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ (M (n))knγd)

= Tr
V ⊗k

N

((M (1))k1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ (M (n))knd) = O~k,d
.

(4.46)

Multi-matrix observables are in one-to-one correspondence with partition algebra equiva-
lence classes

[d] = {γdγ−1 | γ ∈ S~k
}. (4.47)

Wick contractions vanish unless the flavour indices match, and the sum over γ ∈ Sk

reduces to a sum over γ ∈ S~k

〈

O~k,d1
O~k′,d2

〉

= δ~k ~k′

∑

γ∈S~k

Tr
V ⊗k

N

(d1γd2γ−1) = δ~k ~k′

∑

γ∈S~k

N c(d1∨γd2γ−1). (4.48)

The same argument holds for the inequality

2 max
γ

c(d1 ∨ γd2γ−1) ≤ max
γ

c(d1 ∨ γd2γ−1) + max
γ

c(d1 ∨ γd2γ−1) = c(d1) + c(d2). (4.49)

It is saturated if and only if there exists a γ ∈ S~k
such that d1 = γd2γ−1. That is, if and

only if [d1] = [d2] or
O~k,d1

= O~k,d2
. (4.50)
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To summarize we have

〈

Ô~k,d1
Ô~k′,d2

〉

= δ~k~k′ ×
{

1 + O(1/
√

N) if [d1] = [d2],

0 + O(1/
√

N) if [d1] 6= [d2],
(4.51)

for permutation invariant multi-matrix observables in the above Gaussian O(N) model.
Note that in the case n = k, kf = 1 (all matrices distinct), we have

S~k
= S1 × · · · × S1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n

. (4.52)

Therefore, the sum over Wick contractions reduces to a single element (the identity element).
The corresponding two-point function is the first case we considered (equation (4.18)).

Finally, we observe that the proof of factorization presented here for general observables
labelled by partition algebra diagrams specializes to a new way of thinking about factoriza-
tion in the case of matrix invariants with continuous symmetry, where the partition algebra
diagrams specialize to permutations. The previously known proof based on permutation
products can be understood, in the one-matrix case, from the equation

〈Oσ1(Z)Oσ2(Z†)〉 =
k!

|T1||T2|
∑

σ′
1∈T1

∑

σ′
2∈T2

∑

σ3∈Sk

δ(σ′
1σ′

2σ3)NCσ3 (4.53)

This equation is derived and explained as eqn. (2.12) in [62] (multi-matrix generalisations
are discussed in references therein). Gauge invariant operators are labelled by permutations
σ1, σ2 in conjugacy classes T1, T2, while |T1|, |T2| are the sizes of these conjugacy classes.
Large N factorisation follows from the fact that the largest power of N comes from the case
where σ3 is the identity and this only occurs when T1 = T2. In the present way of looking
at permutations as special cases of partition algebra diagrams, permutations belonging to
distinct conjugacy classes are always incomparable in the partial order on set partitions
associated to the diagrams. This corresponds to Case 2 in of the proofs in sections 4.1 and
4.2.

5 Discussion

In this paper we considered SN invariant matrix models. These can be viewed as gener-
alisations of their more familiar cousins invariant under continuous symmetries. The most
general SN invariant Gaussian matrix model is specified by a 13-dimensional parameter
space. We have shown that there exists a four-dimensional subspace of the 13-dimensional
parameter space in which the SN symmetry is enhanced to O(N). The parameter limit in
which this enhancement takes place is given by equation (2.61). The special case of the
simplest O(N) invariant Gaussian (2.62) arises at the parameters given in (2.63).

The factorisation property of multi-trace matrix observables invariant under continuous
symmetries such as U(N) in the large N limit is a well known result. We have shown
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that this continues to hold for SN invariant observables. In the U(N) case this can be
seen using properties of the symmetric group by exploiting the Schur-Weyl duality of U(N)
and Sk in order to establish a correspondence between observables and conjugacy classes
of Sk. Analogously, we gave a description of the permutation invariant matrix polynomial
functions in terms of a diagram basis for partition algebras. We used the inner product
on the permutation invariant polynomials arising from the simplest O(N) invariant action,
and proved large N factorisation. The partial order on the diagram basis elements, which
can itself be described by a Hasse diagram, plays a role in the proof of factorisation.

As explained in the introduction, there are two guiding principles in this paper: the
analogies between results for U(N) invariant matrix models and SN invariant models, and
the Schur-Weyl dual algebras of these respective invariances. These principles can be ex-
ploited in a number of natural generalisations of the results in this paper. For example, they
are applicable to one-dimensional quantum mechanics models of matrices (see our compan-
ion paper [81]). They are also applicable to tensor models: this is being developed in [82].
Permutation invariant random matrix distributions have been considered using techniques
from probability theory [83]. It would be interesting to investigate the implications of the
factorisation results presented here in that context.

The 1/N expansion of simple correlators in U(N) invariant matrix models has a geo-
metrical interpretation in terms of Belyi maps, which are branched covers of the sphere with
three branch points [32, 33]. This has an interpretation within topological A-model strings
[34, 35]. The links with tau functions of integrable models are developed in [84]. Matrix
model formulations of general Hurwitz space problems are developed in [85]. The present
paper shows that the large N simplicity of the trace structures of U(N) theories extends to
the large N simplicity of permutation invariant observables. This suggests that there may
well be a rich analogous geometrical story in the large N expansion of permutation invari-
ant models. U(N) invariant models are related to two-dimensional topological field theories
based on lattice gauge theories constructed from symmetric group algebras [54, 86]. We
expect analogous developments for SN invariant models involving topological field theories
based on partition algebras. The partition functions of U(N) matrix models display rich
large N phase structures which should have interesting parallels in the SN invariant case
[87–96]. A recent study of SN lattice gauge theory partition functions is in [97].

Many results in U(N), SO(N), Sp(N) matrix models have been developed in the phys-
ical context of gauge-string duality. A natural question which encompasses many of the
above technical directions is whether there is a gauge-string dual interpretation for the cor-
relators of permutation invariant observables in the simplest O(N) invariant model, where
we have established large N factorisation. This permutation invariant sector is one which
goes beyond singlets of the continuous symmetry. Non-singlet sectors have been organised
according to more general representations of the continuous symmetry and discussed in
gauge-string duality in connection with low dimensional models of stringy black hole physics
[98–100]. It would be interesting to explore the implications of the large N factorisation
we have described in terms of space-time duals of this form, in particular whether there is
some generalization of the connection between multi-particle states in a dual background
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and the factorization property along the lines of [7]. Double scaled matrix models, which
have returned to current interest (see e.g. [101–104]) should provide interesting settings
for the investigation of permutation invariant observables in models with actions invariant
under continuous symmetries.

Finally it is worth noting that SN symmetry has been considered in the context of
finite deformations of quantum mechanics in [105–108]. The mathematics of permutation
invariant matrix models should have interesting interfaces with these deformations.
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A Parameter limits where SN invariant Gaussian models
have enhanced O(N) symmetry

In this appendix we briefly explain the idea behind the Sage code used to find parameter
limits in section 2. The code can be found together with the arXiv version of the paper.

The permutation invariant Gaussian 1-matrix model defines a 11-parameter second mo-
ment

〈MijMkl〉PIGMM , (A.1)

and the O(N) model defines a 4-parameter second moment

〈MijMkl〉O(N) . (A.2)

The solution to the following set of N4 linear equations,

〈MijMkl〉PIGMM = 〈MijMkl〉O(N) , (A.3)

gives the parameter limit in the PIGMM which reconstructs the O(N) model.
The above set of equations are linearly dependent. The maximal number of linearly

independent equations is 11 (the number of parameters in the PIGMM). Such a set can be
constructed as follows. There are 11 independent choices of i, j, k, l in the second moment
for the PIGMM, one for every inequivalent choice of setting i, j, k, l equal or unequal. Two
choices are equivalent if they are related by a swap i ↔ k, j ↔ l, or relabeling i, j, k, l 7→
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σ(i), σ(j), σ(k), σ(l) for σ ∈ SN . The Sage code uses the following values for i, j, k, l

i j k l

1 1 1 1
1 2 2 2
2 1 2 2
1 2 1 2
1 1 2 2
1 2 2 1
1 2 3 4
1 2 1 3
1 2 3 2
1 2 2 3
1 2 3 3

(A.4)

We repeat the same procedure for the simplest O(N) model to find the parameter limit
specified in equation (2.63).

29



References

[1] G. ’t Hooft, “A Planar Diagram Theory for Strong Interactions”, Nucl. Phys. B 72, 461 (1974).

[2] M. R. Douglas and S. H. Shenker, “Strings in Less Than One-Dimension”, Nucl. Phys. B 335, edited by E. Brezin and S. R. Wadia, 635 (1990).

[3] E. Brezin and V. A. Kazakov, “Exactly Solvable Field Theories of Closed Strings”,
Phys. Lett. B 236, 144–150 (1990).

[4] D. J. Gross and A. A. Migdal, “Nonperturbative Two-Dimensional Quantum Grav-
ity”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 64, 127 (1990).

[5] D. J. Gross and W. Taylor, “Two-dimensional QCD is a string theory”, Nucl. Phys. B 400, 181–208 (1993).

[6] J. M. Maldacena, “The Large N limit of superconformal field theories and supergrav-
ity”, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2, 231–252 (1998).

[7] V. Balasubramanian, M. Berkooz, A. Naqvi, and M. J. Strassler, “Giant gravitons
in conformal field theory”, JHEP 04, 034 (2002).

[8] E. Witten, “Anti-de Sitter space and holography”, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2, 253–291 (1998).

[9] S. S. Gubser, I. R. Klebanov, and A. M. Polyakov, “Gauge theory correlators from
noncritical string theory”, Phys. Lett. B 428, 105–114 (1998).

[10] S. Corley, A. Jevicki, and S. Ramgoolam, “Exact correlators of giant gravitons from
dual N=4 SYM theory”, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 5, 809–839 (2002), arXiv:hep-th/0111222.

[11] D. Berenstein, “A Toy model for the AdS / CFT correspondence”, JHEP 07, 018 (2004).

[12] J. McGreevy, L. Susskind, and N. Toumbas, “Invasion of the giant gravitons from
Anti-de Sitter space”, JHEP 06, 008 (2000).

[13] A. Hashimoto, S. Hirano, and N. Itzhaki, “Large branes in AdS and their field theory
dual”, JHEP 08, 051 (2000), arXiv:hep-th/0008016.

[14] M. T. Grisaru, R. C. Myers, and O. Tafjord, “SUSY and goliath”, JHEP 08, 040 (2000),
arXiv:hep-th/0008015.

[15] A. Jevicki and B. Sakita, “The Quantum Collective Field Method and Its Application
to the Planar Limit”, Nucl. Phys. B 165, 511 (1980).

[16] L. G. Yaffe, “Large n limits as classical mechanics”, Reviews of Modern Physics 54, 407–435 (1982).

[17] S. R. Das and A. Jevicki, “String Field Theory and Physical Interpretation of $D=1$
Strings”, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 5, 1639–1650 (1990).

[18] R. de Mello Koch, A. Jevicki, K. Jin, and J. P. Rodrigues, “$AdS_4/CFT_3$ Con-
struction from Collective Fields”, Phys. Rev. D 83, 025006 (2011).

[19] E. Witten, “THE 1 / N expansion in atomic and particle physics”, NATO Sci. Ser. B 59, 403–419 (1980).

[20] Y. M. Makeenko and A. A. Migdal, “Exact Equation for the Loop Average in Mul-
ticolor QCD”, Phys. Lett. B 88, 135 (1979).

[21] H. W. Lin, “Bootstraps to strings: solving random matrix models with positivite”,
JHEP 06, 090 (2020), arXiv:2002.08387 [hep-th].

30

https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(74)90154-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(90)90522-F
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(90)90818-Q
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.64.127
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(93)90403-C
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1026654312961
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2002/04/034
https://doi.org/10.4310/ATMP.1998.v2.n2.a2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(98)00377-3
https://doi.org/10.4310/ATMP.2001.v5.n4.a6
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0111222
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2004/07/018
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2000/06/008
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2000/08/051
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0008016
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2000/08/040
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0008015
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(80)90046-2
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.54.407
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732390001888
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.025006
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4684-7571-5_21
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(79)90131-X
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2020)090
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.08387


[22] V. Kazakov and Z. Zheng, “Analytic and Numerical Bootstrap for One-Matrix Model
and ”Unsolvable” Two-Matrix Model”, (2021), arXiv:2108.04830 [hep-th].

[23] R. d. M. Koch, A. Jevicki, X. Liu, K. Mathaba, and J. P. Rodrigues, “Large N
Optimization for multi-matrix systems”, arXiv:2108.08803 [hep-th] (2021).

[24] D. J. Gross, “Two-dimensional qcd as a string theory”, Nuclear Physics B 400, 161–180 (1993).

[25] J. A. Minahan, “Summing over inequivalent maps in the string theory interpretation
of two-dimensional qcd”, Physical Review D 47, 3430–3436 (1993).

[26] S. G. Naculich, H. A. Riggs, and H. J. Schnitzer, “Two-dimensional yang-mills the-
ories are string theories”, Modern Physics Letters A 08, 2223–2235 (1993).

[27] D. J. Gross and W. Taylor, “Twists and wilson loops in the string theory of two-
dimensional qcd”, Nuclear Physics B 403, 395–449 (1993).

[28] J. A. Minahan and A. P. Polychronakos, “Equivalence of two-dimensional QCD and
the C = 1 matrix model”, Phys. Lett. B 312, 155–165 (1993), arXiv:hep-th/9303153.

[29] P. Hořava, “Topological rigid string theory and two-dimensional qcd”, Nuclear Physics B 463, 238–286 (1996).

[30] S. Cordes, G. W. Moore, and S. Ramgoolam, “Large N 2-D Yang-Mills theory and
topological string theory”, Commun. Math. Phys. 185, 543–619 (1997).

[31] Y. Kimura and S. Ramgoolam, “Holomorphic maps and the complete 1/N expansion
of 2DSU(N) Yang-Mills”, JHEP 06, 015 (2008), arXiv:0802.3662 [hep-th].

[32] M Bauer and C. Itzykson, “Triangulations”, fre, Recherche Coopérative sur Programme n25 44, 39–112 (1993).

[33] R. de Mello Koch and S. Ramgoolam, “From Matrix Models and Quantum Fields to
Hurwitz Space and the absolute Galois Group”, (2010).

[34] R. Gopakumar, “What is the Simplest Gauge-String Duality?”, (2011), arXiv:1104.2386 [hep-th].

[35] R. de Mello Koch and L. Nkumane, “Topological String Correlators from Matrix
Models”, JHEP 03, 004 (2015), arXiv:1411.5226 [hep-th].

[36] D. Kartsaklis, S. Ramgoolam, and M. Sadrzadeh, “Linguistic Matrix Theory”, arXiv:1703.10252 [hep-th] (2017).

[37] S. Ramgoolam, “Permutation Invariant Gaussian Matrix Models”, Nuclear Physics B 945, 114682 (2019).

[38] S. Ramgoolam, M. Sadrzadeh, and L. Sword, “Gaussianity and typicality in matrix
distributional semantics”, arXiv:1912.10839 [hep-th, physics:math-ph] (2019).

[39] G. Barnes, A. Padellaro, and S. Ramgoolam, “Permutation invariant Gaussian 2-
matrix models”, arXiv:2104.03707 [hep-th] (2021).

[40] B. Coecke, M. Sadrzadeh, and S. Clark, Mathematical foundations for a compositional

distributional model of meaning, 2010, arXiv:1003.4394 [cs.CL].

[41] J. Maillard, S. Clark, and E. Grefenstette, “A type-driven tensor-based semantics for
ccg”, in Proceedings of the eacl 2014 workshop on type theory and natural language
semantics (ttnls) (2014), pages 46–54.

31

https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.04830
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(93)90402-b
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.47.3430
https://doi.org/10.1142/s0217732393001951
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(93)90042-n
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(93)90504-B
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9303153
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(96)00036-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002200050102
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/06/015
https://arxiv.org/abs/0802.3662
http://eudml.org/doc/274975
https://arxiv.org/abs/1104.2386
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2015)004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1411.5226
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.10252
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2019.114682
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.10839
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.03707
https://arxiv.org/abs/1003.4394


[42] M. Baroni, R. Bernardi, and R. Zamparelli, “Frege in space: a program of composi-
tional distributional semantics”, Linguistic Issues in Language Technology 9 (2014).

[43] E. Grefenstette and M. Sadrzadeh, “Concrete models and empirical evaluations for
the categorical compositional distributional model of meaning”, Computational Lin-
guistics 41, 71–118 (2015).

[44] F. Gabriel, Combinatorial theory of permutation-invariant random matrices i: parti-

tions, geometry and renormalization, 2016, arXiv:1503.02792v1 [math.CO].

[45] F. Gabriel, Combinatorial theory of permutation-invariant random matrices ii: cu-

mulants, freeness and levy processes, 2016, arXiv:1507.02465 [math.PR].

[46] F. Gabriel, A combinatorial theory of random matrices iii: random walks on S(N),
ramified coverings and the S(∞) yang-mills measure, 2016, arXiv:1510.01046 [math.PR].

[47] W. Fulton and J. Harris, Representation theory: a first course, Vol. 129 (Springer
Science & Business Media, 2013).

[48] Y. Kimura and S. Ramgoolam, “Branes, anti-branes and brauer algebras in gauge-
gravity duality”, JHEP 11, 078 (2007).

[49] T. W. Brown, P. J. Heslop, and S. Ramgoolam, “Diagonal multi-matrix correlators
and BPS operators in N=4 SYM”, Journal of High Energy Physics 2008, 030–030 (2008).

[50] R. Bhattacharyya, S. Collins, and R. de Mello Koch, “Exact Multi-Matrix Correla-
tors”, JHEP 03, 044 (2008).

[51] R. Bhattacharyya, R. de Mello Koch, and M. Stephanou, “Exact Multi-Restricted
Schur Polynomial Correlators”, JHEP 06, 101 (2008).

[52] T. W. Brown, P. J. Heslop, and S. Ramgoolam, “Diagonal free field matrix correla-
tors, global symmetries and giant gravitons”, JHEP 04, 089 (2009).

[53] Y. Kimura and S. Ramgoolam, “Enhanced symmetries of gauge theory and resolving
the spectrum of local operators”, Phys. Rev. D 78, 126003 (2008).

[54] J. Pasukonis and S. Ramgoolam, “Quivers as Calculators: Counting, Correlators and
Riemann Surfaces”, JHEP 04, 094 (2013), arXiv:1301.1980 [hep-th].

[55] D. Berenstein, “Extremal chiral ring states in the AdS/CFT correspondence are de-
scribed by free fermions for a generalized oscillator algebra”, Phys. Rev. D 92, 046006 (2015),
arXiv:1504.05389 [hep-th].

[56] P. Caputa, R. de Mello Koch, and P. Diaz, “A basis for large operators in N=4 SYM
with orthogonal gauge group”, JHEP 03, 041 (2013), arXiv:1301.1560 [hep-th].

[57] Y. Kimura, S. Ramgoolam, and R. Suzuki, “Flavour singlets in gauge theory as
Permutations”, JHEP 12, 142 (2016), arXiv:1608.03188 [hep-th].

[58] H. Lin and Y. Zhu, “Entanglement and mixed states of Young tableau states in
gauge/gravity correspondence”, Nucl. Phys. B 972, 115572 (2021), arXiv:2107.14219 [hep-th].

32

https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.02792v1
https://arxiv.org/abs/1507.02465
https://arxiv.org/abs/1510.01046
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/11/078
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/02/030
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/03/044
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/06/101
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/04/089
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.126003
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2013)094
https://arxiv.org/abs/1301.1980
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.046006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1504.05389
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2013)041
https://arxiv.org/abs/1301.1560
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2016)142
https://arxiv.org/abs/1608.03188
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2021.115572
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.14219


[59] F. Aprile, J. M. Drummond, P. Heslop, H. Paul, F. Sanfilippo, M. Santagata, and
A. Stewart, “Single particle operators and their correlators in free N = 4 SYM”,
JHEP 11, 072 (2020), arXiv:2007.09395 [hep-th].

[60] C. Lewis-Brown and S. Ramgoolam, “BPS operators in N = 4 SO(N) super Yang-
Mills theory: plethysms, dominoes and words”, JHEP 11, 035 (2018), arXiv:1804.11090 [hep-th].

[61] S. Ramgoolam, “Schur-Weyl duality as an instrument of Gauge-String duality”,
AIP Conf. Proc. 1031, 255–265 (2008), arXiv:0804.2764 [hep-th].

[62] S. Ramgoolam, “Permutations and the combinatorics of gauge invariants for general
N”, arXiv:1605.00843 [hep-th] (2016).

[63] P. Martin, “Temperley-lieb algebras for non-planar statistical mechanics — the par-
tition algebra construction”, Journal of Knot Theory and Its Ramifications 03, 51–82
(1994).

[64] P. Martin, “The Structure of the Partition Algebras”, Journal of Algebra 183, 319–358 (1996).

[65] T. Halverson and A. Ram, “Partition algebras”, (2004), arXiv:math/0401314v2 [math.RT].

[66] Wikipedia contributors, Partition of a set — Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia, 2021.

[67] G. Birkhoff, Lattice theory, Vol. 25 (American Mathematical Soc., 1940).

[68] Hamermesh, Group theory and its application to physical problem (Addison-Wesley,
1962).

[69] B. E. Sagan, The Symmetric Group: Representations, Combinatorial Algorithms, and

Symmetric Functions, en (Springer Science & Business Media, Mar. 2013).

[70] T. Halverson and T. N. Jacobson, “Set-partition tableaux and representations of
diagram algebras”, (2018), arXiv:1808.08118v2 [math.RT].

[71] J. Wedderburn, “On hypercomplex numbers”, Proceedings of the London Mathe-
matical Society 2, 77–118 (1908).

[72] E. Artin, “Zur theorie der hyperkomplexen zahlen”, in Abhandlungen aus dem math-
ematischen seminar der universität hamburg, Vol. 5, 1 (Springer, 1927), pages 251–
260.

[73] A. Ram, Dissertation, chapter 1 representation theory, 1990.

[74] Y. Kimura, “Multi-matrix models and Noncommutative Frobenius algebras obtained
from symmetric groups and Brauer algebras”, Commun. Math. Phys. 337, 1–40 (2015),
arXiv:1403.6572 [hep-th].

[75] P. Mattioli and S. Ramgoolam, “Permutation centralizer algebras and multimatrix
invariants”, Physical Review D 93, 10.1103/physrevd.93.065040 (2016).

[76] Y. Kimura, “Noncommutative frobenius algebras and open-closed duality”, (2017),
arXiv:1701.08382v1 [hep-th].

[77] J. B. Geloun and S. Ramgoolam, “Tensor models, kronecker coefficients and permuta-
tion centralizer algebras”, Journal of High Energy Physics 2017, 10.1007/jhep11(2017)092 (2017).

33

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2020)072
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.09395
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2018)035
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.11090
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2972012
https://arxiv.org/abs/0804.2764
http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.00843
https://doi.org/10.1006/jabr.1996.0223
https://arxiv.org/abs/math/0401314v2
https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.08118v2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-014-2231-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/1403.6572
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.93.065040
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.93.065040
https://arxiv.org/abs/1701.08382v1
https://doi.org/10.1007/jhep11(2017)092
https://doi.org/10.1007/jhep11(2017)092


[78] J. B. Geloun and S. Ramgoolam, “Quantum mechanics of bipartite ribbon graphs:
Integrality, Lattices and Kronecker coefficients”, (2021).

[79] M. L. Mehta, Random matrices (Elsevier, 2004).

[80] V. Jones, “The Potts model and the symmetric group”, Subfactors: Proceedings of
the Taniguchi Symposium on Operator Algebras, 259?267 (1994).

[81] G. Barnes, A. Padellaro, and S. Ramgoolam, “Matrix quantum mechanics and par-
tition algebras”, in preparation.

[82] G. Barnes, A. Padellaro, and S. Ramgoolam, “Permutation invariant tensor models
and partition algebras”, in preparation.

[83] C. Malle, “Traffic distributions and independence: permutation invariant random ma-
trices and the three notions of independence”, arXiv:arXiv:1111.4662[math.PR].

[84] A. Alexandrov, A. Mironov, A. Morozov, and S. Natanzon, “On KP-integrable Hur-
witz functions”, JHEP 11, 080 (2014), arXiv:1405.1395 [hep-th].

[85] S. M. Natanzon and A. Y. Orlov, “Hurwitz numbers from matrix integrals over
Gaussian measure”, (2020), arXiv:2002.00466 [math-ph].

[86] Y. Kimura, “Multi-matrix models and Noncommutative Frobenius algebras obtained
from symmetric groups and Brauer algebras”, Commun. Math. Phys. 337, 1–40 (2015),
arXiv:1403.6572 [hep-th].

[87] D. J. Gross and E Witten, “Possible third-order phase transition in the large-n lattice
gauge theory”, Phys. Rev., D; (United States) 21, 10.1103/PhysRevD.21.446 (1980).

[88] S. R. Wadia, “N = ∞ phase transition in a class of exactly soluble model lattice
gauge theories”, Physics Letters B 93, 403–410 (1980).

[89] B.-S. Skagerstam, “On the large Nc limit of the SU(Nc) colour quark-gluon partition
function”, Zeitschrift für Physik C Particles and Fields 24, 97–101 (1984).

[90] M. R. Douglas and V. A. Kazakov, “Large N phase transition in continuum QCD in
two-dimensions”, Phys. Lett. B 319, 219–230 (1993).

[91] B. Sundborg, “The hagedorn transition, deconfinement and sym theory”, Nuclear Physics B 573, 349–363 (2000).

[92] O. Aharony, J. Marsano, S. Minwalla, K. Papadodimas, and M. Van Raamsdonk,
“The deconfinement and hagedorn phase transitions in weakly coupled large n gauge
theories”, Comptes Rendus Physique 5, 945–954 (2004).

[93] B. Feng, A. Hanany, and Y.-H. He, “Counting gauge invariants: The Plethystic pro-
gram”, JHEP 03, 090 (2007), arXiv:hep-th/0701063.

[94] S. Dutta and R. Gopakumar, “Free fermions and thermal AdS/CFT”, JHEP 03, 011 (2008),
arXiv:0711.0133 [hep-th].

[95] S. Ramgoolam, M. C. Wilson, and A. Zahabi, Quiver asymptotics: N = 1 free chiral

ring, 2019, arXiv:1811.11229 [hep-th].

34

http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.04054
https://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:1111.4662 [math.PR]
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2014)080
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.1395
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.00466
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-014-2231-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/1403.6572
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.21.446
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.21.446
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01576294
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(93)90806-S
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0550-3213(00)00044-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crhy.2004.09.012
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/03/090
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0701063
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/03/011
https://arxiv.org/abs/0711.0133
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.11229


[96] T. Kimura and A. Zahabi, “Unitary matrix models and random partitions: universal-
ity and multi-criticality”, Journal of High Energy Physics 2021, 10.1007/jhep07(2021)100 (2021).

[97] N. Brahma and C. Krishnan, “Large-N phase transition in a finite lattice gauge
theory”, Phys. Rev. D 103, 126028 (2021), arXiv:2012.15857 [hep-th].

[98] V. Kazakov, I. K. Kostov, and D. Kutasov, “A Matrix model for the two-dimensional
black hole”, Nucl. Phys. B 622, 141–188 (2002), arXiv:hep-th/0101011.

[99] S. Dasgupta and T. Dasgupta, “Nonsinglet sector of c=1 matrix model and 2-D black
hole”, (2003), arXiv:hep-th/0311177.

[100] J. M. Maldacena, “Long strings in two dimensional string theory and non-singlets in
the matrix model”, JHEP 09, 078 (2005), arXiv:hep-th/0503112.

[101] P. Saad, S. H. Shenker, and D. Stanford, Jt gravity as a matrix integral, 2019,
arXiv:1903.11115 [hep-th].

[102] D. Stanford and E. Witten, Jt gravity and the ensembles of random matrix theory,
2020, arXiv:1907.03363 [hep-th].

[103] D. Anninos and B. Mühlmann, “Notes on matrix models (matrix musings)”, Journal of Statistical Mechanics: Theory and Experiment 2020, 083109 (2020).

[104] C. V. Johnson, “Jackiw-teitelboim supergravity, minimal strings, and matrix mod-
els”, Physical Review D 103, 10.1103/physrevd.103.046012 (2021).

[105] G. ’t Hooft, “Quantum mechanical behavior in a deterministic model”, Found. Phys. Lett. 10, 105 (1997),
arXiv:quant-ph/9612018.

[106] T. Banks, “Finite Deformations of Quantum Mechanics”, (2020), arXiv:2001.07662 [hep-th].

[107] V. V. Kornyak, “Mathematical Modeling of Finite Quantum Systems”, Lect. Notes
Comput. Sci. 7125, 79–93 (2012), arXiv:1107.5675 [quant-ph].

[108] G. ’t Hooft, “Ontology in quantum mechanics”, (2021), arXiv:2107.14191 [quant-ph].

35

https://doi.org/10.1007/jhep07(2021)100
https://doi.org/10.1007/jhep07(2021)100
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.126028
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.15857
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(01)00606-X
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0101011
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0311177
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2005/09/078
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0503112
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.11115
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.03363
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/aba499
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.103.046012
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.103.046012
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02764232
https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9612018
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.07662
https://arxiv.org/abs/1107.5675
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.14191

	1 Introduction
	2 Hidden symmetries in permutation invariant Gaussian matrix models
	2.1 Counting matrix observables using partition algebras
	2.2 Enhanced O(N) symmetry in parameter space

	3 Permutation Invariant Matrix Observables (PIMOs) 
	3.1 Construction of PIMOs
	3.2 Inner product on PIMOs

	4 Large N factorisation
	4.1 Factorization for trace form on Pk(N)
	4.2 Factorization for PIMOs
	4.3 Factorization for multi-matrix observables

	5 Discussion
	A  Parameter limits where SN invariant Gaussian models have enhanced O(N) symmetry

