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Abstract

We describe the implications of permutation symmetry for the state space and dy-
namics of quantum mechanical systems of matrices of general size N. We solve the
general 11-parameter permutation invariant quantum matrix harmonic oscillator Hamil-
tonian and calculate the canonical partition function. The permutation invariant sector
of the Hilbert space, for general Hamiltonians, can be described using partition algebra
diagrams forming the bases of a tower of partition algebras P;(N). The integer k is
interpreted as the degree of matrix oscillator polynomials in the quantum mechanics.
Families of interacting Hamiltonians are described which are diagonalised by a repre-
sentation theoretic basis for the permutation invariant subspace which we construct for
N > 2k. These include Hamiltonians for which the low-energy states are permutation
invariant and can give rise to large ground state degeneracies related to the dimensions
of partition algebras. A symmetry-based mechanism for quantum many body scars
discussed in the literature can be realised in these matrix systems with permutation
symmetry. A mapping of the matrix index values to lattice sites allows a realisation of
the mechanism in the context of modified Bose-Hubbard models. Extremal correlators
analogous to those studied in AdS/CFT are shown to obey selection rules based on
Clebsch-Gordan multiplicites (Kronecker coefficients) of symmetric groups.
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1 Introduction

Systems with matrix degrees of freedom transforming in the adjoint or bifundamental repre-
sentation of a group G, such as U(N), SU(N), SO(N), SP(N), are ubiquitous in physics.
The group G is often a gauge symmetry and physical states or operators of interest are
G-invariant. The large N limit has been known, since the work of 't Hooft [1], to exhibit im-
portant simplifications related to the combinatorics of string worldsheets. Notable examples
of gauge-string duality based on such large N properties include: the duality between low-
dimensional non-critical strings and matrix models [2-4], between two-dimensional Yang-
Mills theories and Hurwitz spaces [5-13]; the AdS/CFT correspondence [14-16]; the cor-
respondence between Gaussian matrix theories and Belyi maps [17-20]. Random matrix
theories have also been used to model statistical properties of complex systems [21-26]. In
zero-dimensional matrix models, invariance is not forced upon us by any gauge symmetry.
However, it is still a fruitful perspective to consider the invariant sectors as computation-
ally tractable sectors which encode significant properties of complex systems. This was the
perspective taken in [27-30], which used zero-dimensional matrix models with permutation
symmetry to model the statistics of words in computational linguistics [31-34].

Large discrete groups, e.g. the symmetric groups Sy of all permutations of N objects,
also play a central role in holography. Two dimensional CFTs for orbifolds M* /Sy, for
some CFT M, provide the CFTs in AdS3/CFTs dualities [35]. These orbifold CFTs have
recently provided the setting for a derivation of holographic duality [36]. It is natural to
ask if matrix systems with discrete symmetries such as Sy have holographic duals. Recent
results on large N factorisation in permutation invariant matrix models [37] are encouraging
for this prospect. By regarding matrix models as zero dimensional quantum field theories,
in this paper we take the natural next step of considering one-dimensional QFTs, i.e. matrix
quantum mechanical systems with permutation symmetry. We pay particular attention to
methods which are applicable for general N and allow large N expansions. We give a general



description of the permutation invariant subspace in matrix quantum mechanical systems,
drawing on relevant results from the mathematical literature on partition algebras. This
is followed by a discussion of interesting Hamiltonians for many-body quantum physics.
This is motivated by the vibrant interplay between holography and many-body quantum
mechanical systems which manifests itself, for example, in the connection between free
fermions and large N two-dimensional Yang Mills theory [38]; free fermions and the half-
BPS sector of N' =4 SYM [39, 40]; free fermions and supersymmetric indices [41], bosons in
a 3D harmonic oscillator and eighth BPS states in N' = 4 SYM [42-44]; quantum mechanical
spin matrix theory which is used as a simplified set-up to study the emergence mechanisms
of AdS/CFT [45, 46]. This interplay is also visible in the prominent role of coherent states, a
technique widely used in many body quantum physics, in the study of large IV systems. This
theme appears in early work on large N (e.g. [47, 48]) as well as more recent developments
(e.g. [49-51)).

Many aspects of large N simplifications in matrix systems are consequences of Schur-
Weyl duality. The standard instance of Schur-Weyl duality [52] concerns the tensor product
V®F of the fundamental representation V' of U(N). The symmetric group S, of all permu-
tations of k objects acts on V®* by permuting the factors of the tensor product. Schur-Weyl
duality states that the algebra of operators commuting with the standard U (V) action on
the tensor product V®* is the group algebra C[Sy]. This has important implications for
the classification of U(NN) gauge invariant polynomial functions of matrix variables, where
a matrix X transforms as X — UXUT for U € U(N). Schur-Weyl duality relates this
problem to the rich combinatorics and representation theory of symmetric groups (see e.g.
[53]). For example, the gauge invariant polynomial functions of degree k for one matrix
of size N, taking N > k for simplicity, are labelled by conjugacy classes of S;. Finite NV
effects are captured with the use of Young diagrams. Schur-Weyl duality has been used
as a powerful tool in the construction of gauge invariant observables in one-matrix and
multi-matrix systems in connection with the AdS/CFT correspondence. This played an
important role in identifying the CFT duals [39, 40, 54] of giant gravitons [55-57] in the
AdS/CFT correspondence. The Schur-Weyl duality framework has been further applied to
the computation of 1-matrix and multi-matrix correlators [39, 58-70]. A short review is
[71]. These multi-matrix applications involve dual algebras beyond the symmetric group
algebras. For example Brauer algebras, which have a basis of diagrams, are used in [58].
The symmetric group algebra C[Sk] can also be viewed as a diagram algebra with multipli-
cation given by the composition of diagrams. For example the following six diagrams give
a basis of C[Ss], the corresponding permutations are given in cycle notation

mEE)=1]], 2= X 1. 2= >k,
mE3) =1 X, 2= D57, 3= 2> (1.1)



The same general philosophy can be applied to the case where we are considering poly-
nomial functions of a matrix X invariant under the transformation X — M, XM/, where
M, is a matrix representing the permutation ¢ € Sy in the N-dimensional natural repre-
sentation of Sy, satisfying M = M 1. This problem in the invariant theory of matrices
arises in the application of permutation invariant matrix models to language data [27, 28]
and Schur-Weyl duality was used to study these invariants in [37]. The algebra dual to
SN acting on Vﬁ?k, where Vi is the natural representation of the symmetric group Sy, is
called the partition algebra Py (V). Partition algebras were first introduced in [72-74] in
application to the statistical mechanics of Potts models (see [75] for a survey of partition
algebras). Partition algebras Py (V) are diagram algebras with a basis labeled by diagrams
corresponding to set partitions of 2k objects. These include the diagrams corresponding
to elements of C[Sk| as well as more general diagrams. For example, in addition to the
diagrams in (1.1), the following are elements of P3(N)

N A A D O Sl g (12)

We will discuss these diagrams in more detail in section 3. Matrix systems with Sy symme-
try together with partition algebras allow us to study large IV simplifications in the case of
discrete (finite) groups. Partition algebras and their relation to the representation theory
of symmetric groups is an active area of mathematical research [76-79].

An algebraic description of permutation invariant matrix polynomials of degree k was
given in [37] using symmetrised partition algebras SPy(N). SPi(N) consists of equiva-
lence classes of elements in Py(N). The equivalence is defined using the C[Sy] subalgebra
of Py(N) and accounts for the commuting nature of matrix variables. The work in [37]
showed that distinct permutation invariant matrix polynomials in the diagram basis satisfy
a factorization property at large N. The diagram basis is the analogue of the trace basis
for U(N) invariant matrix polynomials. Partition algebras have also been used to study
permutation invariant random matrix distributions from the point of view of mathematical
statistics [80-82].

Polynomials in matrix variables 1\4]Z are closely related to quantum mechanical states
constructed from matrix oscillators (aT);'-. This allows us to translate the technology devel-
oped for zero-dimensional matrix models [27, 28, 37, 83] to the setting of matrix quantum
mechanics. We will give a detailed description of the space of Sy invariant states con-
structed from matrix oscillators. Polynomials in matrix oscillators can be organised by the
degree of the polynomials. At degree k, the state space is isomorphic to an S symmetric
subspace H®) of End(V2"):

HE) 5 End(VEF). (1.3)
There is a one-to-one correspondence between tensors
(e e |Tlej, - ej,) = T (1.4)

and elements in End(Vﬁk ). The bosonic symmetry of the oscillators imposes an invariance
under simultaneous re-ordering of the upper and lower indices. Commuting with the S



action is the Sy action on Vﬁk which we denote L£(0). The Sy permutation invariance
translates to an invariance of 1" under an adjoint action

Ad(0)[T) = L(o)TL(c™h) (1.5)

Many of our results on the Sy invariant state space of matrix oscillators, particularly in
sections 3 and 4 are independent of the Hamiltonian. They can be viewed as a detailed
account of the Sy invariant subspace in matrix quantum mechanics using partition algebras
and representation theory. The use of the partition algebra Py(N) to study operators and
quantum states in H®) allows us to take advantage of simplifications in the limit where k
is kept fixed as N — oo.

The representation theoretic approach allows the construction of solvable algebraic
Hamiltonians where the Sy invariant states are resolved according to representation the-
oretic characteristics. Sections 5 and 6 discuss different classes of solvable Sy invariant
Hamiltonians obeying

Ad(o)H = HAd(o) (1.6)

We build on this discussion in section 7, using Hamitonians of the form (H + Hy): H obeys
(1.6) while H, is subject to a restriction defined in terms of permutation invariant states.

The paper is organised as follows. For concreteness, section 2 contains a review of the
simplest quantum mechanical model with matrix degrees of freedom. This is the free matrix
quantum harmonic oscillator. It is a model containing N? decoupled harmonic oscillators
Xijyi,j = 1,...,N with a global U(N?) symmetry. The Hilbert space of this model is a
Fock space H of states constructed using matrix oscillators (aJr);». This model also serves as
a good place to introduce the diagram notation that we will use in the rest of the paper.

In section 3 we consider the Sy invariant subspace H;ny of the total Hilbert space H of
a general quantum mechanics matrix system. This is the subspace of states invariant under
al — Mya'MT, where M, is a permutation matrix of size N. We explain the correspondence
between permutation invariant matrix states of degree k and partition algebras Py (N). The
partition algebras have three natural bases, and each one gives rise to a different basis
for Hiny. The diagram basis is natural when discussing inner and outer products. The
factorization property in [37] translates to orthogonality of the diagram basis at large N.
The so-called orbit basis gives rise to an orthogonal basis for all N. We call the third basis
the representation basis. In the mathematical literature, the representation basis is called
a complete set of matrix units. The product in the matrix unit basis is a generalization
of the product for elementary matrices for matrix algebras. The representation basis can
be constructed using Fourier transformation on Py(N) and is a direct analogue of the
Schur basis for U(N) invariants. Appendix A gives the necessary background for Fourier
transforms on semi-simple algebras, closely following [84] but with some modifications that
are important for our application. Physically, the representation basis can be understood
as a basis that diagonalizes a set of algebraic commuting charges.

Section 4 is devoted to the construction and diagonalization of these charges, which can
be used to give the explicit transformation from the diagram basis to the representation



basis at large V. We illustrate the method for small k£ and large N. These are tabulated
in appendix C. The representation basis forms an energy eigenbasis for the Hamiltonian of
the free matrix quantum harmonic oscillator presented in section 2.

In section 5 we introduce an 11 parameter family of exactly solvable quantum matrix
systems. The potential in these systems is the most general permutation invariant quadratic
function of the matrix variables. These quantum systems can therefore be viewed as general
matrix harmonic oscillator systems compatible with permutation symmetry. We find the
spectrum for general choices of the parameters by adapting the representation theoretic
techniques which have been used to compute correlators in permutation invariant Gaussian
matrix models [28]. Further, we write the canonical partition function in a simple closed
form. The representation basis states from section 3 do not form an eigenbasis for the
general Hamiltonians considered here. The action of the Hamiltonians on the representation
basis states leads to a mixing which is constrained by Clebsch-Gordan multiplicities for the
symmetric groups. We briefly discuss this mixing.

In section 6 we discuss interacting Hamiltonians, parametrised by a positive integer K,
constructed using partition algebra elements, with the property that the ground states are
all permutation invariant states and have degeneracies controlled by a sequence of partition
algebras Py(N) for k € {0,1,...,K}. The energy gap between the ground states and the
lowest excited state is also determined by K. By deforming these Hamiltonians with other
partition algebra elements, we design Hamiltonians where the degeneracy of the ground
states is broken by small amounts - these two scenarios are illustrated in figure 1. We also
include a general description of permutation invariant Hamiltonians, finding an interesting
relation to the counting of 2-matrix permutation invariants of the kind considered in [83].
We conclude this section with an interpretation of the oscillators (af)! as creation operators
on a square lattice with sites labelled (7, j).

Subspaces of invariant states play an important role in the group-theoretic proposal [85,
86] for a mechanism of weak ergodicity breaking, experimentally discovered in [87], now
known as quantum many-body scars [88]. In section 7 we discuss how the permutation
invariant state space in this paper can be turned into a scar subspace. Adapting the ideas
in [85, 86] for the realisation of group-theoretic scar states, we describe Hamiltonians which
exhibit the revival properties characteristic of scars. The lattice interpretation of the matrix
oscillators from section 6 allows us to interpret these Hamiltonians as deformations of Bose
Hubbard models.

We compute a set of two- and three-point correlators of invariant operators in section 8.
The two-point correlators have a large N factorisation property described in the context of
matrix models in [37]. The three-point functions are similar to extremal correlators which
are relevant to quantum mechanical models considered in AdS/CFT. The extremal corre-
lators are shown to obey selection rules based on Clebsch-Gordan multiplicities (Kronecker
coefficients) of symmetric groups.



2 Review: matrix harmonic oscillator

This section is a review of the simplest matrix quantum harmonic oscillator. The Lagrangian
(2.1) describes N? free harmonic oscillators. The corresponding Hamiltonian has a global
U(N?) symmetry. This has a U(N) x U(N) subgroup of unitary matrices acting by left
and right multiplication. There is also a smaller Sy x Sy subgroup of the U(N) x U(N)
which plays an important role in subsequent sections. The simplest, non-interacting U (N?)
invariant model will serve as a very good set-up to introduce the notation used in the rest of
the paper. In particular, we describe how to construct states and operators in H, the Hilbert
space of the theory, by considering the oscillators a;;, a;rj as endomorphisms on Vy (an N
dimensional vector space). We will frequently have this view in mind when manipulating
states and operators and it is often practical to employ diagrammatic notation in order to
do so. The basics of this diagrammatic notation we introduce at the end of this section.
The simplest matrix harmonic oscillator is described by the Lagrangian

N

1

Lo = 5( > X0 Xij — Xl-inj) (2.1)
ij=1

It describes N2 decoupled oscillators. The conjugate momenta are

0Ly 0
HU — m — EXU. (22)

The Hamiltonian corresponding to Ly is
1 N
ij=1
The canonical commutation relations are
[Xij, Iig] = 04051 (2.4)

The Hamiltonian given in (2.3) is diagonalized in the usual way - introducing oscillators

1
Xij = \/;(a;rj + al-j),
i (2.5)

a;rj, a;; defined by

with commutation relations

[aijaail} = 0ir0j1- (2.6)
Normal ordering Hy gives
N
H() = Z agjaij, (27)
ij=1

8



which is just a number operator. We now show that Hy is invariant under a U (N?) symmetry
that acts on oscillators as

N

ai; — Z Uijkiaki, (2.8)
k=1
N

al-Lj — Z ng;zﬂlz, (2.9)
k=1

with Ujj.p an N? x N? unitary matrix satisfying

N
k,l=1

Under the U(N?) transformation Hy is invariant,

T y T
Ho — Z Ui Uijsmn @y Gmn

i7j7k7l7m7n

= Z 5km5lna;r§lamn

k,l,mmn

=" a},an. (2.11)
k,l

The oscillator states

| |0) (2.12)

T

0] Eh
labelled by non-negative integers k;; with 4,7 = 1,..., N are energy eigenstates of Hy.
The total Hilbert (Fock) space H decomposes into subspaces H®) with fixed number of
oscillators (degree) k,

H=PHE. (2.13)
k=0

The subset of states with k = -, ; k;j form an eigenbasis for the subspace H®) and have
energy k. In general the spectrum is highly degenerate. The number of states with energy
k is

. (2.14)

2 2/ 72 2
Dim?—[(k):<N +kk_1>:N(N +1)-l-€-'(N +k—1)

This is the number of ways to choose k elements from a set of N2 when repetition is allowed.
It is also the dimension of the symmetric part of a k-fold tensor product of a vector space

with dimension N?2. Equivalently, it is the dimension of the vector space of states composed
of k bosonic oscillators a;-rj. For fixed k and N >> 2k the dimension grows as N2¥.



2.1 Diagram notation

Throughout this paper we will use diagrammatic notation to describe states and operators
in #(*). For this purpose, it is useful to introduce the following matrices of oscillators

(QT) }LZ and a} = a;; which satisfy
lai, ()i = o400 (2.15)
Let V be an N-dimensional vector space with basis {ej, ..., ex}. The matrices of oscillators

can be viewed as (operator-valued) elements in End(Vy), where End(Vy) is the set of all
linear maps Vy — Vi . In this language, the above oscillators are matrix elements,

N

al(e;) = Z(aT)gej and a(e;) Za e;. (2.16)

J=1

Consequently, a general degree one state in H can be written as

Try, (Tal) Z Ti(a =|T), (2.17)
,j=1

where T' € End(Vy) (an N-by-N matrix) and the last equality is a definition of |T').
The degree k subspace is given by

#®) = Spang {( hin (el \0>}, (2.18)

therefore general states are parametrised by tensors 1}{1""’% k. It is convenient to view these
tensors as elements of End(ng ), where ng is the kth tensor product of V. That is, in
the usual basis for tensor product spaces
N
T(ei, Qe ®...Q €)= Z szll Z]k’“e]1®ej2®...®ejk. (2.19)
G15025e k=1

Analogous to the degree one case, a general state |T) € H(¥) can be written as a trace

T) = Tryen(T(@)*) j0) = 32 T9-75(a)E - ()2 10), (2.20)
B1yeensl
i

for T € End(VE*) and (a")® = ol @ -+ @ o with matrix elements

(GT)®k(€j1 Q- ®ej) = Z (aT)}l1 ... (aT)jke“ ® - ® ey (2.21)

11,00k

It should be emphasized that, due to the bosonic symmetry of the oscillators, szll z]kk is

a symmetric tensor (under simultaneous permutations of upper and lower indices), for
g2 Tk pd2Ji---Jk

example T i —Tmlm%.

10



It is useful to formulate this restriction in terms of S), invariance. An element 7 € Sy,
viewed as a bijective map 7 : {1,...,k} — {1,...,k} defines a linear operator £.-1 which
acts on Vﬁk as

L.1(e ® - ® eik) = ei.n R R Cir i - (2.22)

The symmetry of T is equivalent to the statement

|L,TL, 1 =T, Vres, (2.23)

or in index notation A , o
Tl I gk e S, (2.24)

r(1)--br(k) 1.0 )
Therefore, states in %) are in one-to-one correspondence with elements 7' € Endg, (Vﬁk ),
the subspace of linear maps that commute with the action of Sj.

We introduce diagrammatic notation to simplify manipulations involving tensor equa-
tions. A map T € End(VJf?k ) is represented by a box

Ji--Jk
|

=T (2.25)

11 ... 1)

where the edges correspond to states in Vﬁk . Internal lines in a diagram correspond to
contracted indices. For example, the state |T') € H*) can be represented diagrammatically
as

(aT)®k

T) = 10) - (2.26)

T

The horizontal lines identify the top edge with the bottom edge to give a trace, and the line
between the (a")®* and T boxes signifies that the corresponding indices are identified and
summed over. This diagram should be compared to (2.20).

3 Permutation invariant sectors for quantum matrix systems

In this section we consider the action of Sy on the subspace H¥), spanned by degree
k polynomials in matrix oscillators (aT)} acting on the vacuum. The adjoint action of
permutations o € Sy on the quantum mechanical matrix variables

0 Xi = (MyXMy1)) = X7 (3.1)

11



translates into action on oscillators
o+ (ah)i = (ah)7) . (3.2)

We turn our attention to the subspace Hl(rlf‘), c H®) of Sy invariant states constructed from

polynomials in these oscillators. We will construct bases for Hl(rlf\),, for general k, taking
inspiration from [37]. There, a basis for the space of Sy invariant polynomials in matrix
indeterminates X]i» of degree k was given in terms of elements of the diagrammatic partition
algebra Py (N) [75]. With the identification

X; + (ah)i, (3.3)
we can employ these techniques to construct Sy invariant states in matrix quantum me-
chanics.

The algebra EndSN(Vﬁk), of linear operators on Vﬁk that commute with Sy, is of
central importance in understanding the implications of permutation invariance in quantum
mechanical matrix systems. For N > 2k this algebra is isomorphic to the partition algebra
Pi(N) [75]:

Endg,, (VEF) = Py (N). (3.4)

The Hilbert space #k) spanned by degree k polynomials in the oscillators is isomorphic to

mv

an S invariant subalgebra of Py(N) :
M)

mv

=~ Endgy x5, (VE¥) € Endg, (VEF), (3.5)

The partition algebras are finite-dimensional associative algebras with dimension B(2k),
the Bell numbers. The Bell numbers B(k) count the number of possible set partitions of

a set of k elements. Notably, B(2k) does not depend on N. Consequently, Dim 7—[1(5\), does
not grow with N for N > 2k. This is in contrast to Dim H*), which grows like N2* for
N > 2k.

We have chosen to construct states using the oscillators (aT)é. This produces a basis for
Hiny that is simultaneously an energy eigenbasis of Hy. However, it is worth emphasising
that the resulting description of Hiyy is applicable to any quantum matrix system, not only
the system with Hamiltonian Hy. For example, the description of Hi,y in terms of partition
algebras holds equally well if the Hamiltonian is a perturbation of Hy by a polynomial in
the matrix creation and annihilation operators.

We begin this section in 3.1 by reviewing the connection between partition algebras and
states in Hiny. The basic algebraic structure of partition algebras is reviewed in section
3.2. The partition algebras are introduced in the most geometrical basis, the diagram basis,
where multiplication is given by diagram concatenation. In section 3.3 we introduce the
representation basis, so called because it is labelled by a set of representation theoretic data.
This basis uses Fourier transforms [84] on P(N) to construct an all-orders orthogonal basis
for N > 2k, which diagonalises a set of algebraic charges. These charges are discussed in
detail in section 4, and used in section 6 to construct algebraic Hamiltonians with interesting
spectra.

12



3.1 Partition algebras and invariant tensors
For any o € Sy we have a linear operator £(0) € End(Vy*) defined by
,C(O'_l)(eil Rep®...Q0 el-k) = €4(iy) & ) R...&® €o(iy,) (36)

Here o € Sy is a bijective map {1,..., N} — {1,..., N}. Group multiplication is given by
composition of maps o109(i) = o2(01(i)) for 01,09 € Sy. This is used to define the adjoint
action Ad(c) of o € Sy on states |T) € H*),

Ad(0) |T) = Tryer[L(0)TL(e™")(a")*"]0)

. . o= 1(i o 1(i
= 3 1L @h ) (o)

Jdn (3.7)
_ o(j1)---0(jx) i i
= Z T o) (ah)3 ... (a")}[0) .

U150yl

jl?"'?jk

This adjoint action on the tensor coefficients of the oscillators corresponds to the adjoint
action on the oscillators which follows from (3.2). States |T') € ") are called Sy invariant

because they satisfy
Ad(o) |T) =|T). (3.8)

That is, all states in 7—[1(112 can be constructed from tensors satisfying

TU(jl)---U(jk) — TIdk g e Sy, (3.9)

o(i1)...o(ig) 1.0

or

L)L H =T (3.10)

The vector space of Sy invariant linear maps on Vﬁ?k is denoted EndsN(Vﬁ?k). For
N > 2k, Endg, (V$*) is isomorphic to the partition algebra Py(N):

Endgs, (VEF) = Spanc{T € End(VE®) : L(0)TL(0™!) =T, Yo € Sy} = B(N). (3.11)

For tensors labelling states we have further Sy invariance. The vector space of Sy x Sk
invariant linear maps is denoted

EndSNXSk(VJ%@k) = (3 12)
Spanc{T € End(VZ*) : L(o)TL(oc™ ) = L, TL.-+ =T, Yo € Sy, 7 € Si}. '
and we have the correspondence
HE) = Endg, s, (VEF). (3.13)

13



The partition algebra Py(N) contains a subalgebra SPy(N), spanned by elements that
commute with C[Sg] C Pg(N), called a symmetrized partition algebra. For N > 2k,

SPy(N) is isomorphic to Endgy xs, (Va*), and by extension H®.

mv*

1) = Endg, s, (VEF) 2 SPL(N). (3.14)

inv —

This motivates the next subsection, where we study Py (V) and its symmetrized subalgebra
SPi(N).

To summarise the above steps in words, we are investigating the adjoint action of per-
mutations in Sy on N X N quantum mechanical matrix variables X JZ The corresponding
oscillators inherit the adjoint Sy action. Oscillator states with k oscillators correspond to
tensors 1" with k& upper and lower indices, subject to an Sj symmetry permuting the k
upper-lower index pairs along the tensor. This Si symmetry arises from the bosonic nature
of the oscillators. The Sy invariant k-oscillator states correspond to tensors having k upper
and k lower indices, subject to an Sy x Sj invariance. This subspace of tensors can be
described as a symmetrized sub-algebra SPj (V) of the partition algebra Py (V).

3.2 Diagram basis

We introduce the partition algebras in the diagram basis following the treatment in [75].
This is a nice starting point because it gives the most straight-forward description of mul-
tiplication in Pg(N). As we will see in section 8, the diagram basis also gives a simple
description of an outer product in Py (N), which is relevant to the the discussion of ex-
tremal correlators.

The partition algebra Py (V) is an algebra of dimension B(2k). The Bell number B(2k)
is the number of possible partitions of a set with 2k distinct elements. Bell numbers can be
computed from the generating function

> B(k «
> —k(:' )xk =1 (3.15)

k=0

from which one finds B(2k) = 2,15,203,4140 for k = 1,2, 3, 4.

A set partition 7 of a set S is a set of disjoint subsets of S such that their union is all of
S. The diagram basis for Py(N) is labelled by set partitions of the set {1,...,k,1',... k'}.
The set of all set partitions of {1,...,k,1’,... ,k'} is denoted Ily;. For example, the set T4
contains the following B(4) = 15 set partitions (subsets are separated by a vertical bar)

12172,

12127, 12/)1')12, 12|12, 1212, 121112, 22|11,
11212, 121’2/, 122'|)1’, 12211, 11722, 12'|1'2, 12|1'2,
1212,

(3.16)

Each 7 € Iy labels an element of the diagram basis of Py(N). We write d, for the
diagram basis element corresponding to m € Ilp,. As the name suggests, d, should be

14



thought of as a diagram. It is a diagram with 2k vertices divided into two rows. The
bottom vertices are labelled 1,...,k from left to right and the vertices of the top row are
labelled 1/, ...,k from left to right. Two vertices are connected by an edge if they belong
to the same subset of 7. The diagrams corresponding to the set partitions in (3.16) are

o o
)
L] L]
1 2
1/ 2/ 1/ 2/ 1/ 2/ 1/ 2/ 1/ 2/ 1/ 2/
. . . o __o .
b / 9 9 b \ b 9
. . o e . . . .
1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 (3 17)
1/ 2/ 1/ 2/ 1/ 2/ 1/ 2/ 1/ 2/ 1/ 2/ 1/ 2/ '
. ° e«__ o
I\/‘ ’ L‘v ’ -/‘I ’ &/I ’ I I ’ >< ’ ’
. . o e
1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
1 2
1 2

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 path along the edges. For
example, the following pairs of diagrams correspond to the same element in P3(N)

Cl=s N N =N (3.18)

The partition algebras are so-called diagram algebras because multiplication can be
defined through diagram concatenation (in the diagram basis). The product in Py(N) is
independent of the choice of representative diagram. Let d, and d,, be two diagrams in
Py (N). The composition d» = dd, is constructed by placing d, above d, and identifying
the bottom vertices of d; with the top vertices of d». The diagram is simplified by following
the edges connecting the bottom vertices of d, to the top vertices of d,. Any connected
components within the middle rows are removed and we multiply by N€, where ¢ is the
number of these complete blocks removed. For example,

S,J =N N\ and = <, (3.19)
where the factor of IV 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, where every vertex has exactly one incident edge, span a subalgebra. This
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subalgebra is isomorphic to the symmetric group algebra C[Sg]. For example, there is a
one-to-one correspondence between permutations in S3 and the following set of diagrams

R R RV Bt I Y S SRR

In the language of set partitions, these diagrams correspond to set partitions with subsets
of the form {ij'} for 4,5 € 1,..., k. We denote the diagrams forming a basis for C[Sy] by .
The diagram d, € P,(N) corresponds to an element of End(V5*) through the following
action o
de(eiy @ -~ @ep) = Y (de)i7¥ e, @ @ ey, (3.21)
IV )

The matrix elements (dﬂ)zi’ljﬁ’

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

correspond to the diagram representation by associating a

1 2 12
m = 013,02 8" and L = 8irin 0. (3.22)
1 2 1 2

Every diagram corresponds to an Sy invariant tensor in the sense of equation (3.10). As
mentioned previously, this gives a basis for Endg,, (VZ¥) for N > 2k [75].

Due to the bosonic symmetry of the oscillators, the invariant states are not in one-to-
one correspondence with elements in P, (N). Instead, every state in 7—[1(5\), corresponds to an
element in the Sy invariant sub-algebra of Py (NN), which we call the symmetrised partition
algebra and denote SP;(N). Consider the action of Sk on the diagrams given, for any
T € Sk, dy; € Pk(N), by

R S Y (3.23)
A basis for SP(N) is labeled by distinct orbits under this action. We denote as [d,] €
SPy(N) the invariant element obtained by averaging over the Sy orbit of d; :

de) = = > 7de7 = ! > dy, (3.24)

=t ]l e

where |[d,]| is the size of the orbit. The equality follows because |[d,]| is equal to k! divided
by the number of permutations 7 leaving d, fixed (orbit stabilizer theorem). It follows that

a basis for H*) is labeled by [d;] € SP;(NN) through the correspondence

mv

ldel) = Trpon ([da] (@) ) 10) = 37 (D5 (@i, .. (@), 10). (3.25)

Lyl
L1l yeenylpet

Note that

|dr) = Tryor(dr(a’)*")[0) = |[dx]) (3.26)
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for the sake of notational efficiency we will often label states with d, instead of [d,]. Ex-

amples are
1) =11E) =X @hiahiio, (3.27)

(12D -BO ) =L - Setrnm. o

States obtained by acting with the annihilation operators a§ on the dual vacuum (0| can
also be labelled by partition algebra diagrams as follows :

and

(dx| = (0] Try e (dr a®)

= (0] Tryon([dX1a™) = (0] 37 ()i ot oal =0 S0 (2D 0l

'ilv"'vz:k ‘ilv"'vljk
17 yennypt Ll yeenylpt

(3.29)

where d. is the transpose of d;. As a diagram, d. is the reflection of d, across a horizontal
line, for example

(T’\)T =1/ (3.30)

The use of the transpose in this definition is motivated by the orthonormality property
below (3.33). Using the commutation relations in equation (2.15), the inner product can
be written as a trace of products of elements in SPy(N),

(deldnr) = > (d%dw—l);g;;;;ig =Y Trper(dirdor). (3.31)
TESE TESE N

The large N factorization result in [37] implies that the normalized states

_
{drldr)

are orthonormal at large N (to leading order in 1/v/N)

|Cz7r> = |dr) (3.32)

1+O0(1/VN) if [dr] = [dw],

0+ O(1/v/N) otherwise. (3.33)

() = {

3.3 Representation basis

The connection between Sy invariant states and partition algebras gives rise to a natural
basis, labelled by representation theoretic data. The representation basis diagonalises a
set of commuting algebraic charges that we introduce in section 4. This observation gives
a concrete construction algorithm for the change of basis matrix (from diagram basis to

17
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representation basis). We now describe how the representation theoretic basis for SPy(N)
arises using Schur-Weyl duality between Sy and Py (V), along with the implementation of
the invariance under the Sy action of (3.23) in the representation theoretic basis. The tran-
sition from a combinatorial basis of diagrams in an algebra defined by physical constraints
(in this case a bosonic symmetry of matrix oscillators) to a representation theoretic basis
is an example of Fourier transformation which has been useful in multi-matrix as well as
tensor systems of interest in AdS/CFT and holography (a short review of these applications
is in [71]). The proofs of some statements quoted here are in appendix A.

From the point of view of representation theory, the correspondence between permu-
tation invariant states and partition algebras should be understood as a consequence of
Schur-Weyl duality. In particular, Schur-Weyl duality says that the decomposition (see
section 2.5 in [79])

yk o @ D Vi e © V[iff]lv/)\ﬂ (3.34)
=0 A%
is multiplicity free in terms of irreducible representations of Sy and Py(/N). The Young
diagram A} = [N — l,Af], which is an integer partition of IV, is constructed by placing
the diagram Afé (having [ boxes) below a first row of N — [ boxes. Requiring A; to be a
valid Young diagram imposes a condition on the first row length of r; (Af) < N — 1. This
condition is non-trivial for N < 2k, while it is trivially satisfied for all Afé having up to
k boxes for N > 2k. The latter is called the stable limit. In this limit we can write the
decomposition (3.34) in a simplified form

Vb= @ virev W, (3.35)
A1€Ys (k)

in which the sum can be labelled by the set of all Young diagrams Af having up to k boxes:
these are inserted below a first row to form Young diagrams with IV boxes. This stable set
of Young diagrams having N boxes is denoted Vs(k). With the exception of appendix B
this is the limit within which we will work.

Equation (3.7) implies that we can identify

End(Vy*) = V¥ @ Vi, (3.36)

as a representation of Sy. We use Schur-Weyl duality (3.35) to decompose each factor on
the RHS as

Vit o vEk = ( P vive VAIZ'C(N)) ® ( @ e VP’“(N)) (3.37)
M EYs(k) A eVs(k)
where we are assuming the stable limit. Projecting to Sy invariants on both sides gives
Py(N) 2 Ends, (Vi) = @ v gyt (3.38)
A eYs(k)
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This follows because the decomposition of Vil N ® Vf,lN contains an invariant if and only if
Ay = AL

The RHS of (3.38) reflects a decomposition of P, (V) into a direct sum of matrix algebras.
Such a decomposition always exists for a semi-simple algebra by the Artin-Wedderburn
theorem. This implies that there exists a basis of generalized elementary matrices (also
called a complete set of matrix units) for P;(IN). A complete set of matrix units is a basis

QY, A€ Vs(k), afe{l,...,Dim(V,*¥)}, (3.39)
with the property

A /
Qb Quly = "M 650 QAL. (3.40)

In other words, Pi(N) can be realized as block-diagonal matrices, with each block labelled
by an irreducible representation Ay of Pi(N). The Artin-Wedderburn decomposition implies

2
Dim (Py(N)) = B2k) = > (Dim V™))", (3.41)
A1€Ys (k)
which is analogous to the expression
2
Gl = > (DimVE) (3.42)
ReRep(G)

for the order of a finite group G in terms of its irreducible representations R.
As we prove in A.3, the following set of linear combinations of elements in P (V) form
a complete set of matrix units for Py(N),

B(2k)

Qap= Y DIm(ViM)D5i ()" )b (3.43)
=1

The coefficients Dé\é(d) are matrix elements of the representation of Py(INV), labelled by
A; B N. The sum is over a basis b;,i € {1,...,B(2k)} for P,(N) (for example the diagram
basis). The element b} is called the dual of b;. It has an explicit construction in terms of
the inverse of the Gram matrix defined by

gij = Trvﬁk(bibf). (3.44)
The dual of b; is
(2k)
bi = > 9 b, (3.45)
j=1

and the inverse of the Gram matrix in the diagram basis can be written as a series expansion
in N (see equation (D.6)).
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(k)

To construct a representation basis for H; ;, we need to construct matrix units for
SPy(N). They can be constructed from matrix units for P;(N) as follows. The partition
algebra Py(N) contains a subalgebra C[Sg]. Consequently, we can restrict an irreducible

Pr(N)

representation V| to a representation of C[S], which in general is reducible. Letting

V/(\c2 54 e an irreducible representation of C[Si]| labelled by a Young diagram A with &
boxes, we have

V[ik(N) o~ @ V/&[Sk} ® V[ik[&iv)—)(:[sk} (3.46)
Aotk
The dimension of Vli ’ﬁv)ﬁc[sk] is the branching multiplicity
Dim (V407 E5) = Mg (W R — v, (3.47)

In the rest of the paper we will use A; to label irreducible representations of Sy and Py (N).
Irreducible representations of Sy are denoted by As. Inserting the decomposition (3.46) into
equation (3.38) and projecting to Sy invariants gives

HE) = Endsyws, (VPR = @ Vi 7O gy [HNZES, (3.48)
Ai€Ys(k)
Aok

This should be understood as an Artin-Wedderburn decomposition of SPj(N).
Equation (3.46) points us towards a construction of matrix units for S Py (N) from matrix
units of Py(N). On the LHS we have a basis

EM, ae{1,...Dim(V*M), (3.49)
where the representation of d € Py(N) is irreducible,

d(EM) ZD d)ES. (3.50)

The RHS has a basis
A . C[S,
EA;:;)L’ pe {1, .. 7D1m(VA1[ k})}7 (3 51)
) Di VPk(N)*)(C[Sk] .
,U,G { yrt lm( A1 Az )}’

where p is a multiplicity label for Vi Sk iy the decomposition. We demand that the

representation of 7 € C[Sk] is irreducible in this basis,

A , EM
) ZD TV Eyut, (3.52)
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where Dé\lf (7) is an irreducible representation of 7 € C[Si]. The change of basis coefficients
are called Branching coefficients

M Pi(N)—C[Sk] -A
Epyp = ZBAf asshopys Pa's (3.53)

or in braket notation

Pp(N)—C[Sk] _ A1 | A1,
BAI;7OC—>A2,p;Z - <Ea1 EA2175> : (354)
The elements
P (N)—=C[Sk] pPr(N)—C[Sk]
QN = 2 QB B, (3.55)

a,B,p

form a complete set of matrix units for SP;(IN). The sum over p implements the projection
to Sy invariants. The above elements satisfy (see equation (A.62))

Al AN A
QA%WQA;W = 600, AL S Qs s (3.56)
and orthogonality of states
A
[ Try e (Q4} 1 (a)). (3.57)

follows from the form of the inner product (3.31). The proof goes as follows

QN ) = 3 T (@ m(QN ) 7

TES)E

<QA27HV

=3 Trpen(@ QN )
Vi Ao, pv A
= o o (3.58)

A A
= k! Trvgk (QA;MVQA;V//J/)
As A A
= KM 0,0 00 Try e (QR) )
. M oM i '
In the second equality we used (Q A M,V,) = QA' vy which follows from equation (A.25).
2 27

Note that A
Trvlg)k (QA;“U,/J/) Trv@’“ (QA2 HIQA271’[L )

= Trv®k(QA2 1M'QA27M1)

(3.59)
= O Trv;?’“(QAg,n)
= 5uu’NA1A2a
such that the normalization (see equation (A.66))
Nia, = Dim V2 Dim Vi F, (3.60)

only depends on irreducible representations A, As, which proves orthogonality.
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To summarize, we have shown that there exists an orthogonal basis for Hl(rlf‘), labelled
by representation theoretic data, for arbitrary N > 2k, using Fourier transforms on semi-
simple algebras. In appendix A we provide the detailed proofs of these results. In the next
section we will provide explicit formulas for the change of basis from the diagram basis to
the basis of matrix units. We leave the elucidation of finite N effects (the case N < 2k

which lies beyond the stable limit) in the representation basis for future work.

4 Representation basis and algebraic charges

In this section we discuss the construction of the representation basis elements Qﬁ; u

linear combinations of diagrams in Pg(NN). These can, in principle, be computed using
equation (3.55) by first computing the branching coefficients. The computation of these

as

requires explicit choices of basis in the representations V/i *N) and V[i [5k] " Such choices can

be bypassed. The basic idea is to find the Qﬁ; v 85 eigenvectors of appropriate elements
of Py(N) which can be viewed as operators on Py(NN) acting by the algebra multiplication.
The subspaces labelled by A1, As, associated with irreducible representations of Sy and Sk
respectively, are identified using central elements (Casimirs) in the group algebras C[Sy]
and C[Sk]. These Casimirs can be expressed as elements of Py(N) using Schur-Weyl duality.
This is particularly useful in the large N limit where k is kept fixed and N > k, since the
dimension of Py(N) does not grow with N. The more refined determination of subspaces
labelled by p and v is achieved by picking non-central elements of Py (/N) which nevertheless
generate a maximally commuting subalgebra.

We explicitly construct the change of basis for the special cases of degree k = 1,2, 3.
Tables of these basis elements are found in appendix C. The expansion coefficients are given
as functions of N and are therefore valid for all N > 2k.

Analogous constructions in multi-matrix systems with continuous gauge symmetry, rel-
evant to AdS/CFT, are given in [62, 89]. They also played a role, using developments in
tensor models with U(N) symmetries, in [90] in giving a combinatorial interpretation of
Kronecker coefficients.

4.1 Central elements in the partition algebra

For a fixed pair A1, Ao, the linear span of Qﬁ; v for p,v =1,...,Dim V/i%i\/)a@[sk] forms

a subspace of SP;(N). We will now describe how this subspace can be identified with
simultaneous eigenspaces of Casimirs associated with C[Sy] and C[Sk].

First, we will define Casimirs of C[Sy], and explain their relation to P;(N). The center
Z(C[Sn]) of C[Sn] consists of elements

Z(C[Sn]) ={z € C[SN] : zod =02z, Vo € C[Sn]}. (4.1)

Elements in the center are called central elements. For a central element z, the homomor-
phism property of representations implies

L(z)L(0) = L(0)L(z), Yo e SN, (4.2)
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and it follows that £(z) is an element of the algebra of operators acting on Vﬁk which
commutes with Sy. This algebra is denoted Endg, (VSF).

As we reviewed in the previous section, Py(N) = Endgs, (VF¥) for N > 2k. This
establishes a connection between Z(C[Sy]) and Py(N) as linear operators acting on V3.
In particular, for every z € Z(C[Sn]), there exists an element z € P, (NN) defined by

E(eil ®"'®eik) :ﬁ(z)(eh ®"'®eik)' (4'3)

Note that the definition of zZ depends on k. Further, observe that
L(z)d(e;, ® - ®ej)=dLl(z)(e; @ D ej), (4.4)

for all d € Py(N) because P,(N) and C[Sy] are mutual commutants in End(V$*). This
implies that z is automatically in the center of Py(N), which we denote Z(Px(N)). In
other words, equation (4.3) defines a homomorphism from Z(C[Sy]) to Z(Px(N)). As a
particular case of being central in Py(N), z commutes with C[Sk] C Py(N).

Central elements play a special role in representation theory. Schur’s lemma implies
that an irreducible matrix representation of a central element is proportional to the identity
matrix. The proportionality constant is a normalized character. In particular we have

DY (2) = XM (2)0ub (4.5)
where we have introduced the short-hand

A1
~A X (z)
XM (2) = ——%+ (4.6)
Dim V
1
for normalized characters. In this sense central elements are Casimirs, they act by con-
stants on irreducible subspaces, and the constants can be used to determine the particular
representation.
The element of C[Sy] formed by summing over all elements in a distinct conjugacy class
of Sy is central. For example, we define the element T, € Z(C[Sy]) as

Ty= Y (ij), (4.7)

1<i<j<N

where the sum is over all transpositions. By the argument in the previous paragraph, there
exists an element TQ(k) € Z(Py(N)) such that

T (e, @ @e;, ) = L(Ty) (e, @ D e, )

Il Il
YRRV (48)

A(k
Z (T2( ))il...ik iy @ @€, = Z €o—1(iy) @+ @ €o-1(jy).-

YRRV o=(ij)
1<i<j<N
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As we will explain, the eigenvalues of the central element TQ(k) can be used to distinguish
(k)

the label A; on matrix units. Since 75 is an element of SP;(N), it has an expansion in
terms of diagrams (see [75, Equation 3.32, Theorem 3.35])

=(k 7]{}7]'
" = > (@) ds. (4.9)

mellay

The equality in (4.8) implies a radical simplification for large N. The element T5 contains
order N? transpositions, while Tz(k) contains at most B(2k) diagrams. The dependence on
N is incorporated in the coefficients (TQ(k))
examples are in (4.34), (4.39) and (4.47).
There exist similar elements tgk) € Z(C[Sk]) € Z(Px(N)) defined by summing over

transposition diagrams. For example,

) =5, = T+ X+ K (4.10)

The eigenvalues of tgk) will be used to distinguish the label As.
Equation (4.8) together with equation (4.5) gives

™ which are polynomial functions of N. Explicit

Ay (k)
A1 7(145) _ X (T2 ) _ oM
Dag(Tz = 7Dim Vjik(N) dap = X" (T2)d0s, (4.11)

where the distinction between the two characters is

Dim v/ik(N) Dim VAslN
XMy = S DAY, and M) = Y DINT). (4.12)
a=1 a=1

That is, the first character is a character of Py(N), the second is a character of C[Sy].
Similarly,

k Aok
Dy (t57) = 2 (657) e, (4.13)
where (k)
Ao
o )y _ X2 () 4.14
X7) DimeQ’“ ( )

Normalized characters of T5 and tgk) can be expressed in terms of combinatorial quanti-

ties (known as the contents) of boxes of Young diagrams (see example 7 in section 1.7 of [91]).
Let Yy,, Ya, be the Young diagrams corresponding to integer partitions Ay € Vs(k), As F k.
Then i

m= Y G- = X G-, (4.15)

(iyj)EYAl (Z7J)GYA2

where (7, j) corresponds to the cell in the ith row and jth column of the Young diagram
(the top left box has coordinate (1,1)).
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With the above facts at hand, we can understand how the A1, Ay labels correspond to

eigenvalues of Tz(k), tgk)

property

. As we prove in appendix A.3 the P;(N) matrix units have the

dQN, =" DAL(A)QS,  for d € P(N), (4.16)
vy

and therefore

QM =T ZDAl Ti)QA = M (T2) Q1) (4.17)

(k)

We derive a similar equation for ¢, acting on Qﬁ; v using the definition in (3.55). From
the definition we have

(k) . (k;) A P, (N)—C[Sk] pPr(N)—C[Sk]
QN L, = Dt QN B B

Y Ay, (K) A1 pPr(N)—=C[Sk] nPi(N)—C[Sk] (4'18)
k: k k k
= Z D 1(t )5’7’7 Q g BA1 ;o= Ao, psp BAlﬂﬁAQ,P,
a,8,7,Y,p
We re-write the Kronecker delta using the completeness relation
P, (N)—=C[Sk] pPr(N)—=C[Sk]
Z BAI;,“HAQ,p l:L BAI;,W’HA’Q,I)’I?M = O (4'19)

Ay’ !
Inserting this into (4.18) gives

Ay (R) Ay o Pu(N)SCISk] 1 Ps(N)—CS
S DAE)e,, QB ﬁ}BAIf,(ﬂaAg,z[»,k} =

a,B,7,Y,p
Z Z DA1 t(k Pr(N)—CISy] BPk(N )—C[Sk] Q BEPV) *C[Sk]BPk(N)*C[Sk}
Aw—mg,p s ALY = AL pu oy B A1 s a—Ag,pip T A,B—Ag,piv
B, p Ayp' !

(4.20)
Now note that
k P, (N)—C[S P, (N)—CI[S, A k ~ k
ZD%@& )) Aff«,_l/_\;#[; IL} BAIffalxg,L;ﬁ] = 5A2A/25u/qu/?;(t§ )) = 5A2Ag5u’u5p’pXA2 (tg ))-
(4.21)
We substitute this into (4.20) and find
Z Z Df}olé(t(k)) Pk(N)HC[Sk} BPk(N H‘C[Sk]/Q/h BPk "C[Sk]B ke (N)—=C[Sk] _

2 A y—= AL T Ay = AL p Av,a—A2,piu A1, B— A2 piv
By, p Ay W

Z Z 7oL Ot uOprp AA2(tg€))BPk(N —C[Sk] /QAl B N)—>CISK] _

Ar Y —ALp Ay,f—A2,psv
By sp Ay,p' !
oMo (1 (k)Y A1 R Pe(N)—=C[Sk] o Pr(N)—C[Sk] _ AA (k)
> QB L s Bar 3 = X (15)QR
By p

(4.22)
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which proves the analogue of (4.17) in the case of ték).

We define linear operators on SPy(N) using multiplication by TQ(k), tgk)
= (k ~(k ~
@Y L) =TV L, = M (1)QL! . (4.23)
and
k k ~ k
17 (@A) ) = 157N = X2 (057)QR} (4.24)

That is, the matrix units for SP; (V) are eigenvectors of the linear operators associated with
Ték),t;k). The eigenvalues are sufficient to determine the subspaces labelled by irreducible
representations A, Ag for £ = 1,2,3 and general N. As discussed in detail in [89], a larger

set of central elements is needed to distinguish different pairs A, Ay for general k and N.

4.2 Multiplicity labels and maximal commuting subalgebras

In the previous subsection we described how the subspace spanned by Qﬁ; v for fixed

A1, As is a simultaneous eigenspace of central elements Ték),tgk). The subspaces labeled by
fixed u,v are not eigenspaces of any central elements of SP;(IN). Nevertheless, they are
eigenspaces of elements that (multiplicatively) generate a maximal commutative subalgebra

We illustrate this in the simple case of a single matrix algebra. This is directly relevant,
because the matrix units Qﬁ; L form (are isomorphic to) a matrix algebra M,, with n =

Dim V/i ’jgv)_ﬂc[s’“], for fixed A1, As. The matrix algebra M, has a basis of matrix units F,4
for r,s =1,...,n. These are just the elementary matrices with zeroes everywhere except in

row r, column s where there is a one. In this explicitly realized algebra, it is straight-forward
to verify that
ErsEr’s/ = 5sr’Ers’- (425)

It follows from equation (4.25) that

E., ifr=t,

0 otherwise.

EttErs = 5trEts = { (426)

This fact will be useful in what follows.
We will now define a pair of linear operators acting on M,, whose eigenvalues uniquely
determine the indices r, s on F,;. Let

T=1F11 +2FEy% + -+ nE,,, (427)
and TL, T be the linear operators on M, defined by left and right action of T' respectively,

TYHE,,) =TE,,, T®E,) = E,T. (4.28)
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The n?xn? matrix (T*)! associated with the linear operator T'* has eigenvalues {1,2,...,n}
(each one is n-fold degenerate) with eigenvectors E, s,

Z(TL)?;Etu = TL(ET‘S) =rE. (429)

t,u
Similarly for the matrix (77)% associated with the linear operator T,

> (TH)eEy = TH(Eys) = sEps. (4.30)

rs
t,u

The operators TF and T commute, and their simultaneous eigenvectors E,, have eigen-
values r and s, respectively.

The algebra spanned by {Ei1, Fao,..., Ep,} is a maximal commuting subalgebra of
M,,. Tt is multiplicatively generated by 7. In particular (see [89, Lemma 3.3.1] or [92,

Lemma 2.1]) T8
B = 2
g (r—s)

(4.31)

These ideas generalize to Qﬁ; W, and in the next section we will give the appropriate

operators corresponding to 77, T® for SPy(N).

4.3 Construction of low degree representation bases

We now use the tools presented in this section to explicitly construct the representation basis
elements as sums of diagrams, for k = 1,2, 3 and large N. Tables of the representation basis
elements expanded in terms of diagrams are found in appendix C. The associated Sage code
can be found together with the arXiv version of this paper.

4.3.1 Degree one basis

For k£ =1 it is enough to use fg(l) to distinguish the irreducible representations. We expect
to find matrix units

Q. en Y, (4.32)

since Sp only has the trivial representation and the decomposition in (3.35) only contains
irreducible representations [N] and [N — 1,1] of P (V).
The map
Ty s T (4.33)

is given by (see the section called Murphy elements for CAg(N) in [75])

[+ (4.34)

7 = N(J\;—3)
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It is straight-forward to diagonalize T2(1) acting on Pj(N) from the left. Define

v _Le vy 1
Qu=w%. @y "=]-%. (4.35)
they satisfy
eneh =0, eien =ef, o Mol =it (4.36)
and have eigenvalues
(1) N _ VIV —1) i)
T, Qm = B Q[l], (4.37)
—(1) AIN-1,1]  N(N =3) [N—11] '
) QD] - fQ[l] ’
which are exactly equal to the normalized characters. Note that S; has no non-trivial
representations, and t; ) = = 0, which is consistent with the normalized character (k D)

of the trivial representation.

)

mv?

QY = & @ 0), and [Qly M) = Yl - 3 (o (1.3

11,817 i1 11,11/

The orthogonal basis elements for H. /. corresponding to these matrix units, are

4.3.2 Degree two basis

The procedure was particularly easy at degree one because S; is trivial, and there are no
multiplicities appearing. For k = 2 we have the sign representation [1,1] and the trivial
representation [2] of So, and pairs of irreducible representations Aj, As appear with multi-
plicity larger than one. To distinguish multiplicities we will have to introduce non-central
elements, as discussed in subsection 4.2.

At degree two, the partition algebra element we use to distinguish A; is [75]

(N—2)(N—3)—4 ..
72) _ 3 [+ o+ [+ D+ X+ (4.39)

e B

As a linear map (acting on the left or right) on Py(NN), it has eigenvalues

2@, = YD

,1——,2(2)( [N— 11]) N( d )Q[N—l,l]

QA27MV7

Ag,pv Ao,pv 0

[N-2,2] (N =DV —4) N—22
(QA2 AV ) - 2 QAQ,MV 9
N(N —
2@y ) = ( )Q[A]Z,f; : (4.40)
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The element we use to distinguish Ay is

1) = 5. (4.41)

The eigenvalues of the corresponding linear map are 1 for [2] and —1 for [1,1].
The non-central element we will use to distinguish multiplicities is

ni=1.+1 (4.42)

It is closely related to T 2(1) € Z(P,) in equation (4.34) because

TWel+10Td = [P+ [+Nvw=-3)] | (4.43)

Roughly speaking, T: (1) comes from the embedding of T( ) into SP(N) by adding strands.

Symmetrization has been used to ensure that we have an element in SP(N).
To determine the multiplicity labels we need to act from the left as well as the right

using TZ(?l)' We define TQ(i)’L and TZ(?l)’R acting on d € Py(N) by

(2) R

T a=T1{a, T a = a1 (4.44)

Appendix C gives a representation theoretic argument for why these operators fully
distinguish all labels on matrix units, together with a complete table of all £ = 2 matrix
units. As an example, we find a matrix unit (see (C.30))

@] TR RN X R ST e

which corresponds to the

N N
> [@hithi = @hiahi] + X2 [@hieh] - @hiahy]) 10).
ji k=

1 i,j=1

—~

unnormalized) Sy invariant state

1) = 2

4.3.3 Degree three basis

The multiplicity free matrix units for £k = 3 have A; = [N —3,3],[N —3,2,1],[N —3,1,1,1].
To find the corresponding linear combinations of diagrams it is sufficient to find eigenvectors

of T2(3) defined by

7 =[] () - ) - (2 - [+ [
S A TS (22X - =TT+ =
[T

e i I b RS MR IR LA R

29
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with eigenvalues

—(3), ~[N—3,3 (N —=3)(N —4) 33
T2( )(Q[[\27/,1,1/ ]) = 2 QAQ,HJ/ }7
N—-3,2,1] (N -1)(N - 6) 3,2,1
(Q[[\Q,’LU/ ) - 2 62[\27 ]’
(@ ) = (N NN =7 giv-s (4.48)

The square brackets in (4.47) denote S3 symmetrization as in equation (3.24). Explicit
expansions of these matrix units in terms of diagrams are given in appendix C.

5 [Exactly solvable permutation invariant matrix harmonic
oscillator

The simplest quantum mechanical matrix Hamiltonian we considered in section 2 is invariant
under the symmetric group action

o Xij — Xo(i)o(j)? VYo € Sy. (51)
It is also invariant under the much larger symmetry of continuous transformations by U (N?).
In this section we generalise the quadratic potential to the most general quadratic function
V(X) invariant under the above permutation symmetry. We will thus present a quantum
mechanical model of N? matrix variables X;j in a permutation invariant quadratic poten-
tial V/(X). The most general permutation invariant quadratic action in a zero-dimensional
matrix model was constructed in [28] using representation theory. Borrowing these tech-
niques, we explicitly construct an 11 parameter family of permutation invariant quadratic
potentials. The corresponding Hamiltonian is exactly diagonalizable. In general, the diag-
onalization only involves diagonalizing a 3 x 3 symmetric matrix and a 2 X 2 symmetric
matrix. We describe the spectrum of the full Hamiltonian and discuss the degeneracy when
the quanta of energy are generic, and when they satisfy integrality properties. In the for-
mer case we are able to give a lower bound on the order of the degeneracy, this is given in
equation (5.35). In the latter case, the degeneracy can be phrased in terms of an integer
partition problem. The integer partition problem has a solution in terms of a canonical
partition function (generating function) given by equation (5.38). We end this section in
5.4 with a brief discussion of the role that the representation basis could play in simplifying
the diagonalisation of H, given in equation (5.27), on Hiyy.

5.1 Construction

A matrix harmonic oscillator in a potential is described by the Lagrangian

1
Zatxwat =5V 0. (5.2)

1,j=1
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We take the potential to be a general quadratic Sy (permutation) invariant potential

V(Xij) = V(Xo0)o())- (5:3)

The action of Sy on Xj; defined in (5.3) corresponds to the diagonal action on the tensor
product Vy ® Viy. This is given in (3.6) for general k, for the k = 2 case at hand we have

Lo (e ® €5) = eq(i) ® €(j)- (5.4)

The vector space Vy ® Vi is reducible with respect to the diagonal action. There exists
an isomorphism

VN®@ VN = 2‘/[%}\[ b 3V[SN 1,1] ® V[N 2,2] ® V[i]\izl,l]’ (5.5)

into irreducible subspaces. The representation V[%\’ is the one-dimensional trivial repre-

sentation of Sy. The representations V[ No11] V[ifi 99 V[i{ 91,1] A€ non-trivial irreducible

representations of Sy, labelled by integer partltions of N. Detailed descriptions, including
explicit constructions of irreducible representations of Sy can be found in [53, 93]. The
dimensions of the non-trivial irreducible representations in (5.5) are respectively,

N—1, (N —1)(N —2)/2, N(N — 3)/2. (5.6)

We take the RHS of the isomorphism (5.5) to be a vector space with orthonormal basis
XAa Jabelled by

Ac {[N], [N = 1,1],[N = 2,2}, [N - 2,1,1]},
a e{ ,Dim Vf’v}, (5.7)
ae {1, Mult(Vy @ Viy = VM) |

By definition the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients C < are the matrix elements of the equivari-
ant map between the two sides of equation (5. 5)

xXhe = Z Chox. (5.8)

a,ij

As a consequence, they have the following property

ZCC/L\Z?X ZDba (5.9)

where D? (o) is an irreducible (unitary and real) matrix representation of o € Sy.
In the representation basis the potential has a simple form,

VX)= Y Xa“gasXa"’, (5.10)
A7a7/37a
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where ggﬁ are symmetric matrices. To define a system with energy bounded from below
they are required to have non-negative eigenvalues. Translating back to the original basis

gives
A A,
Z Z Cy z?gagcmﬁlXinkl- (5.11)
A7a7/37ai7j7k7l
We define the tensors
Qhas _ Ao~ ALB
z]koé Z Ca ;Ca kl (5'12)
and write the potential V(X)) as
A
=2 > Qz]lgﬁgaﬂXz]Xkl (5.13)
A, B1,5,k,l

The tensors Q%’Izﬁ are known explicitly [28]. For example,

N L

ngk]l = N2 (5.14)
;22 1 3 Lo 1 1

Qijkl “N_1 <5w5kl - Néw - N(;kl N2 (5.15)

Their construction using Clebsch-Gordan coefficients means that they satisfy
A,ap _ B
Qoliotiyatton) = ikt - (5.16)
This follows from the equivariance property (5.9)

A,aB A« A, ~A,B A
Qa(z Yo(3)o(k)o(l) Z Ca ,o (%) U(_] a,o(k)o(l) Z Cb i Cc le ( )Dac(o-)

a,b,c

) (5.17)
= Z Cé\ k%bc = Q%’klﬁ-

Going to the second line uses DA (0) = D} (6!) which follows from the fact that repre-
sentation matrices for Sy can be chosen to real and unitary, i.e. orthogonal matrices.

5.2 Spectrum

The full Hamiltonian with quadratic potential given in (5.13) can be diagonalized using
oscillators. We will see that diagonalizing the Hamiltonian only requires the diagonalization
of a set of small parameter matrices (one 3x3 and another 2x2), despite having a potentially
large number of harmonic oscillators (N?).

The full Lagrangian in the representation basis is

L= " 06,30 X}0, XM — XMghs XM (5.18)
A7a7ﬁ7a’
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It describes a set of coupled harmonic oscillators. We write the Lagrangian in decoupled

form in the usual way. Let Qgﬁ = (wé\)z&ag be the diagonal matrix! such that
A A OA 77A
Jop = 2 Uan W35Uss,
¥,0

where U? are orthogonal change of basis matrices. In the decoupled basis
S = X,
B

we have 1 1
L= ) 508050 = 5 (wa)?Sa 55

A,a,a

The canonical momenta are given by
ANa A«
Y% =057,
The new canonical coordinates satisfy

[EQ’Q, Sévﬁ} = 6™ 5% 6,

since UM are orthogonal matrices.
The corresponding Hamiltonian,

1
H=3 3 S8+ (wh)’Sosme,
A,a,a
is diagonalized by introducing oscillators

1

2wh

Ao _ wh Ao Ao
Ea7 =1 7((14 )a7 _"4(17 )’

[Agva, (AT)Q,““’} A

Sa = (AN)g + 459,

which satisfy

In the oscillator basis, the normal ordered Hamiltonian has the form

H=>" whAhleaAdke.

A,a,a

(5.19)

(5.20)

(5.21)

(5.22)

(5.23)

(5.24)

(5.25)

(5.26)

(5.27)

We assume the eigenvalues are positive such that the spectrum of the Hamiltonian is bounded from

below. Therefore, we may write the eigenvalues as squares without loss of generality.
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Defining number operators N and N4

NMe = (AN A, (5.28)
NAhe =" N (5.29)
a
we may write
H=Y Nho=3 Nhe (5.30)
A,a,a Ao

The energy quanta w’ do not depend on the oscillator state index a. This is a manifestation
of the Sy invariance of the Hamiltonian H.
The Hilbert space H¥) has a basis of energy eigenstates

[ty ™"

a

II

AE{[N],[N=1,1],[N—2,2],[N—2,1,1]} Né\’o‘!
ae{l,... Mult(Vy ®Vy— VN )}
afl,...,.DimVoN}

10) (5.31)

where k =3 ) 4 NMe is the eigenvalue of the (total) number operator

N=3Y Nk (5.32)

A,a,a

and N is the eigenvalue of N,

Since the Hamiltonian (5.27) is a linear combination of number operators NAe it is nat-
ural to organize H¥) into eigenspaces of NM with eigenvalues NN = Ya Né\’a satisfying
k=2 ra N2 Diagonalizing the number operators NAe organizes H*) into subspaces

M= @ QHN, (5.33)

TNAe=k Ao

where . A
HINY) 2 Gy N (VN (5.34)

Each summand in (5.33) is a vector space of dimension

. S ANa
Dim (@ ’H[NA"’}) -1 (Dlm Vi ];VJAF N 1) _

A« Ao
1+ N 1\ (14 NW2_q
NN NIN2 x
N—14+NWN-LUL 9\ (N — 14 NW-L12 1\ (N — 1 4 NIN-L13 _ g
NIN-1,1],1 NIN-1,1],2 NIN-1,1,3 X
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((N —1)(N —2)/2+ NWV-22 _ 1) (N(N —3)/2 + NIN=211] _ 1) _

N[N—Q,Q] N[N—Z,Q}
N -2+ N[Nfl,l],l N -2+ N[Nfl,l},Q N -2+ N[Nfl,l},B
NIN-1,1]1 NIN=1,1],2 NIN-1,1],3 X
N(N —3)/2+ NIN=221\ (N(N —3)/2 — 1 + NIN-2L1]
NIN-2,2] NIN=2,2] : (5.35)
The vectors in @, , HINT have energy
BE{NM) =3 NYew). (5.36)

Ao

Equation (5.35) thus gives the degeneracy of energy eigenstates for the specified integers
{NMe} associated with A, a as given in (5.7). This puts a lower bound on the degeneracy
of energy eigenstates. Further degeneracy may occur for particular choices of the constants
w?, which can lead to the same numerical value of E({N**}) for different choices of { N4},

5.3 Canonical partition function

The canonical partition function is defined as

Z(B) = Try e P =3 " N(E)e (5.37)
&

where N(€) is the degeneracy of eigenstates at energy £ and f is the inverse temperature.
The binomial factors in (5.35) arise in the expansion of simple rational functions. Defin-
ing = e~? for convenience, we can therefore write

L 1
2(8) = ] ] i )
(1— 2™y —ab) (1= a1 e TN (e
1

(1- xw[N—272])(N71)(N72)/2(1 _ xw[N—Q’l’I])N(NfB)/T

(5.38)

When the quanta of energy (w?) in (5.27) are integers, the possible state energies £ are

integers and N (&) is related to what we refer to as an integer partition problem. The integer

partition problem is the following: Pick any integer £, enumerate the set of solutions (choices
of NXM) to

=Y NMuwj. (5.39)

A,a,a

The number of solutions is equal to N(£) and a single solution is denoted N*(£). This
problem depends on N because the state label a ranges over {1,...,Dim Vf N1, Fortunately
the N-dependence can be factorized, due to the Sy symmetry of the problem, thus greatly
simplifying the problem.
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To see this, consider the N-independent integer partition problem

£=Y NYwl, (5.40)
Ao

where a solution is given by a list of seven integers N*(&). For every solution N*(&) to
(5.40) the number of solutions to the integer partition problem in (5.39) is given by

Dim | R #HN* @ | (5.41)
A«

In this sense, the N-dependence in the problem has factorized: we only need to find solutions
to the N-independent equation (5.40) and multiply each solution by a known N-dependent
factor. The total number of solutions to (5.39) is given by

Y Dim [ Q#HN"EN |, (5.42)

NAa(g) A«

where the sum is over the set of solutions to (5.40).

5.4 Energy eigenbases

We have observed that the oscillator states constructed using partition algebra diagram
operators in tensor space contracted with oscillators (a)] obeying (2.6) are eigenstates
of the simplest matrix hamiltonian Hy in (2.7). By contracting the representation basis
elements in the partition algebra with the oscillators we produce quantum states
A A k
’QA;W> = Tryer(Qy) ., (a") %) [0) (5.43)

which are eigenstates of Hy and also diagonalize algebraic conserved charges.

The representation basis states are not eigenstates of the general permutation invariant
harmonic oscillator Hamiltonians H in (5.24). There is mixing of the representation ba-
sis labels (A1, Ao, p,v) caused by the different weights for the representations A appearing
in the expansion of the Sy invariant harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian defined in equation
(5.27). We expect this mixing of the labels in the (Aj, A9, t, ) basis to be constrained, for
example by the Sy Clebsch-Gordan decompositions of A ® A;. Such constrained mixing
of representation theory bases for matrix systems arises in Hamiltonians of interest in Ad-
S/CFT. A number of representation theory bases for U(N) invariant multi-matrix systems
have been described which capture information about finite NV effects and are eigenstates
of the Hamiltonian (in radial quantization) in the free Yang-Mills limit [58-63]. However,
the one-loop dilatation operator defines a non-trivial Hamiltonian which is, in general, not
diagonalized by these representation theoretic bases (although there are some interesting
exceptions to this statement, see [94]). Representation theoretic constraints on the mixing
caused by the one-loop dilatation operator are described in [94-98], following earlier work
on one-loop mixings related to strings attached to giant gravitons, e.g. [99, 100].
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6 Algebraic Hamiltonians and permutation invariant ground
states

So far our discussion of Sy invariant subspaces in quantum mechanical matrix systems
has largely (with the exception of the previous section) been independent of any choice
of Hamiltonian acting on the Hilbert space. It can be viewed as a general description of
the kinematics of Sy invariance, independent of the dynamics determined by the Hamilto-
nian. In this section we present Hamiltonians H which realise the eigenspectrum scenarios
depicted in figure 1, this includes Hamiltonians for which the low energy eigenstates are
permutation invariant states.

The Hamiltonians we consider here preserve the Sy invariant subspace Hi,, defined as

Hiny = {|T) € H st. Ad(o)|T) = |T), Yo € Sy} (6.1)

The adjoint action of permutations ¢ € Sy on the tensors T labelling the states simul-
taneously transforms the upper and lower indices of T' according to (3.7). For any state
|T') € Hiny the Hamiltonians H obey the condition

HI|T) € Hiny. (6.2)

A sufficient condition for H to satisfy (6.2) is for H itself to be Sy invariant or [Ad(o), H] =
0 for all o € Sy.

We will show how to construct Hamiltonians Hp of this type, depending on an integer
parameter K, with a finite-dimensional space of Sy invariant ground states. Both the
energy gap between the ground states and the lowest non-zero energy level, and the ground
state degeneracy depend on K in a way that is determined by the algebraic construction. As
sketched in the left-hand figure of la, Hg has an energy gap of order K. The construction
of Hg can be viewed as including, in the Hamiltonian, central elements in C[Sy]| acting on
H®) using Ad(o) for k < K. This can be related to the action of elements of Poy(N) acting
on H®) for k < K. We will briefly mention some analogies between the present construction
and the phenomenon of topological degeneracy which is widely studied in condensed matter
physics.

The ground state degeneracy of Hx can be resolved by adding a term H,e, made
from the central algebraic charges discussed in section 4. This breaks the degeneracy of
the invariant ground states as illustrated in the spectrum on the right of figure la. The
representation basis |Qﬁ; W) presented in section 3.3 diagonalizes these Hamiltonians in
the invariant subspace, and the state energies depend on labels Aq, As.

Multiplicity labels u,v are not distinguished by the central algebraic charges. Distin-
guishing multiplicity labels requires more general elements of Py(N), as discussed in 4.2.
Generalizing the construction of H,. naturally leads to a large class of Sy invariant Hamil-
tonians related to the left action of elements of Py(NN), which can be used to break the
degeneracy associated with multiplicity labels. Hamiltonians of this type can have non-
trivial spectra, in which invariant states are distributed across the energy spectrum, with
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no discernible pattern of difference compared to non-invariant states, as illustrated in figure
1b.

The 11-parameter Hamiltonians in section 5 typically have such non-trivial spectra.
Given the non-trivial index contractions in (5.13),

A7 .k A’
> Qi XiXu — (aN)jaf Q. (6.3)
i7j7k7l

these Hamiltonians are not of the kind involving only the left action of Py (N). Similarly, Hg
is not of this kind. This implies that a more general construction of Sy invariant Hamiltoni-
ans exists. We give a description of this more general construction, which involves elements
of Py (N). We end the section with a lattice interpretation of the matrix oscillators. This
sets us up for section 7 which concerns the non-trivial interplay between the invariant sector
and the Hamiltonian and includes realisations based on the lattice interpretation.

() (b)

Figure 1: The figure illustrates the type of spectra that can be engineered using the algebraic
Hamiltonians discussed in this section. Blue lines correspond to states that are invariant
under the adjoint action of Sy. Black lines are non-invariant states.

6.1 Partition algebra elements as quantum mechanical operators

We now translate much of the discussion in section 4 into the language of quantum me-
chanical operators on H. Finding representation bases corresponds to the diagonalization of
commuting operators on H. Notably, elements of SPy(N) naturally correspond to operators
for fixed k, or maps H*) — H*) However, it will be useful to have expressions for these
fixed k operators in terms of oscillators, which act on the entire Hilbert space H. These
two kinds of operators are related by projectors Py, : H — H®*) to fixed k subspaces. We
use this in the construction of Hamiltonians in the remainder of section 6.

For a general state |T) € H"*) (see (2.20)) and element [d] € SP,(N) there is a corre-
sponding operator defined as

[d)*|T) = |[d)T) = |aT), (6.4)
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where the superscript L stands for left action, and

21/...’ik/ ) ) J1.-Jk ’ill...’ik/'
]17"'7]k

The second equality in (6.4) follows since

[d]T) = Trngk([d]T(aT)@’k) |0) = % > Trvlg,k(ﬁ,ydﬁ,y_lT(aT)@@k) |0) .
" €S}, 6.6
= TrV]QVg)k(dT(aT)®k) 0) = |dT"),

where £(0) is defined in equation (3.6). We have used £, = TL., together with £ (a")®* =
(aT)®k£7 to go to the second line. We may also define operators corresponding to right
action,

[ |T) = |Td). (6.7)

We extend [d]L to an operator on H, expressible in terms of oscillators and projectors
Pr: H — HF) as

1
[d)* = 1P Trvls?k((aT )k da®F) Py, (6.8)

Similarly, we can extend [d]” to an operator on H,

1
[t = EP’“ TI‘VI?I@ (d(ah)®ka®*)Py. (6.9)

In what follows we will prove results explicitly for the left action. For the sake of brevity
we omit the analogous proofs for the right action.
The definition of P}, in the oscillator basis is

Pr(ah) .. (@) |0) = 0 (ah)2 .. (aT)ik 10) . (6.10)
We now prove
1
1P Tryen((ah)*Fda®") Py | T) = |aT™), (6.11)

where |T) = S22, [T®) and |T®)) € H*). The projector immediately gives Py |[T) =
|T(*)). Tt remains to prove
1

1 Pr Tryex((ah)®*da®) | T®) = |dT™). (6.12)
. N
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We prove this diagrammatically, using the state definition in terms of diagrams (2.26)

1

o Try ox (") **da®)| TW) =

(6.13)

= |dT™®).

In the second equality we have moved all annihilation operators past the creation operators,
giving a sum over contractions. The sum over 7 € Si encodes the contractions and in
the second line we have straightened the diagram. The last identification follows since
ﬁ,y—lT(k)E’y = T™®). Because |[dT") € H*) we have Py, [dT*)) = |dT™*)), which establishes
the equality in (6.11).

As we now show, the Hermitian conjugate of the operator [d;|* is [dL]", where dL is
the element obtained by flipping the diagram d, horizontally. This follows from the inner
product

(T'|T)y=">" Tryen (T VyTy™h, (6.14)
YESk
defined in (3.31)) and
(T'd,T) =Y Try e (T Vnd, Tyt = k! Trvm((T’)TdﬂT)
YESk
=Y Trv®k((dTT’)T “7y) = (dET'|T). (6.15)
YESk

As operators on H, T € Z(C[Sn]), T2 € Z(Py(N)) and to € Z(C[Sk]) can be written
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as oscillators. From the definition of the action of T in (4.8) we have

Tt = L, Tryor [(aF) 25 L(T2)a® | P

k:
:HP’“ > Trpe [(ah)®*L(0)a™ ] Py

1<Jz<(]ZJ<N (616)

1 ) A A
- 1/ % i1 lk
klpk z(:) > (a _1(“ .. (a )U_l(l.k)aill .. a;" P
o=(2) i1 Zlc
1<G<j<N iy/eeips

Similarly, the fixed k operators corresponding to Th are

Tg(k)’L = —Pk TI‘V®k {(aT)@)kTga@k} Pk

:Hm S (ahi, o @h)E (@)Y el alk P, (6.17)
romin
J1r---Jg!

where T can be expanded in in the diagram basis as in (4.9). Finally, the fixed k operators
corresponding to ty are

1
tgk)’L — P Z Trvjs?k |:((ZT)®IC£T—ICL®IC:|P]§

k!
i
ESAWAS
1 Z T . i . (6.18)
_ 2y K/ 1 k
- k!Pk Z Z 7(1) o )'T(k)aiﬂ o ka
=(ij) i1

1<Z<j<k‘ 21/ Zk/

These operators are Hermitian, because (T3)7 = Ty and (t2)7 = to, and consequently
their eigenvectors with distinct eigenvalues are orthogonal. They are difficult to diagonalize
over the entirety of #*), since the dimension grows as N2¥ for N > k. But the diagonal-

ization over HE  is feasible since the dimension is bounded by B(2k), which does not scale

with N. Further simplification arises when acting on states |d) € 7-[1(1“),, since the action can

be formulated as multiplication in SPy(N), thus bypassing the computation of large index
contractions. That is, for |d) € HE

= (k),L

""" |d) = |Tzd), (6.19)

(k)

where the product Tb" ' d can be taken in Py(N). It follows that,

‘QAQ W> - ‘ 2QA2 W> = X" (T2) ‘QAQ ;w>’ (6.20)

7, (L

and similarly for t;k)’L.
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The free Hamiltonian Hy in equation (2.3) is just the number operator. The above
operators conserve the number of particles. Consequently,

(Ho, T | = [HO,TQ(’“) ] = [Hy, t5"] =0, (6.21)

and the corresponding charges are conserved.

6.2 Decoupling invariant sectors and invariant ground states

We now present a Hermitian operator with algebraic origin that can be used to control the
energies of states invariant under the adjoint action of Sy on H*). We use the operator to
construct a Hamiltonian with a large number of invariant ground states.

The adjoint action of o € Sy on H®*) is defined in equation (3.7) as

Ad(0) |T) = Tryer(L(@)TLE ) @)®) |0) = 32 7070 (@it .. ()} J0).
A
(6.22)

We may write Ad(c) in terms of oscillators and projectors Py, : H — H*) defined in equation
(6.10). For |T) € H®*),

Ad(0)|T) = ]: Py Try o (Lo~ ) () L(0)a™ )Py [1). (6.23)

We note that the the ordering of a' relative to a is understood to be as shown in the
above equation. To understand the equality in (6.23), we evaluate

Trv(g)k(;C(O'_l)(CLT)@)k,C(O')CL@k) |T), (6.24)

where we take |T') € H*) (there is no loss of generality since P} projects to H*). Dia-
grammatically we have

(6.25)

The first equality follows by encoding the contraction of annihilation/creation operators
in a sum over v € Si, and the last equality follows by £,T" = T'L,. This establishes the
equality (6.23).

42



We are now in a position to define the Hermitian operator of interest. Let C:gk) be the
operator defined to act on |T) € H*) as

T

% 1 1 ‘e
cm =5 Y AN =5 X 0)., (6.26)
0=(Z]k) o:(ijk)
1<i#j#k<N 1<i#j#k<N
(Ca

where the sum is over all 3-cycles. It commutes with the adjoint action of Sy,

Ad(1)CY = ¢ Ad(y), ¥y € S, (6.27)

because Cg(, ) is a sum over an entire conjugacy class. We now use a sequence of diagrammatic

manipulations to show that the action of C?Ek) can equivalently be expressed using an element
Té%) € Py (N). A useful way to rewrite the diagram in (6.26) is

(6.28)
o=(ijk)
1<i#j#R<N

1

where we have gone from a trace in Vﬁk to a trace in Vﬁzk . By arguments analogous to
those in section 4.1, the action of

1
3 > L), (6.29)
o=(ijk)
1<i#j#k<N
on V]f?% is related to an element in Py (NV), that we call Tg(%). Diagrammatically, this is

understood from the following sequence of identifications,

o=(ijk)
1<i#j#k<N
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That is, we have
CP |T) = Tryean (o(T ® DT (@) @1))) J0), (6.31)
where ¢ € Py, (N) is the bottom box in the diagram on the RHS of (6.30) and

S = L L B on
J JkJ2k

J1---Jok

(6.32)

10k41 * "

The explicit formula for Tg(%) could be derived using steps similar to the derivation of the

relation between TQ(k) and TQ(k) in section 4.1. Relating Cék) to an element Té%) using

Py (N) allows for two kinds of large N simplification. Firstly, in place of N!/(N — 3)!3!
(k) (2k)

terms in Cgk we have no more than B(2k) terms in T3~ , where B(2k) are the Bell numbers.
Additionally, index contractions ranging over N can be replaced by multiplication in the
partition algebra Py (N) when |T') € Hipny, the complexity of this multiplication scales with
k.

We now move on to discuss the spectrum of C?Ek). Since H® is reducible with respect
to the adjoint action of Sy, it decomposes into irreducible representations of Sy, labeled
by Young diagrams Y with N boxes. By Schur’s lemma the action of C'?(,k) on each ir-
reducible subspace of this decomposition is proportional to the identity. The constant of

proportionality is the normalized character of Cg(,k) in the irreducible representation Y,

o)
oy (0y = X0 ). 6.33
el = 0 (6.3

(k)

Normalized characters of C5™ are known [101, Theorem 4] to equal

wieh= (q—p)Q—w,

(p9)€Y

(6.34)

where the sum is over all cells in the Young diagram Y, using coordinates (p,q) for rows

and columns respectively. For example, the largest eigenvalue of Cg(,k) corresponds to the
trivial representation (Young diagram with all N boxes in the first row) where

> ((I—P)2=02+12+22+...+(N_1)2:N(N—lf)s(2N—1),

(Pa)€Y

(6.35)

which gives the eigenvalue w in (6.34). In what follows it will be useful to shift
the eigenvalue of the trivial representation to zero by considering the operator
Aty _ NIV —1)(N —2) (k)
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In terms of oscillators and projectors, C’ék is written as

A 1 N(N-1)(N -2
e = | TEEIEED S (o) @)L 0a™) | P (637)
. o=(ijk
1Si¢J(7Zk)§N

We can use C’ék) to construct Hamiltonians with interesting spectra. Consider the family
of Hamiltonians (depending on K)

K o]
Hg =) O Hy + > PxHo, (6.38)
k=0 k=K +1

where Hj is the free Hamiltonian (number operator) defined in (2.3). In this model, all
invariant states of degree k < K have zero energy, while non-invariant states have energies
that scale with N. For example, degree k < K states in the representation [N — 1,1] (a
Young diagram with N — 1 boxes in the first row and a single box in the second row) of
Sn have energies kN (N — 2). More generally, degree k < K states in the representation
[N —a,a] for 1 <a < |N/2] have energy k(N —a + 1)(IN — 2)a. States of degree k > K
have energy k. The spectrum of H is illustrated on the left hand side of figure la. Taking
N > K, there is a K-dependent degeneracy of invariant ground states and a gap of order
K. In this scenario, the subspace of ground states has dimension

K K
3 DimH{) =1+ 3 Dim SPy(N), (6.39)
k=0 k=1

where H™) is the degree k subspace of Hipny, (see equation B.11 in [27] for explicit formulas

mv
computing Dim ’H(k)) By taking N > K > 1, we can have a large degeneracy of ground

mv
states alongside the interesting correlations between the degeneracy of ground states and the
energy gap. A large ground state degeneracy associated with elements of a diagrammatic
algebra, in this case the partition algebras SPy(N) for k < K| is reminiscent of topological
degeneracy and its links to anyons [102, 103]. We leave a more detailed investigation of the
analogies between the present algebraic constructions and topological degeneracy for the

future.

6.3 Resolving the invariant spectrum

In the previous section we discussed a Hamiltonian (6.38) with degenerate ground state. We

will now use the commuting algebraic charges TQ(k) , t;k) € Pi(N), constructed in section 4, to

resolve this degeneracy. Note that the charges commute with Ad(o) and in particular they

)

commute with CA'g(’k . We prove this in the next subsection, where we consider more general

operators coming from elements of Py(IN). Note that because TQ(k) and tgk) are central
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elements of Py(N), and the representation basis states \Qﬁ; W> correspond to elements in
Py (N), the charge’s left and right actions are equivalent on these basis states.

The algebraic charges can be written in terms of oscillators and projectors as in (6.17)
and (6.18). Importantly, the representation basis states ]Qﬁ;7uy> are eigenstates of TQ(k)’L, tgk)’L
The eigenvalues are normalized characters of the representations Ay of Sy and A of S
respectively (see (6.20)). That is

—(k),L ) —(k),R _
Q) = [, W> B0 ) = @) (040
(k)
‘QAQ uu> ‘t QAQ ;u/> - ‘QAQ uu> - t2 \QA27MV> ) (641)
where the normalized characters x are defined in (4.15). Note that the eigenvalues of the
operator tgk)’ range between ik(k 1), and those of TQ( 'L between + ( ), including

an infinite number of such operators in a Hamiltonian may result in a spectrum that is
not bounded from below. By adding these algebraic charges to the Hamiltonian (6.38)
the energy of the states ]Qﬁ;m) labeled by distinct pairs Ay, Ao will split. As discussed
in section 4.2, the multiplicity labels u, v are not distinguished by these central algebraic
charges. Hamiltonians that resolve more detailed information such as multiplicity labels
are discussed in the next subsection.

For concreteness we consider the spectrum of the Hamiltonian

H}( = Hi + Hres
K

_ . = (k),L
= Hx NN -1) &
2 KL
Z M Hy + Z PiHo ~ < ST (6.42)
k=K+1 N(N — )k=1

The ground state degeneracy is reduced compared to Hi. The lowest energy states are
degree k < K states ]QK\QW) with energy —1. The highest energy state with degree k < K

(N—2K—1)

_ K
is ]Q[N K1 ]>, it has degree K and energy — S The gap of order K remains, as

[1K]
illustrated on the right of figure la. The label As can be resolved by including tgk)’L in the

Hamiltonian.

To fully resolve the labels Ay, Ay for general & and N, new charges are necessary. Detailed
discussions of the problem of using such charges in the centre of the symmetric group
algebra C[S,], with motivations coming from a model for information loss in AdS/CFT
[104], are given in [89, 105]. It can be proved that {T%,T5,---,T,} provide an adequate
set of charges and these also provide a multiplicative generating set for the centre of the
group algebra. Typically, a smaller set {75,753, , T}, (n)} suffices. For example k.(5) =
2, ky(14) = 3, k«(80) = 6. In the present discussion these results can be applied by choosing
n =k and n = N respectively.
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6.4 Precision resolution of the invariant spectrum

In the previous section we presented Hamiltonians involving commuting algebraic charges,
constructed from central elements in Py (N), that resolve the representation labels Aj, Ay
of representation basis elements ’Q Ay W> As discussed in section 4.2, and illustrated in
an explicit example in section 4.3.2, more general elements of SP;(N) are necessary to
resolve the multiplicity labels u,v. We will use this observation to construct Sy invariant
Hamiltonians, involving operators [d]” and [d]" constructed from non-central elements [d] €
SPy(N), with non-degenerate eigenvalues.

Since we want to construct Hamiltonians H satisfying [Ad(c), H] = 0, built from op-
erators [d]”, [d]®, we will now prove that [Ad(c), [d]*] = [Ad(0),[d]}] = 0. To show that
[d]* Ad(c) = Ad(0)[d]" we combine equation (6.4) with equation (6.22)

Ad(0)[d)* |T) = Tryer(L(o)dTL(o")(a')?*) |0)
= Tryex (dL(a)TL(e™ ) (a")®) |0) (6.43)
= [d)" Ad(0) |T),
where the second line follows since £(0)d = dL(0) as elements of End(VEF) (linear maps
V2 — V2F). The argument is identical for [d]® Ad(o) = Ad(c)[d]"
To construct Hamiltonians H, using the above operators, we need to ensure that any
operator we include in H is Hermitian. The operators [d]”, [d]® are not Hermitian in

general, unless [d”] = [d]. Taking this into account, we can parametrise a large family of
Sy invariant Hamiltonians using the diagram basis for P,(N). We write

z > (Lnnlda)® + Li 2ldF )" + Rirlda] ™ + R A[d71"), (6.44)
k 1[dx]

where the sum over [d,] runs over a basis for SP;(N) and Ly, , Ry, » are complex parameters
with the constraint L} = Ly and R} = = Ry if dl' = d,,. The equivalent expression
for H in terms of oscillators and projectors is

Ly ndr + L}, dX
ZZPkTr ( fyek o ®k>7>k

it [dx]
(6.45)
Ry ndr + R;_dE
+ < Z ZP’C Trye ( ’ o k, (aT)®ka®k> P,.
23 [dx] :

Progressively turning on parameters in equation (6.44) will tend to break degeneracy in the
spectrum. Eventually, the spectrum may take the form in figure 1b where invariant and
non-invariant states are mixed, and most of the degeneracy is broken.
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6.5 General invariant Hamiltonians from partition algebras

The Hamiltonian H in (6.44) is not the most general Hamiltonian satisfying [H, Ad(c)] = 0.
For example, it does not include the Hamiltonian (5.27) constructed in section 5 nor Hx in
(6.38). As we noticed in (6.30), ?(’k) is related to an element in Por(N). We now generalize
this observation to give a construction of general Sy invariant operators from elements in
Poy(N).

General degree preserving operators that commute with Ad(o) can be constructed from
elements d € Py, (N) as

T T

) . (ah)®k || ok

HP’“ TI'V1§2k (d(a")®* @ a®F)Py <> HP’“ [ 7 [ Pk (6.46)
1T T

The action of these operators on |T') € H®*) is

1

!
k! e

(6.47)

1 L — (T)@k I
B — —1 a
(ah)F s
nek o [ ok L(o)
] 2l (a) >< [
1 L T
= d 71 10) = (f) = — 10)
Tt [ d T ﬁ(afl)
Lo~ [ :
T Lo d
1 T T
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(af)®* L") Le™)
l
L(o) [ (aJr[)®k (af)ék:
l l
_ 7; 0y= [ L) |joy=[£) 0), (6.48)
L(c™1) 1[’ T
l l l l
d d d
1 T 1 T 1 T

where the first equality uses equation (6.47). The second line introduces an identity operator
of the form £(o~1)L(0) acting on the left-hand vector space Vi#*. The third equality follows
from £L(oc~1)d = dL(oc~1) and the cyclicity of the trace. The last line removes the identity
operator L(c)L(c~!) acting on the right-hand vector space Vﬁk. The last diagram is equal
to

1
Ad(0) 7 Tryea (d(a")®* @ a®F) |T), (6.49)

which proves that they commute.
The construction readily generalizes to operators that do not preserve the degree of
states. Consider

i73,92 Try e (d(ah)®*2 @ a®F1) Py, (6.50)
k! VN !

this gives a map d : H*1) — H*2) labeled by elements d € Py, ,(N). Note that these
operators have a Sy, xS, symmetry, which permutes the creation operators and annihilation
operators separately. Therefore, the dimension of the space of these operators is related to
the counting of 2-matrix permutation invariants, which was studied in section 2 of [83].

6.6 Bosons on a lattice

The Fock space of matrix oscillators can be interpreted as the Fock space of bosons on
a two-dimensional lattice of size N2. The lattice is parameterised by ordered pairs (i, ;)
for 4,57 = 1,..., N which label the site in the ith row, jth column as in figure 2. The

creation operator (aT)g creates a quantum of excitation at the site (4, j). In our conventions,
i
J
excitations spread throughout the entire lattice. For example, the state

a’ annihilates a quantum at site (i,7). Permutation invariant states naturally contain

N

1) =" 10}, (6.51)

i=1
contains an excitation of every site on the diagonal, and the state

=11 =X @i, (6.52)

i#]
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Figure 2: Matrix oscillators are naturally associated with a N-by-N square lattice. The
creation operator (aT)f creates a quanta of excitation at row ¢ column j in the lattice.

contains an excitation on every off-diagonal site.

Most choices of Sy invariant Hamiltonians constructed in equation (6.44) contain non-
local interactions, connecting sites at opposite sides of the lattice. Note that the left acting
terms in the Hamiltonian (6.44) leave the columns fixed while the right acting terms fix the
rows. An example of the non-locality is seen by considering

N
H = P, Try, (af La)PL=P ) (a")i(a)i Py (6.53)
i,j,k=1

This interaction moves a single excitation at site (7, ) to every row in column j. In partic-

ular,
N

H(ah)1]0) => (a)} |0}, (6.54)

i=1

contains the state (af)},.

We can enumerate a set of diagrams that give local Sy invariant terms, through left and
right action, as follows. First note that the identity element in Py(N) gives a local term.
For example, in k = 2

N . .
Tryea((@)] Ja®)= Y @)zl @l (6.55)

11,12,71,J2=1

It follows that any diagram that can be constructed from the identity element by adding
additional edges is local. For example

N

Trye:((@)® [ Ja®) = Y ()} (@)@, (a)], (6.56)

i1,12,5=1

which is still local.
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7 Permutation invariant quantum scars

Energy eigenstates in quantum ergodic many-body systems are expected to thermalize, in
accordance with the eigenstate thermalization hypothesis [106, 107], which says that such
systems are well described by statistical mechanical ensembles. Integrable systems, and
systems which exhibit many-body localization [108] are known exceptions to the eigenstate
thermalization hypothesis. This is a consequence of the existence of a large number of
conserved quantities, which leads to non-ergodicity. A weak form of non-ergodicity was
recently observed in experiments involving Rydberg-atom quantum simulators [87]. For
some initial states, the behaviour was as expected from an ergodic system, while other
states would exhibit periodic revival. This is unexpected, since the experiment is described
by a system without any conserved charges or disorder [109]. The term quantum many-
body scars was coined in [88] to describe these non-ergodic states embedded in a large space
of ergodic states. Many mechanisms and construction schemes for systems and states that
exhibit quantum many-body scars have been discussed in the theoretical literature [110—
114].

In this section, we will follow the group theoretic scheme invented in [85, 86] for con-
structing Hamiltonians which have many-body scars. Two basic ingredients are required in
this scheme: a group G acting on a Hilbert space H, and a subspace Hiny C H of states
that are invariant under the action of G. To promote Hi,, to a space of many-body scars,
the prescription is as follows. First, find a Hamiltonian H such that for all states |d) € Hiny

H |d) € Hiny, (7.1)

and the time-evolution of |d) using H is periodic. This condition is discussed in section
7.1. Note that H commuting with the action of ¢ € G is sufficient to satisfy (7.1). Now
we break the symmetry of H, while retaining the many-body scars, by constructing a total
Hamiltonian

Hi« = H + H,. (7.2)

The new term will completely break the symmetry of H, but is required to satisfy
Hqld) =0 for all |d) € Hiny. (7.3)

This ensures that time-evolution of |d) using Hi. is equivalent to time-evolution using
H, which was periodic by construction. Since Hiot has no remaining symmetry the non-
invariant states in H, which are not annihilated by Hg, will be ergodic and therefore ther-
malize. The group theoretic construction of Hy is reviewed in section 7.2.

By combining the technology presented in this paper with the above scheme, we can
construct models with many-body scars for G = Sy acting on the Fock space H of matrix
oscillators. In particular, section 3.1 contains a detailed description of the Sy invariant
subspace Hiny C H and the Hamiltonians in section 6 can be used for H in (7.2). We gave a
lattice interpretation of the matrix oscillators in 6.6, which we will use to construct a lattice
model with many-body scars. The model will be a modified version of the Bose-Hubbard
model [115], which is relevant for physics of cold atoms in an optical lattice [116].
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7.1 Periodic time-evolution and revival

The Hamiltonian in (7.2) contains two pieces, but the dynamics (time evolution) of invariant
states is governed by H alone. In this subsection we will focus on H, and give a sufficient
condition for it to give rise to periodic time evolution in the invariant subspace, turning the
subspace into a many-body scar space.

Let |d) be a (normalized) state in Hi,y. Since H is Sy invariant we have H |d) € Hipy
and we can construct an orthonormal energy eigenbasis |e;) for Hi,, with eigenvalues E;,

The state |d) exhibits revival with periodicity T if the quantum fidelity (return probability)
[117]

4 2

F(8) = | {dle= )|,

(7.5)

satisfies f(mT) =1 for m =0,1,.... Expanding |d) in the eigenbasis
|d) = diles), (7.6)
i
and computing f(t) gives
7y = | dle M| = 3 Jdi Py P i (7.7)
i,
If all energy differences AE;; = E; — E; have a greatest common divisor F, that is

AEij = Ez — Ej = E(e’;‘l — Ej) (78)

and €; —¢; is an integer for all 7, j, then f(mT) =1 for T'= 2r/E. Note that trading H for
Hiot, in (7.7) does not change the argument above since Hy |d) = 0 by construction. That is,
the time-evolution of states in H;,y is determined by H. As a special case, f(t) is periodic
if the energies E; of the states |e;) relevant to the expansion of |d) are integers.

7.2 Scar Hamiltonians

We now turn to the construction of the second part of the Hamiltonian (7.2), using the
group theoretic scheme introduced in [85, 86]. In order to implement this scheme in the
present setup we observe

(1-Ad(0))|d) =0, Vo€ Sy, |d) € Hin. (7.9)

This follows from Ad(o) |d) = |d), and we will use it to construct Hg.
As we show below, the Hermitian conjugate of Ad(o) is Ad(c~!). This will be important
because, at the end of the day, we want Hg to be Hermitian. Starting from the definition
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of the inner product we have

(T'|Ad(0)T) = 37 Tryon (T) Ly L(0)TL(o 1) L)
YESK
- Z Trngk(ﬁ(U_l)(T')Tﬁ(U)ﬁvTﬁ,y_l)
e (7.10)
= 2 Tryen((Llo™)T'L(@) Ly TLy )

YESk
T> :

= (Ad(e™ )T’
where the second equality uses £,L(0) = L(0)L., and the third equality follows from

(L HT' L) =L )T L(0). (7.11)
Consequently, an operator of the form
H, = (1 - Ad(671))he(1 — Ad(0)), (7.12)

where h, is any Hermitian operator, is itself Hermitian and satisfies H, |d) = 0, in accor-
dance with the setup in (7.2). In general, we can write Hy in the form

Hy= Y c¢;H,, (7.13)

oESN

where ¢, € R is a parameter for every o € Sy.

The real dimension of the space of independent Hermitian operators (candidate choices
for hy) can be counted as follows. We organize general (normal ordered) k-oscillator op-
erators in terms of the number of creation and annihilation operators (ki, ko respectively).
They have the form

O = Ok (W . (ah)yFralbtt ot (7.14)

J1-Jk i1 oy by 41 T ik
Their adjoints contain ks creation and k; annihilation operators
F_ 01ty Ty 41000k o 41Tk 41 \ik 41 Ty
o'= (0 )jl---jkljk1+1---jk(a )jk1+1 oo (a )jkaj1 SN (7.15)
For every k = ki + ko oscillator operator O with k; > ko there is a Hermitian operator

O + O'. The real dimension of the independent Hermitian operators of this form can be
counted in terms of the dimensions of symmetric tensor product spaces

N2k —1\ (N2 +ky— 1
2 Dim (Symkl(VN ® Vi) @ Sym*? (Vy ® VN)) = 2( /<:11 ) ( k; (7.16)

J1
i1

which follows by identifying operators (a') and aﬁ with the vector space Vy ® Viy. The

factor of two comes from the fact that Oﬁ;‘; are complex numbers. The Hermitian op-
erators associated with ke < kj oscillator operators are accounted for in (7.16) as their

conjugates are the k; < ko oscillator operators.
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The remaining Hermitian operators to count are those with equal numbers of creation
and annihilation oscillators, i.e. those with k1 = ko. Some of these will be self-adjoint, while
the remaining operators can be paired with their adjoints to construct Hermitian operators
as before. Inspecting equations (7.14) and (7.15) we see that for an operator to be equal to
its own adjoint it must be real, with k; = ko and

01k Uy 10k yaeNTky+1e-TkTL-- Tk
J1eeJkyJky+1--Jk (O )ik1+1---iki1mik1 : (7'17)

As they are real, the number of these operators is equal to their real dimension

N2 4k —1
Dim (Symkl (Vy ® VN)) = < t+h ) . (7.18)
k1
This counting can be understood as there being exactly one choice of {{ix, 11, .., %2%k }, {Jki+1,-- -+ J2k, } |

for which each choice of {{i1,... %k, },{j1,-..Jk }} satisfies (7.17). The remaining number
of operators is

Dim (Sym* (Viy @ Viy)) x | Dim (Sym* (Viy @ Viy)) = 1]

N2+ Fk —1 N2 4k —1
:< kll )x[( kll )-1]. (7.19)

The factor of two due to Q% being complex is cancelled by the factor of a half introduced

J1--Jk
when forming Hermitian operators. The real dimension of Hermitian operators of type
k1 = ko is then
N2tk —1 NZ+k—1
i x T : (7.20)
k1 k1

7.3 Modified Bose-Hubbard on a square lattice

Having discussed the general setup, we will now implement the scheme in a specific example.
In section 6.6 we gave a lattice interpretation of the matrix oscillators (aT) , where they
played the role of bosonic creation operators on the lattice site labeled (i, 7). For simplicity,
we will consider a square lattice of dimension N. A simple model of interacting bosons
on a lattice is the Bose-Hubbard model [115], relevant for the physics of cold atoms in an
optical lattice [116]. The Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian Hgy contains hopping (kinetic) terms,
on-site interactions and chemical potentials. In the simplest case, the model contains three
parameters t, U, u, and in terms matrix of oscillators it takes the form

. v X .
Hap=—t > (aDlaf + 5 3 (aDaj((@)laj —1) —p z Yai,  (7.21)
<(27j)7(k;71)> Zv]:1 7_] 1

where the sum in the first term is over neighbouring sites. For a square lattice this implies
the restriction (7,7) = (k4 1,1) or (4,5) = (k,l £ 1). On-site interactions are implemented
using the operators IV;; = (aT)Z aj, which count the number of excitations on site (i, j).
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Our aim is to construct a modified Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian H]'3H such that
Hiy = H + Hy, (7.22)

where [Ad(0), H] = 0forall o € Sy, and Hg |d) = 0 for all |d) € Hiny, as per the construction
n (7.2). To this end, we observe that the second and third term in (7.21) are Sy invariant.
That is,

U
H=5 3 (ahial((@hial - 1) MZ (7.23)
i,j=1 i,j=1
satisfies [Ad(0), H] = 0.
The hopping term '
hy = —t Z (a"laf (7.24)

<(4,7),(k,1)>

is not Sy invariant, but the combination
Hy = (1 - Ad(c™")h:(1 — Ad(0)) (7.25)

satisfies Hy|d) = 0 for any choice of o € Sy by the construction in (7.12).

To keep Hjy as local as possible, o should not permute distant sites. With this restriction
in mind, a simple choice is o = (23) (for the choice 0 = (12) we have to consider additional
complications from being near the boundary of the square lattice). This defines our modified
Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian Hfy,

N
iy =5 (ah)jal(ah)ial —1) — Sl
b=l wi=l (7.26)
S (1- AA(EI) (ahak (1 Ad((23)).

<(4,7),(k,1)>

It can be written as
Hpy=Hpg —t Y. Ad((23)))(a!)/af Ad((23))
<(4,7),(k,l)>

+t Y Ad((23))(al)laf (7.27)
<(4,7),(k,l)>

+t Y (ah)laf Ad((23)).

<(4,7),(k,l)>

We now investigate the conditions on U and g for which Hpy exhibits revival. It is useful
to rewrite equation (7.23) as

Z (ahYia! [(af);ia{ . %’” . (7.28)



For integer values of £ the eigenvalues of H are integer multiples of , and similarly for
differences of elgenvalues By the argument given in section 7.1 we therefore expect Hpy
to have many-body scars that revive with period T' = 47”. Similarly, we may write (7.23) as

n Y U, ... U
H= 5 > (aT);af[ (a')ial — = —2|, (7.29)
ij=1 © ©

from which we conclude that revival is possible when % is an integer as well, with an

expected revival time of . In the special case U = 2u where both integrality conditions

are satisfied, the revival tlme isT = mm(‘tf, A;}T) ‘%}r

In the subspace where there is a single excitation, the operator Ad((23)) takes the form

Ad((23)) =(aia3 + (aD3a + Y ((ah)sa? + (ah)sad + (ah)Pah + (a)Pad) + D (a
1#2,3 1,#2,3
(7.30)

The first term is a diagonal hopping term, between sites (2,2) and (3,3). Consequently,
the modified Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian (7.26) will contain some hopping terms beyond
nearest-neighbours.

8 AdS/CFT inspired extremal correlators in matrix quan-
tum mechanics

Extremal correlators in N/ = 4 SYM form interesting sectors having non-renormalization
properties [118]. They are closely connected to representation theoretic quantities such as
Littlewood-Richardsson coefficients, and form a crucial set of examples for checking the
AdS/CFT correspondence. In the quantum mechanical model presented in this paper,
vacuum expectation values similar to extremal correlators can be computed exactly. In this
section we make use of a recent factorisation result concerning the two-point function of
permutation invariant matrix observables [37] - this is used to demonstrate that a similar
factorisation property holds for quantum mechanical permutation invariant states. We then
compute an expression for extremal three-point correlators associated with Sy invariant
states, which are simple in the diagram basis, and obey representation theoretic selection
rules.

8.1 Two-point correlators

The equation (3.25) can be interpreted as a quantum mechanical operator-state correspon-
dence for Sy invariant states labelled by [d;] € SP,(N),

|dy) +— Of = Trvgk([dﬂ](aT)@f). (8.1)
From equation (3.29) we have

Of = Try on(d!]a™"), (82)
N
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where the transpose dX is the diagram obtained by reflecting d, across a horizontal line, as
illustrated in (3.30). The time-dependent operators are given by

Ox(t) = e ot ettot — o=ikte) (8.3)

where Hj is the free Hamiltonian, defined in equation (2.7).

In [37] the two-point function of permutation invariant matrix observables was shown
to factorise in the large N limit. Here we use this result to show an equivalent factorisation
property for the two-point function of permutation invariant quantum mechanical states.
Let [dr,] € SPg,(N), [dr,] € SPx,(N), and define the two-point correlator to be the vacuum
expectation value

(0] OF, (t1)Or,y (t2) |0) =

' ‘ 8.4
elk1t1*2k2t2 <0| TI'V®Ic1 ([dzl]a(@kl) Trv®k2 ([dﬂ-Q](aT)‘@kz) |0> . ( )
N N

Ignoring the trivial time dependence and taking normalised operators [dy, ], [dr,], as defined
n (3.32), in the large N limit we have

(01 Ty o, (01, 1a%) T o () (01 2) [0) = Gy, 32 T (0 7d,)
YESk,
o 1+ O(l/ﬁ) if [dm] - [dm]a
10+ 0(1/¥N) otherwise.
(8.5)
In the first line we have absorbed the Sj, averaging into the sum over v € S, arising from
the Wick contractions of @ and af. In the second line we have used the factorisation result

of [37].

8.2 Three-point correlators

Let [dr,] € SP,(N), [dr,] € SPy,(N),[dr] € SP;(N), and define the extremal three-point
correlator to be the vacuum expectation value
(01O, (81)OL, (t2)Ox (1) 10) =

k1 ty Fikatz—i (8.6)
ohitittkat =IRE (o) Try o ([dr,]a®") Try ok, ([d7,]a®") Try ox ([dx)(a')**) [0) ,

with the constraint that k = ko + k1. As we now show, extremal correlators are simple in
the diagram basis. We compute (8.6) by Wick contractions, which are encoded in a sum
over v € S%. Ignoring the trivial time-dependence we have

(0] T o ([dr, ]a®k1) Try s ([dr,Ja™") Try e ([dx] (aT) *) |0)

Z TI’V®k dT ®dT )ydx)
YESk

— Z Nc(’yil(dﬂj@dﬂ'g)’y\/dﬂ').
YESk

(8.7)
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The tensor product dr, ® dr, is the diagram obtained by horizontal concatenation of d,

and d,, for example
oo 4 o__ o .
B VR e &3

This can be viewed as an outer product on partition algebra diagrams which maps Py, (N) X
Pr,(N) to Py, 4k, (N). It is a diagram with 2k; + 2ky vertices. The join dr, V dr, of two
diagrams, each with 2k vertices, is obtained by adding all the edges of d., to the edges of
dr, (or vice versa), for example

v =LT (89)

The resulting diagram also has 2k vertices. For general elements (linear combinations of
diagram basis elements) the two operations are defined by linear extension.

We will now derive a set of representation theoretic selection rules for the extremal
correlators. To state the result we are going to prove, we define the operators

OAQ UV ’I‘r\/®’C (QA2 My( T)®k)a (810)

associated with representation basis elements Qﬁ; € SPr(IN). Consider the extremal
correlator (time-independent part)

A A A A
<O‘ (OA2 l“/) (OA;M’V’)TOA}/ 1"y ‘ > ]{)' TI'V®k ((QA2 v ® QAé,V’u’)QAé,M”V”)’ (811)

for Q) ., € SPe(N),Qy s € SPy(N),Q4) € SPe(N). The factor of k! follows
since the matrix units for SP;(N) are invariant under conjugation by Si. Note that the
multiplicity labels are exchanged under diagram transposition, which follows from (A.25).
The selection rule that we will find says that the trace in (8.11) vanishes if C'(A1, A}, A]) =0,
where C'(A1, A}, AY) is the Kronecker coefficient for tensor products of irreducible represen-
tations of Sy.

We start with the simpler, but analogous expression for matrix units of Py(N),

A//
Qa}/B//
T Mo QA QM) = 8.12
rV]‘\?k((Qﬁa & Qﬁ/a’)Qa”ﬁ”) = ( . )
A A
Qaé Q o' B
Using (see e.g. equation (4.16))

A/ A//

(Qgclg ® Qﬁ/ //5// Z D o’ Q ® QBI /)Q,\//}ﬁu, (813)
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we have
A A A A A A A
Trvlgk ((Qﬁtlx ® QB}O/)QO(}’B”) = Z D’y’}a"(QB;é ® QB}O/) TrV]S?k (Q’y’}ﬂ”)
~!
A A A . IS

!

o
Al/
] (8.14)
— Dim VS A
- Dlm VA’EV Qfx\é’ ® Qa/lﬁ/
AY
/8//

The second equality uses (A.65).

To further simplify, we want to turn the RHS into a product of matrix elements. This is
achieved by inserting a resolution of the identity using representations of Py, (N)® P, (N).
This resolves to a set of branching coefficients for Py(N) — Py, (N) ® Py, (N). We denote
these by

A A QN &
B,Y/}%,W, ! (8.15)
where it is implicit that k = k1 4+ k9. The ranges of the labels are
. Py (N)
v €ll,...,Dim (fol B
/ . Pk?2 (N)
v e€ll,...,Dim (VX,1 )
v € [l,...,Dim (VAIZ%(N))],
g, .. Mult (VN oyl @) gyl (8.16)
1 A1 All

the final label, &, gives the multiplicity of A} in the decomposition. Branching coefficients
are represented by the following diagrams

N —M@ALE ¢ 1
Y=y -~ ~

(8.17)

It is worth noting that by Schur-Weyl duality the branching multiplicities for partition
algebras are related to the multiplicities C'(Aq, A}, AY), known as Kronecker coefficients, of
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irreducible representations A} in tensor products of Sy representations A ® /~\/1 (see eq.

(3.1.3) of [119)])

Py (N)

Mult (V) ™) & P

Py, _ A
F v e ) = C(A1, A, AY). (8.18)
For simiplicity we are assuming N > (2k; + 2ks2). For comparison, in Schur-Weyl duality
between U(N) and C[Sk], Littlewood-Richardson coefficients are branching multiplicities
for Sk, +k, — Sk, X Sk, but correspond to decomposition of tensor products of U(N) repre-
sentations.
Branching coefficients are equivariant:
A A SAIQA £ X N A A @A, &
g ey ® dry) = Yoo B D (dey ) Dy (dey) By g, (8.19)
Al,A/17’Y76,'Y/76l7£

D

for dr, € Pg,(N),dr, € P, (N). Setting dr, = Q%,al7r2 = Qg//lﬁ,, equation (8.19) corre-
sponds to the diagram identity

(6%

o ,1,
AI/ o~ &- —
1 A Ar
A A A

Qe Qyy | = 2 | Qub| Qs (8.20)

1 A17A/1 75 o ’7
AY Ay 1

f A

/8//

Inserting this into equation (8.14) gives

- Moo oMy oMy
rvlgk((QBa & Qﬁ’a’) Qa"ﬂ”) -
. AV A ®X/’ ~ A A AV A ®K/’
DimVe¥ > B DN QM) DI (Qulg) Byt P (8.21)
AL Ay '€

Matrix elements of irreducible representations are orthogonal (see equation (A.42)). This
implies
A A

A AL
Dn”’Y”(Qa”ﬁ”) = 0" 1577”5"57"(1” (8.22)
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or the equivalent diagrammatic expression

,Y// Y
A
///\,7 O//
oM | = M (8.23)
a///BII 1
— B
Ay
77// 77//

Substituting this identity into (8.21) reduces it to

(6%
"
g 1
Ay A
6] /
. Sn A =AM, E AN A QA€ . S a
ZDlmVA,lvaa,gaa, VB g :ZDlmVA,IfV P g (8.24)
3 3
Ay A
&1 A

7

This gives the final result for matrix units of Py (N).
The full expression for (8.11) - extremal three-point correlators in the representation
basis - is given by (8.24) together with branching coefficients from the partition algebras to

symmetric group algebras (see (3.53)),
A A A . .S N SA@N, & AN A @A,
TrV®k ((QA; v ® QA’I u’u’)QA’l’ u”u”) = Dim Vi Z Ba/%%aol/ ' gBﬁ/}Hﬂl;/ oS
N ’ 2 22 1 o 5 a/ 5/ a// /B//
pp'p" €

B BPe(N)=ClSk]  pPe(N)—=C[S]
Ap,a—=Agpin T A1LB—A2pi Aj o= Ay P T B A P T A o = A AT B — A p
(8.25)
Introducing the following diagram representation of these branching coefficients,
p
Ay
Pp(N)=C[Sk] _
Av,a—Aapip T e, (8.26)
Ay
o
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we can write (8.25) as the following diagram

M ,U/”
A A/ AII
Trvlgk ((QA;V# & QA;V’;,L/)QAé/,M”V") = /;2 A’2/ (827)
V”

From the above formula we see that the extremal correlator vanishes if the Kronecker
coefficient C'(A1, A}, AY) = 0. Analogous results for extremal correlators in general quiver
gauge theories are described in [64].

9 Summary and Outlook

In this paper we investigated the effects of permutation symmetry on the state space and
dynamics of quantum mechanical systems of NV x N matrix variables. After a brief review
of the matrix harmonic oscillator and introduction of notation in section 2, we began in
section 3 by investigating the Sy invariant Hilbert space Hi,, of generic matrix quantum
mechanics systems at large N. We found that there is a one-to-one correspondence between
Sy invariant states of degree k and elements in the symmetrised partition algebra SPy(N).
Two bases of SP;(N) were discussed: the diagram basis and the representation basis. A
construction of the latter was explained in section 4 in terms of diagonalizing commuting
algebraic charges. Having discussed the S invariant state space, we moved on to interest-
ing invariant Hamiltonians. The general permutation invariant harmonic matrix oscillator
was described and solved (diagonalized) in section 5. This was achieved with the introduc-
tion of oscillators labelled by representation theoretic quantities, as in (5.27). In section 6
we described a set of algebraic Hamiltonians for matrix quantum mechanics that preserve
the Sy invariant subspace of the Hilbert space. These Hamiltonians, given by equations
(6.38), (6.42) and (6.44) realise the three dynamical scenarios illustrated on the left hand
side of figure la, the right hand side of figure la, and figure 1b respectively. The repre-
sentation basis introduced in section 3.3 diagonalizes all of these algebraic Hamiltonians.
We provided a lattice interpretation of the matrix oscillators in section 6.6. In section 7
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we constructed Hamiltonians which turn the Sy invariant state space into quantum many-
body scars. Following the ideas in [85, 86], we gave Hamiltonians (7.2) of the form H + H,
where H is Sy invariant and H, annihilates states in the Sy invariant subspace. We noted
that the Hamiltonians in section 6 are suitable candidates for H if their energies satisfy an
integrality condition. As an example, we used the lattice interpretation to give a modified
Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian which exhibits Sy invariant quantum many-body scars. The
diagram basis is the most efficient basis for describing inner and outer products. As a con-
sequence extremal correlators, defined in (8.6), which are analogues of three-point extremal
correlators in N/ = 4 SYM are simple in the diagram basis. The extremal correlators satisfy
representation theoretic selection rules, based on Kronecker coefficients, which were derived
in the representation basis. The selection rules are based on exact expressions for extremal
correlators, involving Kronecker coefficients and Littlewood-Richardson coefficients, given
in equation (8.25).

The representation theoretic basis Qﬁ; v for the Sy invariant Hilbert space H;ny con-
structed as linear combinations of symmetrised partition algebra elements in SP;(N) in
section 3.3 is an eigenstate basis for the free Hamiltonian Hy of section 2 as well as the
algebraic Hamiltonians constructed in section 6. The action of the general permutation
invariant harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian given in (5.27) of section 5 however causes a non-
trivial mixing of the representation labels. This mixing was discussed briefly in section 5.4.
Diagonalising the general harmonic oscillator Hamiltonians in Hj,, is an interesting, un-
solved problem of finding appropriate linear combinations of the Qﬁ; u which are invariant,
up to scaling, under the mixing.

With the exception of the Py (NN) orbit basis discussion in appendix B we have assumed
N > 2k, known as the stable limit. This simplified the construction of a basis for the
Sy invariant subspace Hiny, a simplification related to the existence of a kernel free map
from Py (N) to End(V$*%). However, it would be interesting to uncover any finite N effects
appearing in these permutation invariant quantum mechanical matrix systems. At finite IV
the diagrams in Py (V) provide an over complete basis of operators. That is, there are some
linear relations between operators. The precise form of these relations can be found using
the orbit basis. The question remains of how to use this knowledge in order to construct
a representation theoretic basis for 2k < N. We leave this for future work, but note here
that it would involve a detailed study of the Artin-Wedderburn decomposition in (3.48)
below the stable limit. The detailed study includes putting constraints on the irreducible
representations appearing in the decomposition below the stable limit, as well as computing
the dimension of the multiplicity spaces.

In section 6.6 we gave one interpretation of our model in terms of bosonic excitations
(a")! on an N-by-N lattice with sites labelled by (i, j). It is natural to ask if the Sy invariant
Hamiltonians described by (6.44) interpreted in this way can be realised in experiments. In
the real world interactions tend to be local. The demand for these Hamiltonians to be local
places restrictions on the sets of permissible terms. In section 7.3 we used this interpretation
to construct a modified Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian exhibiting Sy invariant quantum many-
body scars. More generally, combining the lattice interpretation of matrix oscillators with
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the group theoretic scheme given in [85, 86], as was done in 7.1 and 7.2, provides a useful
framework for describing systems with many-body scars in 2 + 1 dimensions.

A very interesting avenue towards applications of the Hilbert spaces and Hamiltonians
considered here is to find systems where the permutation invariant sectors described using
partition algebras are naturally selected by the physics. For example, in a Bose-Einstein
condensate composed of N identical bosons, excited by vibrational modes between pairs of
particles, oscillators (a')! exciting the pair (i,j) of particles with i,7 € {1,---, N} would
naturally be subject to the kind of Sy invariance we have considered here. This would
provide links between the theoretical application of partition algebras as considered here
with the phenomenological modelling of Bose-Einstein physics, e.g. along the lines of [120].

As a closing remark, we note that much of the initial study of the representation theory
of partition algebras Py (V) was done with physical motivations coming from classical sta-
tistical models (Potts models) where k is the number of lattice sites and N is the number
of classical states for each lattice site. The transfer matrix of the classical statistical model
plays a crucial role in these studies [72-74]. The present application of partition algebras
looks substantially different: we have quantum mechanical matrix oscillators, with matrix
size N possible values and k specifies the sector of quantum states with k oscillators acting
on the vacuum. Exploring potential dualities relating systems of the kind studied earlier
and the matrix quantum systems defined here is a fascinating future direction.
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A Matrix units and Fourier inversion from inner product

In this appendix we prove the results in section 3.3 on representation bases. We review
the construction of matrix units for semi-simple algebras closely following [84]. We focus in
particular on the partition algebras Py (/N) and the symmetrised partition algebras SPy(N).
The appendix is divided into four subsections. We start by discussing non-degenerate bi-
linear forms on algebras and how they define dual elements through (A.19). The existence
of dual elements allows us to prove orthogonality of matrix elements of irreducible repre-
sentations of Py (IV), as stated in (A.42). Orthogonality is essential for the construction of
matrix units of Py (V) using the Fourier inversion formula (A.43). Matrix units for SPy(N)
are constructed using branching coefficients, as in (A.54). Minor modifications to the con-
struction in [84], which defines a non-degenerate bilinear using the trace in the regular
representation of Py(IV), are necessary. In this paper, the physical trace relevant to the
inner product (3.31) and two point function, is a trace in Vg ¥ This induces minor changes
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to the basic formulas. The two traces are related in (A.13), through a so-called Q-factor.

A.1 Schur-Weyl duality and non-degenerate bilinear forms

The construction of matrix units for Py(N) relies on the existence of a non-degenerate
bilinear form on Py(N). The bilinear form used in [84] is defined using the trace in the
regular representation of Py(N). In this paper the physical trace, associated with inner
products, is a trace in Vf? K including a transposition as in equation (3.31). The aim of this
subsection is to prove that this trace defines a non-degenerate bilinear form as well. The
outline of the proof is as follows. The trace in the regular representation is related to the
trace on Vﬁk by the insertion of a central element. Given this relation, non-degeneracy of
the bilinear form defined by the trace on V]f?k follows by the non-degeneracy of the bilinear
form defined by the trace in the regular representation.

Let B = {b1,...,bp(k)} be a basis for Py(NN). The regular representation of Py (N) is
defined by the left action of Py(N) on itself. The matrix representation of b; is defined by
the structure constants ij

B(2k)
= > Clb. (A1)
k=1
Consequently, the trace in the regular representation can be written as
B(2k)  B(2k)
(bl) == Z CZJ] == Z COfo(bj, bl'bj), (A2)
j=1 =

where Coeff(b;, d) is the coefficient of b; in the expansion of d € P,(N) in the basis B.
For N > 2k, Py(N) is semi-simple (see [75, Theorem 3.27]) and therefore,

Gij = tr(bibj) (A3)

is an invertible matrix. We say that the trace in the regular representation defines a non-
degenerate bilinear form on Py(N) (see [75, Equation 5.9]). It will be useful to use the
following equivalent definition of non-degeneracy in what follows. A bilinear form on Py (N)
is non-degenerate if there exists no non-zero element d € P, (V) such that

tr(bid) =0 Vi=1,...,B(2k). (A.4)

The regular representation of Px(N) has a decomposition (see statements in proof of
[75, Proposition 5.7])

veee = P gy, (A.5)
A1

It follows that the trace of d € Pi(N) in the regular representation can be decomposed as

= Z trA1 (d) trAl Z Dim VPk(N M (d)’ (AG)
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Py (N)

where the sum is over all irreducible representations of P(N), Dim V'
A1

is the dimension
of the representation Ay and x™*! is the corresponding character.
The characters can be extracted from the trace by means of projection operators py, €
Pp(N),
tr(pa,d) = Dim VP'“(N) M (d). (A.7)

This can be seen as a consequence of character orthogonality (see [84, Theorem 3.8, Theo-

rem 3.9] ) .
B(2

> Dim Vit M 1) (G (by) = 544, (A.8)
hj=1

and the fact that projectors can be written as

Z Dim VMM (0,) (G750, (A.9)
1,7=1

where (G71);; is the inverse of the matrix G;; in (A.3). Alternatively, it follows from the
decomposition (A.5).

We now move on to the trace in Vﬁk . As we have reviewed in section 3.1, P,(N) = Endg, (Vﬁk)
when N > 2k, where End(ng) is the vector space of linear maps ng — ng and
Endg, (ng ) is the subspace of maps that commute with the action of Sy. Note that we use
the same symbol for elements d € P (N) and the corresponding element in d € Endg,, (V¥ F)
in what follows. It will be clear from context if d is acting on V]f?k .

By Schur-Weyl duality (3.34), the trace in Vﬁ?k decomposes as

Trvm ZDlm VSN M), (A.10)

where the sum is over the irreducible representations that appear in equation (3.34). Con-
sequently, we can relate the two traces by substituting (A.7) into each summand of (A.10)

Dim VSN
Aq im
It is convenient to define
Dim VASN
Q= wﬁm (A12)
such that equation (A.11) becomes
Trv®k(d) = tr(Qd). (A.13)

We can now prove that the bilinear form (—,—) : Py(N) x Px(N) — C given by
(bi, bj) = Trnggk(bibj) (A.14)
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is non-degenerate. We give a proof by contradiction. Suppose there exists a non-zero
d € Py(N) such that
(bi,d) =0, Vi=1,...,B(2k). (A.15)

From above, it follows that d is such that
(bi,d) = TrV]@ng(bid) =tr(Qbd) =0, Vi=1,...,B(2k). (A.16)
However, this implies that the element d' = dQ) € P,(N) is such that
tr(b;d) =0, Vi=1,...,B(2k), (A.17)

which contradicts the fact that the trace in the regular representation of Py (V) defines a
non-degenerate bilinear form.
It immediately follows (use proof by contradiction again) that the bilinear form given
by
<bi, bj> = TI'V]S?I@ (blb?) = Gij, (A.18)

is non-degenerate and g;; is invertible. The inverse matrix is used to define elements dual
to b; which we denote b

B(2k)
bi = > (g7 by (A.19)
j=1
Dual elements satisfy
(b7, bj) = dij. (A.20)

The dual elements are essential for proving orthogonality of matrix elements. The proof
also uses the following property of the bilinear form

(bi, biby) = (bibf, ,bj) = (b] bi, by). (A.21)

The first step uses (bjbk)T = bgb]T and the second step uses cyclicity of the trace.

A.2 Orthogonality of matrix elements

The matrix elements D;\é(bl) of irreducible representations of P, () are orthogonal. This is
a generalization of the corresponding orthogonality theorem for group algebras (see section
3.15 in [53]). As we will now prove, the definition of dual elements given in the previous
subsection is such that

B(2k) /
> DR Do (7)) o g 80 ™. (A.22)
=1

As we now prove, we can always choose irreducible representations satisfying

DAY(dT) = D3i(d), for d € Py(N), (A.23)
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where d” is as in (3.30). Starting from the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients C2 . for the

a,i1...0k
decomposition of Vﬁk and using Schur-Weyl duality, we identify the multiplicity index «
with an orthogonal basis for Vfl & (V) Specifically, define
A Ar, A, g1y
Do) = 32 Cabi iy, Coti g (33 (A24)

a

Here we are using the fact that Clebsch-Gordan coefficients for Sy can be chosen real [53
Section 7.14]. It follows that

Ay (T Ava  SALE Ty Ao A1,B A
D 1 d an 211/ gt ail zk(d )zi Zkk - an 211/ zk/Ca,%l...ik(d):i/ ka/ Dﬁolz(d)
a
(A.25)
Because the above bilinear form (A.18) includes a transpose, the symmetrisation theo-

rem (proposition 2.6 in [84]) is modified accordingly. Let C be a Dim Vf k(N) by Dim VP‘“(N)

matrix, and D™ (d), D*1(d) be two irreducible matrix representations of Py, (N) with dlmen—
sion Dim VA k() , Dim VPk (V) respectively. We have the following version of the symmetri-

sation theorem. The matrlx

B(2k)
Z DAl C’DA ((b:)T) (A.26)
satisfies
DM(d)[C] = [C]1DM(d), (A.27)

for all d € Pi(N). The proof is essentially identical to the original case,
DM (d)[C] = Z DM (dbi)CDM ((6;)") = > DM (3 (b5, dbi)b;) C DM ((0)F)
i J

_ Z DM (b)) DM (S (07)T (b5, dby))

i

= ZD“ b)CDY (S (65T (dTbr, bi)) (A.28)

= ZDAl bj)C DM ((d"b)T)
= [C]DA’I (d),

where in the third line we used the modified Frobenius associativity in equation (A.21).
By Schur’s lemma, [C] is proportional to the identity matrix if and only if A; = A} and
zero otherwise. For some constant ¢!,

[Clag = 6881 M6, (A.29)
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The LHS of equation (A.22) is equal to
Z (DAl(bi)EﬁpDAi((bZ)T)))m, = [Eﬁp]am (A.30)

where Eg, is the elementary matrix with 0 everywhere except in row 3, column p which
has a 1. It follows from the symmetrisation theorem (A.27) that,

A % ’
= D3 (b:) D3 ((09)") = (Bl = Clipdand™ ™, (A.31)

where Cé\; is a constant that a priori depends on the choice of elementary matrix. We now
show that it only depends on Aj.
Using the property

DAy(d") = DSL(d), (A.32)
we derive
C510000™™N = [Egylan Z Dy} 3 ((7)")

= Z DAL (T Doj (b)) = Z Dy 1007 (A.33)
= [Eoza]ﬂp = CﬁééﬁpéAlAi'

Going from the first line to the second uses (A.32). The RHS of the second line follows by
summing over b instead of b; (transposition maps B to B bijectively, this is particularly
clear in the diagram basis). Comparing the LHS of the first line to the RHS of the last line
gives

Chl = CMgg,, (A.34)

which proves equation (A.22).
The normalization constant C*! is important for constructing matrix units. We will
prove that
1
ch = — . (A.35)
Dim VN
1
The normalization constant is determined by contracting all the indices in equation (A.22).
Set A; = A], then
(Dim V *M)20M = ZD Z bi(b5)" (A.36)

and all that remains is to compute the element >, b;(b)T.
As we will now see,

B(2k) Dim VPk(N)
bi(b5)T =Q~ — M A37
Z ; DimeN P ( )
1 1
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where Q71 is the inverse of the element defined in equation (A.12). Using the relationship
(A.13) between the two traces we have that

tr (d Z bi(b’;)T) = Try ek (Q'd Z bi(b)")
- N -
= Z ~Ldb,, b7)

(A.38)
= Z Coeff(b;, 2~ 1db;)
=tr (Q_ld),
holds for all d € P,(N), from which it follows that
tr <d(z bi(b1)T — Ql)> =0, (A.39)
holds for all d € P,(NN). Since the trace in the regular representation is non-degenerate we
must have
B(2k)

bi(vH)T -t =o. (A.40)

i=1

Inserting this expression into equation (A.36) gives

Dim VP]C ()

(Dim v, M)2eh =3 phie ) =3 S 1 DM(pa)

SN
a AFN DlmVA’

Py(N)
Dim V, /*
= 7&\[5/\“\1 Dim VP’“(N) (A.41)
NFN Dim VA’
% (V)
_ DlmV Dim VPk(N)
Dim V[;S:N
1

which gives equation (A.35). To summarize, we have proven that

B(2k) N .
Z Dé\é(bi)Dm}((b?) )= mdﬁpdaaéAlAl- (A.42)
i=1

A.3 Matrix units for P,(N)

In this subsection we want to use orthogonality of matrix elements to show that

Quh = ZDlm Ve ) Dsa((69) )b, (A.43)

70



multiply like a generalized matrix algebra. That is,
QMLQpd = 6110 5,5,QA1. (A.44)

This is straight-forward given the results in the previous subsections. The proof goes as
follows. By definition we have

A . s . S * AL
QALQM = 37 Dim (V) Dim (V™) DAL (61) ) DA (5T i,
z s SNy A T\ HA T (A.45)

= > Dim(Vi) Dim(VM) DA ((67)") Derp (65)") (bibj., bi )b
1,7,k
where the second equality expands the product b;b; in the basis by using equation (A.20).
Using the modified Frobenius associativity (A.21) we have

. . * A k *
>~ Dim(VyY) Dim(Vi™) Dgd (67) ") D ((55)") (bib; b Yo
2,5,k
. . * A * *
= Y Dim(VyY) Dim(Vi ) D54 ((5)") D ((65) ) (b, b1 b7 b (A.46)
2,5,k
. . * A * *
= > Dim(Vy¥) Dim (VX ) D53 ((57)") Dp (3 (85" (b5 b 1),
ik J

where in the last line we have pulled the coefficient (b;, b7 b}) inside the matrix representation
(using linearity). This prepares us for the next step, where we use the fact that

>0 by, ) = (b 07)" (A.4T7)
J
which follows from (A.20),
S Dim(VI¥) Dim (VY ) DAL (61T Dag (32 (57)7 (b, b7 i) o
ik J
= 3 Din(V3) Dim(V) D3 (1)) Do (65 )b (A.48)
= 33 Dim (V) Dim (Vi) DAL ((0)T) Do ((6)T) D (b

ik 7

In the last line we can use orthogonality of matrix elements (A.42) to find

. . * A/ « A/
3> Dim(Vp) Dlm(VAS/lN)DQ;((bi )TV Do3 ((62)T) D3 (b: )by
ik Y
= > Dim(VyN)sh M 83050 Do ((57) 7 )bk (A.49)
P
- 5A1A,1 55PQ2¢177
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which concludes the proof.
Equipped with a matrix unit basis of Py(N) we use this to show

dQhb = DAy (d")@Q5 (A.50)

Expanding Qg}; on the RHS of this expression as per (A.43) we find
dQqh = > Dim (V) Dga ()T db

= Z Dim(Vy™) D54 (67)7) (dbi, bi )b}
ik

=" Dim(VN) DS ({dbi, by) (b)) b
i,k

= > Dim (V) Dia (0 d. b ) (6) ") by
i,k

= " Dim(VyN ) D5 (bF d)by,
k

= > Dim(Vy¥) D5} (0F) Do (d)bi
k

= DA (d")QM,. (A.51)

In the third line we have used (A.21), and in the fourth line we have used the following
property of the bilinear form

(dbs, br) = Tryee(dbib) = Tryer (0] (b5 d)T) = (b d, by ). (A.52)

For the sake of brevity we omit the analogous proof of the action of d on the RHS,

Qabd = QAL D2 (dT). (A.53)

A.4 Matrix units for SP,(N) and normalization constants

The matrix units for SP;(N) are constructed from Qgé using Branching coefficients.

A1 1 Pr(N)=C[Sk] 1Pk (N)—C[Sk]
A2 N Z Q 5 BAI; a—A2 p;]i BAII75—>A27P7 ;| (A.54)
a,B8,p

Branching coefficients are understood as follows. The partition algebra Pj(N) has a sub-
algebra (isomorphic to) C[S] (for example, see equation (3.20)). For any given irreducible

representation Vfl “N) there exists a basis where the action of C[Sk] € Pi(N) is manifest
and irreducible. That is, we consider the decomposition

v o @y y IS @ RN =Cls, (A.55)
Aotk
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On the LHS we have a basis

EM, ae{1,...Dim(V*M), (A.56)
where the representation of d € Py(N) is irreducible,
d(EN) =Y DL (d)ES. (A.57)
B

The RHS has a basis

A . C[s
BN pe {1 Dim(VEE)), (A.58)
. C[s .
e {17_,,,D1m(V,€k,£iV)_> [ k])}’

where p is a multiplicity label for Vj\i 56 40 the decomposition. We demand that the

representation of 7 € C[Sk] is irreducible in this basis,

A s A )
T(Exyp) = 2 Dag (1) Eny . (A.59)
q

where Dé\p? (7) is an irreducible representation of 7 € C[Sk]. The change of basis coefficients
are called Branching coefficients

Arp _ P(N)—=C[Sk] oA
EA217P - Z BAl,a%Ag,p;p Eal (A60)
(0%
The matrix unit property
A Al A A sA9 A, A
QN QN iy = 0NN 500500, (A.61)

of the SP;(N) basis follows from that of the Py(NN) units together with orthogonality of
At,p

Ag,p?
Ay Af _ Py(N)—=C[Sk] pPe(N)—=C[Sk] pPe(N)=C[Sk] nPe(N)—=C[Sk] HA1 AN
Qs @nby = 2 Bradtop Barsotops By arsngptw Bat5rsag, v QasQala
j’gﬂ;/
_ Pr(N)—CI[Sk] 1 Pe(N)—=C[Sk] pPr(N)—=C[Sk] »Pr(N)—=C[Sk] AN A1
- Z Ar,a—A2,pp BA1,5%A27P;V BAll7Oél—>A,27p’;u’BA’17ﬁ’—>A’2,p’;y’5 155Q’Qa5/
28,

= Pi(N)=CISk] pPu(N)=C[Sk] sA1A; 5A2A A
- BA1,0¢~>A2,p;ﬂ BAII75’—>A’2,p’;V’5 14 25pp'51//.1/ Qaﬁ’

a7p
B'.p
_ Pi(N)—=C[Sk] pPi(N)—=C[Sk] cA1 A cAsA’ Ay
- Z BA1,a~>A27p;“ BA/175/_>A/27P;V/5 19 25Vﬂ/Qo¢ﬁ’
a,8'p
!/ !/
= oMo, Qﬁ; '

(A.62)
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Going from the first line to the second we used the matrix unit property of Qg;‘j Going
from the second line to the third line uses orthogonality

P (N)—=C[Sk] pPr(N)—=C[Sk] _ cAsA!
Af,a%Az,p;ﬁ BAf,a%Aé,q;le =07 25PQ5MV (A63)
«a

Further, we prove equation (3.60) for the normalization of the two point function. The
orthogonality of matrix elements implies

M ngla) =Y DQ& Z Dw = 541N 4,4, (A.64)
i
We use this fact together with Schur-Weyl duality to compute Trv®k (ng)

Tryon(Qah) = > DimVEVx™(Qqah) = Y DimViNdass™ ™ = Dim ViV das. (A.65)
AFN AFN

Consequently,

Trvzgk (QA;#"/) o Z BAlvaﬁAQ,p NBAl B—A2,piv TrV@”“ (Qab)
a,B,p

A1,a—As,p; uBAl B—A2,p: ,0ap Dim 7%
o,B,p

=" 0ppOuw DIm VN = 4, Dim VN Dim V%,
p

(A.66)

where the last two equalities hold if and only if the branching coefficients are non-zero.
Finally, we check that this construction gives Sy invariant elements:

TQA2 T QA2 o for 7 € S. (A.67)

From the definition (A.54) and (A.50) we have

A Py (N)—C[Sk] 15 Pr(N)—C[Sk]
Qurw = D DIAMIQEBAY Ky pon Bas s> o - (A.68)

a,B,7,p

We re-write D%(T) by inserting the completeness relation

P, (N)—=C[Sk] pPr(N)—=C[Sk]
Z BAI;W—”\M Z BAI;N’%A’TP’I?M’ = oy, (A.69)
Agp' !
on both sides. This gives
A _ Py (N)—=C[Sk] A5 Py (N)—C[Sg]
D= X BROGSH DR @B,

ALp'p"
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Inserting this into (A.68) gives

A Ay pPr(N)—=C[Sk] 1 Pr(N)—C[Sk]
E Dy&(T)Q 1BA111C a%AQ,p}IZ BATﬂ%AmZLk
a,B,7,p

P (N)—C[S] P(N)—C Sk] BEe(N)—=CISk] g Fi(N)—ClSk]
Z Z BAmHA2 N T Dp 'p”’ (7 )BA1,0HA/2 /Qvﬁ Ar,a—Ag,pip BA17B—>A2,p,
a,B8,7,p Ab,p,p" !

_ P (N)—CI[S4] B ()~ ClS]
- Z Z BAI:,WHAQ p IZL Dp p’/( )5A2A’5 pOut MQ BAIfﬁ—”\?vp’ﬁ ’
Byvp Ay,p'p !

(A.71)
where we used completeness in the last line. Eliminating the Kronecker deltas by carrying
out the sums gives

. P (N)—C[Sk] HA A1 pPr(N)—C[Sk]
TQA?*“’ - Z BAIIC/YHAM? I;LDP;( )Q’YéBAI;,BﬁAz,p;If : (A.72)

Byv:p,p’

To finish the proof we follow the same steps for the right action: using (A.53) gives

Z QA1D Pp(N )%C[Sk}B w (N )%C[Sk]‘ (A73)

A2 T A17 —A2,p;u T A1,B— A2, piv
a,B,7,p

Inserting (A.69) and carrying out the sums yields

QMW= Y BYDy (b BT = 1ol L. (A.74)

A1,a—A2,p;p T pp’ A1,y—=Aa,psv
a,y,p,p"”’

which immediately leads to (A.67).

B Orbit basis

In section 3 we described two bases for the partition algebra P(N): a diagram basis and

a representation basis. Here we describe another basis, in terms of combinatorially explicit
linear combination of the diagrams from section 3.2. This basis is called the orbit basis [73].

In this appendix we describe this basis and show that it is orthogonal for any N and k. This
makes it a suitable basis to describe permutation invariant matrix quantum mechanics in
the N < 2k regime, a preliminary discussion of which concludes this subsection. A possible
future direction is to use the orbit basis to describe how the representation basis is modified,

in this regime.

As in the diagram basis, this basis is indexed by the set partitions Iy of {1,...,k,1’,... k'}.

These are partially ordered under the relation

7= if every block of 7 is contained within a block of 7/, (B.1)

in this case we say that 7 is a refinement of 7’ or equivalently that 7’ is a coarsening of .
Since we are already familiar with the diagram basis of P,(/V) we express the orbit basis in
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terms of the diagram basis using the above partial ordering

de =) T (B.2)

77!

with {x;|m € IIo;}. The diagram basis element d is a sum of all orbit basis elements
labelled by set partitions equal to or coarser than 7, for example

SRR BT et s ot ©a
We will continue to distinguish the diagram and orbit bases by drawing diagram basis
elements with black vertices and labelling them with the letter d, and drawing orbit basis
elements with white vertices and labelling them with the letter z. The transition matrix
determined by (B.2) is (o and is called the zeta matrix of the partially ordered set Ilox. It
is upper triangular, with ones on the diagonal and hence invertible.

The inverse of (o is given in [78]. It is the matrix o

™= Z M2k(7777rl)d7r’- (B4)

w7’

If # < 7’ and 7 consists of [ blocks such that the ith block of 7’ is the union of b; blocks

of 7 then l

pok(m, ') = T (=1)% 1 (b — 1)! (B.5)

i=1
For example, this gives the following expansion of the orbit basis element labelled by © =

{112[3[4}

e T e - NS X D
+2I\)+2L\'+2'\/I+2K\I—6IVI (B.6)

The orbit basis is orthogonal with respect to the inner product (3.31). We will prove,

(Tr|Tmr) = {‘G x| Napy 1 (2] = [2], (B.7)

0 otherwise.

where 7,7’ are set partitions of {1,...,k,1",...,k'}, Ngy=N(N —1)... (N —1+1) is the
falling factorial, |r| is the number of blocks in 7, and |G| is the order of the subgroup of
Si that leaves x, invariant. As was the case in the diagram basis, we note that

[[za]) = |zar) (B.8)

and use the RHS ket labels for the sake of notational efficiency.
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First consider the simpler proposition

Trvlgk (.%'ﬂ.%';;/) = N(\n|)57r7r’- (B.Q)

The proof of this follows from the definition (see section 5.2 in [78]) of z, acting on V5*

(l“w)z:l'"j’“' _ 1 if i, =iy if and only if a and b are in the same block of , (B.10)
Lotk 0 otherwise.
The trace is equal to
Tryon(@rzz) = 3 (za)it 5Y (@e)it 5 (B.11)
21...%%
i

Equation (B.10) implies

o o 1 if i, = 4 if and only if a and b are in the same
(ﬂ?w)zi/llk/ (fﬂw')ii';’“' = block of 7 and the same block of 7/, (B.12)
0 otherwise.

If 7 # 7’ two situations exist. Consider the set of all pairs (a,b) fora,b=1,...,k, 1", ... K
such that a and b are in the same block of 7. Since m # 7’ at least one of these pairs are
such that a and b are in different blocks of 7’. The second case is the reverse. Consider the
set of all (a, b) such that a and b are in the same block of /. Then 7’ # 7 implies that there
exists at least one pair such that a and b are not in the same block of 7. In that case, there

are no choices of i4, i, which satisfy the first criteria in (B.12). For example, take a,b to be
L7 ennlgy

ioin vanish if

in the same block of 7 but different blocks of /. The matrix elements (z)
Tqsedps

i1, vanish unless i # 4. Therefore, the product

iq 7 ip while the matrix elements (z)
identically vanishes,

(@r)iy 5 )iy 7Y = O ()i (B.13)
and
Tryen(Tnen) = Y (Tn)iy 3 Orm = S N(N = 1) (N = || +1). (B.14)
i,

The last equality is a consequence of (B.10). For example, consider the set partition 12|1'2".
The trace of zg)1/9/ is

TI'V]§)2 ($12|1/2/) = Z = N(N — 1), (B15)
i1=12713,i3=14

since we have N choices of indices for i1 and (N — 1) choices for i3 (for every choice of ).

The general case is analogous,
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We have N choices for the indices of the first block of w, N — 1 choices for the indices of
the second block and so on.
The inner product of two orbit basis elements of SP(N) is given by (3.31)

(Tr|zpr) = Z Trvlg?k(’yxwfy_le,). (B.17)
YESk

We re-write

Z 'WUW’Y?I = |Gx]| Z T, (B.18)
YESK )\E[ﬂ]
where the sum on the RHS is over the distinct elements in the Sy orbit of x,. Substituting
this into the trace gives

(Trlwm) = |Gal > Tryor(2rz) = |Gl > NjyOrnr =

{’GW’N(MD if [wﬂ—/] = [.%'ﬂ],
AE[7] A€[7]

0 otherwise,
(B.19)
where [z,] denotes Si symmetrisation as in equation (3.24).

For the majority of this paper we assume N > 2k in order to take advantage of the
many simplifications that occur in this limit. However, utilising results from the partition
algebra literature we are able to say something about what happens below this limit, in
which we expect to encounter finite N effects.

In the limit N > 2k the map from the partition algebra to EndsN(ng) is bijective.
When N < 2k this map acquires a non-trivial kernel (but remains surjective). Accordingly,
we expect a reduction in the size of the state space Hiny. This reduction is most easily
expressed in the orbit basis of P(NN). Theorem 5.17 (a) in [78] states that if N € Z>
and {xr|m € Iy} is the orbit basis for P, () then for k € Z>1, the representation @ v :
Py(N) — End(V$*) has the following image and kernel

im(®, y) = Endg, (V%) = spanc{®, y(zx)|7 € Ty, has < N blocks},
ker(®y n) = spanc{z;|m € Ily; has > N blocks}. (B.20)

Due to the bosonic symmetry of our theory we are actually interested in the map from
the symmetrised partition algebra SPy(N), defined in (3.24), to End(VF¥). To this end we
note that the definition of the kernel of ®; y given in (B.20) is Sy invariant. If one element
of an Sy, orbit is in the kernel then (B.20) tells us that the entire orbit belongs to the kernel
- the action of Sy does not change the number of blocks in a partition 7. The image and
kernel of this map are the following

1
im(®p n) = spanc{[b] = Z Yoyt b= ®p v (24), V7 € TIyy, with < N blocks},
" YES)

ker(®y ) = spanc{[xw]hr € Iy, m has > N blocks}. (B.21)

Therefore a state basis is given by |[x,]) for 7 having N or fewer blocks, this basis is
orthogonal for all N, including for N < 2k.
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The original statement (B.20) applies to multi-matrix theories in which observables are
constructed from distinct matrices - in this case there is no bosonic Sj symmetry to account
for. If a state in this theory is null then all states generated by the action of Si on this
state will also be null. The equivalent of (3.25) for the multi-matrix case is

)= > (@Y @D - (@) 10) = Tryeeld(a] © - @ af)] 0) (B.22)

KBTI
Ll yeenypet

in which we have k distinct oscillators and each element d in the full partition algebra Py (N)
corresponds to a unique state, instead of Sy, equivalence classes [d] € SP;(NN). We illustrate
with the following examples that under the map (B.22) elements d € P,(N) that are in the
kernel of ®; x label zero vectors in the Hilbert space H. For k =2 and N = 1 we see

1 1)=1] —\ﬁ>
- | Sbiedy - S| o

[ (af ab%(abﬂ 10)
=0 (B.23)

in the first line we have used (B.4) to express the orbit basis element in terms of the diagram
basis. Similarly, taking £ = 2 and N = 2 we have

C D=1 D- \ > DD+
[ - Z(ai)iﬁ(a;);i = S (aDitad)) = S (a)itad)i + 2> (a])i(a)):
1,5,k @] 7

i i
= 0. (B.24)

We can split the first term by imposing different restrictions on the ranges of the sum

IR DIEDILIDD (B.25)
1,7,k i=j=k i=j =k j=k i#j#k
jAk  k#T ki
Similarly, we can split the second, third and fourth terms
RS D3 (B.26)
i =i i

The terms in (B.24) cancel due to the equivalence of coarsening diagrams and restricting
summation ranges - adding edges to a diagram d € Py(N) is equivalent to evaluating the
original diagram d over a restricted summation range. Another way of saying this is that
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(B.2) and (B.25) encode identical expansions, in fact the five terms in each expansion give
equivalent contributions. Orbit basis elements label states in which the oscillator indices
are summed over the restricted range i1 # is # ... # i, where m is the number of
blocks in the orbit basis element. From this perspective it is easy to see that these states
must be zero when N < m as there are not enough distinct values in [1, N] to satisfy the
inequality defining the summation range. Contrastingly, the diagram basis produces states
corresponding to sums with unrestricted indices. Although at finite N there is a stark
difference between states in the orbit and diagram bases, at large NV the two descriptions
are equivalent.

Elements of SP;(N) are S, orbits on P, (N) and so states in 7—[1(53 are linear combinations
of states in H. If a state in H is labelled by a partition algebra element in the kernel of
¢y n, the state in 7—[1(53 generated by the action of S; on this zero H state will also be
zero. It is clear that if an element d € Py(N) produces a zero vector under (B.22) then

the equivalence class [d] € SPy(IN) containing that element d € P (N) also produces a zero
()

mv

dy = > ()i (@, @bk, 0) = Trpen(d(@h) ™) j0).  (B.27)

1yl
17 yennypt

vector under the map to H

We can also check that for suitably low values of IV the norm of the orbit basis states
vanishes. For z,, = we expect

(o]

<x7T1 |x7T1>|N<4 = Yzn xr, ‘N<4 =0 (B.28)

Indeed, substituting (B.6) into this expression gives

<x7T1|x7r1> = <d7r1|d7r1> - <d7r1|d7r2> - <d7r2|d7r1> + <d7f2|d7f2> +---—12 <d7r14|d7r15> + 36 <d7r15|d7T15>
— N(N — 1)(N - 2)(N - 3),

which is zero for N < 4.
Ga_ 0o
Similarly, we consider z,, = , which we expect to vanish for N < 3. This has a

[e]
diagram basis expansion

G_ 0o o __ o [
o o - ) ) a T/I o I\/: o o e + 2 m ’ (B29)
The norm of this state is

e__ o

wnler) = (7 ) - T eI

= N(N — 1)(N —2), (B.30)

which does vanish for N < 3. For a general orbit basis state z, we expect the norm to be
some polynomial in N which vanishes for any N < |x|.
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C Computing low degree matrix units

In this appendix we find the full set of matrix units for £ = 2 and the subset of multiplicity
free matrix units for £ = 3. These results can be reproduced using the accompanying Sage
code.

C.1 Degree two

As discussed in 4.3.2, we use the following elements of SP,(N) to distinguish the full set of
labels on matrix units Q Ao, The irreducible representation Ay - N is distinguished by

(N —2)(N —-3)—4 o« e
f2(2) — 2 I I + I *. I + >< +Nﬁ (C.1)

N Eh i e o
15 =5, (C.2)

and multiplicity labels p, v are distinguished by acting with

while Ay F k is distinguished by

=1 "+"1 (C.3)

on the left and right. It will be useful to know that T. 2(?1) is related to

y N(N-3), .
3 =+ (C.4)
since - -
Wei+1eT’ =1 "+ [+NW-3)] . (C.5)

2)

As we will now explain, the eigenvalues of T 2(71 uniquely determine the labels u, v by left
and right action respectively. For fixed A1, Ao the multiplicity labels correspond to basis

PQ(N)*)C[SQ]

elements for V, , appearing in the decomposition

~ S PQ(N)HC[SQ] PQ(N)HC[SQ]
Vi e Vv =(ViRY @ Vit @ Vil ™) @ (ViR @ Vi o Vv )@
SN P2(N)—>(C[S2] S Pg(N)—><C[s2}
(VR @ Vi @ Viei ) © (Vivtaz @ Vigd © Vilay iy )@ (C6)

SN S P( )—C[S2]
(V[NfQ,l,l] RV ®ViNiaha), [1,?})-

On the right hand side, TQ(? acts on the vector spaces V/i Q[g)_)C[SQ] with dimensions
o 1 2(V)=ClS2] 2(N)=C[Sa2] _ o (V) =ClS2]
Dim V[NQ] 2 72l — 9 Dim V[N 1 17[2} *' =2, Dim ‘/[1\?—1,177[1,1]2 =1
P2(N)—C[S Py(N)—C
Dim V2 o™ =1, Dim V2 =1, (C.7)
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)

We will find that T2(,21 has precisely as many distinct eigenvalues (in each subspace) as the
corresponding dimension.
To confirm that this is the case, note that T2(,21) acts on V22 as

_2(,21)(61'1 ® epy) = T2(1)6i1 ® €jy + &4y & T2(1)6i2 — N(N —3)ei;, ® €. (C.8)

It follows that the eigenvalues are directly related to the eigenvalues of Tz(l) defined in (4.34).
These are known by the decompsition

VN 2 VRN @ VRN, ), (C.9)

where TQ(I) acts on each summand by a normalized character. Using this on the left hand
side of (C.6) gives

~ S S S S S S S S
View Vie = (VY @ Vi) @ (Vi) @ Vitan) © (Vlan @ VRT) © (Vllan @ Vv n):
(C.10)
Consequently, the three distinct eigenvalues of TQ(? are (one for each summand, but the
vectors in the second and third space have the same eigenvalue)

xNN(T)
0 X o) (N - 3)= N(V - 1) - N(N —3) = 2N, (C.11)
Dim V[N]]v
[Nflvl}
X M) NN 3)= N(V—8) - N(N —3) =0, (C.12)
Dim V[NN—l,l]

XN(Ty) N XN LT
. S . S
Dim V[NIY Dim V[NN—LH

~N(N =3) = gN(N = 1)+ ZN(N ~3) = N(N ) = N
(C.13)

By decomposing (C.10) into Sy x Si representations we will see that the multiplicities
in (C.6) are uniquely associated with one of the above eigenvalues. We start by considering
the multiplicities of VSN ®@VS2. The representation VSN oceurs in the decomposition (C.10)

[N] 2] [N]
as subspaces
SN ~ 179 s s s S
Vi) 2 Vi) @ Vg and  ViRY C VY, 1@ VY ) (C.14)

The first subspace has eigenvalue 2NN, while the second subspace has eigenvalue 0 with

)

respect to T2(2 . Therefore, the two multiplicities are distinguished. Next we consider

multiple occurances of V[iN_ RIE The two spaces
S S S S
(VIR © ViRt ) @ (Vo @ VIVY) (C.15)
combine into representations of Sy x S as
S S S S
(Viviay @ Viat) @ (Vi © Vi) (C.16)
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Both of these spaces have eigenvalue N with respect to T2(,21)7 but they are distinguished by
(2)

their Sy representation (or equivalently eigenvalue of t; ). The symmetric part of V[iN_ 11] ®

Y/'[]‘S;,]\i 1] has a subspace

[N 11]®S[2] <V [N 11]®V[N 1,1 (C.17)

with eigenvalue 0. We have found that the two subspaces V[ 1 @ [5}2 are distinguished

by the eigenvalues N and 0 with respect to T2(71). The last two terms in (C.6) are multiplicity

free and uniquely determined by their eigenvalue with respect to T2(2),
In the Sage code, we simultaneously diagonalized all the operators by considering a
linear combination

T = aly® + 01l 4+ T 4 7", (C.18)

with a,b,c, f € R such that there is no eigenvalue degeneracy in 1. The superscript L
means left actlon and R means right action. An eigenbasis for T" will be a simultaneous
eigenbasis for {T 5 (2) , T 2(21) Tz(?l)’R}, which corresponds to a basis of matrix units. In the
implementation, these operators act on Py(IN), as opposed to SP»(N). The projection to
SP,(N) was implemented by adding a fifth operator PS72(N) to T'. The action of PSF2(1V)
ond € Py(N) is d — [d]. It commutes with all of the previous operators. This was useful
in practice, since elements in SP(N) will have eigenvalue 1 with respect to PS2(V) (the
orthogonal complement has eigenvalue 0).

The matrix units for £ = 2 are given below. The multiplicity labels have been chosen

to correspond to eigenvalues of T( 'L and Tz(i)’R as follows

1+ 2N,
2+ 0, (C.19)
3 < N.

The elements below have not gone through the final step of being normalized.

(Qaﬂ)n = . :, (C.20)
(Q{;\}[})Ql = —% : : + :\/:7 (C.21)

Q)5 = —%: AN+ (C.22)
(Q{gl_]l’l])?,s =- I + / \ I (C.23)
@ = - JZVT”.—NI DI I SN S-S

o
(ADRE I (C.25)
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pely A e 2e. 1 code .1 1
(Q[z} )32_N2 _N./\._NI +L\‘_N _N\ -/\I_No I’
(C.26)
1 1 e 1. “_»
(Q[é\}”)zz—N2 o P - (C.27)
[IN-1,1]y 4 2 e 1 1 1 2
Qp m=-m. Ltz Lt .—Nﬁ+m/+mm
1u 1 1.
_Nﬁ_NL- I::: -/‘I N2\ N m‘ I’
(C.28)
(IN-22]\ 1 . e 1L 1
(Q[Q} )22 (NQ—N)- +(N2—N) +2 I TN (C.29)
s +< 1 ) _< 1 >u_i
2N . N2_-_N/ e N2_N/ e N
1. 1 o« (-iN+1
Pl N () X

A ] RN X T e

For example,

(le)n(Qg])n = NQ(Q{;\F)u, (C.31)
and the properly normalized matrix unit is given by
(@)
E\fi]g' (C.32)

C.2 Degree three

For degree k = 3, we find the multiplicity free matrix units Qﬁ;, where Ay = [N —3,3],[N —
3,2,1],[N —3,1,1,1]. It is sufficient to use

SR el B el B ) B el | B B R
[+ [+ R+ 2K - [ﬂmz 1
ST i | b D R D I AR S O A AR

which distinguishes A;. The square brackets denote S3 symmetrization as in (3.24).
The multiplicity free matrix units for k = 3 are given below, where (N),, is the falling
factorial N(N —1)... (N —m+1),

Q[n 3 3]
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3(N)s

LI ]+
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3(N)

2(
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(C.35)

2Kl Rl )

o~ N e M E e Sl |
S I R B D R e M
IR

D The metric and its inverse

We would like to be more explicit about the form of the metric on Py(N) as well as its
inverse, defined by our inner product on observables

(04, 0a,) = > Try e (dyydd~=h). (D.1)
YESk
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We note that similar results hold for the metric on SPy(N). First of all we write an explicit
form for the metric. It was shown in [37] that in the large N limit the inner product on

normalised PIMOs o
@d S — (D.2)

N

factorises, and so the metric is given by a delta function at leading order

1+O0(1/V/N) if [di] = [do],

gd1d2 = <Od10d2>con = {0 i O(l/\/ﬁ) i [dl] £ [dg] (D3)

Furthermore, it was shown that the \/—% corrections are given by the inclusion of a second

term )
g =14+ Z NC(dIVdQ)_5(6(d1)+c(d2))Ed1d2, (D4)
di#£da

with Ey, 4, the matrix consisting of a 1 in the (dy,ds) position and zeros elsewhere. Setting

X = Z Nc(dlvdg)—%(C(d1)+c(d2))Edld2 (D5)
dv#da
we have
9*1:(]14_)()*1:]1—X+X2—X3+...- (D.6)

We now calculate the inverse metric for P; (V) explicitly. P;(N) is spanned by just two
diagrams

Pi(N)=Span{ ", ]}. (D.7)
Using our expression for off diagonal elements of the metric
Xpy(n) = Z NC(led2)—%(C(ch)JrC(d2))Edld2 (D.8)
d1#d2

we find the one independent element

N(VI)‘é(()+(D) — N(=1=3) = N3 (D.9)

and therefore

1
A 10 0 N7z
gy =1+ Xp vy = lo 11 ' lN% 0 ] (0

Substituting this into our equation for the inverse metric (D.6) we find The inverse is given

by
0 1 0 1
10 1 0

N[=
[N

0 1 + ...

LN l1 01 N

1|10 _
Ipi(N) = [o 1] - N
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(D.11)

(D.12)

—|

as

105 independent elements. Using Sage we find the metric is given by

As a further example we calculate the inverse metric for P»(N), which is spanned by

15 diagrams. We are interested in the off-diagonal elements of our metric and so we have

15(15—1)
2

— - =
| o

z, Z, Z Z ZZ

ool DI A = len ey —Hew

Lror o
NNNNNNNN

ool O e el e 9l ey
,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N
ool e e A Bl i enley
,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N
N 29I Gl el ol i ey
,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N
O 29I e A e 9l ey
,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N
i R SR S N DR SR
,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N
Al BRI

—

TTTTT A7
Zzzzzz oz
TTTT AT
Zzzzz  zz
I T
ZZzz  ZZz

T T
Zz =z zzzz

e o~ - - = = o~
I e N |
__),NN Z =z oz oz =
zZ
ST T T T T
bz T mzozozoz oz
+ R B (e B [ B o B [ B (S (]
= —

Lol
Z Z ZZ 2z Z 2

O N O e e e

Lol
Z 0z Z .z 2z 7z

—

e T T B (]
O Y E (-
2z ==z %

1
1
—1

N
N
N—l
N
N

T T
2=z

T T
2T 2z oz oz
TTT T
Tz zozozoz

R R R R D
,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N Z
R R R R
,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N
R R R R R
,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N
R R R I
,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N
IR SIe SOl 20l Ol N
,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N ,N
IR SIC I N e O

e
z z z =z z 27?2
L (3 I (S B [ M= [ las ] 3_21,‘
Lo

z z z 2z z 2z 2
T

LT
Zzzzz 2z
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—~
o
i

e

Inverting this metric directly gives

—3)

(N =N = 2)(

NZ_2N

NZ 2N

"
o Ziter i
z

(-N) = D)N?

=
=z
z
I
-
2
I
z
|
-
=
)
g
-
z
= e
|z =z 22222
LSS58 %8
z I
|

(D.14)
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D.1 First and second order corrections

The leading corrections to this are of order N =3 and occur precisely when do is obtained
from d; by removing a single edge (or vice-versa). We recognise this as a method of con-
structing the Hasse diagram for Px(N). Accordingly the leading order corrections to the
metric are given precisely by the elements dy,ds € Px(IN) that share a connection in the
relevant Hasse diagram. For example, the following is the Hasse diagram for k = 2

1 2

(D.15)

Indeed, every connection in this diagram corresponds to an N > element in dpy(v) and all

NZ elements of dpy(N) are given by a connection in the diagram. We call each row in the

Hasse diagram a level L; and index them by 4 - the number of connected components in

the partition diagrams on that level. For example I::I €Ly, L\: € Lo, e L3 and
o e

v € Ly.

.Ordering our basis according to the levels in the Hasse diagram we see that the metric
has block diagonal contributions from within any given level of the Hasse diagram. As the
leading order corrections are generated by d; and dy in different levels these occur outside
of the diagonal blocks. Everything we have said here about the metric applies equally well
to the inverse metric, as to first order this is given by

gi~1-X (D.16)
The N~ corrections to the metric are again easily described with reference to the Hasse

diagram. There are two ways in which we can get N~! contributions:
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1.

2.

For any dy,dy € L; if dy V dy € L;_1 then 9dy do = N—L

For and dy € L;, dy € L; 5 if di < do, that is if d; is contained within do, then
Gay., = N1 If d; and ds are incomparable then their inner product will be a larger
negative power of N as this incomparability will only reduce the number of connected
components of the merge of dy and d.

More generally for di € L;, do € L;_o, for n € Z* and d; < do we have

Gy dy = Neldivde) =5 (e(di)+e(d2)) — pp(i=2n)—§(i+i—2n) _ p—n (D.17)
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