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Abstract

In this paper, we consider an extended Kazakov-Migdal model defined on an arbitrary graph. The
partition function of the model, which is expressed as the summation of all Wilson loops on the graph,
turns out to be represented by the Bartholdi zeta function weighted by unitary matrices on the edges of
the graph. The partition function on the cycle graph at finite N is expressed by the generating function of
the generalized Catalan numbers. The partition function on an arbitrary graph can be exactly evaluated
at large N which is expressed as an infinite product of a kind of deformed Ihara zeta function. The
non-zero area Wilson loops do not contribute to the leading part of the 1/N-expansion of the free energy
but to the next leading. The semi-circle distribution of the eigenvalues of the scalar fields is still an exact

solution of the model at large N on an arbitrary regular graph, but it reflects only zero-area Wilson loops.
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1 Introduction

Wilson loops [1] are key objects to understand the non-perturbative dynamics of non-Abelian gauge the-
ories. Since the Wilson loop (and the Polyakov loop) is related to the potential between the (infinitely
heavy) quark and anti-quark, it is an important observable for approaching the quark confinement prob-
lem, which is one of the main subjects of the non-Abelian gauge theory.

The Wilson loops are the most general gauge invariant operators in non-Abelian gauge theory. In
fact, the gauge theory can even be reformulated in terms of the Wilson loops [2,[3]. It is therefore not
a coincidence that the simplest action of the lattice gauge theory is given by the plaquette variable,
that is, the smallest Wilson loop on the lattice. When the Wilson loop on the lattice is expanded in
terms of the lattice spacing, each term is expressed as a product of the field strengths of the gauge fields.
While the leading term of the expansion of the plaquette action gives the gauge kinetic term Tr F'2 in the
continuous theory, the expansion of larger Wilson loops begins with higher-derivative operators. Thus,
if we construct a general gauge invariant action on the lattice by adding up several Wilson loops, the
irrelevant higher-derivative terms do not contribute in the continuum limit in general and it is considered
to describe the non-Abelian gauge theories on the continuous space-time universally.

The so-called Kazakov-Migdal (KM) model [4] is a lattice gauge theory defined on the D-dimensional
lattice with the action,

SKM_NZTr{ =) () O(x + p)Uf (x )} (1.1)

=1

where U, () is a unitary variable living on the link extending from the site (vertex) z to the direction of
w and ®(x) is a scalar field in the adjoint representation of SU(N) living on 2. Remarkably, the effective
action obtained by integrating out the scalar fields of this model is the sum of all possible Wilson loops.
Furthermore, this model can be solved exactly at large N thanks to its simple structure [5/6]. Hence,
this model first attracted attention as a theory that can be solved at large NV and is expected to induce
QCD (more precisely, quantum “gluodynamics” without quarks) [7H13].

However, it has become clear that the KM model does not actually induce QCD [14H16]. The main
difficulty is that this model has an extra Zy gauge symmetryﬂ; U, (x) = wy(z)U,(x) so that w, (z)V =1,
which is not provided by Wilson’s lattice gauge theory [14]. Due to this symmetry, a natural operator
with finite expected value is not a single Wilson loop (Tr W (U)), which trivially vanishes, but the square
of its absolute value (| Tr W (U)|?). This is not the situation realized by the usual QCD. Despite various
efforts to circumvent this difficulty, there was no sign of QCD being realized in the continuous limit of
modified KM models [17H21].

Even if the KM does not induce QCD, however, this model is still an interesting matrix model in
its own right [22H27]. In particular, it is still true that the KM model counts all possible Wilson loops
on the lattice in the form of the square of the absolute value. In our previous paper [28], we proposed
a generalized KM model which is defined on an arbitrary graph, which is called the graph KM (gKM)

1For the gauge group is U(N), it becomes an U(1) center of the gauge symmetry.



model. We showed that, by tuning the parameters of the model appropriately, the partition function is
expressed as the integral of the Thara zeta function [29+31] weighted by unitary matrices on the edges of
the graph. The Thara zeta function is the simplest of the graph zeta functions, which counts all reduced
cycles on the graph. Correspondingly, we can explicitly write down the effective action of this parameter-
tuned model as a theory that adds up all non-zero area Wilson loops on a given graph. In particular,
we can evaluate the partition function exactly in the large N limit thanks to the large N factorization
of the Wilson loops and properties of the Thara zeta function, which becomes an infinite product of the
(normal) Thara zeta function in general. This result suggests that the graph zeta function will be useful
for the analysis of lattice gauge theory and that the gKM model will have important implications for the
knowledge of the zeta function at the same time.

In the present paper, we relax the condition imposed in [28] and consider the gKM model with two
parameter degrees of freedom. As mentioned above, while the Ihara zeta function counts only cycles
without bumps (backtrackings and/or tails), general cycles on a graph typically have bumps. A graph
zeta function that has been extended to count general cycles with bumps is known as the Bartholdi zeta
function [32] (see also [33]), which has two parameters that count the length of the cycles and the number
of bumps. The parameters of the gKM model considered in this paper can be related to these parameters.
We show that the partition function of the gKM model in this general case is represented by the integral
of the Bartholdi zeta function with unitary matrix weights on the edges.

The organization of this paper is as follows: In Sect. 2, we introduce the terminology of the graph
theory and review the basic properties of the IThara and Bartholdi zeta functions. We also propose a matrix
weighted Bartholdi zeta function. In Sect. 3, we introduce a generalized KM model on an arbitrary graph
(eKM model). We show that the partition function of the gKM model is described by the integral of
the weighted Bartholdi zeta function by unitary matrices on the edges. We explicitly write down the
two representations of the partition function that arise by changing the order of integration over the two
kinds of matrices; hermitian matrices on the vertices and the unitary matrices on the edges. We also
see the relation to the original KM model. In Sect. 4, we exactly evaluate the partition function of the
gKM model on the cycle graph at finite N. We see that the partition function is closely related to the
generating function of the generalized Catalan numbers. In Sect. 5, we exactly evaluate the partition
function of the model on an arbitrary graph at large N. The formulas developed in the previous paper [28]
play essential roles. We show that the leading of the 1/N expansion of the free energy starts from the
contribution of the zero area Wilson loops. We discuss the relation to the conventional large N analysis
of the original KM model. Sect. 6 is devoted to the conclusions and the discussions. In the appendix, we

give proofs of Amitsur’s theorem and an important identity used in Sect. 2.

2 Graph zeta functions and their extensions

2.1 Thara and Bartholdi zeta function

Let us begin with an explanation of graph theory terminology. Suppose G is a connected directed graph

that has ny vertices and ng edges. Let us denote the set of vertices and edges as V and E, respectively.



A directed edge is written by a pair of vertices e = (u,v), where u = s(e) and v = t(e) the “source” and
“target” of the edge arrow of e, respectively. A reversed arrow edge for e is called the inverse of e and

denoted by e~! = (v,u). We combine the set of the edges with their inverses as

Ep={esa=1,-- 2ng} ={e1, - ,eng,e] - e 1 }. (2.1)

'ng

In other words, Ep is the direct sum of the set of edges F and their inverses E~'; Ep = E® E~1.

A path P = (ey, - ,ex) (eq € Ep) is a sequence of the edges which satisfies t(e,) = s(eqr1)
(a=1,---,k—1), where k is called the length of the path P which is expressed as |P|. If two paths
P = (e1,---,ex) and P’ = (e),--- ,e)) satisfy t(er) = s(e}), we can construct a new path of length

k + 1 by connecting as PP’ = (e1--- ,ex, e}, -+ ,€;). A backtracking of P is a part of P which satisfies
e;il = eq4.

When a path P = (e, -, ey) satisfies s(e;) = t(ey), P is called a cycle of length k. A cycle C is
called primitive when C satisfies C # B" (r > 2) for any cycle B. A cycle C = (e1, - ,eg) is called
tailless when e,;l +# ey, which is equivalent to that C? has no backtracking. Backtracking or tail is also
called bump, and the number of bumps of a cycle C is denoted by b(C').

Two cycles C = (e1,--- ,ex) and C' = (e},--- ,e}) are called equivalent when e, = e, for some
integer . We denote the equivalence class including a cycle C as [C]. A cycle C is called reduced when
C has neither backtracking nor tail. We also denote the set of representatives of the equivalence classes
of all kinds of cycles containing bumps by [P], and we denote the set of representatives of the equivalence
classes of reduced cycles by [Pg| C [P].

The Ihara zeta function [2931] associated with a connected graph G is defined as

o) = ] L (2.2)

—IC]
cep 1 T4

Noting that, if C is a primitive cycle, C~! is also a primitive cycle with the same length as C, a set of
the equivalence classes of the primitive cycles of length ¢ can be decomposed into HZ‘ UII, , where II,;
is the set of the inverse of the elements in HZ‘ such that II, = {C’fl\C € HZ)'}. Since these sets H; and
II, have the same number of elements by definition, namely |II/| = [II, |, the Thara zeta function (2.2
can be rewritten as

1;[ 2|H - (2.3)

In the following, we call the element of HZ' as the equivalence class of chiral primitive cycles of length ¢

and write the set of the equivalence classes of all chiral primitive cycles as

m =’ (2.4)
=1

We can further rewrite (2.3) by using the identity (1 — z)~' = exp(>.°°_, Z—). Since any reduced

m=1 m
cycle is represented by a positive power of a primitive cycle C' and the equivalence class [C"] (n € N)



has |C| different elements, the Thara zeta function (2.2 can be regarded as a generating function of the

number of reduced cycles;

Calg) = exp (Z ]qu’“> : (2.5)
k=1

where N} is the number of the reduced cycles of length k.
Although we have considered only reduced cycles so far, we can define a function that counts up all

cycles containing the bumps as
1

Calg,u) = H W: (2:6)
CelP]

where the product is taken over the equivalence class of all the cycles including bumps. This function
is called the Bartholdi zeta function associated with a connected graph G [32]ﬂ Note that, if we take
u = 0, the Bartholdi zeta function reduces to the Ihara zeta function;

Cc(q,u=0)=(c(q)-

Tt is remarkable that the Bartholdi zeta function (and thus also the Thara zeta function) is represented
as the inverse of a polynomial, even though the graph generally has infinitely many equivalence classes
of cycles. The key is the following theorem [341|35] (see Appendix |A]for a proof):

Theorem (Amitsur). Let us consider “letters” 1,--- ,k and call a sequence of the letters a word.
In particular, we call such a word that cannot be written as a proper power of a shorter word
“primitive”. We call two words wy and ws equivalent when wy is obtained by a cyclic rotation of

the letters of wi. We then denote the set of the representatives of the equivalent primitive words L.

For square matrices Xu,- - , Xi, we define X, = X;, --- X;, corresponding to a word w. Then the
identity;
det(1—X; —---— X)) = H det (1 — X,,)
weL
holds.

In particular, the following corollary is useful:
Corollary. Let X be a square matriz of the block form,
X1 X
X1 o Xk
where X;;’s are also square matrices of the same size l. For a word w = i1 ---i, € L, we define
X = Xiyin Xigig - X Xi iy -

In—1%n

2See also [33] for a generalization.



Then the identity,
det (15 — X) = [ det (1, — Xu) ,
wel
holds.

To rewrite the Bartholdi zeta function (2.6 (and the Ihara zeta function (2.2)), we define 2ng X 2ng
matrices W and J whose elements are defined by
1 if t(e) =s(e) and e~ #e 1 ifel=e

Wee/ = 3 Jee’ = ) (27)
0 others 0 others

where e, e’ € Ep, which are called the edge adjacency matrix and the bump matrix, respectively. Using
these matrices, we now consider a combination of the matrix W and J as X = ¢(W +u.J) whose elements

are given by
qWee’ e 7é e_l

Xeer = unee/ e =el.
0 others
For any cycle C' = (e, - ,eg), which is not necessarily primitive, we can uniquely assign a sequence of

the elements as X¢ = Xe,e, - Xep_jern Xewer = q|C‘ub(C). Since X¢ is common for the equivalence class

of the cycle, by restricting the cycles to primitive cycles, we can write the Bartholdi zeta function as
Colgu)= [T @=Xe).
Ce[P]

Since we can identify the cycles with the words made of the edges, this is precisely the situation to use
(the corollary of) Amitsur’s theorem. We can therefore write the Bartholdi zeta function (2.6)) as the

inverse of a polynomial of ¢ and u as announced as
Calg.u) = det (Lan, — (W +ud)) ™ (2:8)

Of course, by setting u = 0, the same can be concluded for the Thara zeta function (2.2)).
The expression ([2.8]) is sometimes called the edge Bartholdi zeta function because it is described
through matrices W and J that characterize the relation among the edges of the graph. Apart from this

expression, there is another expression focusing on the relation among the vertexes;
—(ng—n —1
Ca(gu) = (Lny — (1= w)?¢®) """ det (1, —gA+ (1 —w)P(D - (1—w)ly,)) ", (29

where D is the diagonal matrix defined by D = diag, ¢y (deg(v)) and the matrix A is a square matrix of

size ny called the vertex adjacency matrix defined by
Apy = Z 5(,,)1,/)7&. (U,U’ € V) (210)
eckEp

In this paper, we will give a proof of the equivalence of (2.8) and (2.9 as a corollary of the similar
equivalence of the matrix weight Bartholdi zeta function introduced soon below.



2.2 Matrix weighted Bartholdi zeta function

We here consider to put an invertible K x K matrix X, to each edge e of the graph. We assume that the

matrix on the inverse edge e~ ! is the inverse of the matrix on the edge e;
X=Xt (2.11)
For a cycle C = (e;, - - - €;, ), we assign a matrix,

Xo=Xe, X

e, €ip "

We then propose an extension of the Bartholdi zeta function,

Calgu; X) = [ det(ix —¢“u " xo) 7, (2.12)
Ce[P]
which we call the matrix weighted Bartholdi zeta function in the following. The matrix weighted Bartholdi
zeta function is an extension of the weighted Bartholdi zeta function defined in [36},37] where the
weights on the edges are supposed to be c-numbers. Note that it becomes the matrix weighted Thara zeta
function introduced in [28] by taking u = 0.

Suppose a cycle with backtracking as C = Piee 'P,. Then the matrix X& reduces as Xz =
Xp, XeXe-1Xp, = Xp, Xp, because we have assumed X.-1 = X_!. The same reduction occurs also
for tails when X4 is included in the determinant as (2.12)). Repeating this reduction, the matrix X
finally reduces to the matrix associated with a reduced cycle. In general, a reduced cycle is a positive
power of a primitive reduced cycle C. We then denote the set of representatives of primitive cycles that
are equivalent to C* (k € N) after eliminating the bumps by [B(C*)] C [P]. We also denote the set of the
representatives of primitive cycles that reduce to a point (vertex) by eliminating the bumps by [By] C [P].
From the consideration above, X for C € [B(C*)] reduces to X£ and thus we can rewrite as

ol w; X) =Valgw)™ ] H [T det(1x —¢Club@xE)™", (2.13)

Ce[Pr] k=1 C¢[B(C*)]

where

1

Valgu) = []

CelBo)

(2.14)

We can further evaluate it as

N N 1 N ~
H H det (lK - q'C‘ub(C)Xé) = exp Z (¢!“1ub©ym | Tr(XE™)
k=1Ce[B(C*)] k=1m=1 Ce[B(Ck)]

o0 1 N .
- (k (gl O)E | Te(X )
n
B0

g

= exp

n

= exp



where we have used the identity,

n

Sk S @@y ) =[S gl @ ) (2.15)

k|n CelB(CF)] Ce[B(C)]

which is proven in Appendix [Bl Therefore the matrix weighted Bartholdi zeta function is finally written

as
Gl u X) =Volguw® [[ e (Zﬂ?(qfﬂ(x(@)), (2.16)
C€[Pr] n=1
where i i
folguy= Y ¢, (2.17)
Ce[B(C))]

This expression plays an essential role in evaluating the partition function of the KM model in the
following section.

We note that the matrix weighted Bartholdi zeta function can be further rewritten as
Calgu; X) =Volgw) ] det(lx — folgw)Xe) ™,
CE[PR]

which can be regarded as an extension of the Ihara zeta function in the sense that we count rather
fc(gq,u)X e not ¢I€! for a primitive reduced cycle C.

2.3 Determinant expressions of the matrix weighted Bartholdi zeta function

As same as the original Bartholdi zeta function, the matrix weighted Bartholdi zeta function (2.12)) can
be expressed as the inverse of the determinant. This is achieved by extending the edge adjacency matrix
and the bump matrix (2.7) as

Xe ift(e)=s(e’)and et #£e X, ifel=e
(Wx)eer = , (Ux)eer = : (2.18)
0 others 0  others

Repeating the discussion above the equation ([2.8)), we can show that the matrix weighted Bartholdi zeta
function can be written as

Cog,u; X) = det (Logny — q(Wx +udx)) ", (2.19)

as a direct result of Amitsur’s theorem.
We can further show that, as same as (2.9)), the matrix weighted Bartholdi zeta function can be
expressed through the matrix weighted vertex adjacency matrix of the size Kny,

(AX)UU’ = Z Xe 6(1},1}’),57 (220)

ecEp



as
—K(ng—n —1
Calgus X) = (1= (1=w2g®) 7" 7™ det(1xn, —gAx + (1= we* (D — (1 = u)lgn,)) ", (2:21)
where D has been redefined as
D,y = deg(v)dyp 1k . (2.22)
Let us prove it by using the strategy described in [38] (see also [28]): Firstly, we define matrices Sx
and T'x of size ng X ny whose elements are square matrices of size K;
X7t if v =s(e) X. if v=t(e)

’ (TX ) ev
0 others 0 others

(SX)ev

We also define S = (Sx)|x=1 and T = (Tx)|x=1. Then we can easily show
STy +TTSx = Ax, STS+TTT=D.

Using these matrices, we define

lrn, gST qT™ (1- t2q2)1KnV 0 0
L=|-tqS+Tx (1—-1t2¢*)1xn, 0 , M= tqgS — T'x 1rn, 0
—tqT + Sx 0 (1 —12¢°)15kn, tqT — Sx 0  1xn,
After a straightforward calculation, we obtain
1kny — qAx +1¢*(D — tlgn,) qS” qT"
LM = 0 (1 —1t2¢*)1kn, 0 ,
0 0 (1 - t2q2)1KnE
(1—12¢*)1gn, q(1 —t2¢*)ST q(1 —2¢®)TT
ML = 0
(Logng —a(Wx + (1 —t)Jx)) Q2kn, — tgJx)

0
Using det(LM) = det(M L) and det (1axy, — tqJx) = (1 — t2¢*)5"E | we find
(1—t2¢*)*5"# det (1gn, — qAx +t¢*(D — tlkp,))

and can conclude (2.9) by setting ¢ = 1 — u. Note that the assumption (2.11) is required in this compu-
tation.

3 Graph Kazakov-Migdal model and Bartholdi zeta function

3.1 The partition function of the graph Kazakov-Migdal model as Bartholdi

zeta function

The KM model [4] is a lattice gauge theory with the gauge group SU (V) which is originally defined on the
D-dimensional square lattice with the action (1.1). We can naturally extend it to a model on the graph.



Suppose that a Hermitian matrix ®, and a unitary matrix U, € U(N) live on each vertex v € V and
each edge e € E of a given graph G, respectively. If we consider gauge invariant operators of quadratic
in ® as in the original KM model, we can consider Tr ®2 for each vertex v and Tr CI)S(e)Ueq)t(e)U;f and
Tr ((bi(e) + @f(e)) for each edge e. Therefore, if we assign global coupling constants to these operators,
the most general action is given by

S=Tr {TZ% RS (g (qﬁ(e) + ‘Pf(e)) - (I)s(e)Ueq)t(e)UeT)}

veV [
1 2 2
=Tr {2 Z (mo + qr degv) O] Z Tr @S(e)UeCI)t(e)U;r} . (3.1)
veV ecE

In the following, we fix the parameters r and mg by using an additional constant u as r = ¢(1 — u) and
m3=1-¢*1—-u)?

1
Sexcn = Tr {2 ;/(1 —?(1—u)? + ¢*(1 — u) degv)®? — ¢ ;ﬂ@s(e)Uecbt(e)UeT} , (3.2)

in order to see a connection to the Bartholdi zeta function soon later. Although this parametrization
is not the most general one, the action reproduces the action of the original KM model by
setting the graph G to the D-dimensional square lattice and tuning ¢ and w appropriately. We call the
model with the action the graph Kazakov-Migdal (gKM) model. Note that the model considered
in [28] is obtained by setting u = 0.

We next consider the partition function of the gKM model,

Zgxn = / [T a2, [] dve e #Sexn (3.3)

veV ecE

As discussed in [4] (see also [28]), there are two different representations of the partition function Zgxm
depending on whether the scalar fields ®,, is integrated first or the gauge fields U, is integrated first. Let
us first consider the case of integrating the scalar fields ®,, first. The action (3.2)) is bilinear in the scalar

fields ®,, and can be written as
1
SgKM = iq)vﬂ (]-nvN2 —qAy + (]2(1 — u)(D — (1 — u)anNz))an,b Dy, (34)

where a,b = 1,--- , N? and Ay is the adjacency matrix given by (2.20) with X, = U, ® U] and D is the
degree matrix defined in (2.22)). The matrix that appeared in this expression is the same as the one that
appeared in the vertex representation of the matrix weighted Bartholdi zeta function (2.21). Therefore

10



the integration over the scalar fields @, in the partition function yields

§nvN
ZogKM = (?) / H dU, det( nyN2 — Ay + ¢ (1 —u)(D—(1- u)lnv))

ecE

(NI

%nVNz
_ (%) (1— (1 —u)?g?)3 - ”V)NQ/HdU Calg, usU)’?

eckE

2

2T v N 9 9\ 1( N2 N
B ( ) (1= (1 =)z IN V(g u) =

/HdU [ S dfetan T pe(u)™® (3.5)

eceE Cellt

where Cc;(q, u; U) is the matrix weighted Bartholdi zeta function with X, = U, ® U} and we have
used | in the last line. We note that, usmg the left-right invariance of the Haar measure [] . d

in and the gauge invariance of the action , we can fix U, = 1 on the edges of a spanning tree
of the graph G, that is, a subgraph of G that contains all the vertices of G and has no cycles.

3.2 The dual description of the partition function and a relation to covering
graphs

We next consider integrating over the gauge fields U, first. To this end, we need the so-called Harish-
Chandra-Itzykson-Zuber (HCIZ) integral formula [39];

/dU grravpyt _ GIN +1) deti (etaibs)
2 A(@)AR)

where U is a unitary matrix of size N, dU is the Haar measure of U(N) normalized as [dU = 1,

(3.6)

GIN+1) = HNll t! is the Barnes double gamma function, A and B are Hermitian matrices whose
eigenvalues are (aq,---,an) and (by,--- ,by), respectively, and A(a) and A(b) are the Vandermonde
determinant with respect to A and B, respectively;
A= J[ (@-a), a®)= J[ G-b)
1<i<j<N 1<i<j<N
We apply the formula to the partition function of the gKM model . Since the integrand
includes only the eigenvalues of the Hermitian matrices ®,, we also use a mapping from the matrix

integral to the integral over the eigenvalues (see e.g. [40]),

(27r) e
[ /qum (4).
for a Hermitian matrix ® with eigenvalues ¢; (i =1, -+, N). We then obtain
gKM — N/ ( H d¢v,i> < H A 2 deg v’ ) Z sgn (gl e o'nE)67%¢v,i(D0)vi;v’j¢v’,j ,
veV i=1 v eV 01, ,0n g ESN

(3.7)

11



wher
ere N(N-—1)
2 nv

G(N+1)"2~™  (21)

Ny e

and
(Deuiars = (14 (1= w)g?(degv = (1 = ) )duwrbss = ¢Auur (31 () + Sirur )+ (3:8)

29 (e
with the vertex adjacency matrix A given in .

It is remarkable that the matrix is the matrix appeared in the vertex representation of the
Bartholdi zeta function corresponding to a covering graph of G: Imagine that N copies of the
graphs G are stacked with their vertices aligned. We label the vertex v of the i’s layer as (v,4). Let
(v,v") be an edge of the original graph G, and we consider to reconnect the N vertices above v and
v’ by edges in a one-to-one relationship. If we connect the vertices in the same layer (v,4) and (v',1)
(i=1,---,N) for all (v,v') € E, it becomes simply N copies of the original graph G. Instead, we can
connect vertices in different layers, (v,i) and (v',j) (¢ # 7). In this case, by making such recombination
on every edge, we can create a graph that is different from G, which is called a covering graph of G. Note
that the obtained covering graph is disconnected in general. Since which layers are connected at edge e
is specified by the permutation of IV, the vertex adjacency matrix of the covering graph is expressed as a
direct product of the vertex adjacency matrix A of the original graph and elements of Sy. It is exactly
the one that appeared in the second term of (3.8). From the construction, the degree of the vertex (v, 1)
of the covering graph is the same with the degree v of the original graph G. Therefore we see that
is exactly the matrix that appeared in the vertex representation of the Bartholdi zeta function for
the covering graph.

We note that there is a residual gauge symmetry in the expression to permute the eigenvalues of
D, as ¢yi = Gy 7, (i) DY V1, € Sn, which transforms the permutation o, on the edge e as o, — Ts(e)TeTt(e)-
Therefore, we can fix this gauge by setting the permutations on the edges of a spanning tree of the graph
as 0, = 1. This symmetry corresponds to the freedom to swap permutations that create the same covering

graph. We will see it in a concrete example in the next section.

3.3 Graph Kazakov-Migdal model on a d-regular graph

We next restrict the graph to a d-regular graph, that is, a graph where each vertex has the same degree
d. In this case, the action of the gKM model (3.1)) can be written in the same manner with the original

KM model (1.1)) as
2
m Z 2 Z
SgKM = qTr{ 9 CI)U - (I)s(e)Ue(I)t(e)U;r} ) (39)

veV eck

2 is related to the parameters ¢ and u as

where the mass parameter m
m?=q ' +q((1 —u)d—(1—u)?). (3.10)

Note that, although ¢ can be absorbed into 8 in the definition of the partition function (3.3]), we have
kept it to make the relation to the original parametrization clearer.
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In this parametrization, we can write the partition function as

o \ 2N _1
ZekM = (W) / H dU, det (lnsz — m_QAU) 2

-

eck
27_‘, %nVNz 72]6 5
= <W) /HdU exp Z L TI'AU
eck
2\ 1. & m2k 2
=\ Gom2 /HdUe exp 52 - S TP, (3.11)
am ecE k=1 |C|=k

where we have used the fact that Tr A, counts all Wilson loops with length k and the summation of the
cycles in the parenthesis of the last line runs over all cycles with length k. Since any cycle can be written
as a positive power of a primitive cycle and the set of the representatives of primitive cycles [P] can be

decomposed into [By] and [B(C7?)] (C € [Pg], j € N), we can estimate the expression in the parenthesis
as (see also Fig. [1])

1 e m—2k:
EZ - > T Po(U))]
k=1 |C|=k
1 I i Tol
-5 |C|Zm1|0| |Tx P (U)]
ce[pP] 1=l
N2 =210 o ., —2l|C] .
D I ST DD M D S LV
Ce[Bo) I=1 Ce[Pr] i=1 Ce[B(CI)] =1
9 i i n
:_N7 log (1_m—2|0\> Z Z Z m—2ICI ‘TI“PC(U)H 2’
CelBo] €[Pr]n=1 CelB(C)]

where we have used the fact that the equivalence class of the cycle C! (C € [P]) has |C| different elements
in the first line and we have repeated the same calculation above (2.15)) to obtain the last line. We can

then rewrite (3.11)) as

or 2 < 1
ZgKMz(Bq;Q> Va(m™2,1)F /HdU exp [ DD ~felm ) TPy |

e€El Celllt] n=1

(3.12)
where Vg(q,u) and fo(q,u) are defined in (2.14)) and (2.17)), respectively.
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V12

V11

Vg

U1

(a) The zero area Wilson loop on a cycle in Bo. (b) The non-zero area Wilson loop on a cycle in

B(C).

Figure 1: Examples of the Wilson loops on the cycles with branches and bumps. The Wilson loop on the
cycle (a) reduces to a point (vertex) and Po(U) = 1 since UUT = 1 on round trips over the edges. For
the same reason, the Wilson loop on the cycle (b) gives the same contribution to the Wilson loop on the

cycle C = (ey, ea, €3, e4, €5) without branches and bumps (dashed cycle).

Comparing this expression to (3.5]), we obtain non-trivial identities satisfied by d-regular graphs:

(qm®) ™" Va(m™2,1) = (1 — (1 —u)*¢*)"" "V Vg(q,u),

-2 (3.13)
fC'(m 71):fC(Qau)'
In particular the relation Vg(q,0) = 1 and feo(q,0) = ¢/€! yields the identities,
-\ =1 N
[T (- +@=00) = ((1+@- g0 -g))".
cetl ] (3.14)
Yo @+ (d=1)g) 1=
Ce[B(C)]

4 Exact partition function of the graph Kazakov-Migdal model
on cycle graphs at finite N

In [28], the integral (3.7)) with u = 0 for the cycle graph C,,, that is, a connected graph that has n vertices
and n edges and degv = 2 for Yv € V, was evaluated exactly at finite N. In this section, we show that

the same can be performed for the gkKM model in general parameters.

14



Figure 2: A cycle graph C,, with n vertices and edges

4.1 Evaluation by unitary matrix integral

Let us first evaluate the Bartholdi zeta function for C,, using the expression ([2.9);

CCT,, (qa 'LL) = (det Mn)71 ;

where the matrix M,, is defined by

2\ 2
1+ (1-u?)g —q 0 —q
—q 1+ (1—u?)g? 0 0
M, = (n>3)
0 0 1+ (1—u?)g? —q
—q 0 —q 1+ (1 —u?)g

It is straightforward to evaluate the determinant and the result is

n

Genlan) = ()t —€ (g u?)

where &4 are the solutions of the quadratic equation 22 — (1 + (1 — u?)¢?)z + ¢® = 0;

Elgu) = 5 (14 (1—w)g? £ /T 201 + ) + (1 w2)oq ).

(4.4)

We next evaluate the partition function Zgkw for Cy, by using the expression (3.5)). Since excluding the
edge e = 1 from C), yields the spanning graph of C,,, we can fix the gauge by setting U =---=U, =1
and the gauge field remains only on the first edge e = 1. We then denote U; = U in the following. The
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matrix weighted Bartholdi zeta function (¢, (¢,u;U) in this gauge can be computed by using the same
technique deriving (4.3| asE|

Cola,u;U) = det(Co, (a,0) My + 2~ U UT = UT 0 U)g")

2 —2
=& (g0 det (1 — g7 (g ) U R UT)|
_ €+(q7u)fN2n62 S @ e (qu) TR T U 7 (4.5)

where we have used (¢, (¢, u) is expressed as (4.3]). Substituting (4.5) to we obtain

2

Xn JE. _ N1
Zoor= () etaw I (- e ™) (46)
=1

where we have used the formula obtained in [28],

oo gt A
/dUeEk:I T UR? H 11— qi , for |q| < 1. (47)

=1

Note that it is easy to see £1(¢,0) = 1, which reproduces the result obtained in [28§].

4.2 Derivation using the covering graphs

We can derive (4.6)) also from the dual expression (3.7). In this case, the Bartholdi zeta functions of the
covering graphs play an important role instead of the unitary matrix integral.
For G = C,,, we can fix the gauge by setting ce—y = - -+ = 0e—, = 1 and we write o7 = 0. Then the

partition function (3.7) becomes a summation of Gaussian integrals,

N(N-1)

Zgkm = %@—NWU/ (H Hd% 1) Z sgn (o)™ 2901 (Po)viur b0 s (4.8)
“BT g o=l i=1 oSN
As mentioned below , D, is the matrix that associated with the Bartholdi zeta function of a
covering graph of C),. In this case, the recombination of the edges occurs only at the edge e = 1 by the
permutation o. The permutation is a product of cyclic permutations in general and the elements of Sy
can be classified by a conjugacy class labeled by the number and the lengths of the cyclic permutations,

i

that is, a partition of N. Let us write a partition of N as A = (I7**,--- ,I"") where m; is the number
of the cyclic permutations of the length [;. From the construction, a cyclic permutation of the length [
connects [ layers of C, in turn which yields a cyclic graph Cy,. Therefore the covering graph appeared

by a permutation ¢ in the conjugacy class labeled by A is (Cpy, )™ @ - -+ @ (Cpy, )™ and we see

(det D,) H Con, (g, u)™ . (4.9)

3In this computation, we have also used % 27, (2(] +¢o,, (q,u) \/CC“ (q,u)~2 +4q"¢c,, (q,u)~ ) =¢4i(qu)™ ™.
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Recalling that there are N!/z, elements in the conjugacy class labeled by A with
o= [[mal i, (4.10)
i=1

and the signature of the permutation is written as sgn o = [[/_, (=1)&=Dm = ()N ]7_ (=1)™, we

can perform the Gaussian integral in (4.8]) as

o (5) S

AFN i=1
N2
2

:<?)1?“””2%H < s 1 <m?>i

@)HM“§1%ZH1@QMHU m)m’ A

FNi=1

2
NZ
5N

3,

where we have used (4.3) and £_ < & from the first line to the second line. To evaluate the summation
in , we can use the identity, (see e.g. [28] for a proof)

S () -1 e

AFN i=1

Combining ¢_(q,u)¢4 (g, u) = ¢2, we finally obtain

2 NTzn N 1
m 7N—2n ni —ni\
ZgKM = <ﬂ> £+(q7 u’) 2 H(l —4q €+(q7 u) ) )
for C,,, which is identical with (4.6).

4.3 Counting the cycles and the Catalan numbers

The expression is the realization of for G = C,,, namely V¢, (q,u) = &4 (g, u) " and fo(q,u) =
q"¢4 (g, u)~™. We can explicitly see that the function &4 (g, u)™"™ and ¢4 (g, )™ count such cycles that
reduce to a vertex (we refer to them as “collapsing cycles” in the following) and the primitive reduced
cycle C of C),, respectively.
Let us first consider the case of n = 1. The point is that the function
€ (qu) 14+ (1—u?)g®—/1-2(1+u2)g® + (1 —u2)2¢*

£+(Q7u)71 = q2 = 2q2 ) (413)

is the generating function of the generalized Catalan numbers [41]. The usual Catalan number Cat(m)
can be interpreted as the number of the Dyck words of length 2m, that is, such sequences of two letters
X and Y of the same number (m) such that no initial segment of the sequence has more X than Y, which
appears as the coefficient of ¢>™ when expanding the expression by ¢ with © = 1. The generalized
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Catalan number also counts the number of the borders of X’s and Y’s in the Dyck words, which appears
in the coefficient of u in the expansion of . This is exactly the way to construct collapsing primitive
cycles from the two primitive reduced cycles C' and C~! of G = C;. Since the powers of ¢ and u can
be naturally interpreted as the length of the cycle and the number of the bumps, respectively, we can

I counts the collapsing cycles. The same is true with respect to the element of

conclude that &y (g, u)~
[Bc] and €4 (g,u)~! counts the cycles in [B¢], since any cycle C' € [B¢] is constructed by putting a
collapsing primitive cycle to C.

We can generalize this argument to an arbitrary n: The collapsing cycles of G = C,, can be again
counted by Dyck words. To see it, we write the n edges of G = C,, ase; (i =1,---,n). A path of C),
can be expressed as a sequence of e;, but there is a strict rule for the order of the sequence: After e;,
only e;4+1 or ei_1 can appear, and after ei_l, only e; or ei__ll can appear. Therefore, if we fix the starting
point of the path, we can omit the subscript i of the edges to express the path. As a result, the path

is uniquely specified as the starting point and a sequence of e and e!.

In particular, if the path is a
collapsing cycle, it is expressed as a Dyck word by properly rotating the cycle if necessary. Since C,, has

n vertices, we see Von (¢, u) = €4 (g, u) ™.

We next consider a path C' € [Bg] with C = (e1,--- ,e,). The key observation is that C' always
contains the pairs e;e;11 (i = 1,--- ,n). Therefore, by rotating the order of e;’s properly, we can express
C as

C = (w1, e1,ws, €9, ,Wn,en),

where w; is a collapsing cycle starting from e; and not including the pair e;e;;1. As mentioned above,
we can omit the indices of the edges to express the path. Using this rule, C corresponds to a word made
of e and e~ 1,

di(e,e ™ Neda(e,e™ Ve - -dy(e,e e,
where d;(e,e!) is a Dyck word made of e and e~!, which comes from w;. Therefore, there is one-

to-one correspondence between the element of [B¢] and n set of Dyck words, which yields fo(q,u) =
q" &+ (q,u)™"

4.4 The partition function in the parametrization of the original KM model

Although the parametrization of the gKM model adopted in is convenient to see the relation between
the gKM model and the Bartholdi zeta function, it is worth looking at how the partition function appears
in the parametrization of the original KM model, since the cycle graph C,, we are considering is nothing
but the one-dimensional square lattice where the exact form of the partition function is known [10]. We
then consider the action with d = 2 and the mass parameter becomes

m? =q¢ ' +q(1 —u?). (4.14)

This reparametrization makes the expressions simpler. Since the generating function of the generalized
Catalan numbers (4.13) can be rewritten as

Er(gu)™ = , (4.15)



where
m2 —vm4 —4

R(m*) = ——————, (4.16)
the partition function (4.6)) can be written as

Zgicn = (2”) o R(mQ)N;"l]_V[O —R(m2)’“’)71, (4.17)

Ba i=1
for the cycle graph C,,, which reproduces the result in [10]. We can explicitly see that the identities (3.13))
(and (3.14)) hold.

We point out that the function R(m?) is the Stieltjes transformation of the semi-circle distribution
(or the expectation value of the resolvent);

- / W (4.18)

It is plausible to think that this is related to the result [6] that the semi-circle distribution is the exact
solution of the eigenvalue distribution of the scalar fields of the original KM model in large N (see Sect. .
It is interesting, however, that the function representing the semi-circle distribution already appears in
the partition function at finite N, which is a different situation from the Gaussian matrix model. This
reflects the fact that the one-dimensional KM model cannot be completely regarded as a Gaussian matrix
model. In fact, as already mentioned, we cannot fix all unitary matrices of a one-dimensional KM model
but there always remains a unitary matrix on one edge. This is why the partition function or
does not turn out to be that of the Gaussian matrix model.

Another insight obtained by this reparametrization is the relation between the Catalan numbers and
the generalized Catalan numbers: Recalling that the Catalan numbers are obtained as the moments of

the semi-circle distribution,

Cat (&) &
—/ doab\/4— 22 = Oa (3) . e:;n’ (4.19)
i o

we can rewrite the generating function (4.13)) as

oo

4 1 >, Cat(k 1 Cat(k
Erlgu)™ = - Z (mz)gkL =3 Z (L +q(l (i2))2k+1 ) (4.20)

a k=0 q k=0

where we have used (4.14). This gives a direct relation between the Catalan numbers and the generalized
Catalan numbers.

5 Graph Kazakov-Migdal model at large N

5.1 Exact evaluation of the partition function

We next evaluate the partition function (3.3)) for an arbitrary graph G in the limit of N — oo by carrying
out the unitary matrix integral of (3.5)). To this end, we denote the Wilson loop along a primitive reduced
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cycle C of the graph as Po(U), and introduce the notations,
| Tx f(U)|? = Tx f(U) Tr f(U)T,

and

<9(U)> = / I dv.qs),

ceE
where f(U) = f(U1,--- ,Un,) and g(U) = g(Uy,--- ,Up,) are functions of U, (e =1,--- ,ng).
Although it seems impossible at first glance to perform the complex integral involving multiple unitary
matrices, a significant simplification occurs at large N [42H44]. The essential facts are that the integral
of | Tr Po(U)Y? at large N as
<| TrPC(U)l|2> — (5.1)

N —o00
and that the integral of the product of the two Wilson loops along two (not necessarily primitive) cycles
C1 and Cs are decomposed into the product of the integrals of the individual Wilson loops at large N as
2 2 2
<}Tr Pe, (U) Tr Po, (U))| > — <|Tr Pe,(U)] ><|Tr P, ()] > . (5.2)

N—oc0

In general, we can define a general Wilson loop along a primitive cycle C associated with a partition
A= ("1™ ) by
TA(Po(U) = [[(Tr Pe(0)")™ .
Then, combining (5.1)) and (5.2)), we can evaluate the integral of a product of general Wilson loops of the
chiral primitive cycles at large N as
(T maee@nP) — I = (5.3)

N—o0
Cellt+ Cellt+

where z) is defined by (4.10]). See [28] for more detail.
We can evaluate (3.5) by using these facts. Since the matrix weighted Bartholdi zeta function can be
written as ([2.16]), we can evaluated the integration in (3.5]) as

Vola.w) ¥ [ ] dv. cala w0}

ecE
- < I] &= %fc<q,u)’"|TrPc<U>m|2>
Cell+
=(TI 3 setan) S HITAPe@)P?)
Celt n=1 M A
[e%s) . B [e%s) 1
D T o
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where we have use the large N decomposition (5.3) in the final line and p(n) is the number of the
partitions of n. Therefore, the partition function (3.3) in the large N limit behaves as

o\ 2V
Zgkm — <> (1-(1- )2q2) 3 (np—ny)N* Va(q,u H H (5.5)

B Certt hot —fcqu

Note that, the partition function of the gKM model on a d-regular graph (3.12)) can be evaluated using

the same technique as

o iny N? 2
Z — [— m=21) =z | | | | .
M NS <5qm2> Vel —fc 1- fe(m=2,1)" (5.6)

Celly k=1

5.2 Regularized partition function

Since there is still N-dependence on the right-hand side of ([5.5)), the precise meaning of this expression is
that the partition function of the gk M model is asymptotic to the right-hand side at large N. Therefore,
it is convenient to give a suitable approximation of the partition function at finite NV which asymptotically
approach the right-hand side of (5.5]).

The part to consider is [[ o+ [ 21 TFo(gmr 10 the right-hand side, which is obtained by evaluating

< MY fe@oy ;|TA<PC<U>>|2> . (57)
Ce[Pr] n=0 Abn

We can safely use the large N decompositions and because all the class functions T (U) for
U € U(N) are independent regardless of the size of the partition \. However, at finite N, we have to
take care of the size of the partition since Tr(U™) for n > N can be expanded by products of Tr(U*)’s
(k<N )ﬂ We therefore restrict the partitions to those with row lengths less than or equal to IV so that
we count only independent Wilson loops. If we ignore the O(1/N) contributions, we can further use the
large N decomposition as an approximation. Then we can approximate as

< 11 ch (4, u Z*AWA(PC(U)N >N II ifc(q, > —(\TA Pe(U)?)

0 =0
Ce[Pr| n= An Ce[Prln M/\‘F<nN

11 chq, N)

CG[P}? n 0

HH

Ce[Pr] k=1

— fc a0 (5.8)

where p(n; N) is the number of Young tableau with n boxes and the lengths of the rows are less than or

4This is because Tr(U™) is the n’s power-sum symmetric polynomial of the N eigenvalues of U.
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equal to N. We then propose the approximate partition function at finite N as

ot %nvN2 5 N 1

A 1 2 N

Zgkm = () (1-(1- u)2q2)5("’3_"‘/)N Va(g,u) = H H — - (5.9)
B CEHJrk:llifc(q’u)

It is obvious that (5.9) asymptotically approaches the right-hand side of (5.5)]|in the large N limit.

Furthermore, the exact partition function of the model for G = C,, at finite N coincide to (5.9). It

supports that the expression (5.9)) can be regarded as a regularized partition function of the gKM model

at finite N.

The free energy calculated from this regularized partition function becomes

2 N
Fekm = - log Zgkm
v

2 1 2 N .
~N (—nVIOgVG((LU)) + o Z Zlog (1 — fe(q,w) ) , (5.10)

Vo cen, k=1

up to irrelevant terms. It is remarkable that the leading O(N?) contribution to the free energy comes
from Vg(g, u) which counts the collapsing cycles, which explicitly realizes the analysis given in [21,[22].
On the contrary, the second term is the contribution from non-zero area Wilson loops but is O(N). This
suggests that, if we deal only with the leading of the 1/N expansion of this theory, we completely ignore

the physics arising from the non-zero area Wilson loop. We will see it explicitly in the next subsection.

5.3 Relation to the exact solution at large NV

For the original KM model defined on the D-dimensional square lattice, the equations satisfied by

the density of eigenvalues of the scalar field for large N are derived in [5], and it was found that the

semi-circle distribution satisfies the equations for any D in [6]. Let us first briefly review this analysis.
The basic idea is to combine the equations satisfied by the IZ integral,

1(®,0) = /dUeNTr(éU\I/UT)7

with the saddle point equation satisfied by the KM model at large N. More concretely, the equations are
those for the matrix functions,

F(®)=VaeInI(®,0), Gi(®)= N—F(@®) Vs

with (Vg)i; = % (,N‘?ji. We introducing the density function of the eigenvalues of @,

1 N
p(p) = NZ‘;(“*‘%)'

5The difference between the regularized free energy (5.10) and the exact free energy at finite N is O(1) because the
large N decomposition is justified by ignoring O(1/N) contributions from expectation values. Therefore we can use the
regularized partition function (5.9) if we are interested in the leading and the next leading behavior in 1/N-expansion.
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Then, assuming that all ®(z) have the same eigenvalue distribution in the large N limit, we can show
that the IZ integral satisfies the following equations at large N:

< dv z—F(v) — ReV'(v) + imp(v)
ReV'(z) = —1 ImV'(z) = — 5.11
eV(z) P[w omi (z — F(v) —ReV'(v) —imp(v) )’ mV(2) mo(z), (5.11)
where V/(\) = i(fg and P [ denotes the principal integration. Furthermore, from the action (L.1I]), we
obtain the saddle point equation in the large N,
F(z) = 1 1U’(z) —ReV'(2) ) = 1 (m*z — ReV'(2)) (5.12)
D \2 D ’ '

where U(®) is the potential of the KM model and is quadratic, U(®) = mTzqﬂ, in the present case and
the second term ReV’(z) comes from the variation of the Vandermonde determinant. Substituting
to , we can eliminate the dependence of F' from the equations. For more detail, see [5].

In [6], it has been shown that the semi-circle distribution,

1
o) = 2yfp— 2 (5.13)
solves the equations (5.11)) and (5.12)) for any D as
1
QD—lmﬂiDva—M)+Q, (5.14)

He=5p 1

where p is a constant determined by D and m.

We can apply the same analysis to the gKM model. To justify the assumption that all the scalar
field have the same eigenvalue distribution, we consider a d-regular graph as in Sec.[3:3] Then the saddle
point equation of the gKM model becomes

F(z) = % (m?z — ReV'(2)) .

Comparing it to the saddle point equation for the original KM model (5.12)), we see that the equations can
be solved by simply replacing D with d/2. Therefore, we can conclude that the semi-circle distribution
(5.13) with
1
=t = 5 (A= 2)m? & dy/mT = 4(d - 1)), 5.15
p= s = gy (@ 2m® £ dy/mT =@ =) (5.15)

is an exact solution of the gkKM model on a d-regular graph at large V. This indicates that the semi-circle
distribution is a universal scalar field behavior independent of the details of the graph.

What type of Wilson loops are involved in this semi-circle solution? As discussed in [6], the contri-
bution to free energy from the semi-circle solution is

Im? 1 D 4 11 4
=N2(Z—4logp—=/1+——1—log (=4 =4/1+—
Fsc (22M+2 ogL— +/~02 0g<2+2 —&-Mz)),
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which is O(N?). The 1/N-expansion of the free energy (5.10) suggests that the semi-circle solution
comes not from the non-zero area Wilson loops but from the zero area Wilson loops. To confirm it, let

us evaluate the expectation value of the scalar fields,

NnV<ZT ‘I’2> Nnv<zz¢va>~ (5.16)

If the distribution of the eigenvalues is semi-circle ((5.13)), the expectation value can be evaluated as
1 1 (V= w2a? 1
T <I>2> - dra?\ [y — S
Nny <Z o) T /, L YR 4 i
veV VE
On the other hand, from the action (3.9)), the expectation value can be evaluated as
1 2 1o}
(> mez) = log Z,
Nny <UGZV V/ekM  N2ny Om? 08 £gKM

L g vem )+ o 3 Z Cog (1 fo(m™, 1))

om?2
v Vo ceny k=1

(5.17)

where we have used the regularized partition function and set 3¢ = N. Since the functions Vg(m=2,1)
and fo(m~2,1) depend on the details of the graph, we evaluate the expectation value for the cycle graph
C,, for which these functions can be explicitly written down as

2
Ve, (m™2,1) = R(m*) =", fo(m™2,1) = R(m?)",
where R(m?) is given by (4.16]). Substituting them into (5.17), we obtain

1 R'(m?) 1 & R(m?)"k 1
TQ>2> = |1-— ———— | =—-(1+0(1/N 5.18
Nny <uze\:/ T gKM R(m?) N2 kle—R(mQ)”k M( +OA/N)), (5.18)
where we have used R(("J)Q ) = m14_ = = i This shows that the exact solution at large N reflects only

the zero area Wilson loops of the graph as expected.

5.4 Reduction to the Ihara zeta function

As we have seen in Sect. [2] the Bartholdi zeta function reduces to the Ihara zeta function by setting
u = 0, which counts only the reduced cycles of the graph. In particular, the functions Vg(g,u) and
fc(q,u) become Vg(gq,0) = 1 and fc(q,0) = ¢/€!, respectively, and the (regularized) partition function

(5.9) becomes
1 2
2 §nVN 1
G,N 2(n n
ZgKM = (6) (1 - q2)2 z=nv) H H \C\k

Cellt k= 1
1 2 N
27T 2nvN Linpm—n 2 1
—(5) a-@iee o et (5.19
k=1
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as shown in |28]. We saw in the previous subsection that the semi-circle distribution is an exact solution
of this model at large N and it arises from the collapsing cycles. A natural question then arises as to
what happens to this solution when the collapsing cycles vanish at v = 0.

If the value of u is fixed, we cannot evaluate %nv <ZUGV ’I&"@%> simply by the derivative of the mass
ccE Tr(bs(e)Ue(I)t(e)Ue_l are determined only by
the single parameter ¢. Instead, we can use the identity satisfied by a d-regular graph,

(ng - 5;) (;2 log ZgKM) = % (¢ = (1 =w)d = (1 —u)?)q)) ]€fq2<v§/ T (I’”%> ' (5:20)

parameter, since the coefficients of Y\, Tr®? and

In order to compare to the result (5.18) in the previous subsection, we consider the case of u = 0 for

d = 2. In this parametrization, log Zsxwm is written as

1 IR n 2T

where the O(1/N) part is independent of 8. Since the left-hand side of ([5.20) becomes

9 (1 Cn 0 (1 Cn n

we can evaluate the expectation value of the scalar fields as

1 ) 1 1
N <;V ﬂ¢v>gKM = =, HOWN) =+ O(/N). (5.21)
where we have set 3¢ = N after the computation and used u = vVm* —4 = ¢~ ' —q (Jq| < 1) for u = 0.
Therefore, although we have seen only the second momentum of the eigenvalues, it is natural to think
that the semi-circle distribution is still a solution of this model even if u = 0.

However, this solution is of course nothing to do with the Wilson loops since the Thara zeta function
does not count the collapsing cycles; Vg (q,u = 0) = 1. The reason why the semi-circle is still a solution
for u = 0 is because the leading part of the free energy includes the contribution of the Gaussian integral.
In fact, the radius of the semi-circle distribution obtained for d = 2 is the same as the radius of the semi-
circle distribution produced in the large N limit of the Gaussian model, obtained by simply neglecting
the contribution of the link variable from the action of the gKM model. When d is greater than 2, the
semi-circle is modified by the additional term proportional to (ng — ny)log(l — (1 — u)%¢?) from that
of the the Gaussian model. However, it is still true that no Wilson loop contributes to the solution for
u = 0.

6 Conclusion and Discussion

In this paper, we proposed an extension of the Bartholdi zeta function by putting matrices as weights on
the edges of the graph and gave its determinant representation. We showed that the partition function of
the Kazakov-Migdal model defined on a graph (gKM model) is represented by the unitary matrix integral
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of the matrix weighted Bartholdi zeta function in general. We also derived the dual expression of the
partition function by integrating the unitary matrices first using the so-called HCIZ integration formula.
We computed the partition function of the gKM model for the cycle graph C), exactly at finite N, and
showed that the partition function is closely related to the generalized Catalan numbers. As a byproduct,
we found a relation between the generating function of the generalized Catalan numbers and that of the
usual Catalan numbers. We also evaluated the partition function of the gKM model for arbitrary graphs
at large N and showed that it can be expressed as an infinite product of deformed Ihara zeta functions.
We showed explicitly that the leading terms in the 1/N-expansion of the free energy are the contribution
of zero area Wilson loop, while the contribution of non-zero area Wilson loops is of the order of O(1/N)
compared to the leading. We applied the large N analysis performed on the original KM model to the
gKM model and found that the semi-circle distribution is an exact solution for the gkM model on the
regular graphs in general. The contribution from the zero area Wilson loops disappears if we set u = 0,
where the gKM model is expressed by the Ihara zeta function.

The partition function of the gKM model is represented by the unitary matrix integral , while
at the same time having the dual expression . It is not surprising that the dual expression
contains the sum of the symmetry groups because unitary matrix integrals can be written in terms of
symmetry groups in general as a result of the Schur-Weyl duality. However, it is interesting that the
resulting expression includes the adjacency matrix of the covering graph. This strongly suggests
that the Bartholdi zeta function weighted by the unitary matrix is closely related to the Bartholdi zeta
function of the covering graph. As mentioned below , a covering graph is generated by assigning a
permutation on each edge of the graph GG. More generally, we can assume that an element of the finite
group I is assigned on the edge e of the graph as a(e) € . When a(e™!) = a(e)™!, this is called the
ordinary voltage assignment in graph theory. Since any finite group can be represented by a permutation
group, we can easily see that the ordinary voltage assignment « induces a covering graph G in the same
way. The Bartholdi zeta function of G is closely related to the base graph G as expected. It is achieved
by defining the Bartholdi L-function [36],

-1
Colawap)= [T det (1- ¢ Op(alc)) (6.1)

C€[P]
where «(C) is defined as (C) = a(e1) - - - a(e,) € I when the cycle is written as C = e - - - €,. As shown

in [36], the Bartholdi zeta function of G can be expressed through the L-function as

CG“ (qa U) = H CG(qa u, o, p)dimp 9
P

where dim p is the dimension of the representation p. The similarity between the matrix weighted
Bartholdi zeta function and the Bartholdi L-function is obvious: The matrix weighted
Bartholdi zeta function would be regarded as an L-function when the voltage assignment to the graph
is extended to a Lie group. It is plausible to think that the appearance of the adjacency matrix of
the covering graph will be a consequence of this similarity. A more comprehensive understanding of the

graph zeta function from this perspective would be a promising topic for the future.
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In this paper, we have restricted the parameters of the gKM model as (3.2) in order to reveal the
relation between the gKM model and the Bartholdi zeta function, but it is not a general parametrization.
The most general parametrization is to assign an independent coupling constant to all vertices and all

edges as

1 252 -1

Syrcar = Tr {2 S mi® = ey Uelye)Us } : (6.2)
veV ecE

Using these degrees of freedom, we will be able to see a connection to a more general graph zeta function

than the Bartholdi zeta function. For example, the Bartholdi zeta function is generalized in [45] where a

different value of the bump parameter u, is assigned to every vertex v € V' as

-1
CG((LUL o uunv) = H (1 - q‘C| H ugu(C)> ) (63)

ceP veV

-1

where b,(C) is the number of bumps e; = e;,; with the condition ¢(e;) = v. We can reproduce (the

i+
matrix weighted version of) this zeta function by tuning the parameters of (6.2)) as
1 — wy q
2 2 v
m, =1+4g¢q y Qe = , 6.4
Z 1—q%(1 — up)(1 — wyr) 1= q%(1 — us(e)) (1 — uge)) (6:4)

v’:neighbor of v

as the partition function up to an overall factor. It would be one of the future problems to examine the
nature of the gKM model and compare it to the generalized Bartholdi zeta function. The more interesting
question, however, is for what category of parameters the partition function of the gkM model has an
Euler product representation. Although the zeta function is generally defined through an Euler product,
it is not obvious whether it has a determinant representation. Conversely, it is clear that the partition
function of the gKM model can be expressed in determinant form, but it is not obvious whether it has a
meaning as a zeta function or not. The Thara and Bartholdi zeta functions are interesting zeta functions
that have both Euler product and determinant representations, and the fact that they are associated with
the gKM model suggests the possibility of shedding light on more general properties of the zeta function
through this model. It is quite an interesting future problem to pursue this possibility.

We finally would like to make a comment on another possibility of the gKM model. The main part of
the 1/N expansion of the gKM model reflects only zero area Wilson loops and the contribution of non-zero
area Wilson loops, which is of most interest for gauge theory, appears rather in the sub-leading part of
the 1/N expansion. If we adjust the theory so that the contribution of the leading part is appropriately
eliminated, we will be able to construct a sort of gauge theory in the continuum limit. It is of course
not the usual QCD because of the existence of the center gauge symmetry, but it is still a summation of
non-zero area Wilson loops. In that case, the existence of the parameter u is expected to cause interesting
phenomena: From the Wilson loop’s point of view, allowing bumps corresponds to considering the zigzag
symmetry of the Wilson loop, which is essential for gauge theories to behave like string theory in the
large N limit [46]. It would be an interesting attempt in the future to use the graph zeta function to gain
insight into the holographic principle.
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A A proof of Amitsur’s theorem

In this appendix, we give a proof of Amitsur’s theorem in order to make the paper self-contained.

Let us consider words generated by the “letters” {1,--- , k}, that is, sequences of the n letters. We call
the number of the letters in a word the length of the word, and call a word primitive (or indecomposable)
if it cannot be written as w™ (n > 2) for a word w with a shorter length. We call the words w; and ws
are equivalent when w; is obtained by a cyclic rotation of the letters in ws. In the following, We denote
the set of primitive words of length d as P, the set of the representative of the primitive words of length
d as L4, and the set of the representative of all primitive words as L = U;il Ly.

Let us consider n matrices {X7, -, X;}. Corresponding to a word w = 4y - - - i,,, we define

X=X, Xi

in *

Then, it is obvious that the quantity (X; + -+ + Xj;)™ is a summation of X,, where w runs all words
of length m. Recalling that any word can be expressed as a positive power of a primitive word, we can

write this quantity as

X+ X =303 xp/e (A.1)

d|m WE Py
We here note that, if w is a primitive word of length d, there are d different equivalent words to w™
(n > 1). Therefore, we can write the trace of the expression (A.l]) as

Tr(Xy +-+ Xp)" =) d > Te(X?).

dlm w€Lg

Using this result, we can show the identity,

logdet(l—Xl—n-—Xk)*l: Z_lilTr(Xl_i_..._i_Xk)m
= i L3 > Te(xp?)
m:lmd| weLyg
o0 1 o0
=ZEZ > I
k=1 =1wELy
= log

a5

We then obtain
det(1— Xy —---— X3) = [ det(1—X
weL
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B Proof of the identity (2.15))

In this appendix, we show the identity (2.15)), that is,

fenlaw) = felau)" ®.)
where
fenlaw) ="k S (@GO /k,
kln  Ge[B(CH)]
folguy= > W),
Ce[B(C))

for a representative of primitive cycles C.
We first note that, if we label the elements of [B(C)], that is, the set of cycles that reduce to C, as

C; € [B(O)] (j €N), YC € [B(CY)] can be uniquely written as
c=cj-C

Jd’?

where each C’j’ is an equivalent cycle to C;,. This means that, as far as we consider such quantity that is
irrelevant to the cyclic rotation of the cycles in [B(C)], we can identify an element of [B(C?)] as a word of
length d generated by the elements of [B(C)]. Therefore, we rather consider words generated by [B(C)],
instead of cycles, in the following.

We then consider the summation of all possible words with length n made of the elements of [B(C)],
which is given by (ZGG[B(C)] C’)n Since any word can be expressed as a positive power of a primitive

word in general, we can describe this quantity as

n

S oG] = Y e, (B.2)

Ce[B(C)] kln Cepy

where P, denotes the set of primitive words of length k. Since an element of [B(C¥)] is originally a set
of representatives of primitive cycles, it is also primitive in the sense of words. Therefore there are d
different words which are equivalent to C' € [B(C*)]. If we define a mapping t(C) by

HC) = ¢,

it is obvious that ¢(C') = ¢t(C") if C ~ C’. So we do not need to care about the differences between words
and cycles. Therefore, by acting this mapping to both side of (B.2)), we finally obtain

Z qlélub(é) :Zk Z (q\é\ub(é))n/k7

Ce[B(C)] kln  Ce[B(Ck)]

which is nothing but the equality (B.1J).
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