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Abstract

We prove two universality results for random tensors of arbitrary rank D. We first prove that a
random tensor whose entries are NP independent, identically distributed, complex random variables
converges in distribution in the large N limit to the same limit as the distributional limit of a Gaussian
tensor model. This generalizes the universality of random matrices to random tensors.

We then prove a second, stronger, universality result. Under the weaker assumption that the joint
probability distribution of tensor entries is invariant, assuming that the cumulants of this invariant
distribution are uniformly bounded, we prove that in the large N limit the tensor again converges in
distribution to the distributional limit of a Gaussian tensor model. We emphasize that the covariance of
the large N Gaussian is not universal, but depends strongly on the details of the joint distribution.

1 Introduction

There are two main versions of universality in probability theory. The ordinary version is the central
limit theorem, stating that the (appropriately rescaled) sum of a large number of independent identically
distributed (i.i.d.) random variables follows a normal distribution. The second version, or matrix-case, states
that the statistics of invariant quantities of an N by N random matrix are independent of the details of the
atomic distribution of the coeflicients of the matrix. In the large N limit the random matrix converges in
distribution to a Gaussian matrix model. In more familiar terms, the eigenvalue density obeys the Wigner
semi-circle law under quite general assumptions [I], 2, [3]. Universality extends to details of the statistics of
eigenvalues in the large N limit. The spacing of eigenvalues for instance is determined only by the first four
moments of the distribution of the matrix entries [4] and follows Dyson’s sine law [Bl [@].

In the matrix case the invariant moments are traces of polynomials in the matrix. The limit law can
be deduced using a Feynman graph representation. In this approach the problem reduces to finding the so-
called 1/N expansion for random matrices introduced in [7]. This fixes the correct rescaling of the invariant
observables and their limit distribution. The statistics of the eigenvalue density appear as a clever gauge-
fixed version of this limit in the particular gauge of diagonal matrices. The apparent non-Gaussian character
of the Dyson-Wigner law is due to the particular form of the Faddeev-Popov determinant which can be
computed exactly in this gauge. The resulting Vandermonde determinant governs the eigenvalue repulsion
hence Dyson’s sine law. But universality does not require gauge-fixing.

Although universality can be established under quite general assumptions, in the matrix case there exist
invariant probability laws which are not universal [§]. For example any measure which can be written as
the exponential of the trace of a polynomial in the matrix has a planar but not necessarily Gaussian large
N limit. A Gaussian matrix can be recovered then via the non-commutative central limit theorem. Under
very general assumptions random matrices become free in the large N limit (this is again a consequence of
the 1/N expansion), and the central limit theorem ensures that the (appropriately rescaled) sum of a large
number of free matrices converges in distribution to a Gaussian matrix [9] [10] [11].

To summarize there are two ingredients which power both universality and freeness for matrices, namely
the invariance and the 1/N expansion. Random matrices encode a theory of random two dimensional surfaces
and are widely applied in physics for the study of integrable systems, exact critical statistical mechanics,

*rgurau@perimeterinstitute.ca; Perimeter Institute for Theoretical Physics, 31 Caroline St. N, ON, N2L 2Y5, Waterloo,
Canada


http://arxiv.org/abs/1111.0519v4

quantum gravity in two dimensions and the list goes on. Matrices generalize in higher dimensions to tensors.
Introduced in the '90s [12] 13] as tools to study random geometries in dimensions higher than two, random
tensor models remained an open problem ever since. Although invariant quantities for tensors are well
known, until recently no 1/N expansion existed for tensors of rank higher than two and no analytic result
on these models could be established. The lack of results on random tensors is exemplified by the Gaussian
distribution. One can of course easily write a Gaussian distribution for a random tensor. However its large
N behavior, that is identifying the appropriate observables (and their scaling) in the large N limit, has not
been established prior to this work.

The situation has drastically changed recently and the necessary ingredients for universality have been
found for tensors of higher rank, with the discovery of the 1/N expansion [I4] [I5] [16] for colored [17, [I§]
random tensors. The first consequences for statistical mechanics and quantum gravity have been developed,
see [19) for a general review of this thriving subject.

In this paper we derive the universality properties associated to this 1/N expansion for a unique complex
non-symmetric tensor. We establish two universality results. The first one is just the straightforward
generalization of the universality of the Gaussian measure to tensors with entries i.i.d. random variables.
The second one is more powerful. The natural requirement one should impose on the joint distribution of
the tensor entries is not independence, but invariance. We show in this paper that if the joint distribution
of the entries is invariant and its cumulants are uniformly bounded then in the large N limit the random
tensor converges in distribution to the distributional limit of a Gaussian tensor model. This is in contrast
with random matrices, and shows in particular that the Gaussian distribution is a more powerful attractor
for higher rank tensors than it is for matrices. However we emphasize that the covariance of the large N
Gaussian is not universal and the large N limits of random tensors are rather subtle. The Gaussianity allows
one only to compute all the large N correlations in terms of the large N covariance, but the latter has a
very non-trivial dependence on the details of the joint distribution of entries. In particular the perturbed
Gaussian measures (presented in appendix [A]) lead to a multitude of continuum limits [20], thus describing
infinitely refined geometries, dominated by spherical topologies [19].

Our results cover tensors of arbitrary rank and lay the foundation for the study of random geometries
in arbitrary dimensions using random tensors. This study is relevant for critical statistical mechanics,
integrability, quantum gravity and so on in more than two dimensions.

The proofs of our results rely on a representation of the cumulants of the joint distribution of tensor
entries by colored graphs. This representation is of course inspired by the Feynman graph representation
of perturbed Gaussian measures. However, unlike the former, our representation is completely general and
applies to all invariant joint distributions of the entries. The precise link between our graphical representation
and Feynman graphs is detailed in the appendix [Al Of course, the main challenge is not so much to find
an appropriate graphical representation, but to compute the contribution of each graph. This requires on
one hand to find the appropriate scaling of various cumulants with N, and on the other hand a detailed
combinatorial study of the graphs. If one assumes a uniform scaling of the cumulants (i.e. all cumulants at
a given order scale with the same power of N, irrespective of the associated graph), the scalings presented in
this paper are optimal: tensor distributions which violate them do not admit a large N limit. We comment
on these scalings and if they can be relaxed in the non-uniform case (i.e. when the scaling of a cumulant is
allowed to depend on the details of the associated graph) in appendix [Bl

One interesting question is to combine our graphical representation with the Connes-Kreimer algebra
[21L 22] of the usual Feynman graphs, as the trace invariant cumulants have the structure of an antipode
of a graph Hopf algebra. A second important open question not addressed in this paper is to find a clever
gauge fixing which would generalize correctly the diagonal condition in the matrix case, and to compute the
corresponding Faddeev-Popov determinant. This may require to find better “finite-N truncations” of the
theory (i.e. better cutoffs in the quantum field theory language), and an appropriate generalization of the
notion of eigenvalues and spectrum for tensors.

The proofs we present below are combinatorial and rely heavily on the colored graph representation we
introduce. The plan of the paper is as follows. In section 2l we give the relevant definitions and state our
two universality theorems. In section [3] we recall the universality for random matrices and its link with the
1/N expansion. We use this opportunity to introduce at length the colored graph representation for this
more familiar case. Once familiarized with this representation we present a number of combinatorial results
concerning colored graphs in the first part of section dl We subsequently use this combinatorial input to



prove the two universality results for random tensors in the second part of section [d Thus the subsections
AT and are mainly review (except lemmas [l and [), while the subsections 3] 4] and are entirely
new and contain our main results. In the appendix [A] we give a detailed presentation of the perturbed
Gaussian measures for random tensors, both in perturbations (subsection [A]) for the generic case and at
full non-perturbative level (subsection [A2)) for a particular example. Both these subsections present new
results.

This paper falls short in many technical points. We do not give a precise definition of infinite tensors, we
do not propose a generalization of the diagonal gauge of random matrices, we do not detail the subleading
corrections in N and so on. All these, and many other, topics need to be thoroughly examined and clarified
before obtaining a fully fledged theory of random tensors. Our contribution is the derivation of the generic,
universal behavior of random tensors at leading order, which is the prerequisite for all such studies.

2 Notation and Main Theorems

A rank D covariant tensor T,1._,» (with n',n? ...nP € {1,...N}) can be seen as a collection of N
complex numbers supplemented by the requirement of covariance under base change. We consider tensors
T with no symmetry property under permutation of their indices transforming under the external tensor
product of D fundamental representations of U(N). In words, the unitary group acts independently on each
index of the tensor. The complex conjugate tensor T,: ,,p is a rank D contravariant tensor

T, .o = U U o oy Taan= Y. Upp...UD) 0 Tor o . (1)

nl..nP nl..aP

where we denoted conventionally the indices of the complex conjugated tensor with a bar. We emphasize
that, as we consider the ezternal tensor product of fundamental representations of the unitary group, the
unitary operators UM, ... U are all independent. This is crucial in order to obtain the colored graph
representation we dlscuss belowl]. We will sometimes denote the D- uple of integers n'...n” by 7 and
assume (unless otherwise specified) D > 3.

Among the invariants one can build out of T and T we will deal in this paper exclusively with trace
invariants. The trace invariants are built by contracting in all possible ways pairs of covariant and con-
travariant indices in a product of tensor entries. We write such a trace invariant formally as

T)=> [[éwa Tutiwo - Tar.ap (2)

where every index n' is contracted with an index 7. By the fundamental theorem of classical invariants of
U(N), the trace invariants form a basis in the space of invariant polynomials in the tensor entries (see [23] for
a direct proof relying on averaging over the unitary group) hence in particular the probability distribution
of a random tensor is encoded in their expectations.

Note that a trace invariant has necessarily the same number of T and T and, as any index n’ is contracted
with an index 7’, it can be represented as a bipartite closed D-colored graph (or simply a D-colored graph).

Definition 1. A bipartite closedd D-colored graph is a graph B = (V(B),E(B)) with vertex set V(B)
and edge set E(B) such that:

e V(B) is bipartite, i.e. there exists a partition of the verter set V(B) = A(B) U A(B), such that for
any element | € E(B), then | = (v,0) with v € A(B) and v € A(B). Their cardinalities satisfy
V(B)| = 2|A(B)| = 2|A(B)|. We call v € A(B) the white vertices and v € A(B) the black vertices of
B.

o The edge set is partitioned into D subsets E(B) = Ule EYB), where EY(B) = {I' = (v,v)} is the subset
of edges with color i.

1 Note that one can even consider tensors transforming under the external tensor product of fundamental representations
of U(N1) RU(N2) X --- K U(Np) with N; # Nj. The results of this paper hold up to trivial modifications provided that one

takes all N; to 1nﬁn1ty keeping the ratios i fixed .
2A closely related category of graphs, the open D-colored graphs, will be introduced in section 2]



o [tis D-regular (all vertices are D-valent) with all edges incident to a given vertex having distinct colors.

To draw the graph associated to a trace invariant we represent every T,: ,p by a white vertex v and
every T;1_ o by a black vertex ©. We promote the positions of an index to a color, thus n' has color 1, n?
has color 2 and so on. The contraction of an index n* on T,;: ,,» with an index 7 of T;1 ;b is represented
by an edge ' = (v,9) € £Y(B) connecting the vertex v (representing T,,: ) with the vertex v (representing
T;1. 7p). The edges inherit the color of the index, 4, and always connect a black and a white vertex. Some
examples of trace invariants for rank 3 tensors are represented in figure [l Every trace invariant can be
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Figure 1: Graphical representation of trace invariants.
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written as

D
Trg(T,T) = > 45, Ts, Ts, o5, =1] II Onini s (3)
n,n v,0eV(B) i=11'=(v,0)€EH(B)

where the sum runs over all the indices n € {nf|v € V(B), i = 1...D},n € {nt|v € V(B),i = 1...D}.
We call the product 62 encoding the pattern of contraction of the indices the trace invariant operator
associated to the graph B [24]. The trace invariant associated to a graph B factors over its connected
components B,. We call a trace invariant whose associated graph is connected a connected trace invariant
(or a single trace invariant).

Definition 2. The faces of a D-colored graph B are its connected subgraphs with two colordl. We denote
FU3)(B) the set of faces with colors i and j of B, and F(B) = |F)(B)| their number. The d-bubbles of

a graph are its connected subgraphs with d colors.

A colored graph is a cellular complex with cells given by the d-bubbles. In fact it can be shown that
it is dual to an abstract simplicial complex, and even more, a simplicial pseudo-manifold [I7, 18], see also
appendix [A]

A random tensor is a collection of NP complex random variables. We consider only even distributions,
that is the moments of the joint distribution of tensor entries are non-zero only if the numbers of T and T
are equal. We denote the joint moment of 2k tensor entries by gy (Ts,, T T

7 -+ T, Ty ). The cumulants of
the joint distribution of tensor entries are defined implicitly by

max
«

pn (T Ty Ta, Tr ) = > [ Forc [Tiays T, -1 (4)

where 7 runs over the partitions of the set of 2k points V = {1...k,1...k} into a™® disjoint bipartite
subsets V() for o = 1,2,...a™* with o™ < k with cardinality [V(«)| = 2k(«). The sets V() are
bipartite in the sense that [V(a) N{1...k}| = [V(a)N{1...k}| = k(). The cumulants can be computed in
terms of the moments using the Mobius inversion formula. Note that Zg:x k(a) = k.

We will define a trace invariant distribution as a distribution whose cumulants are trace invariant opera-
tors. We will allow in this definition trace invariant operators which correspond to disconnected graphs. At
first sight it might seem rather surprising that according to our definition a cumulant (a connected moment)
can be expressed as a sum over disconnected graphs. First, the case when the cumulants expand only in
connected graphs is certainly a particularization of this more general case. Second, and most importantly,

3All the faces of the closed connected D-colored graphs are therefore bi-colored circuits of edges. This will not be the case
for the open D-colored graphs we will introduce in section E.2]



it is in fact natural to allow disconnected graphs into the expansion of a cumulant in invariants. This is
clear when dealing with perturbed Gaussian measures in appendix [A], both at the perturbative and at the
non-perturbative level. In perturbations this is seen as follows: moments expand in Feynman graphs, and
cumulants (connected moments) expand in connected Feynman graphs G. However the pattern of contrac-
tion of the tensor indices associated to a Feynman graph G is encoded in its boundary graph, B = 9G (a
precise definition of the boundary graph is given in section [£2). It turns out that a Feynman graph G can
be connected (thus contributing to a cumulant), and have a disconnected boundary graph dG (as shown
figure B). In order to include the perturbed Gaussian measures one must allow disconnected graphs in the
expansion of a cumulant. At the constructive level this can be seen as a consequence of the invariance of the
cumulants under unitary transformations (see the proof of theorem[7)). The same phenomenon appears in the
more familiar case of random matrices: at finite N one obtains contributions to the cumulants corresponding
to connected Feynman graphs having two or more external faces (“multi-loop observables” in the physics
literature). Each external face is a connected component of the boundary graph. However such contributions
are penalized in the scaling with N.

We need some more notation. We denote B a generic D-colored graph with 2k(B) vertices labeled
1,...k(B),1,...k(B). We also denote C(B) the number of connected components (labeled B,) of B, and

2k(B,) the number of vertices of the connected component B,. We have Zg:(?) k(B,) = k(B) and every

graph B has an associated partition of the vertex set {1,...k(B),1,...k(B)} into C(B) disjoint bipartite
subsets of cardinality 2k(B,), p=1,...C(B).

Definition 3. The probability distribution uyx of the NP complex random variables Ty is called trace
invariant if its cumulants are linear combinations of trace invariant operators,

C(B)

o B
g "'Tﬁvaﬁfc] = Z ﬁ(Ba,uN) H 6717% ) (5)
B, k(B)=k p=1

for some K(B, un) where the sum runs over all the D-colored graphs B with 2k vertices.

To compute the joint moments of a trace invariant distribution one has to perform two expansions: first
the expansion of the joint moments in cumulants and second the expansion of the cumulants themselves in
graphs. We are interested in the large N behavior of a trace invariant probability measure uy. In order for
such a limit to exist, the cumulants of un must scale with N. There are two main cases. Either the scaling
with N is uniform, that is it is insensitive to all but the roughest features of the graph B or it depends on the
details of B. We will deal in the main body of this paper with the first case, and briefly discuss the second
case in appendix [Bl We denote

N—2(D-1)k(B)+D—-C(B)

= K(B,N) (6)

There exists a unique D-colored graph with 2 vertices (all its D edges necessarily connect the two vertices).
We call it the D-dipole and denote it B). We call K(B®), N) the covariance of the distribution uy.

Definition 4. We say that the trace invariant probability distribution uy is properly uniformly bounded
at large N if

(7)

limy 00 K(B®),N) < 00,
K(B,N)<K(B), VB#B®

for some constants K (B) and N large enough. We denote K (B?)) =limy o, K(B®),N).

We will establish our universality results for properly uniformly bounded distributions. A natural question
one can ask at this point is if, in particular examples, proper uniform boundedness is easy to establish. This
questions is addressed in appendix [l We first show that uniform boundedness holds in perturbations for
all perturbed Gaussian measures. Indeed for such measures the cumulants can be expressed as sums over
Feynman graphs and in appendix [A Tl we show that each graph respects the proper uniform bound. However



this is not yet a proof: in order to establish proper uniform boundedness of a cumulant one must deal with
the sum over all Feynman graphs. Sums over graphs are notoriously difficult to control (the perturbative
series are not summable, but only Borel summable), and promoting a perturbative bound to a bound at
the full non-perturbative level is the object of constructive field theory [25]. We will prove in appendix
that the proper uniform bound on the full resummed cumulants holds for a measure perturbed by a
quartic invariant. The full constructive bounds on cumulants for arbitrary polynomially perturbed Gaussian
measures can be achieved by an appropriate generalization of the techniques discussed in appendix [A.2l We
emphasize that once constructive bounds are established they always reproduce the scaling with N of the
perturbative bounds, hence the perturbative uniform bounds established in appendix [A1] should hold for
the full resummed cumulants also in the general case.

The trace invariance condition of the joint distribution is weaker than the independent identically dis-
tributed condition. The latter can be seen as supplementing the trace invariant operator HC(B) (5 s by a
number of further identifications of indices, imposing that all indices of color i in a cumulant are equal (and
modifying appropriately the scaling with IV ) These extra identifications decrease the number of independent
indices and simplify the joint measure.

The normalized Gaussian distribution of covariance o for a random tensor is the probability measure

(I g 1) (U1 g ) ®

Grouping the tensor entries into pairs of complex conjugated variables (T and Tﬁ with 77 = 72), the products
NP1 dqrﬁdfrﬁ)
o2 27 :

_ND-11

e o2 ﬁ

m

over 7i and n combine into a unique product running over the pairs, Hﬁ(

The Gaussian expectations of the connected (single) trace invariants are

= NP-1qTdT5 p-11 = _
Tr ']T,']I'> = ( o ”) TN oz X TadarTE Ty (T, T) . 9
< 5( ) o2 / H o2 271 ¢ 5( ) 9)
n
It is in fact a non-trivial problem to compute the moments of the Gaussian distribution, and we defer it to
section For now we just mention that for any graph B with 2k(5) vertices there exist two non-negative
integers, Q(B) and R(B) such that

lim N*1+Q<B><Tr3(1r, T)> = B R(B). (10)
N —o00 (7'2

We call Q(B) the convergence order of the invariant B. The normalization in eq.(8) is the only normaliza-
tion which ensures that the convergence order is positive and, more importantly, for all B, there exists an
infinite family of invariants (graphs B’) such that Q(B) = Q(B’), see lemma [1

Definition 5. A random tensor T distributed with the probability measure uy converges in distribution
to the distributional limit of a Gaussian tensor model of covariance o2 if the large N limit of the expectation
of any connected trace invariant equals the large N Gaussian expectation of the invariant

Jim NI [Tl“lg (T, T)] 2B R(B) . (11)
This paper establishes two theorems. The first one simply generalizes the universality of random matrices
to random tensors:

Theorem 1 (Universality 1). Consider N i.i.d. random variables Ty, each of covariance a%. Then, in the

large N limit, the tensor Ty = —2=—T5 converges in distribution to a Gaussian tensor of covariance 2.
Nz

The second universality theorem is:

Theorem 2 (Main Theorem: Universality 2). Consider NP random variables Tz whose joint distribution
is trace invariant and properly uniformly bounded of covariance K (8(2), N). Then in the large N limit the
tensor Ty converges in distribution to a Gaussian tensor of covariance K(B®) =limy o, K(B®?),N).



Universality is thus much stronger for random tensors than it is for random matrices. For the latter
universality can be established if, for instance, the distribution uy is i.i.d, but one achieves various non-
Gaussian large N limits [8] for trace invariant measures. The limit eigenvalue distributions can be evaluated
and it is different from the usual semicircle law (multi-cut solutions and so on). A set of matrices whose joint
distribution is trace invariant become free in the large N limit. Random tensors exhibit a more powerful
universality property: properly uniformly bounded trace invariant distributions become Gaussian in the
large N limit. However note that the large N covariance K (8(2)) strongly depends on the details of the joint
distribution at finite V. For the case of perturbed Gaussian measures the large N covariance is a sum over
an infinite family of Feynman graphs and exhibits various multicritical behaviors [20].

Before proceeding we fix some notation. From now on B will always designate the invariant whose
expectation we evaluate. As we deal only with connected (single trace) invariants, B will always be a
connected D colored graph. The graphs B(a) arise from the expansion of cumulants into trace invariant
operators. They are not connected. Their connected components are labeled B,(«).

When evaluating expectations of observables we will introduce D + 1 colored graphs (definition [I] with
D replaced by D+ 1). We will call the new color 0. We will use G as a dustbin notation for connected D + 1
colored graphs. The edges of the new color 0, denoted [° € £°(G), play a special role and will be represented
as dashed edges.

3 Random Matrices

We we will first detail the case of random matrices. This serves both as motivation and as an opportunity
to introduce the appropriate tools for the study of random tensors.

All connected bi-colored graphs with 2k vertices (labeled 1...k, 1,...k) are cycles with alternating colors
(which we denote B). The associated trace invariants are written

2
=11 I du
= 1li—(v v)€EN(B)
26 [T Andz =Te[AT)H, (12)

v,0EV(B)

Any invariant function of a generic (i.e. not necessarily hermitian) matrix can be evaluated starting from
these trace invariants, as they fix the spectral measure of ATA.

Gaussian distribution of a random matriz. The Gaussian distribution of a non-hermitian random N x N
matrix A of covariance 1 is the probability measure

e—NZAnlnzlsnlﬁllsTgﬁzAﬁh—lz H NdAnl’rﬂdAnl’rﬂ ) 7 (13)
2m
(nt,n?)
where the product is taken over all the (complex) entries A,1,2. Note that the exponent can alternatively
be written in the more familiar form NTr(ATA). The expectations of Gaussian distribution in the large N
limit are,

1 2k
lim NU(Te[(ATA)]) = —— 14
Nooo ) =771 (k) (14)
It is instructive to prove this. We represent the trace invariant as a colored cycle B with 2k vertices

<Tr [(ATA)F > Za < I1 AMAM>. (15)

v,0eV (B

The Gaussian expectation of a product of matrix entries is a sum over pairings (Wick contractions in the
physics language) of products of covariances. If two matrix entries are paired by a covariance we connect
them by a dashed edge (to which we associate by convention the color 0). A pairing is then represented as
a (Feynman) graph G.



Definition 6. We call a graph with 3 colors G a covering graph of B if G reduces to B by deleting the
edges of color 0, G\ £°(G) = B.

The contraction of two entries A,1,2 and A-1;2 with the Gaussian measure ([@3) comes to replacing
them by the covariance %5,11,—11 Sn2n2, hence each edge of color 0, I° = (v,9) € £°(G), will bring a factor
%(5”%,—1%6"%% (see for instance [26]).

The graph of the invariant B has two colors 1 and 2, while a covering graph G has three colors: 1, 2 and
the extra color 0 of the dashed edges. An example of a covering graph G contributing to the expectation
of Tr[(ATA)3] is presented in figure @l The edges of color 0 are drawn outwards such that the colors are
encountered in the order 0, 1, 2 when turning clockwise (resp. anti clockwise) around the black (resp. white)
vertices.

Figure 2: A covering graph G of an observable 5.

The expectation of B becomes a sum over all covering graphs G

(Trl(ata)y]) = Z(H T o) > 11 %%ﬁ%%ﬁ%v (16)

n,ii=11i=(v,5)EEi (B) G,0\E%Q)=B  19=(v,5)€E(G)

and, as the edges of color 1 and 2 of any such G are in fact the edges of color 1 and 2 of B

(vlara) = > % (H T ) T Fommbum)- (17)

G,G\EY(G)=B n,n  i=1]i=(v,0)€E(G) 10=(v,0)€E°(G)

To evaluate the contribution of a graph G one must evaluate the number of independent sums over the
matrix indices n, . The Kronecker ds compose along the faces (bi-colored circuits) of colors 01 and 02 and
yield an independent free sum for each such face. As we have exactly k edges of color 0 we get

1
<Tr[(ATA)k]>: 3 mvam(g)H““”(g). (18)
G,G\EY(G)=B

Note that the face 12 corresponding to the circuit B with colors 12 (hence to the observable itself) does not
bring any sum. The graph G has 2k vertices (k black and k white), 3k edges (k dashed edges of color 0 and k
solid edges for each of the colors 1 and 2) and faces (F*(G) + F%(G) representing free sums and F12(G) =1
with no sum). The Euler character of G is

2k — 3k + F°Y(G) + F?(G) +1=2—-2¢(G) = —1— k + F°*(G) + F**(G) = —29(9) . (19)

It follows that in the large N limit only graphs G of genus g(G) = 0 contribute. We call such graphs minimal
covering graphs of B. Equivalently they can be seen as the covering graphs of B with maximal number of
faces F°Y(G) + F°2(G). Thus

lim NU(Te[(ATA)']) = Ry, (20)

N —o00

where Ry, counts the number of minimal (planar) covering graphs G, G\ E°(G) = B. It is easy to show (see for

instance [26]) that Ry = 1 and Ryy1 = Z];:o R, Ry, thus Ry, = k—}H (Qkk), i.e. Ry, are the Catalan numbers.

The normalization of the Gaussian is canonical, and not a matter of choice: any other normalization leads
either to infinite or to zero expectations in the large N limit.



3.1 Universality for Random Matrices

In order to introduce the ideas we will use later to prove the universality properties of random higher rank
tensors we present below the classical universality of random matrices using this graphical representation.

Theorem 3. Let M be a matriz with entries i.i.d. complex random variables with centered distributions of
unit covariance. In the large N limit, the matriz M = \/LNM converges in distribution to a random matric
distributed on a Gaussian.

Proof: The matrices MM are called random covariance matrices (or Wishart matrices) [§]. The moments
of the matrix M are written

1 1
L vkl — 1 Tk

i 000308)) = i b 0]

_ B y Y

= J\}E}noo W Zénﬁ N [Mﬁl,Mﬁi, .. .,Mﬁk,MﬁE}

. 1 B — _

:J&gan25nﬁ Znﬁ[Mﬁl,Mﬁi,...,Mﬁk,Mﬁk] , (21)
where we denoted k, the product of cumulants associated to the partition 7 and 1,...,k,1,...k are the
vertices of B. As the entries are independent, the only non-zero cumulants are raq [Mij, 717-, oo My, Mij .

Like in the Gaussian case, each cumulant will introduce constraints on the number of independent sums. We
slightly extend our graphical representation. If two matrix entries are connected by a two point cumulant
we connect them, as in the Gaussian case, by a dashed edge of color 0. If four (or more) matrix entries are
connected by a cumulant, all the four (or more) matrix elements have the same indices. We will employ
a simple trick to represent such cumulants, namely we will connect the matrix entries two by two (a M
and a M) by dashed edges of color 0 and keep in mind that the indices are further identified. The pairing
is not canonical, and in order to control the subleading contributions one needs to improve this graphical
representation and track carefully the higher order cumulants. However at leading order we just need a
rough estimate of the number of independent sums in an observable and a non-canonical pairing suffices.

The graphs G we obtain are covering graphs of B, G\ £Y(G) = B. We have (at most) an independent
sum over an index corresponding to the faces 01 and 02 (potentially fewer if several dashed edges correspond
to a higher order cumulant). In the large N limit only planar graphs (minimal covering graphs) contribute.
Furthermore, if such a planar graph corresponds to a factorization with a fourth (or higher) order cumulant,
some of the faces 01 and 02 are further identified, hence the number of independent sums is strictly smaller
than F%(G) + F%2(G) in this case. Indeed, a pair of distinct edges of color 0 on a planar graph with a
unique face 12 can never share both faces 01 and 02. To prove this, consider the face 12 (see figure 2] for an
example). An edge of color 0 partitions the vertices into two subsets, the “interior vertices” one encounters
along the face 12 when going clockwise from the black end vertex of the edge to the white end vertex of
the edge and the “exterior vertices” one encounters along the face 12 when going clockwise from the white
end vertex of the edge to the black end vertex of the edge. As the graph is planar no interior vertex can be
connected to an exterior vertex by an edge of color 0. The face 01 (resp. 02) containing the edge contains
then only interior (resp. exterior) vertices, hence any other edge of color 0 belonging to the same face 01
(resp. 02) connects two interior (resp. exterior) vertices.

It follows that the only surviving contributions in the large N limit correspond to planar graphs in which
all dashed edges come from a second order cumulant

1 _ k
i IVOET] — 15 N _
o {0030 = S (i) < =
G,G\E9(G)=B
where we used the fact that the covariance of the atomic distribution is one.
O

In the case of matrices we have another clever set of observables, the eigenvalues of the matrix MM,
which are non-polynomial functions of the generators. Passing to this set of variables is analog to writing the



theory in a particular gauge and the corresponding Faddev-Popov determinant results from the integration
over the unitary group with the Haar measure. The result is the well known Vandermonde polynomial.

We now relax the requirement of independence and require only trace invariance of the joint distribution
of the entries. Thus in eq.(21)

1 1 . _
. k] 1 B v v
Jim = v [Tr[(M M) ]} = Jim = n§n 05> kn [Mnl,Mﬁi,...,Mnk,MﬁJ : (23)

™

one substitutes for each set in the partition 7 the properly uniformly bounded trace invariant cumulants of

eq.(@) and (@)

o(Bw)
1= 3 N-2k(B@)+2-¢ (B@) K (B(), V) [T o . (24
p=1

B(a), k(B(a))=k(a)

The index a = 1,...a™* tracks the cumulant xo(,) appearing in the expansion of the joint moment. The
index p =1,...C(B(«a)) labels (at fixed B(a)) the connected components B,(a) in the expansion of Kaj(a)
in trace invariants.

When evaluating the expectation of a trace observable, the sum over partitions = becomes a sum over
graphs G. The graph G representing a term in the sum is constructed as follows. First one draws the
observable B and an invariant B(a) (with connected components B,(«a)) for each gy (e for a =1,...a™*.

Note that Zf:(f(a)) k(B,(r)) = k() and Zzzx k(o) = k. As a matter of convention we flip all the black
and white vertices of B. Note that in this graphical representation all the original vertices of B are doubled:
every vertex appears once in 5 and once in some B,(a). We connect every vertex representing a matrix entry
M in B with the vertex representing the same matrix entry M in the corresponding B,(c) by a fictitious
dashed edge of color 0. Some example are presented in figure Bl

We thus construct a bipartite closed connected graph G having three colors, 0, 1 and 2 (see definition [I).
As we flipped the black and white vertices on B, all edges of color 0 in G will connect a black and a white
vertex. We call a graph built in this way a doubled graph. The sums over partitions 7 and invariants B(«)
in equations (23) and (24)) becomes a sum over all doubled graphs G one can build starting from B which
we denote G D B. Starting from a given G one readily identifies B, B,(c) and C(B(a)): the observable B
is the subgraph with colors 1,... D of G having no label «, all the other subgraphs with colors 1,...D of G
c(5) Bp(a)), and C(B(a)) is the number

p=1

max

represent the various B,(«a)’s, that is G\ £°(G) = BUUS_, (U
of connected components of G sharing the same label a.

This graphical representation applies to all trace invariant measures. We will see in appendix [A] the
precise relation between the usual Feynman graphs for perturbed Gaussian measures and these doubled
graphs, but we warn the reader that this relation is more subtle than it might appear at first sight.

Some doubled graphs contributing to the observable Tr[(MM)?] are given in figure The face 12
associated to B is the one with six vertices, while the faces 12 with four and two vertices correspond to
various B,(c«). We include in figure Bl the labels o and p of the various connected components B,(c«). Thus
on the left hand side of figure [l we represented a contribution from two cumulants. The first one is a two
point cumulant k(B(l)) = 1, and the second one is a four point cumulant k(8(2)) = 2. The invariant
for the first cumulant has a connected component C'(B(1)) = 1 with two vertices k(B1(1)) = 1. The
invariant for the second cumulant has also one connected component C(B(2)) = 1 but this time with four
vertices k(81(2)) = 2. On the right of figure Bl we presented a contribution coming from the same two
cumulants, k(B(1)) = 1, k(B(2)) = 2. The invariant for the first cumulant has again a connected component
C(B(1)) = 1 with two vertices k(B1(1)) = 1. But this time the invariant for the second cumulant has two
connected components C(B(2)) = 2, each with two vertices k(B1(2)) = 1,k(B2(2)) = 1.

To evaluate the contribution of a graph G to the expectation of an observable one must remember that
we first divide the 2k points among o™?* cumulants, and subsequently the 2k(«) points in every cumulant
are subdivided into C'(B(a)) connected graphs B,(c). As the edges of color 0 connect two copies of the same
vertex, the indices of their end points are identical, hence each [° = (v,9) € £°(G) contributes On1plOp2p2.

10
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Figure 3: Doubled graphs contributing to an observable

o=1
p=1

u ||
o

The expectation of an invariant observable becomes

o (Te[1M)4]) =
1

N

max

@

Nt
GDOB, G\&EY(G)=BU

ai‘“ (Uf(f ) B, ()

(*Zk(B(a))Jerc(B(a))) -
’ nz; (4 H H 5()

lj K (B(a),N)
11

10=(v,0)€€°(G)
The total operator ( Ha 1 H

(B(a))

vertices. Substituting the trace invariant operators (5

(a)) explains our representation in doubled graphs: one
must keep track of the observable B the cumulants sop (o) and the graphs B,(a) in order to compute the
contribution of a term to the expectation of the observable. In particular this requires the doubling of the

~ and 55 o(@) eq.([28) becomes
1 g‘;"“x( 2k(B()) +2-C (B(a) )
5 2 N H K
GoB, G\E0(G)=BUUS™S™ (uf:(f ) B, ()
2

n,n =1 ) ﬁ) H
li=(v,5)e&i (Bu am (Uf:(f(a))

571%) il 571% n2
10=(v,5)€E0(G)
Bp<a>))

and noting again that the edges of colors 1 and 2 of BUJ

zzx (Ufz(f(a)) B,(c)) are exactly the edges of
color 1 and 2 in G, we see again that the Kronecker ds compose along the faces of colors 01 and 02 of G, thus
S (Tr[(h)] )
~ iy (e[0T

Z N 120 O (B(e) +FN @)+ F(6) -2 a0 (¢ (Ba)) -1) H K (B
G,GOB

max
[e3

Lz o

a=1

(27)

(B(a)) faces 12, one associated to the observable B, and one for each B,(a). Furthermore it
has 2k edges of color 0, 2k edges of color 1 and 2k edges of color 2. The Euler character of G is

(a),N) .
The doubled graph G has 4k vertices, 2k coming from B and 2k coming from all the B,(a). It has
« ) i pl&
4k —6k+1+ > C(B(a) + F(G) + F*(G) =2 —29(3) , (28)
a=1
hence the global scaling with N of a term is N~ 29(9) =224 (e (Be) 1) It follows that G contributes to

-1
the expectation of an observable in the large N limit if it is planar and each cumulant ko (o) contributes
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exactly one connected invariant C' (B(a)) = 1. The second condition is easy to understand for perturbed
Gaussian measures. As previously stated the disconnected invariants B(a) correspond to Feynman graphs
having more than one external face. Reconnecting the external edges on such a cumulant on the observable
B leads to non-planar Feynman graphs, in spite of the fact that the associated doubled graph (which only
sees the boundary of the Feynman graph contributing to the cumulant) is planar. This emphasizes the
non-trivial relation between Feynman graphs and doubled graphs.

The planar graphs contributing to the large N limit possess cumulants of orders between 2 and 2k (each
cumulant contributing only when its associated invariant is connected), hence the large N distribution of M is
not Gaussian. The restriction of trace invariant measures for matrices to planar graphs has a different effect:
one can easily show that matrices distributed according to such measures become free in the large N limit.
This is particularly transparent in the combinatorial formulation of free probability theory of [27] 28]. In the
large N limit only the free cumulants (defined by restricting the sum in eq.(@l) to non-crossing partitions)
survive, and one can show that (in the large N limit) the mixed free cumulants of a collection of matrices
cancel. As one only deals with the N — oo limit, the free cumulants are automatically associated to
connected invariants. One example of a random matrix model whose measure is not trace invariant is the
Grosse Wulkenhaar model [29] which is only almost trace invariant.

4 Random Tensors

We now go to the core of our paper and the proofs of the two theorems. We start by an account of properties
of D and D + 1 colored graphs we will use below. Most of the lemmas we present in subsections 1] and
can be found in [I6] 19} 24] 30]. The rest of this section is new.

4.1 Closed D + 1-colored Graphs

The connected (single trace) observables of tensor models are represented by connected D-colored graphs B.
Their expectations are evaluated in terms of D + 1-colored graphs G, having an extra color 0. We will use
the shorthand notation 0 = {1,...D}.

Consider a connected closed D + 1 colored graph G. To simplify notation we will drop in this subsection
as much as possible G from our notation. Thus the sets of vertices, edges and faces of colors ij (definition
2) of G are denoted V, £ and F(7). Furthermore we denote F = Uicj F@3) and F = |F|. We define the
jackets [I5] [16] 19 of the D + 1-colored graph G.

Definition 7. A colored jacket J is a 2-subcomplex of G, labeled by a (D + 1)-cycle 7, such that:
e J and G have identical vertex sets, V(J) = V;
e J and G have identical edge sets, E(T) = E&;

D }-(TQ(O),THI(O))'

o the face set of J is a subset of the face set of G: F(J) = U,—o

For example the jacket associated to the cycle (0,1,2...D) contains the faces (0,1)(1,2)(2,3)...(D,0).
It is evident that 7 and G have the same connectivity. A given jacket is independent of the overall orientation
of the cycle, meaning that the jackets are in one-to-two correspondence with (D + 1)-cycles. Therefore, the
number of independent jackets is D!/2 and the number of jackets containing a given face is (D — 1)!

The jacket has the structure of a ribbon graph, [26], as each edge of J lies on the boundary of two of its
faces. A ribbon edge that separates the two faces, (771(i),i) and (i,7(i)) inherits the color i of the edge in
G. Ribbon graphs are well-known to correspond to Riemann surfaces [26], and so the same holds for jackets.
Given this, we can compute the Euler character of the jacket, x(J) = | F(T)| = [E(T)|+ |V(T)| = 2—29(T),
where ¢g(J) is the genus of the jacketﬁ

41t is however sometimes more transparent to over count the distinct jackets by a factor of two associating them one to one
with cycles. For example, one can count that from the D! cycles of D + 1 colors, (D — 1)! will contain the pair 45 and (D — 1)!
the pair ji.

5A moment of reflection reveals that the jackets necessarily represent orientable surfaces.
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Definition 8. The convergence degree (or simply degree) of a graph G is w(G) = >_ ; g(J), where the
sum runs over all the D!/2 distinct jackets J of G. The degree is a nonnegative integer.

Consider a jacket J of a closed, connected, (D + 1) colored graph G with 2k = |V| vertices. The number
of vertices and edges of J are: |[V(J)| = |V| = 2k and |E(T)| = |€] = (D + 1)k, respectively. Hence, the
number of faces of J is |F(J)| = (D — 1)k + 2 — 29(J). Taking into account that G has D! jackets and
each face belongs to (D — 1)! Jackets we obtain

— |F| = ,}:u' —Q%l9k+p—iﬁngwm. (29)

This equation is crucial in establishing the universality results in the large N limit of random tensor models.
Of course the same equation holds (replacing D by D — 1) for closed, connected D-colored connected graphs.
Note that, as F is an integer, w(G) is a multiple of ﬁ.

We now consider the D-bubbles of G with colors 0 (i.e. the connected subgraphs of G with edges of colors
1,2...D). We denote them By, . As they are D-colored graphs, they also possess jackets, which we denote
by j( ) It is rather elementary to construct the jackets of the bubbles j( ) from the jackets of the graph J

[15] [16] 19]. Let us construct the ribbon graph J 0 consisting of vertex, edge and face sets:

VIO =V =V, ETY)=ET)\ET) =€\ €,
F(7°%) = (F) FT 00 F0r0)) g plom0) (30)

that is having all the vertices of G, all the edges of G of colors different from 0 and some faces of . For
instance, for the jacket corresponding to (0, 1,...D) the ribbon graph JY has faces (1,2)...(D — 1, D) and
(D,1). Given that the face set of J is specified by a (D + 1)-cycle 7, the first thing to notice is that the
face set of J0 is specified by a D-cycle obtained from 7 by deleting the color 0. The ribbon graph J 0 is the
union of several connected components, j( ) Each J is a jacket of a D-bubble B(,). Conversely, every
jacket of B, is obtained from exactly D jackets of dﬁ

Lemma 1. Let G be a closed connected D + 1 colored graph and B, its D-bubbles with colors 0. Then
G)> DY w(By) - (31)
o

As ‘7(6;0 are in one-to-one correspondence with disjoint subgraphs of 7 we have g7 > > u 970 - As every
(1)

jacket J&) is obtained as subgraph of exactly D distinct jackets 7, summing over all the jackets of G proves
the lemma (see [19] for more details).

Of particular importance later in this paper are the graphs G of degree zero, w(G) = 0. They have been
extensively discussed in [30]. In D > 3, the D+1 colored graphs with degree zero have a very simple structure.
A counting argument proves that such a graph must have at least one face with exactly two vertices. As all
the jackets must be planar this in turn implies that the graph contains two vertices connected by exactly D
edges. Albeit simple, the proof of the second statement is somewhat convoluted.

For 2 + 1 colored graphs the degree equals the genus of the graph, hence the graphs of degree 0 are the
planar graphs. For D > 3, the D + 1 colored graphs of degree zero are called melonic.

Lemma 2. Suppose D > 3. If G is a closed connected D + 1 colored graph of degree zero then G has a face
with exactly two vertices.

Proof: Since G is of degree zero it has F' = @k + D faces, from equation (29). Denote Fy the number
of faces with 2s vertices (every face must have an even number of vertices). Then

D(D —1)

E+E+Zg: 5

s>3

k+D. (32)

6A jacket J(au ) of B, is specified by a D-cycle (missing the color 0). On can insert the color 0 anywhere along the cycle
and thus get D independent (D + 1)-cycles.

13



Let QkE]B) be the number of vertices of the Sth face with colors ij. We count the total number of vertices by

summing the numbers of vertices per face >, _; kzé) Fi4+2F+Y s Fs = M k (as each vertex
contributes to D(D + 1)/2 faces). Substituting F» from ([B2) we get

D(D — 3)

Fi=2D+) (s = 2F, + ——

s>3

k. (33)

Notice that on the right hand side, the first two terms yield a strictly positive contribution for any D > 2,
whereas the third term changes sign when D = 3.
O

This lemma explicitly breaks when D = 2: there exist planar graphs having no face with exactly two
vertices. This is the deep origin of the fact that trace invariant measures can lead to non-Gaussian matrices,
but (as we will prove below) necessarily lead to Gaussian tensors in the large N limit.

Lemma 3. If D > 3 and G is a closed connected D + 1 colored graph of degree zero, then it contains a
D-bubble (i.e. subgraph with D colors) with exactly two vertices.

We emphasize that the D edges of the D-bubble with two vertices can have any colors, 1,..., D but also
0,2,...Dor0,1,3,...D, etc.
Proof: From the previous lemma G has a face (say of colors ij) with exactly two vertices (say v and v). If,
for all g, a unique edge of color ¢ connects v and v we conclude. If the two edges of color ¢ are different,
I = (v,a), I = (a,v) we consider the jacket J = (...4qj...). It contains the faces (iq) and (¢j). As G is of
degree zero, J is planar. We call ' the ribbon graph obtained from J by deleting [ and I3 and welding
together the faces (iq) and (gj) at each of the vertices v, U, a, and a. As l{ and [ separate the same two faces
(iq) and (gj), the graph J' has two edges fewer, but the same number of faces as J. The Euler character
of J"is x(J') = x(J) + 2 = 4, hence J' has two planar connected components. It follows that by deleting
the lines {{ and I in G one also obtains two connected components. This is presented in ﬁgure

N A
v<;/7

J

(a) G and J
11 1?2

m @
< D, NG

(b) 6@ and Tty ¢) 6@ and jg(q)

Figure 4: The graphs G and J, g<q>’ and jg(q)/ and G(@ and Tg -

We denote g@’ (respectively G l) the connected component of G obtained by deleting lq and lq which
does not contain (resp. contains) the vertices v and . The graph G @’ is presented in ﬁgure Note that
G’ (resp. G’ ) is not a closed D + 1 colored graph, as the two vertices a and a (resp. v and v) are not
touched by edges of color q It can however be transformed into a genuine closed D + 1 colored graph, which
we denote G0 (resp. G(9), by adding an edge 1%, (resp. 1%,) connecting the two vertices a and a (resp. v
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and 7). The graph G(9) is presented figure Note that G(9) (resp. Q(Q)) has at least two fewer vertices
than G, namely v and v (resp. a and a).
We now show that G(@ (resp. G(@) is of degree 0. Indeed any jacket Jgw (resp. Jéw ) of G (resp.

§<Q>) is obtained from the corresponding jacket J of G by deleting the lines [{ and [ and the reconnecting
a and @ (resp. v and 7) by a new line %, (resp. 1%,). As all the jackets have the same connectivity, deleting
I{ and 1§ in any jacket J = (...rgs...) always leads to a ribbon graph having two connected components
denoted J' and J'. Tt follows that for any jacket J the lines [{ and [ share both faces rq and g41. The
graph with two connected components Jgw and Jg) has the same number of lines, but two more faces

then J. Thus both the connected components Jg«) and jg(q) are planar, hence both G and G(q) are of

degree zero.
W (q,0)
0 g

q
l12

b, g
’ QIM ’

Figure 5: The graph G(9 and the graphs Glad'),

Note that one cannot naively iterate the argument, as the graph G(? has an edge, 115, which does not
belong to G. However, G(9) has a face of colors i’j’ with exactly two vertices v/,7’. By the previous argument
it must have the form represented in figure [5] on the left.

Again, for all ¢/, we consider the graph G@4) obtained from G(@ by erasing the two edges of color ¢
containing v’ and v, l‘lz, = (v',a@’) and lg, = (a’,?") and joining o’ and @’ by a line l‘f; = (a’,a@’). The graphs
G0 . G@D) are represented in figure [ on the right. The edge I, belongs to only one of these G@d) for
some ¢'.

We then chose another one, say G(44") to iterate (if for all ¢"" # ¢’ the two vertices v and ¢’ are connected

by a unique edge we obtained a D-bubble of G with exactly two vertices and conclude). The edge 11, is not

an edge of G(+¢"). However the new edge l‘f; (that is the new edge of color ¢” connecting the vertices a”

and a”’ of Q(q’q”)) is an edge of G(@4") Thus all but one of the edges of G(aa”) belong to G. We iterate until
we reach a graph G (@:4".) with exactly two vertices connected by D + 1 edges. Out of them D are edges of
G and form a D bubble.

O

4.1.1 Melons

We call two vertices connected by D edges in a graph with D + 1 colors a melon (or an internal D-dipole,
not to be confused with the D-dipole 3(2)). We emphasize that a melon can have external legs of any color 0,
1up to D. The D internal edges of a melon with external edges of color ¢ have colors 0,1,...¢—1,1414,...D.
Replacing a melon by an edge corresponding to its external legs we obtain a graph of degree zerdd having
two vertices fewer (and @ fewer faces). Iterating, one reduces a graph of degree zero to a graph with
exactly two vertices connected by D+ 1 edges. Conversely all graphs of degree zero can be built by arbitrary

"To see this, we follow the face rq (or gs) from J’ to J’ along the line l}z. As the face closes one needs to go back from J’ to
J’ and this can be done only along the face rq (or gs) of the line 3.
8Every jacket has two fewer vertices, D + 1 fewer edges and D — 1 fewer faces, hence its genus does not change.
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insertions of melons on edges. The graphs of degree zero are then in one to one correspondence to colored
rooted D + l-ary trees [24] [30].
First order. The lowest order graph consists in two vertices connected by D + 1 edges. We represent

0l
. 0 D
0 D

Figure 6: The first order melonic graph and its corresponding rooted tree.

this graph by the tree with one vertex decorated with D+ 1 leaves. A leafis a tree edge connecting the D+ 1
valent vertex to a univalent descendant. The D + 1 leaves of the tree correspond to all the edges in the graph
incident to the black vertex @ (of course, in the graph, these edges are all also incident to the white vertex
v). The leaves inherit the colors of the corresponding edges in the graph. This first D + 1 valent vertex is
called the root vertez (and is marked R). We consider all the graph edges incident at the black vertex v to
be active. The leaves of the tree inherit this activity. See Figure [0l for an illustration.

Second order. At second order, D+ 1 graphs contribute. They arise from inserting a melon (that is two
vertices connected by D edges) on any of the D + 1 active edges of the first order graph. Say, we insert the
new melon on the active edge of color 1. With respect to the new melon, all the graph edges incident at its
black vertex are deemed active, while the graph edge of color 1 incident at its white vertex is deemed inactive
(in bold in figure [[). This graph corresponds to a tree obtained from the first order tree by connecting its

12

Figure 7: A second order melonic graph and its corresponding tree.

leaf of color 1 to a new (D + 2)-valent vertex. This new vertex has D + 1 leaves, one of each color. The root
and the new tree vertex are joined by a tree edge of color 1. The leaves correspond to the active edges in
the graph (either of the root or on the new melon). We presented this in figure [l The inactive edge of the
graph (represented in bold in figure[7]) corresponds to the tree edge connecting the root and the new D + 2
valent vertex (also in bold in figure[7]). All the active edges of the graph correspond to the leaves of the tree.

Order k + 1. We obtain the graphs at order k£ + 1 by inserting a melon on any of the active edges of a
graph at order k. Once again, with respect to the new melon, all graph edges incident to its black vertex are
deemed active. If the active edge on which we performed the insertion had color 7, the graph edge of color
1 incident to the white vertex of the new melon is deemed inactive. In terms of the trees, we represent this
insertion by connecting a (D + 2)-valent vertex, with D + 1 active leaves, to one of the active leaves of a tree
at order k. The new tree edge inherits the color of this leaf.

The 2k vertices of the graph are in two to one correspondence to the (exactly k) D + 2-valent vertices
(including the D+ 1-valent root) of the tree. The (D+1)k edges of the graph are in one to one correspondence
to the (k — 1) tree edges connecting D + 2 valent vertices (including the root) and the Dk + 1 leaves of the
tree. The tree associated to a graph is a colored version of a Gallavotti-Nicolo tree [31].

If a graph is a (D + 1)-colored melonic graph, all its subgraphs with D-colors (D-bubbles) are melonic.
This is easy to see from the construction algorithm. Moreover, the D-ary trees of the D-bubbles with colors
6, B, are trivially obtained from the (D + 1)-ary tree of the graph G by deleting all tree edges and leaves
of color 0.

We call the graphs of degree zero described above melonic [30]. We will use below the following two
lemmas.
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Lemma 4. Let B be a melonic D-colored graph. Then there exists a unique melonic D + 1 colored graph G
with the same number of vertices which reduces to B by deleting all the edges of color 0.

The unique D + 1-ary tree Tg with k vertices which reduces to a given D-ary tree Tz with k vertices by
deleting all the tree edges and leaves of color 0 is the tree Tz decorated by a leaf of color 0 on each of its
vertices.

Lemma 5. Let B be a melonic D-colored graph with 2k vertices. Then there exists a unique melonic D + 1
colored graph G with 4k vertices which reduces to B by deleting all the edges color 0, such that no two vertices
of B are connected (when seen as vertices in G) by an edge of color 0.

As no two vertices of B are connected (in G) by an edge of color zero, if follows that none of the tree
vertices of the tree Tp associated to B (when seen as a subtree of the tree 7g associated to G) has a leaf of
color 0. Therefore all the vertices in 7p must be connected in Tg to another vertex by a tree edge of color
0. The tree Tg, obtained from 7T by decorating each vertex with an edge of color 0 (and a new end vertex),
is unique and so is its associated graph G with 4k vertices.

4.2 Open graphs and the boundary graph

We have discussed so far closed connected D + 1 colored graphs. We will now present open D + 1 colored
graphs, that is graphs having some external edges.

Definition 9. A bipartite open D + 1-colored graph is a graph G = (V(G),E(G)) with vertez set V(G) and
edge set £(G) such that:

e V(G) is bipartite, i.e. there exists a partition of the vertex set V(G) = A(G) U A(G), such that for
any element | € E(G), then | = (v,v) with v € A(G) and v € A(G). Their cardinalities satisfy
V(G)| = 2|A(9)| = 2|A(G)|. We call v € A(B) the white vertices and v € A(B) the black vertices of B.

o The white (black) vertices are of two types, internal vertices and external vertices, A(G) = Aint(G)U
Aext(G), A(G) = Aint(G) U Aext (G). The internal vertices are D + 1 valent while the external vertices
are 1-valent.

e The edge set is partitioned into D subsets E(B) = Ui’;l EYB), where EY(B) = {I' = (v,v)} is the subset
of edges with color i. Furthermore the set of edges of color 0 is partitioned into internal and external
edges of color 0, E°(G) = E2.(G) U EL(G), such that the internal edges connect two internal vertices
and the external edges connect an external and an internal verted). All the edges of color i # 0 are
internal.

e The edges incident to a D + 1 valent internal vertex have distinct colors, while the edge incident to an
external 1-valent vertex has color 0.

Some examples of open 3 4 1 colored graphs are presented on the left in figure 8l Both graphs have four
external edges and four external vertices.

Faces are still defined according to definition Bl as subgraphs with two colors. For open D + 1 colored
graphs, such subgraphs fall in two categories. Either they are bi-colored circuits of edges (as for closed
graphs) in which case they contain only internal edges and internal vertices and we call them internal faces.
Or they are chains of edges, in which case they necessarily contain external edges and external vertices and
we call them external faces . Note that, as the external edges have color 0, only the faces of colors 0i can

be external. We partition the set of faces of colors 07 into the set of internal faces of colors 0¢, denoted fi(r?t’i)
(|]—'(O’l)| = %) and the set of external faces of colors 0i, denoted FO (|.7-'(0’1)| = F%).

int int ext ext

The external faces f € }'e(géi) necessarily start and end on two external vertices v and @, f = (u,@). For

every graph G we build the boundary graph 9G having a vertex u (resp. @) for every external vertex of G
and an edge of color i joining a w and a u for every external face f = (u,u) € fc(g;” of G. On the right in
figure 8 we represented the boundary graphs 9G of the two graphs G. The boundary graph is a D colored

. . . _ 590G
graph and represents a tensor invariant, thus Hf:(u,a)eui FO Onini = Opn-

90r two external vertices.
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Figure 8: Open graphs and their boundary graphs.

Note that, as it is that case in the second example, in spite of the fact that G itself is connected, the
boundary graph G can be disconnected. We emphasize that, while the internal faces of an open graph are
circuits of edges, the external faces are chains of edges.

4.3 Gaussian Distribution for Tensors

We now compute the large N trace invariant moments of the Gaussian distribution for a random tensor

(1)) = [ T (S Tt e 2 s ot s g (1,7, (34)

o2 271

with the connected trace invariant operators

Tri(T, T) Za Il TaTi. 65 = I dune s (35)

v,9€V(B) li=(v,0)e€(B)

indexed by connected graphs B with colors 1... D having 2k(B) vertices (and Dk(B) edges). Assume o = 1.
The number of faces of the D-colored graph associated to an observable is computed using eq.(29) in terms
of its degree

lz_pij(s) _ Wzﬁ(s) L (D-1)- ﬁ w(B) . (36)

The Gaussian expectation is a sum over contractions. As in the matrix case, we represent two tensors
connected by a covariance as a dashed edge to which we assign the color 0. We denote the full graph,
including the color 0 by G. An observable is a sum over graphs G which restrict to B by erasing the dashed
edges of color 0. We already encountered such graphs in the case of matrices.

Definition 10. A D + 1 colored graph G is called a covering graph of B if it reduces to B by erasing the
edges of color 0, G\ £°(G) = B.

Every face of colors 0i in G brings a free sum, hence a factor N. Every dashed edge generated by the
covariance brings a factor ﬁ The moments of the Gaussian are written

<Tr5(1r, 1‘r)> _ S N HBO-DNE )
G, G\EY(G)=B B .
= Z N_k(B)(D_1)+EOSi<j F(G) =S oy, F(9) , (37)

G, G\EY(G)=B

Note that 37, ; F*/(G) is the total number of faces of the graph G, while >, , ., F7(G) = >, F7(B)
is the number of faces of B. Also we have k(G) = k(B). Using eq.(29) and (B0), we get N

(rs(T.T))= 3 NUTEme@tmime®) (38)
g, G\&%(G)=B
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As both ﬁw(g) and ﬁw(lg) are integers, the scaling with NV of a graph G contributing to the
expectation of a trace invariant is always an integer. By Lemmal[ll w(G) > Dw(B), thus

2 2 2 2

L=+ p—giv® = 1= 529~ 59y

[w(G) - Dw(B)] <1- 2w(@). (39

D! D!

4.3.1 Melonic observables

From eq.(38) and (39) it follows that in the large N limit the expectation of an observable scales at most
like N, and it scales like N only if there exists a melonic graph G which restricts to B by erasing the edges
of color zero. This implies that B itself must be melonic and, due to Lemma [l it implies that G is unique.
The expectation of a melonic observable B is therefore in the large N limit

lim N*1<Tr3(1r, T)> =1, (40)

N—o0

reproducing eq.([[d) with Q(B) = 0 and R(B) = 1. Hence the melonic observables are the only observables
of convergence order 0 in and their expectation at leading order is 1.

4.3.2 Arbitrary observables

Consider now a generic observable 5. The leading order contribution to eq.([38) is given by the covering
graphs G of B having minimal degree.

Definition 11. A covering graph of B of minimal degree G™",

min 0 miny __ . miny __ :
gmr\Eeng™) =8, with — w(G )—gg\rgg?g):BW(g), (41)

is called @ minimal covering graph of B. Equivalently, the minimal covering graphs of B are the covering
graphs having the mazimal possible number of faces Y-, F(G).

Thus for all B,

lim N‘1+Q(B)<Tr5(’]l‘,’ﬂ‘)> — R(B), (42)

N—o00

with the convergence order of the observable Q(B) = ﬁw(g"ﬂn) - ﬁw([ﬁ’) and R(B) the number of

minimal covering graphs of B. Take for example D = 3. Both invariants depicted in figure [ are of order

Figure 9: Observables of lower order for D = 3 and minimal covering graphs.

Q(B) =1 and the number of minimal covering graphs is in both cases R(B) 