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We point out that a classical analog of the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev model — a solvable model of
quantum many-body chaos, was studied long ago in the turbulence literature. Motivated by the
Navier-Stokes equation in the turbulent regime and the nonlinear Schrodinger equation describing
plasma turbulence, in which there is mixing between many different modes, the random coupling
model has a Gaussian-random coupling between any four of a large number N of modes. The
model was solved in the 1960s, before the introduction of large N path integral techniques, using
a method referred to as the direct interaction approximation. We use the path integral to derive
the effective action for the model. The large-N saddle gives an integral equation for the two-point
function, which is very similar to the corresponding equation in the SYK model. The connection
between the SYK model and the random coupling model may, on the one hand, provide new
physical contexts in which to realize the SYK model and, on the other hand, suggest new models

of turbulence and techniques for studying them.



Contents

[1. _Introductionl 1
2. The SYK model 2
[3. The random coupling modell 4
4. The effective action for the random coupling modell 8
[5. Direct Interaction Approximation| 10
6. Discussionl 11
[A. Path integral for the random coupling model| 13

1. Introduction

The Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model [1}2] is a strongly coupled quantum many-body system
of N > 1 fermions with Gaussian-random, quartic, all-to-all interactions. Invented with the goal
of serving as a simple model of a quantum black hole, the SYK model’s combination of being both
strongly chaotic and analytically and numerically tractable, has given it broad application within
high energy theory, condensed matter physics, and quantum information theory [3-5].

The challenge in quantum many-body systems is that one is often interested in strongly coupled
systems, outside the realm of perturbation theory. The challenge in many classical contexts, such
as in fluid mechanics, is similar: One is often interested in strongly nonlinear equations, for which
no general analytic tools are available. A quantity one would often like to compute is a correlation
function, which is now a statistical correlation function: Because the system is chaotic, in order
to have a robust quantity one must perform some kind of averaging: over initial conditions drawn
from some ensemble, over space, over time, or over external forcing.

For a strongly nonlinear system in a far-from-equilibrium state, such as the Navier-Stokes
equation in the turbulent regime or plasma turbulence modeled by the nonlinear Schrodinger
equation, one expects interactions among many of the Fourier modes. This motivated the intro-
duction of the random coupling model [6-8]: a theory with random, quartic couplings among all
N > 1 degrees of freedom, meant to imitate the modes of a field (such as the velocity field in the

Navier-Stokes equation). E| This model sounds just like a classical variant of the SYK model, and

'The random coupling model in which large N is the different modes of the field was studied in [9]. In an



indeed, the integral equation for the two-point function was found in the 1960’s and is very similar
to the corresponding equation in the SYK model. Although one has yet to find a physical system
which can faithfully be described by the SYK model, the breadth of its applications across disci-
plines has been mutually beneficial. The connection with random coupling models of turbulence
may likewise prove valuable.

In Sec. [2| we review the SYK model, its large-N effective action and the equations for the
saddle which give the integral equation for the two-point function. In Sec.|3| we review the random
coupling model and perturbatively compute the two-point function to lowest order. In Sec. [d] we
set up the path integral and derive the effective action for the random coupling model and find the
saddle, which gives an equation for the two-point function similar to the one for the SYK model.
In Sec. [5| we review the original mechanism by which the random coupling was solved, through
the direct interaction approximation. The direct interaction approximation can be viewed as a
kind of perturbation theory — not about a free theory, but about a theory in which the direct
interaction between the field components whose correlation function one is computing is missing
in the equations of motion. The method is in some sense more intuitive than the path integral
method, at least at leading order in large N. We conclude in Sec. [6] Appendix [A] includes details

of the derivation in Sec. [l

2. The SYK model

The SYK model is a quantum many-body system made up of NV fermions with random, quartic,

all-to-all couplings. The Lagrangian is given by [1], E|
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and the corresponding equations of motion are,
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The fermions are real (Majorana) fermions in zero spatial dimensions. The couplings J;;, are

antisymmetric (since the fermions anticommute) and, for each i < j < k < [, are independently

. . . . . . 2
drawn from a Gaussian-random distribution, having zero mean and variance (J;; ;1) = 6J°/N 3,

alternate, and actually more commonly discussed random coupling model, one takes N replicas of a nonlinear
equation, such as the Navier-Stokes equation, and puts random couplings between them [7].

2The SYK model was considered in the context of nuclear physics in the 1970s, as an improvement over random
matrix theory, and was called the two-body random Hamiltonian [10H12]. However, the large N solution was not
known.



In reality, a theory must of course have fixed couplings. Replacing randomly chosen, yet fixed,
couplings with an average over couplings is a trick to gain analytic control.

As this is a quantum theory, one way of computing correlation functions is by performing
the path integral over the fermion fields ;. An effective way of doing this is by first performing
the integral over the couplings J;;;, which leads to an action that is bilocal in time. Then,
introducing bilocal fields (7, 7,) and G(7,7,), with ¥ acting as a Lagrange multiplier field
enforcing G(1,7) = % Zf\il Y;(11)1;(12), and integrating out the fermions, one is left with an
action for ¥ and G [1},5,[13}|14],

I 1 1 2
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where the time 7 is in Euclidean signature. We went from having an action for N local fermion
fields 1;(7) to an action having two bilocal fields, G(7;,7,) and X(7, 7). At finite NV this is still
too difficult to study; the key is to take the large N limit. This corresponds to taking the saddle
of I, which gives
G(w)™! = —iw — B(w) , (1) = J*G(1)*, (2.4)

where G(w) is the Fourier transform of G(7) and G(7y, ) = G(1,—7,). G(7) is identified as the

two-point function of the fermion field. The two equations in (2.4)) can be combined to give,

G(1) = Gy(T) + JZ/dTldTQ G(1)G(m — 71)3G0(7' -7, (2.5)

where (i is the bare propagator, Go(7) = 2sgn(7) which is the Fourier transform of Gy(w) = i/w.

-2
Differentiating gives,
G(T) =4(7) + J2/d71 G(r)G(r —1)* . (2.6)

The integral equation for the two-point function has a simple graphical interpretation, shown
in Fig. : at large N, the only relevant Feynman diagrams are the melon diagrams [1},/15,/5]. All
other diagrams are suppressed by powers of 1 /N, as one can easily check for any particular diagram
by using the Feynman rules associated with the SYK Lagrangian, see Fig. [2l With the foresight
that melons dominate at large NV, one could have written immediately after seeing the SYK
Lagrangian.

The remarkable feature of the SYK model is that, at large N, one has the closed expression
for the two-point function, valid at any finite coupling J. Another feature is that in the
infrared limit J|7| > 1, one may drop the G(7) term in . The solution for G(7) is then a
conformal two-point function for a field of dimension A = 1/4: G() is proportional to sgn(r)/|7]*>.

There are many variants of the original SYK model. One variant that has resisted a satisfactory
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Figure 1: The dominant Feynman diagrams contributing to the two-point function of the SYK
model at large N are melon diagrams. The melon diagrams are also the dominant diagrams for
the random coupling model of turbulence.
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Figure 2: Iteration of the integral equation for the two-point function G(7), given by (2.5) and

shown in Fig. [} gives melon diagrams, such as those shown in (a). Other diagrams, such as those
shown in (b), are suppressed at large N.
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solution is a bosonic version of the SYK model which would have a classical limit. The most obvious
bosonic variant of the SYK model replaces the fermions v; with bosons ¢;, with a canonical kinetic
term,
L= 23000 41 3 ot oun (27)
i irgi kel
and with couplings J;;; that are symmetric under all permutations of the indices. The correspond-
ing equations of motion are, N
Cbz = % Z Jijkl¢j¢k¢l . (2-8)
Jokl=1
However, since the couplings J;;;; are drawn from a Gaussian-random distribution with zero mean,

they are sometimes negative, leading the field to run away to infinity; the model is unstable. EI

3. The random coupling model

Instead of the equations of motion (2.8) with a second order time derivative, we take the

equations of motion to have a first order time derivative,

. 1 X
Cbi = 5 Z Jijkl¢j¢k¢l . (3-1)

" jki=1

3The model can nevertheless be formally studied, see [1618| for studies in higher dimensions. One could try to
prevent the instability by imposing the constraint -, qb? =1, but then at low energies the theory is not chaotic and
not conformally invariant [19H23].



In order for the equations of motion to be consistent, the couplings J;;;; must be symmetric under
all permutations of the last three indices. The simplest thing would be to take a coupling that
is symmetric under permutations of all four indices, however this would cause the field to run off
to infinity, as we saw at the end of the previous section. We instead take the first index to be
distinguished. For any distinct set of indices i, j, k, [ the couplings J;;;; are chosen so that the sum

of the couplings under cyclic permutations vanishes,
ijir + gt + Jrrig + e = 0. (3.2)

This condition, combined with the equations of motion, immediately gives that,

N
I=> ¢} (3.3)
i=1

is a conserved quantity. The model with Gaussian-random couplings J;;;; subject to the
constraint , is the cubic random coupling model of turbulence [6-8]. While this theory has
consistent equations of motion, it has no Hamiltonian. For a quantum theory this would be
problematic, but for a classical theory it is acceptable. The couplings are in addition assumed to
vanish if two of the indices are equal. Given this property, the equation of motion (3.1)) satisfies
the Liouville theorem, i.e., le\il gz: = 0.

The next question is what we should compute in this theory. As mentioned in the Introduction,

the sensible quantities to study for chaotic systems are those that involve some kind of averaging.
We will average over initial conditions. Specifically, for each ¢ we independently draw the ¢;(t = 0)

from a Gaussian distribution,

Plo0)] = e~ 570 ) (3.4)

where T' is some constant, and compute expectation values with respect to this distribution. The
Liouville theorem together with the conservation of I implies that the measure is not only a
time-invariant, statistical steady state of the dynamics but in fact is even time-reversible, i.e., in
detailed balance. In fact, if the invariant I is interpreted as ‘energy’ [6], the measure is the
canonical Gibbs measure with temperature 7' (in energy units). This implies that the dynamics
satisfies an exact fluctuation-dissipation relation [24}25].

The expectation value of some observable, O, which is a function of the ¢;(t) at various times

t, is defined as an average over initial conditions of ¢; at t = 0 for all 7,

<@=/mwpwwo, (3.5)



where d¢(0) denotes a product of d¢; over all i = 1,..., N, and likewise P [¢(0)] is the product of
all P[¢;(0)]. As the simplest example, the expectation value of the conserved quantity I is,

(I)=TN . (3.6)

We will be particularly interested in the two-point function,

(6:(t)i(62)) = / A6 (0)P [6(0)] 64(t1) (k) (3.7)

This a two-point function for the theory with equations of motion (3.1)) with some particular
couplings J;j5;. Let us for the moment imagine that the theory is but with fixed couplings.
Then the correlation function is in principle straightforward to compute — if one were actually
able to solve the equations of motion, then ¢,;(¢;) and ¢;(t,) could just be expressed in terms of
the ¢,(0), and the integral on the right-hand side could then be evaluated. Of course, we cannot
actually solve the equations of motion.

A way around this problem is to do a second averaging, over the couplings,

(0) = /dJijklP [Jijkl] (0), (3.8)

where P [Jl-jkl} is the probability distribution of the couplings and we integrate over all independent
Jiji- This averaging is not fundamental, rather it is in order to have analytic control. With some
fixed arbitrary couplings there is no symmetry in the problem. Averaging over the couplings
gives us the opportunity to obtain symmetry between the N different fields. We should therefore
pick the probability distribution to be invariant under O(N) rotations of the fields. The simplest
probability distribution is a Gaussian, however we need to be slightly careful in accounting for the
required constraint . A simple way to choose couplings which manifestly obey the constraints
(3.2)) is, for each distinct ordered choice of i < j < k < [, to independently pick four Gaussian

random variables, a, b, ¢, d, in terms of which one defines, E|

Jijr = Jo(3a—b—c—d) , Jjyy = Jo(3b—a—c—d), Jy; = Jo(3c—a—b—d), Jyu = Jo(3d—a—b—c)
(3.9)

where 2 2
3_;02 T A(N-1)(N=2)(N=3) (310)

“The number of independent couplings is the number of ways of picking 4 distinct indices out of N (N choose 4)
multiplied by 3, i.e N(N—1)(N—2)(IN—3)/8, because one has 4—1 choices of which index goes first, with the minus
one due to the constraint . With the choice made here, the number of independent random variables has been
increased: it is now N choose 4 multiplied by 4, i.e. N(N—1)(N—2)(N—3)/6. There is nothing wrong with this:
we are always free to represent a random variable as a sum of multiple of other random variables.



The variables a,b, c,d are drawn from a Gaussian probability distribution with zero mean and

2
variance equal to one: P(a) = \/%76_“ / ?_and likewise for b, ¢, d. So, the more specific way of doing

the average (3.8]) is

1
< >:/ H daz‘jkldbijkldci]‘klddijkl? €xp

1
(2m) ——(a?jkz + b?jkl + C?jkl + d?jkl) (0), (3.11)
i<j<k<l

2
where a;x, bijris Cijur, dijig are defined for ¢ < j <k <.

Two-point function

Let us label this coupling-averaged two-point function by G(t;,1,),
Gt ts) = Z 0i(t)ei(1)) (3.12)

where we also averaged over the two-point functions of the different fields indexed by 1.
To get oriented, we start by perturbatively computing the two-point function to second order

in J. Taylor expanding the field ¢;(t) in terms of ¢; = ¢;(0) and using the equations of motion,

2
6i(t) = Ot + 5o+ = b4 3 T+ ot S acbididutnde +

7.kl j,k,la,b,c

Using the variance of the coupling,
J]kl =12J¢, Jiinajir = —4J3 . (no summation over i, j, k1) , (3.13)

which follows from (3.9)), we get that the two-point function is,
23 3 93 3 2 2
G(ty,ty) =T +3J° Tt ty — —J T+t +...=T(1— §(JT) (ti—ty) "+ ... ) . (3.14)

We see that the two-point function only depends on the time separation, G(t,,t,) = G(t; — t5),
which is consistent with the exact non-perturbative stationarity of the measure given by .

It is straightforward to keep going to higher orders in the coupling. However, in fact, doing
any additional work is unnecessary: because large N counting of the Feynman diagrams is the
same for the random coupling model as for the SYK model, we know that at large N only melon
diagrams need to be summed. The integral equation determining the two-point function should
therefore be essentially the same as for the SYK model. Indeed, we find that it is

37

G(t) = T/ ds G(t — 5)°G(s) . (3.15)



In comparison with , the delta function is missing and the numerical factor in front of the
integral is different. Both of these differences can immediately be established as a consequence of
the leading order perturbative result needing to satisfy the equation to order J°.

Our derivation of is of course a bit of a cheat; in the SYK model, it would have been
challenging to know that melon diagrams dominate at large N, were it not for the effective action
found from the path integral. The reasonable thing to do here is to derive an effective action for
the random coupling model, and see explicitly that the large N saddle is . This is what we
will do in the next section.

We conclude this section by noting that the random coupling model can be trivially generalized
to include interactions between ¢ > 2 modes, not being limited to just four. In particular, one can

consider the model with the equations of motion,

. 1
¢z’1 = (q _ 1)! Z Ji1~..iq¢z‘2 T ¢z‘q ) (3-16>

T95eensly

where the couplings are symmetric under all permutations of the last g—1 indices, and the sum of
the couplings under cyclic permutations vanishes. The couplings are again Gaussian-random with

variance,

2 2 — 9 Jo J?
Ji1"'iq = Q(q—l)JO , Jil"'quis#lil"' = —QJ() s ( (317)

2

q- 1)!) Cg(N=1) - (N—=(¢—1))
By the same arguments as in this section, or in the next section, one can show that the two-point
function satisfies the integral equation,

G(t) = _(q_—Tl)JQ /Ot ds G(t — )7 'G(s) (3.18)

In this paper we have ¢ = 4. Kraichnan [7] considered also ¢ = 2 (random-frequency harmonic
oscillator) and ¢ = 3 (Burgers and incompressible Navier-Stokes). It may be interesting to study
the large ¢ limit [5,|14}26].

4. The effective action for the random coupling model

We now explicitly derive the large N behavior of the random coupling model. Let us look at
the definition of the correlation function for the operator O, which is a function of the fields
¢;(t) at various times and is kept arbitrary. As mentioned, to evaluate this we must solve for ¢;(t).
Formally, we need the equations of motion to be satisfied. We enforce this through an insertion of

a delta function of the equations of motion and integration over all fields ¢;(t)— one such integral



for each time ¢, since the equations of motion must be satisfied at all times. This is a path integral,
©) = [ ao)P16(0)] [ DoOS(eom[ai(t)) (41)

To write this in a usable form, we write the delta function as an integral, 6(z) = [ dpe ", where

the integration contour is along the imaginary axis,

©) = [ do)Plo0)) [ DoDpO exo (— [ @3 pitjeon wm) e

The integration range in the exponent is from ¢ = 0 (where we impose initial conditions) up to the
time ¢, where the latest ¢;(t) in O is inserted; we will not explicitly write this in the equations.
We will also simplify notation by including the integral over ¢;(0) into the path integral Dg;.

The discussion so far has been general, and is based on the well-known Martin-Siggia-Rose-
Janssen-de Dominicis (MSRJD) formalism [27-30] for turning statistical physics problems (as
evidenced by the average over initial conditions), into quantum mechanics problems (as seen in
the path integral over the ¢; variables).

Turning now to our setup, and doing in addition an average over the couplings (3.8]), and

writing the equations of motion explicitly, we get,

(0) :/dJijlengp(?P [0(0)] P [Ji1] exp(—Z/dtpi(t) <¢z(t) - % Z Jijkl¢j(t)¢k(t)¢l(t)>> :
o (4.3)

The procedure for obtaining the effective action is now straightforward. We perform the Gaussian
integral over the couplings, obtaining a bilocal in time action for the fields ¢;. We then introduce
the bilocal field X(t;,t,) acting as a Lagrange multiplier enforcing G(t,,t5) = % > 0i(t)i(ta),
the field o(t,,t,) acting as a Lagrange multiplier enforcing g(t,,t,) = ~ >, pi(t1)p;(t2), and the
field k(t;,t,) acting as a Lagrange multiplier enforcing R(¢;,t,) = % > @i(ty)pi(ty). After that,
we integrate out the ¢; fields, leaving us with the effective action (see Appendix |A|for details),

I 1 1 3
£ _ §tr log2+§tr(EG)—|—tr O, R+ §J2/dt1dt2(R(tlat2>R(t2at1>G<t1at2)2_g(tlatQ)G(t17t2)3) )

N
(4.4)
where we introduced the matrix G (in the (p, ¢) basis) of the two-point functions and the matrix

3. of the self-energies,

g(ti,ts) Rty ty) S(ty.4,) = 20 (1, t5) —8' (t1—to)+5(ta, ty)
R(ty, t)) Gt ty)) n &' (t1—ta)+k(ty, ts) 2X3(ty, t5)

Gty ty) = (
(4.5)

This shows that the theory of N variables ¢; with equations of motion (3.1)) with Gaussian-random



couplings is equivalent to the above theory of six bilocal-in-time variables. We note that the action
has a factor of N out front. At large N the saddle dominates; 1/N is playing the role of i. Taking
the saddle we get g = 0 and the two equations,

Gty t) = 3J2/dt’ (Gt ')’ R(t,, 1) — Rty t')G(ty, 1)’ G(E 1)) (4.6)

R(t27t1) = 5(t1_t2> _3‘]2/dt/R(t27t/)G(t27t/)2R(t/’tl) ) (47>

where the derivative on the left is with respect to t,. Recall that this model enjoys the exact
fluctuation-dissipation relation [24],25] as explained in Section , providing the relation between R
and G,

Rlta, ) = Gl 1)0(t2—1) (4.

R is the retarded Green’s function, and we see that both equations reduce to the same equation
for the two-point function G(t,,t;), which, as expected, is precisely (3.15)).

5. Direct Interaction Approximation

The equation for the two-point function in the random coupling model was originally
derived not by the path integral, discussed in the previous section, but rather by the direct inter-
action approximation [7,[31}32], see also [33], which we now briefly review, following [§]. We start
with the equations of motion at time t,, multiply both sides by the field ¢, at time ¢;, and

take the expectation value,

Glta, 1) = 53 D T (6, (12) 5 )61 (12)n (1) (5.1)

gkl

where the derivative is with respect to t, and the two-point function G(ty,t,) = G(t;,ty) =
(;(t1)p;(ty)) will be assumed to only depend on the difference of times, [t,—t;]. E| The goal
now is to compute the correlation function on the right, (¢;(t5)¢x(t2)9:(t2)¢:(t1)) for some fixed
i,7,k,l. The way the direct interaction approximation will work is the following: we assume that
if within the equations of motion we set all the couplings involving the four indices ¢, j, k, [ to zero
(Jijii = Jikti = Jriij = Juje = 0), i.e. the direct interaction is missing, then the connected part
of this correlation function vanishes. We then turn on the coupling J;;;; and compute the change

A¢;. Since turning on .J;;, for some specific values of 4, j, k, [ is a small change to the theory (since

®Unlike what is done in the rest of the paper, here we define the two-point function without an average over ¢
(the index of the ¢, fields) or an average over the couplings. We will need to assume that for a generic choice of 4
and J;;1;, the two definitions are equivalent at large N. This self-averaging property can be shown to be true for
low-point correlation function [7}/1].

10



there are of order N* couplings), we may use linear response theory to compute A¢g,. We have

AGi() = T / dt' R(t, )6, () () (1) (5.2)

where R(t,t') is the retarded Green’s function: the change in ¢;(t) due to a source at an earlier
time ¢’ is the product of R(¢,¢') and the source. We may likewise instead turn on the coupling Jj;;
and look at the change A¢;, or turn on Jy,; and look at A¢y, or turn on Jj;;;, and look at Ay,

Considering the sum of these four terms, we have that ([5.1)) becomes,

G(t, 1 31 ZJz]kl[ (0;(t2) Pr(t2) Pu(t2) A (1)) + ((Ad; (t2) bk (t2) du(t2) ds(th)) + (J > k) + (j l))}

7.k,

(5.3)
which upon using (5.2]) becomes

Ciltar ,ZJW[ g [ 4 Rt )05 ()0(t2n(0) 05V ()

- (JM / at' Rits, ) (03(E) 0 (#)01 () ou)u(t)n(t)) + G o k) + (G 0 D) - (5.4)

We now assume that we may factorize the remaining correlation functions into two-point functions,

Gty ty) = 30 Z ]kl[ ikl /dt,R<t17t/)G<t2at/)3+<inkl+Jkijl+Jlikj)/dt/ R(tmt/)G(t/atl)G(tlab)Z}
7.kl

(5.5)
Using (3.2), Jjirs + Jrijt + Juk; = —Jije» for the first term, and then using the variance of the
coupling 1) combined with the large N limit of 1} to replace 3, ijkl /3! = 3J°, we see
that (5.5)) is precisely (4.6]).

6. Discussion

Certain models are solvable in the limit in which the number of degrees of freedom becomes
large. This large N limit has had a profound impact on quantum field theory [34-36] and quantum
gravity [37]. The two best known classes of large N theories are large N vector models and large
N matrix models. The novelty of the SYK model was that it presented a new kind of large N
limit. It is interesting that this was seemingly known long ago, albeit in a different language.

Since the introduction of the SYK model, there have been many generalizations and variations
of the model. It may be of value to construct random coupling models of turbulence based on
these. For instance, one may want to consider a lattice of random coupling (SYK) models [38]
which has built in locality, or a tensor model [39-43] which has the same large N behavior as the

SYK model but without the random couplings. In addition, while [6] focused on the two-point

11



function, with the effective action discussed here one can go beyond leading order in large N and
compute higher-point correlation functions [44].

The features of the SYK model that make it solvable — a large number of degrees of freedom
with random all-to-all interactions — are the same ones that are seemingly in tension with it being
a model of a realistic many-body system, which usually has a few degrees of freedom per site. The
perspective offered by the random coupling model of turbulence, of the mixing of many Fourier
modes of a highly nonlinear partial differential equation, may be instructive, see [45]. In addition,
there are a number of shell models of turbulence; E] it may be valuable to consider quantum variants
from the SYK perspective of solvable models of many-body chaos, see in particular [47-49]. [|

In contrast, in this paper we have shown that the random coupling model can be solved not
just at large N, but order by order in 1/N, something that is natural from the point of view
of the path integral but less so in the context of the direct interaction approximation previously
used in the turbulence literature. This may motivate revisiting various random coupling models
of turbulence, with the goal of obtaining anomalous scaling exponents in a 1/N expansion.

Turbulence, while most commonly associated with the strong turbulence of the Navier-Stokes
equation, actually appears in many contexts in the form of wave turbulence [50,51]. The canonical
example is ocean waves [52]: Wind excites large-scale surface gravity waves and, due to their non-
linear interaction, the wave energy cascades to shorter scales. One may consider wave turbulence
for weakly nonlinear systems. Weak wave turbulence has a long history and is of active experi-
mental interest [53]. Some of the recent theoretical work has begun exploring quantities which go
beyond the distribution of energy per mode and probe how the information of the turbulent state
is stored [54]. Quantum field theory techniques, like the ones discussed here, give a framework to
systematically study weak wave turbulence perturbatively in the nonlinearity [55-58]. Weak wave
turbulence is complementary to the discussion in this paper of the random coupling model, which

is solvable at strong nonlinearity.
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A. Path integral for the random coupling model

In this appendix we fill in some of the details in Sec. [d] for the derivation of the effective action
and large N saddle for the random coupling model.
We start with (4.3) and rewrite the exponent of the integrand so that only independent

couplings are involved,

1

3! Z JijtaPi®; O = Z (Jijklpi¢j¢k¢l + JikiPi Pk P1®i + Jkiij PrP1®:i@; + JZijkPl¢i¢j¢k) - (A)
gkl i<j<k<l

Making use of (3.9) and (3.11)) we can easily perform the Gaussian integral over the couplings to

get,

107 = [ D6Dp Oexp(~L) (A2)

where the effective action is given by,

H-3 X [Canwi (A3)

w0 [Mandt, Y ()01t~ pit)0s (6] pit)s o) )00 E)
0 i j kA

We can replace the sum over ¢ # j # k # [ with a sum over all 7, j, k, [, at the expense of additional
terms which are 1/N suppressed. This is useful, as it allows us to express the effective action
in terms of bilocal fields which are O(N) invariant. In particular, we introduce the bilocal field
Y (t,t,) acting as a Lagrange multiplier enforcing G(t,t,) = % > 0i(t)di(ty), the field o(ty,ts)
acting as a Lagrange multiplier enforcing g(t1, %) = % >_; pi(t1)pi(t2), and the field x(t1,¢,) acting
as a Lagrange multiplier enforcing R(t,t5) = + >, #;(t1)p;(ta). We do this by making use of the
trivial identity,

1= /DQDUGXP _N/dtldt2 J(t17t2)(g<t1at2) - %Zpi(tl)/’i(b))] ; (A.4)

and the analogous one for the G, ¥ pair and the R, s pair. The path integral (A.2)) then becomes

(0) = /ngDngDa DG DY. DR Dk O exp[—1Lg] , (A.5)
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where
Ig 1 ts Yot ta) Bg(teta) ) [ pilta)
N ﬁ;/o dtydt, <Pz’(t1) sz(tl)) <2¢p(t1,t2) E¢Z(t17t2)> (@(b))
+ gﬁ/dhdtz [R(tht2)R(t27t1)G(t1,t2)2 - g(tlatQ)G(tlatQ)?’}
+ /dtldtQ [0(t1,t2)g(t1, o) + Bty 1) Gt ) + K(ty, ta) R(t, to)] (A.6)

with the matrix 3 in the (p, ¢) basis defined as

(A7)

S(ty,ty) = ( 20(ty,15) —5’(t1—t2) + '{(t%tl)) |

8 (ty—tg) + K(ty, ty) 25(1q,t2)

where we used the large N approximation of , J5/(31)? ~ J?/(4IN®). Here, §'(t;—t,) =
0;,0(t;—t5). Note that to get this expression we integrated by parts, which is what gives rise to
the linear in &'(¢,—t,) term as well as a boundary term which we can ignore (it vanishes for the
solutions we are interested in). H

Finally integrating out the fields ¢; and p; gives (O) = [ DgDoDGDYDRDk O exp|—Ig]

where the bilocal effective action is given by

Ig 1
N - 2tr log 32
1 | ,
+ Z §/dt1dt2 Yas(t ta)Gpalta, ty) + 5 /dt1dt2 §'(ti—ts) (Gyp(ta, t1) — Gyy(ty, o))
a,Be{p,9}
3
+ §J2/dt1dt2 (Ggplta, t1)Gp(ty, 1) Gyt t1)” = G,,(ta, 11)Gyy(ts, t1>3) ; (A.8)

where we introduced the matrix G of two-point functions in the (p, ¢) basis,

G(tyt)) = ( (A.9)
We have shown that the theory of N variables ¢; with equations of motion (3.1) with Gaussian-
random couplings is equivalent to the above theory of six bilocal in time variables. We note that
the action has a factor of N out front. At large N the saddle dominates; 1/N is playing the role
of h. Our goal now is to find the saddle. Varying the action with respect to the bilocal 3,4(t, t")

®Integration by parts gives > fotf dtydty  p;(t)0(t1—t2)0,, ¢i(t2) = [R(ts,t;)—R(0,0)]6(0) +
L3, fgf dtydty p;(t1)[0y, 0(t1—12)]¢;(t2), where 6(0) is the Heaviside theta function evaluated at 0.
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gives,

S ) + Gaalto) =0 = 00t —t) = 3 / 0 S (1 )G (1) (A10)
v€{p.4}

The explicit equations of motion for all four components of (A.10) are, ﬂ

—0(ty — ty) + Oy, R(ty, ty) = /dt/(2a(t2,t/)g(t1,t') +m(t’,t2)R(t’,t1)> : (A.11)
0, Gt ty) = / dt’ (/{(t',tz)G(tl,t') +2a(t2,t’)R(t1,t’)> : (A.12)
—0,,9(t,ty) = /dt’ (Fa(tg,t')g(tl,t') +22(t2,t’)R(t',t1)> , (A.13)
—0(ty — ty) — O, R(ty, ts) = / at' (ks U)R(E, ) + 25(8, )G (11, 1)) (A.14)

Varying the effective action with respect to g(t',t), R(t',t), and G(t',t), yields, respectively, H

3

o(t',t) = —J2G( ) (A.15)
k(t',t) = =3J°R(t, )Gt t)*, (A.16)
N(t,t) = —%JQG(t’,t) 2R(t )R(t,t') — 3Gt t)g(t',t)| . (A.17)

Now we need to solve the saddle equations. We first note that R(¢,,1;) is actually a mean response

function in the MSRJD formalism, satisfying the causality relation [59,/60]
1
R(t27t1) - TR(t%tl)e(tQ_tl) ) (A18>

where T is the variance for the Gaussian ensemble of initial conditions and R(ty,t;) is a
regular function of ¢; and ¢,. It then follows from that X is proportional to g. Substituting
the expression for X back into , we see that g(t,t') satisfies a linear equation and thus
g(t,t') = 0 if it vanishes initially, namely g(¢,¢) = 0. In fact, the vanishing of g is an exact result
in MSRJD formalism for classical dynamics. This further implies that (¢, ') = 0.

Inserting (|A.15) and (A.16]) into (A.11)), (A.12)) and (A.14) results in the three equations of
9We integrate by parts to get O, R(ts, t1) in 1| 0,,G(ty,15) in , and 0,,g(t1,1,) in (A.13

70 get (A.16) we used that G(t, ') = G(¢,t), which follows from the definition of G(¢,t').
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motion which involve only the dynamical bilocals G and R,
_5( - tQ) + 8152 (t27 ) = _3J2 / dt/ R(t27t/)G(t27t/)2R(t/a tl) ’ (Alg)
0, G(ty,ty) = 3J2/dt’ (Gt t')’R(t,, 1) — R(ty, )G (ty, )’ G(t1, 1)), (A.20)

S(ty — t) — O, Rty ty) = —3J° / dt' R(E 1,)G (' 1) R(t, 1) (A.21)

Inserting ([A.18) into equations (A.19)) — (A.21)), we get for ¢, > ¢; that (A.21)) becomes a trivial
equation and that (A.19) and (A.20) become

O(ty—t R(ty, t 3 [, o ,
(o= 1)@273(@, )Jr(%—gé(tl—@):—F dt' R(ty, G 1) R(E 1), (A.22)
ty
3J2 tl / N3 / t2 / / / 2 /
0,6(tt) = ([t Gl OV Rl t) = [t R, OGP C0D) . (123)
0 0

Note that the original range of integration, 0 < t' < ts, reduced to the ranges in (A.22) and (A.23)
as a result of the Heaviside theta functions. At equal times t; = t,, the right-hand side of
vanishes and the 9, R term is regular. This further implies that the delta function term should
not appear, leading to R(t,t) = T. The resulting equations from and are precisely
equations (15) and (16) of [6].

Up to now we have not made explicit use of the probability distribution for the initial con-

ditions. In fact, its role is to set initial conditions for our bilocal fields, G(0,0) = T'; assuming
that G(ty,t;) is a function only of |t,—t;| then implies that G(¢,t) = T. Next, by invoking the
fluctuation-dissipation relation [24,25], R(ty, ;) = G(ta,t,), we find that (A.19) and (A.20)) reduce

to the same integral equation for G when ¢; < 5,
3‘]2 b2 / / 3 /
8t2G(t1,t2) - _T/ dt G(t ,tQ) G(tl,t) . (A24)
131
With ¢, =0, t, =t and G(t1,ty) = G(ta,t1) = G(ty—t,), this is just (3.15)) in the main body.

Schwinger-Keldysh

Let us make contact between the calculation we just did and the analogous calculation in the
SYK model. The two-point function we are computing here is an expectation value in a state; it
differs from what the path integral naturally computes in quantum field theory, which has a ket
that is the in state in the far past and a bra that is the out state in the far future. To compute
an expectation value in a quantum field theory one must introduce a folded (Schwinger-Keldysh)
contour. There is then a field ¢, living on the upper fold and a field ¢_ living on the lower
fold. Onme rotates variables to ¢, = \%(@r +¢_) and ¢, = \%((b+ — ¢_). There is now a 2 by
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2 matrix of Green’s functions, like our . Our p is analogous to ¢,; in the classical limit ¢,
goes to zero. The Keldysh Green’s function is (¢, (t;)dq(t2)), like our G(t;,t5), and the retarded
Green’s function is (¢, (t1)¢4(ts)), like our R(t,t5). Likewise, is just the h — 0 of the
fluctuation-dissipation relation between the Keldysh and retarded Green’s function.

The Schwinger-Dyson equations on the Keldysh contour for the SYK model were worked
out in [61]. E If one takes the self-energy Eq. 123 of [61], keeps the leading order term in the
retarded/advanced Green’s function, and inserts it into the Keldysh equations 109 and 110 of [61],
one obtains equations which are very similar to and (A.23). (Since the random coupling
model is not quite the classical limit of the SYK model, they shouldn’t match exactly).
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