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Abstract

The p-body SYK model at finite temperature exhibits submaximal chaos and contains
stringy-like corrections to the dual JT gravity. It can be solved exactly in two different limits:
“large p” SYK 1 ≪ p ≪ N and “double-scaled” SYK N, p → ∞ with λ = 2p2/N fixed. We
clarify the relation between the two. Starting from the exact results in the double-scaled
limit, we derive several observables in the large p limit. We compute euclidean 2n-point
correlators and out-of-time-order four-point function at long lorentzian times. To compute
the correlators we find the relevant asymptototics of the Uq(su(1, 1)) 6j-symbol.
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1 Introduction

SYK model [1–3] has played a significant role in recent years as a solvable example of holographic
duality [4–9]. At low temperatures it is approximately described by JT gravity in a nearly AdS2

spacetime, e.g. see [10] for a review and a more extensive list of references. In this regime the
SYK model exhibits maximal chaos related to the presence of the black hole horizon [11].

At finite temperatures there are two additional limits of parameters where the SYK model
is exactly solvable. One is the “large p” SYK1 [4] in the limit 1 ≪ p ≪ N for a p-body SYK
hamiltonian. The other solvable limit is the “double-scaled” SYK (DSSYK) [12, 13], in the limit
N, p→ ∞ while keeping the ratio λ = 2p2/N finite.

Our interest in these solvable limits is two-fold. One is that the SYK model at finite temper-
ature exhibits submaximal chaos. Second, from the perspective of the holographic gravity dual,
large p/DSSYK could be thought of as including stringy corrections to JT gravity. The two are
in fact related [14]. Having a solvable model for both of these phenomena is valuable.

In the present paper we derive various observables in large p SYK as the limit λ = 2p2/N → 0
of the exact results in DSSYK. We consider the partition function, euclidean correlators and
OTOC at long lorentzian times. This was partially studied in [12]. Our contribution is to clarify
the relation and see that it agrees with existing results in the literature derived using different
methods [4, 15, 16].

In [17]2 it was found that the density of states in large p SYK takes a simple form3

ρq(s) ≈
1

(2π)2
2 sin(λs)

λ
2 sinh(2πs) e−2λs2 +O(e4π(s−

π
λ
)) , E(s) = −2

λ
cos(λs) . (1.1)

The second equation defines s ∈ [0, π/λ] that parametrizes the energy. The energies relevant for
large p SYK at finite temperature turn out to be

λ→ 0 , λs - finite. (1.2)

In this regime the main difference of (1.1) from the Schwarzian density of states is the factor
e−2λs2 , which changes the saddle in the partition function and correlators. At λ → 0 and finite s
(1.1) reduces to the Schwarzian density of states.4

Another finding is that the Lyapunov exponent is given by

λL =
2π

β

(
1− 2

π
λs

)
, (1.3)

where s is the energy parameter determined by the saddle in the partition function, see section
3. The Lyapunov exponent in large p SYK was first derived in [4]. In (1.3) we relate it to the
average energy in the system. In particular, the bound on chaos [18] is satisfied λL ≤ 2π/β since
s ≥ 0.

1In the literature this is often referred to as “large q” SYK, but in the present paper we reserve “q” for a different
quantity.

2In [17] the authors studied spin glass models, but the density of states turns out to be the same as in DSSYK.
3Up to an overall s-independent factor, see eq. (3.6).
4Note that corrections in (1.1) are non-perturbative if we start from the double-scaled limit and take λ → 0. In

the full SYK model there are 1/q and 1/N corrections to the density that had been set to zero in the double-scaled
limit.
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The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we review the exact results in DSSYK [12]
following the conventions of section 8 in [19]. In section 3, we derive the density of states and
the partition function in large p SYK. In section 4 we derive the euclidean two-point function.
In section 5 we derive the lorentzian out-of-time-order (OTO) four-point function and euclidean
2n-point functions.

Note: After this work had been completed and was in preparation for publication, we learned
that partially intersecting results were independently obtained in [20]. The current work was
presented by the author at the “Abu Dhabi Meeting on Theoretical Physics” on January 10, 2023
[21].

2 Double-scaled SYK review

We start with a brief review of correlation functions in DSSYK [12]. Similar results in spin models
were obtained in [17]. The resemblance of spin models to DSSYK was also emphasized in [22].

Our conventions for the normalization of the density of states and correlators will follow the
section 8 in [19], that are more convenient for matching with JT gravity in the low temperature
limit. The SYK model has a hamiltonian

H = ip/2
∑

i1<···<ip

Ji1...ipψi1 . . . ψip , ⟨J2
i1...ip

⟩ = J 2

λ
(

N
p

) , (2.1)

where ψi; i = 1, . . . , N are Majorana fermions {ψi, ψj} = 2δij. Our normalization for J is different

from [12] by a factor of λ = 2p2

N
and instead follows [4]. This will be more appropriate to compare

with large p SYK results in the literature. Below we set J = 1.
There are two interesting limits where exact correlators can be computed at finite temepratures

“Double-scaled SYK”: N, p→ ∞, λ =
2p2

N
− fixed . (2.2)

“Large p SYK”: 1 ≪ p≪ N . (2.3)

In the second case, the limit can be taken in various ways. For example, one can take N → ∞
with fixed p first, and then take p → ∞. This order was adopted in [4]. Alternatively, one can
take the double-scaling limit (2.2) first, and then take λ→ 0. In this paper we will take the latter
approach.

2.1 Density of states

The density of states is given by5

E(s) = −2

λ
cos(λs) , s ∈ [0, π/λ] , (2.4)

ρq(s) =
1

2πΓq(±2is)
. (2.5)

5More precisely, E(s) = − 2√
λ(1−e−λ)

cos(λs). Our main interest will be the limit λ → 0, where this makes no

difference.
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The first equation is the definition of s that parametrizes the energy. The energy spectrum has a
finite support E(s) ∈ [−2/λ, 2/λ]. We also introduced an important parameter

q = e−λ (2.6)

that will appear throughout the paper. The density of states is expressed in terms of the q-gamma
function Γq(x) formally defined as

Γq(x) = (1− q)1−x (q; q)∞
(qx; q)∞

, (a; q)∞ =
∞∏
n=0

(1− aqn) . (2.7)

To understand this definition one first considers q-deformation of integers (“q-numbers”)

[n]q = 1 + q + · · ·+ qn−1 =
1− qn

1− q

q→1−−→ n . (2.8)

Then for integer n the q-gamma function is defined as the q-factorial

Γq(n) = [n− 1]q! (2.9)

= [1]q[2]q . . . [n− 1]q . (2.10)

For integer x in (2.7) most factors in the two Pochhammer symbols cancel out and we are left
with (2.9). Therefore (2.7) is the analytic continuation of (2.9) to complex x.

Clearly, in the limit q → 1 we get the usual gamma-function limq→1 Γq(x) = Γ(x). In particular,
the density of states reduces to the Schwarzian density of states6

ρq(s) ≈
1

2πΓ(±2is)
(2.11)

=
2s

(2π)2
2 sinh(2πs) , λ→ 0 . (2.12)

While the energy near the edge of the spectrum E0 = −2/λ is

E(s)− E0 =
2

λ
(1− cosλs) (2.13)

≈ λs2 , λ→ 0 . (2.14)

In the second line we took the limit λ→ 0 with s fixed. The overall λ signals that we work in the

low energy limit. Respectively, we work at low temperatures β = β̃
λ
, such that βE = β̃s2 stays

finite.7

The partition function of DSSYK is of course

Z(β) =

∫ π/λ

0

ds ρq(s) e
−βE(s) . (2.15)

And our density of states (2.5) is normalized by8

Z(β = 0) =

∫ π/λ

0

ds ρq(s) =
1

λ(1− q)2(q; q)3∞
≡ Nq . (2.16)

6Our conventions are related to [23] by ρ(s) = 2ρthere(s) that could be achieved by rescaling S0.
7The relation to JT gravity is βJ = βJT

ϵ , λ = 4GN ϵ/ϕ̄r, where we restored J .
8Our density of states is related to [12] by 1

Nq
ρq(s) ds =

(q;q)∞
2π (e±2iθ; q)∞dθ, where θ = λs.
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2.2 Correlation functions

In [12] the authors also considered operators

O = ip
′/2

∑
i1<···<ip′

J
(O)
i1...ip′

ψi1 . . . ψip′
,

〈(
J
(O)
i1...ip′

)2〉
=

(
N

p′

)−1

. (2.17)

These are similar to the hamiltonian (2.1), but contain a different number of fermions p′, as well

as independent gaussian random couplings J
(O)
i1...ip′

. In DSSYK we work in the limit (2.2) with

p′ = p∆ , (2.18)

where ∆ is interpreted as the scaling dimension of the operator O, which makes sense at low
temperatures where the fermions have the scaling dimension 1/p.

One might ask why we are interested in random operators (2.17). A technical reason is that
their correlation functions can be computed exactly in the double-scaling limit. Another reason is
that in large p SYK the correlators of O will have a very similar form to those of single fermion
operators, as we will see in subsequent sections.

Correlation functions of O take the form

⟨Tr e−β1HOe−β2HO . . . e−βnHO⟩ = 1

Z

∫ π/λ

0

n∏
j=1

(
dsj ρq(sj)e

−βjEj(sj)
)
⟨OE1E2 . . .OEnE1⟩ . (2.19)

The correlators in the energy basis are computed as a sum over all “chord diagrams”

⟨OE1E2 . . .OEnE1⟩ = + . . . (2.20)

In each diagram operators are connected pairwise. The chords split the diagram into regions, to
each of which we assign an energy parameter s. Then for each chord diagram we write a formula
as follows:

• For each matrix element OE1E2 we write a factor of9

Γ
1/2
12 ≡

(
Γq(∆± is1 ± is2)

Γq(2∆)

)1/2

, (2.21)

• For each intersection of chords there is a factor of the 6j-symbol of the quantum group
Uq1/2(su(1, 1))

=

{
∆ s1 s2
∆ s3 s4

}
q

. (2.22)

9We adopt a common convention that “±” denotes a product for all choices of signs: Γq(∆ ± is1 ± is2) =
Γq(∆ + is1 + is2)Γq(∆ + is1 − is2)Γq(∆− is1 + is2)Γq(∆− is1 − is2)
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For now, this is just some special function with group-theoretic origin. We will discuss it in more
detail in section 5.

Let’s consider some examples. The two-point function has only one diagram computed by

⟨OE1E2OE2E1⟩ = =
Γq(∆± is1 ± is2)

Γq(2∆)
. (2.23)

The four-point function has three diagrams

⟨OE1E2OE2E3OE3E4OE4E1⟩ = (2.24)

= (Γ12Γ23Γ34Γ41)
1/2

(
δ(s1 − s3)

ρq(s1)
+
δ(s2 − s4)

ρq(s2)
+

{
∆ s1 s2
∆ s3 s4

}
q

)
.

(2.25)

Each region must have only one integration parameter s. In (2.19) we introduced integrals over
s1, . . . , sn for the n-point function. Therefore, in the first two diagrams in (2.24) we compensate
redundant integrations by writing appropiate delta-functions.

The six-point function has
(
6
2

)
= 15 chord diagrams. Out of those, 11 are disconnected in the

energy basis, i.e. products of two- and four-point functions. There are 4 connected diagrams

⟨OE1E2OE2E3OE3E4OE4E5OE5E6OE6E1⟩conn = .

(2.26)

These rules for correlation functions had been first derived in [12].

3 Partition function

We now turn to the computation of the partition function and correlators in large p SYK 1 ≪
p≪ N . As was discussed in the previous section, this can be achieved by taking the limit λ→ 0
of DSSYK results. We are interested in keeping the temperature finite. The relevant limit for the
energies will turn out to be

λ→ 0 , λs - fixed . (3.1)

3.1 Density of states

We start with computing the relevant limit of the density of states (2.5). Note that we can express
it as a Jacobi function10

ρq(s) =Nq
2λ sin(λs)eλ/8

2π
ϑ11

(
λs

π
,
iλ

2π

)
, (3.2)

10We use conventions of [24].
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where11

ϑ11(ν, τ) =− eπiτ/4

2 sin(πν)
(q; q)∞(z±1; q)∞ , q = e2πiτ , z = e2πiν . (3.3)

Using a modular transformation of the Jacobi function

ϑ11(ν, τ) =
i√
−iτ

e−πiν2/τϑ11(ν/τ,−1/τ) (3.4)

we find

ρq(s) =
1

(2π)2
λ2

(1− q)2
2 sin(λs)

λ
2 sinh(2πs)e−2λs2

∏∞
n=1(1− e±4πsq′n)

(q′; q′)2∞
, (3.5)

where q′ = e−4π2/λ. Up to non-perturbative corrections in λ and if we stay away from the right
edge s = π/λ, the density of states takes a very simple form

ρq(s) =
1

(2π)2
λ2

(1− q)2
2 sin(λs)

λ
2 sinh(2πs)e−2λs2 +O(e4π(s−

π
λ
)) . (3.6)

If we were interested in the low temperature limit, we would take λ → 0 with s fixed. Then the
above formula reduces to the Schwarzian density (2.12): sin(λs)

λ
e−2λs2 ≈ s. At finite temperatures

we instead keep λs fixed and find

ρq(s) ≈
1

(2π)2
2 sin(λs)

λ
2 sinh(2πs)e−2λs2 . (3.7)

It is important to retain the factors sin(λs)e−2λs2 that will play a crucial role in computations at
finite temperature and lead to a new saddle point for the average energy. These approximations
were discussed in spin glass models12 [17] where the exact density of states turns out to have the
same form (2.5).

3.2 Partition function

Now we compute the partition function in the limit λ→ 0 with β fixed

Z(β) =

∫ π/λ

0

ds ρq(s)e
−βE(s) (3.8)

≈
∫ ∞

0

ds
1

(2π)2
2 sin(λs)

λ
e2πs−2λs2+β 2

λ
cosλs . (3.9)

Note that if s ∼ 1
λ
then all three terms in the exponential are large and of order 1

λ
. We therefore

compute in the saddle approximation

∂s

(
2πs− 2λs2 + β

2

λ
cosλs

)
= 0 ⇒ 2 sin(λs) =

2π

β

(
1− 2λs

π

)
. (3.10)

11(z±1; q)∞ ≡ (z; q)∞(z−1; q)∞
12See eq. (4.8) in [17].
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Equivalently, the saddle-point equation is

v

2 cos π
2
v
=

β

2π
, v ≡ 1− 2

π
λs . (3.11)

We recognize the equation derived by Maldacena and Stanford [4], where we also related their
function v(β) to the average energy.

The leading asymptotics of v(β) are easy to understand from the second relation in (3.11)
v = 1 − 2

π
λs. Recall that E(s) = − 2

λ
cos(λs) , s ∈ [0, π/λ]. At low temperatures the energies are

near the ground state E0 = −2/λ and s ≈ 0. This corresponds to v ≈ 1. On the other hand,
at high temperatures we expect to be at the maximum entropy point. This corresponds to the
middle of the spectrum s = π

2λ
and therefore v ≈ 0. More precisely we find from solving the saddle

equation

v =

{
1− 2

β
+ 4

β2 . . . , β ≫ 1 ,
β
π
+ . . . , β ≪ 1 .

(3.12)

Also including gaussian fluctuations, we compute the partition function

1

(2π)3/2Nq

Z(β) ≈ 1

2
√
πβ3/2

v√
sin πv

2
+ 2

β

exp

{
2πv

λ

(
tan

πv

2
− πv

4

)}
. (3.13)

The exponential precisely matches the free energy derived in [4]. Here, we also computed the 1-loop
correction that interpolates between low and high temperatures. At low temperatures β ≫ 1

1

(2π)3/2Nq

Z(β) ≈
(
1− 3

β
+ . . .

)
1

2
√
πβ3/2

exp

{
1

λ

[
2β − π2

2
+
π2

β
− 2π2

β2
+ . . .

]}
. (3.14)

In the exponent, the linear in β term corresponds to the ground state energy −βE0. The second
term is a correction to ground state entropy. The third term is the Schwarzian action on-shell.
The fourth term is the first correction beyond the Schwarzian. At high temperatures β ≪ 1

1

Nq

Z(β) ≈
(
β3/2 + . . .

) 1

β3/2
exp

{
1

λ
(
β2

2
+ . . . )

}
. (3.15)

In particular, the temperature dependence cancels out in the 1-loop prefactor. We recover the
correct normalization at infinite temperature 1

Nq
Z ≈ 1 as β → 0.

The saddle equation (3.10) and the partition function (3.13) were independently obtained in
[20].

4 Two-point function

Now we compute the 2pt function in the limit λ→ 0 with β fixed. The exact result is [12]

⟨Tr e−βHO(τ)O(0)⟩ = 1

Z

∫ π/λ

0

ds1ds2 ρq(s1)ρq(s2) e
−β1E1−β2E2

Γq(∆± is1 ± is2)

Γq(2∆)
, (4.1)

7



where β1 = β − τ, β2 = τ . To compute this and also other correlation functions later on, it
is convenient to change variables to the average energy and energy differences. The saddle in
the average energy will turn out to be the same as in the computation of the partition function
(3.11). While the integrals over energy differences will turn out to be essentially the same as in JT
gravity, except for the fact that the relation between average energy and temperature is different
and determined by (3.11). For the case of the two-point function we introduce new variables

s =
1

2
(s1 + s2) , ω = s1 − s2 , (4.2)

E =
1

2
(E1 + E2) , Ω = E1 − E2 . (4.3)

The relevant limit is λ→ 0, while keeping λs fixed. The differences of momenta are finite ω ∼ 1.
In this limit the energies and densities of states are

Ej = −2

λ
cosλsj , (j = 1, 2) , (4.4)

E ≈ −2

λ
cosλs , Ω ≈ ∂sE ω = 2 sin(λs)ω , (4.5)

ρq(s1)ρq(s2) ≈ ρq(s)
2 . (4.6)

We also have

β1E1 + β2E2 = βE +

(
β

2
− τ

)
Ω (4.7)

≈ βE +

(
β

2
− τ

)
∂sE ω . (4.8)

Further, we can approximate the q-gamma functions as follows

Γq(∆± is1 ± is2) = Γq(∆± 2is)Γq(∆± iω) (4.9)

=
1

2πρq(s)

Γq(∆± 2is)

Γq(±2is)
Γq(∆± iω) (4.10)

≈ 1

2πρq(s)

(
2 sin(λs)

λ

)2∆

Γ(∆± iω) . (4.11)

In the second line we multiplied and divided by Γq(±2is) = 1
2πρq(s)

. To compute the ratio Γq(∆±2is)

Γq(±2is)

it is convenient to use the definition as the infinite product (2.7). We can imagine first that ∆
is an integer. Then most factors in the infinite products cancel out between Γq(∆ ± 2is) and

Γq(±2is). The remainder can be shown to be
(

2 sin(λs)
λ

)2∆
in the limit λ → 0, s ∼ 1

λ
. This can of

course be continued to non-integer ∆. Equivalently, we use (A.5). This is an analog of the formula
Γ(∆±2is)
Γ(±2is)

≈ (2s)2∆, s→ ∞ for the ordinary gamma function.

Putting it all together, we find

1

Z

∫ ∞

0

ds ρq(s)e
−βE(s)

(
2 sin(λs)

λ

)2∆ ∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
eω∂sE(τ−β

2
) Γ(∆± iω)

Γ(2∆)
. (4.12)
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Here, the role of the integral over s is to determine the relation between the average energy and
temperature. This is in fact the same saddle as in the computation of the partition function (3.11).
In the rest of the integral we just set the average energy to take the saddle value. In particular, we

have a factor eω∂sE(τ−β
2
). The saddle equation (3.11) determines ∂sE = 2πv

β
. Except for this factor

∂sE, the integral is identical to the one arising in the semi-classical computation of JT gravity
two-point function, e.g. see section 3 in [25]. We have(

2 cos πv
2

λ

)2∆ ∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
eω

2πv
β

(τ−β
2
) Γ(∆± iω)

Γ(2∆)
= λ−2∆

(
cos πv

2

cos πv
β
(β
2
− τ)

)2∆

. (4.13)

The factor λ−2∆ can be absorbed by rescaling the operators O. The rest agrees with the two-point
function in [4].

5 Four-point function

Now we turn to the computation of the four-point function in large p SYK. In euclidean signature,
we will show that it factorizes into Wick contractions with the two-point function (4.13). In fact,
we will show that in euclidean signature all higher correlators factorize into products of two-
point functions (4.13). This is of course just the large N factorization and is not surprising. Our
contribution is to see how this arises from chord diagrams.

More interestingly, we will compute the out-of-time-order four-point correlator (OTOC) in
large p SYK. We will consider the long lorentzian time limit u → ∞, λ → 0 while keeping λeλLu

fixed. The Lyapunov exponent λL will be given below.
To carry out these computations, the main object of interest is the 6j-symbol of the quantum

group Uq1/2(su(1, 1)). Many useful properties of this 6j-symbol and the related Askey-Wilson
function are collected in appendix A of [19]. Other useful references include [26, 27]. We start
with writing down some explicit formulas for this object.

5.1 6j-symbol

In [12] it was computed that the crossed digram in (2.24) is given in terms of a certain“basic
(q-deformed) hypergeometric series” 8ϕ7, that we will define shortly. In [26] it was shown that
this hypergeometric series is in fact a 6j-symbol of the quantum group Uq1/2(su(1, 1)). It obeys
numerous identities coming from group-theoretic considerations, such as orthogonality and Yang-
Baxter relations. For our purposes it is more convenient to write an equivalent representation as
a sum of two 4ϕ3 series13{
∆ s1 s2
∆ s3 s4

}
q

=
λ

1− q
(γ12γ23γ34γ41)

1/2Wqis4 (q
is2 ; q∆±is1 , q∆±is3 |q) , γ12 ≡ Γq(∆± is1 ± is2) .

(5.1)

13See formula 8.15 in [26]. Our definition of Askey-Wilson function differs from [26] by d → 1 − d and a factor
that depends only of q. The former is to make our function symmetric in a, b, c, d. The latter is to make the limit
q → 1 transparent.
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where the Askey-Wilson function is defined by

Wqy(q
x; qa, qb, qc, qd|q) = Γq(d− a)

Γq(a+ b)Γq(a+ c)Γq(d± x)Γq(d̃± y)
(5.2)

4ϕ3

(
qa±x, qã±y

qa+b, qa+c, qa−d+1
; q, q

)
+ (a↔ d) , (5.3)

where the “dual” parameters are ã = a+b+c−d
2

, d̃ = −a+b+c+d
2

. In (5.1), (5.3) “±” in the arguments
of W and 4ϕ3 means that they depend on both parameters and the order is not important because
these functions are symmetric. The basic (q-deformed) hypergeometric series is defined as

4ϕ3

(
A1, A2, A3, A4

B1, B2, B3

; q, x

)
=

∞∑
n=0

(A1, A2, A3, A4; q)n
(B1, B2, B3; q)n

xn

(q; q)n
, (5.4)

where (A1, . . . , Ar; q)n =
∏r

j=1(Aj; q)n.
The Askey-Wilson function (5.3) is symmetric in a, b, c, d. This implies that the 6j-symbol

(5.1) is symmetric in s1, s3. For the particular choice of parameters in (5.1) the Askey-Wilson
function, and therefore the 6j-symbol, has two additional symmetries. One is the symmetry in
s2, s4 and follows from the so called “duality” property of the Askey-Wilson function [26]. The
other is the symmetry under the permutation of columns s1 ↔ s2, s3 ↔ s4 and follows from the
representation as 8ϕ7, see eq. 8.14 in [26].

In the limit q → 1 the basic hypergeometric series reduces to the hypergeometric series

lim
q→1

4ϕ3

(
qa1 , qa2 , qa3 , qa4

qb1 , qb2 , qb3
; q, x

)
= 4F3

(
a1, a2, a3, a4
b1, b2, b3

;x

)
. (5.5)

Moreover, in the limit q → 1 the q-gamma functions become gamma functions. Then the Askey-
Wilson function (5.3) becomes the Wilson function [26, 28], while the quantum 6j-symbol (5.1)
becomes the classical 6j-symbol of sl(2,R). In this way we recover the four-point function in JT
gravity [29].

Now we compute the asymptotics of the 6j-symbol. It depends on four energy parameters
sj. To compute the corresponding energy integrals in the four-point function (2.19), we will be
interested in the limit when the average s = 1

4

∑4
j=1 sj is large, but the differences si−sj are finite.

More precisely, we take

λ→ 0 , λs - fixed , (si − sj) - fixed . (5.6)

In this limit we find (see appendix A for details){
∆ s1 s2
∆ s3 s4

}
q

≈ 1

2πρq(s)

(
2 sinλs

λ

)i(ν2+ν4)

Γ(i(ν2 + ν4))
4∏

n=1

Γ (∆− (−1)niνn)
1/2

Γ (∆ + (−1)niνn)
1/2

+ c.c. (5.7)

where we defined

s =
1

4

4∑
j=1

sj , ν1 = s1 − s2 , ν2 = s2 − s3 , ν3 = s3 − s4 , ν4 = s4 − s1 . (5.8)
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A few comments about the approximation (5.7) are in order. Importantly, (5.7) has large oscilla-
tions λ−i(ν2+ν4). At long lorentzian times these oscillations will cancel with the oscillations from
the long time evolution e−itEj , giving a finite result.

At finite euclidean times there will be no other oscillating factors in the four-point function
that can cancel λ−i(ν2+ν4). Therefore this oscillating factor effectively sets ν2 + ν4 = ν1 + ν3 = 0.
In this regime gamma functions in numerator and denominator cancel out. We also have a pole
from Γ(i(ν2 + ν4)) ≈ 1

i(ν2+ν4)
and find in the limit λ→ 0

{
∆ s1 s2
∆ s3 s4

}
q

≈ 1

2πρq(s)

(
1

i(ν2 + ν4)

(
2 sinλs

λ

)i(ν2+ν4)

+ c.c.

)
(5.9)

≈ δ(s1 + s3 − s2 − s4)

ρq(s)
. (5.10)

In the second line we obtained a delta-function from limΛ→∞
2 sin(Λx)

x
= 2πδ(x). In our case

Λ = log 2 sin(λs)
λ

≫ 1.

Now we use the approximations (5.7) and (5.10) to compute the lorentzian OTOC and euclidean
four-point functions respectively.

5.2 OTOC at long times

Now we compute the OTOC four-point function at long times. This comes from the crossed
diagram in (2.24) where we use the approximation (5.7) for the 6j-symbol. We have the lorentzian
correlator

⟨Tr e−βHO(u1) . . .O(u4)⟩ =
1

Z

∫ π/λ

0

4∏
j=1

(
dsj ρq(sj)e

−βjEj
)
(Γ12Γ23Γ34Γ41)

1/2

{
∆ s1 s2
∆ s3 s4

}
q

(5.11)

where we analytically continue to lorentzian times uj (uij = ui − uj)

β1 = β − iu14 , β2 = iu12 , β3 = iu23 , β4 = iu34 . (5.12)

We are interested in the OTOC regime when u2, u4 ≫ u1, u3. It is convenient to change variables
s1, . . . , s4 to the average energy and energy differences s, ν1, . . . , ν4 (5.8)

ds1ds2ds3ds4 = dsdν1dν2dν3 (5.13)

= dsdν1dν2dν3dν4 δ(ν1 + ν2 + ν3 + ν4) . (5.14)

In the second line we introduced an extra variable to make permutation symmetries manifest at
the cost of a delta-function. The inverse transformation can be written as

s1 = s+
2ν1 + ν2 − ν4

4
, s2 = s+

2ν2 + ν3 − ν1
4

, (5.15)

s3 = s+
2ν3 + ν4 − ν2

4
, s4 = s+

2ν4 + ν1 − ν3
4

. (5.16)
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The q-gamma functions in the limit s ∼ 1/λ with νj finite are approximated similarly to (4.9) -
(4.11)

(Γ12Γ23Γ34Γ41)
1/2 ≈ 1

[2πρq(s)]2

(
2 sinλs

λ

)4∆ 4∏
n=1

(
Γ (∆± iνn)

Γ(2∆)

)1/2

. (5.17)

We also use that
∏4

j=1 ρq(sj) ≈ ρq(s)
4. Putting it all together the four-point function takes the

form

1

Γ(2∆)2
1

Z

∫ ∞

0

ds ρq(s)e
−βE(s)

(
2 sinλs

λ

)4∆ ∫ ∞

−∞

∏4
n=1 dνn
(2π)3

δ(
4∑

n=1

νn) e
−

∑4
n=1 βn(En−E) (5.18)

(
2 sinλs

λ

)i(ν2+ν4)

Γ(i(ν2 + ν4))
4∏

n=1

Γ (∆− (−1)niνn) . (5.19)

We dropped the second complex conjugate term in (5.7) because it gives an exponentially decaying
in time, instead of growing, contribution. The energy differences can be expressed as En − E ≈
(sn − s)∂sE and then using (5.15), (5.16) for sn − s.

Let us make a few comments about (5.18), (5.19). Similarly to the two-point function, the
integral over the average energy just sets the relation between average energy and temperature
according to the saddle equation (3.11). In the rest of the integral the average energy is set
to its saddle value. In fact, the rest of the integral has the same form as in JT gravity [30],
except for ∂sE = 2πv

β
in the Boltzmann factors. So the only difference with the computation in the

Schwarzian limit, is the relation between the average energy and temperature, which is determined
by the saddle of the average energy s integral. The integrals over νj can be computed and give14

⟨O1O2O3O4⟩β
⟨O1O3⟩β ⟨O2O4⟩β

=z−2∆U(2∆, 1; 1/z) , z =
λ

4λL

e
λL
2

(−iβ
2
+u2+u4−u1−u3)

cosh λL

2
(iβ

2
+ u13) cosh

λL

2
(iβ

2
+ u24)

.

(5.20)

where U(a, 1, x) =
∫∞
0

dy
y
e−xy ya

(1+y)a
is the confluent hypergeometric function. The Lyapunov

exponent is

λL =
2πv

β
= ∂sE =

2π

β

(
1− 2

π
λs

)
. (5.21)

For example, we can choose a symmetric configuration of opearators

iu1 =
3

4
β − i

u

2
, iu2 =

1

2
β + i

u

2
, iu3 =

1

4
β − i

u

2
, iu4 = i

u

2
, z =

λ

4λL
eλLu .

(5.22)

The result (5.20) is valid in the long time limit

λ→ 0 , z - fixed . (5.23)

14In this computation, it is convenient to use the integral identity (4.13) several times.
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It resums an infinite power series in z, interpolating between early time Lyapunov growth and late
time quasinormal mode decay

z−2∆U(2∆, 1; 1/z) ≈

{
1− 4∆2z , z ≪ 1 ,

log z
Γ(2∆)z2∆

, z ≫ 1 .
(5.24)

Note that both the early time growth and the late time decay are slower than in JT gravity.

It is also interesting to note that the last expression in (5.21) for the Lyapunov exponent makes
it clear that the bound on chaos [18] is satisfied

λL =
2π

β

(
1− 2

π
λs

)
≤ 2π

β
(5.25)

since s ≥ 0. The deviation from maximality is akin to a stringy correction [14].

Our result (5.20) agrees with [15] where it was derived by summing multi-ladder diagrams and
with [16] where it was derived from the GΣ effective action. The leading linear in z term was
previously computed in [31, 32]. The form of OTOC (5.20) is similar to JT gravity [6], except
that z now has more non-trivial dependence on the temperature through the Lyapunov exponent
λL(β).

5.3 Euclidean four-point function

We can also compute the euclidean four-point function in large p SYK as a limit of the DSSYK
correlator (2.19), (2.24). Of course, the answer we expect is that at leading order it factorizes into
Wick contractions with the two-point function given in (4.13). Nevertheless, it is interesting to
see how this arises from the chord diagrams. In fact, this is similar for all higher point correlators.
The result is that the approximation of the 6j-symbol as a delta-function (5.10) leads to factorized
n-point correlators.

We compute the four-point function with euclidean time separations in large p SYK, i.e. in
the limit λ→ 0 and βj finite. We can approximate the 6j-symbol by the delta-function (5.10) and
the four-point function (2.19), (2.24) takes the form

⟨Tr e−βHO(τ1) . . .O(τ4)⟩ =
1

Z

∫ π/λ

0

4∏
j=1

(
dsj ρq(sj)e

−βjEj(sj)
)
(Γ12Γ23Γ34Γ41)

1/2 (5.26)(
δ(s1 − s3)

ρq(s1)
+
δ(s2 − s4)

ρq(s2)
+
δ(s1 + s3 − s2 − s4)

ρq(s)

)
,

(5.27)

where (τij = τi − τj)

β1 = β − τ14 , β2 = τ12 , β3 = τ23 , β4 = τ34 , β > τ1 > τ2 > τ3 > τ4 > 0 .
(5.28)
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We will focus on computing the last term coming from the 6j-symbol. The other two terms can
be computed in a similar manner. This computation is essentially identical to the semi-classical
limit of the four-point function in JT gravity [25].

We proceed similarly to the computation of OTOC in the previous subsection. We change vari-
ables to the average energy s and energy differences ν1, . . . , ν4 and make the same approximations
for the q-gamma functions. We find for the last term in (5.27)

1

Z

∫ ∞

0

ds ρq(s)e
−βE(s)

(
2 sinλs

λ

)4∆

(5.29)∫ ∞

−∞

dν1dν2dν3dν4
(2π)2

exp

{
−ν1∂sE

β1−2−3+4

2
− ν2∂sE

β1+2−3−4

2

} 4∏
n=1

(
Γ(∆± iνn)

Γ(2∆)

)1/2

δ(ν1 + ν3)δ(ν2 + ν4) ,

(5.30)

where β =
∑4

j=1 βj and β1−2+3−4 = β1 − β2 + β3 − β4. The integral over the average energy s has
the saddle (3.11). In the rest of the integral we set the average energy to take the saddle value,
e.g. λL = ∂sE = 2πv

β
. Two integrals, e.g. over ν3, ν4, are straightforward using the delta-functions.

The remaining two integrals give∫ ∞

−∞
dν1dν2 exp

{
−ν1∂sE (

β

2
− τ13)− ν2∂sE (

β

2
− τ24)

}
Γ(∆± iν1)Γ(∆± iν2)

Γ(2∆)2
(5.31)

=λ−4∆

(
cos πv

2

cos πv
2
(β
2
− τ13)

cos πv
2

cos πv
2
(β
2
− τ24)

)2∆

. (5.32)

This is just a product of two-point functions (4.13). A similar computation for the first two terms
in (5.27) gives the other two Wick contractions. Altogether we have a factorized answer

⟨O1O2O3O4⟩β = ⟨O1O2⟩⟨O3O4⟩β + ⟨O1O4⟩⟨O2O3⟩β + ⟨O1O3⟩⟨O2O4⟩β (5.33)

with the two-point functions given in (4.13).

5.4 Euclidean 2n-point function

The computation for the euclidean four-point function above is in fact straightforward to generalize
to any 2n-point function and the corresponding chord diagrams (2.20). In each chord diagram
we substitute all 6j-symbols by delta-functions according to (5.10). Then the energy integrals can
be computed and one obtains that the 2n-point function is given by Wick contractions with the
two-point function (4.13). This is similar to how the correlators in JT gravity in the semi-classical
limit reduce to the generalized free field [25, 29]. Corrections in λ can also be computed if desired.
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A Asymptotics of the 6j-symbol

To derive (5.7) we do the following. The parameters of the Askey-Wilson function (5.3) corre-
sponding to (5.1) are

a = d∗ = ∆+ is1, b = c∗ = ∆+ is3 . (A.1)

The basic hypergeometric function in (5.1), (5.3) can be reduced to the ordinary hypergeometric
function

4ϕ3

(
q∆+i(s1+s2), q∆+iν1 , q∆+i(s1+s4), q∆−iν4

q2∆+i(s1+s3), q2∆+i(ν1+ν2), q2is1+1
; q, q

)
≈ 2ϕ1

(
q∆+iν1 , q∆−iν4

q2∆+i(ν1+ν2)
; q, q

)
(A.2)

≈ 2F1

(
∆+ iν1,∆− iν4
2∆ + i(ν1 + ν2)

; 1

)
(A.3)

=
Γ(2∆ + i(ν1 + ν2))Γ(i(ν2 + ν4))

Γ(∆ + iν2)Γ(∆− iν3)
. (A.4)

A useful formula for computing q-gamma function asymptotics is

Γq(a+ is)

Γq(b+ is)
≈
(
1− e−iλs

λ

)a−b

, λ→ 0, λs - fixed . (A.5)

Then the q-gamma functions in the prefactor in (5.2) are estimated as

Γq(d− a)

Γq(a+ b)Γq(a+ c)Γq(d± x)Γq(d̃± y)
(A.6)

= 2πρq(s)
Γq(2is)Γq(−2is)Γq(−2is1)

Γq(2∆ + is1+3)Γq(∆− is1+2)Γq(∆− is1+4)

1

Γq(2∆ + iν1+2)Γq(∆− iν1)Γq(∆ + iν4)
(A.7)

≈ 2πρq(s)

(
2 sin(λs)

λ

)−4∆+i(ν2+ν4) 1

Γq(2∆ + iν1+2)Γq(∆− iν1)Γq(∆ + iν4)
, (A.8)

where we used short notation e.g. s1+2 = s1 + s2. In the second line we multiplied and divided by
2πρq(s) =

1
Γq(±2is)

. In the third line we used (A.5). We have from (A.4) and (A.8)

Wqis4 (q
is2 ; q∆±is1 , q∆±is3|q) ≈ 2πρq(s)

(
2 sin(λs)

λ

)−4∆+i(ν2+ν4) Γ(i(ν2 + ν4))∏4
n=1 Γq(∆ + (−1)n iνn))

.

(A.9)

Similarly we find

(γ12γ23γ34γ41)
1/2 ≈ 1

[2πρq(s)]2

(
2 sinλs

λ

)4∆ 4∏
n=1

Γ (∆± iνn)
1/2 . (A.10)

Putting everything together we derive (5.7).
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