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We study thermodynamic phase transitions between integrable and chaotic dynamics. We do so
by analyzing models that interpolate between the chaotic double scaled Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK)
and the integrable p-spin systems, in a limit where they are described by chord diagrams. We
develop a path integral formalism by coarse graining over the diagrams, which we use to argue that
the system has two distinct phases: one is continuously connected to the chaotic system, and the
other to the integrable. They are separated by a line of first order transition that ends at a critical
point.

I. INTRODUCTION

Two important universality classes in quantum me-
chanics are those of integrable and chaotic systems, and
the transition between these two behaviors is also of ma-
jor interest. In this work we will focus on a universal
dynamics which happens in such transitions in p-local
quantum mechanical systems, such as the SYK system.

More precisely, we will be interested in a class of mod-
els that interpolate between chaotic and integrable p-
local dynamics,

H = νHChaotic + κHIntegrable , κ2 + ν2 = 1 , (1)

for κ ∈ [0, 1], and ask whether one can find any thermo-
dynamic phase transitions along the interpolation.

A measure of universality is obtained by focusing on
systems with a double scaling limit. These are systems
of N degrees of freedom, where we take N, p→ ∞ while
keeping λ = 2p2/N fixed. The dynamics of such systems
are governed by chord diagrams [1–5], to be defined be-
low. As a concrete example, we choose two well known
models as our two extremes:

On the chaotic end we have the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev
(SYK) model [6–9]—a disordered quantum mechanical
model of N interacting Majorana fermions that exhibits
various facets of quantum chaos, from level repulsion [10–
12] to a maximal chaos exponent [6, 7, 13]. It has a rich
history in nuclear physics [14, 15] and in condensed mat-
ter physics [8, 9] where it serves as a solvable example
of a non-Fermi liquid, see [16] for a review. In the past
decade it had gained attention in the high-energy physics
community as an important controllable model of holog-
raphy [6, 9, 12, 17–21].
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On the other end we have the “commuting SYK”
model [22, 23] – an integrable system of (even) N in-
teracting fermions. It is better known as the integrable
p-spin model [24–27] after a Jordan-Wigner transforma-
tion is used to write it as acting on a system of qubits. In
the double scaling limit the model becomes the Random
Energy model.
Below we show that the limit λ → 0 is an emer-

gent semi-classical limit, in which the system exhibits a
first order phase transition at low temperatures T along
κ ∝

√
T . It ends at some finite temperature in what

is (presumably) a critical point. In a companion pa-
per [28] we elaborate on our path integral approach and
show that it can be used to analyze the phase diagram
of generic systems in the aforementioned double scaling
limit, amongst them the chaotic and integrable versions
of the p-spin system. We also find cases where both sys-
tems are chaotic, but the interpolation exhibits a quan-
tum phase transition at zero temperature.

II. THE MICROSCOPIC HAMILTONIAN

We consider a quantum mechanical system of (even) N
Majorana fermions ψi, satisfying the anti-commutation
relations {ψi, ψj} = 2δij . Our two Hamiltonians are

HChaotic = ip/2
N∑

i1<···<ip=1

Ji1···ipψi1 · · ·ψip , (2)

HIntegrable = ip/2
N/2∑

i1<···<ip/2=1

Bi1···ip/2Qi1 · · ·Qip/2 , (3)

with Qi = ψ2i−1ψ2i a fermion bilinear. The couplings
are independent Gaussian random variables,

⟨JI⟩ = 0 , ⟨JIJK⟩ = 1

λ

(
N

p

)−1

J2δIK , (4)

⟨BL⟩ = 0 , ⟨BLBM ⟩ = 1

λ

(
N/2

p/2

)−1

J2δLM , (5)
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FIG. 1: A chord diagram with three n-chords and one

z-chord. It contributes
(

J2
λ

)4

ν6κ2q3 to the moment m8.

where capital letters in the subscripts denote sets of in-
dices, and the angular brackets denote the disorder aver-
aging. In our normalization of the trace Tr(1) = 1 [29]
and

〈
Tr(H2)

〉
= J2/λ. We will be working with the units

c = ℏ = kB = 1.

A. Chord diagrams

In the double scaling limit the annealed [30] averaged
partition function has a convenient diagrammatic expan-
sion. First, the partition function with inverse temper-
ature β, Z =

〈
Tr

(
e−βH

)〉
, is expanded into a series in

the moments mk =
〈
Tr

(
Hk

)〉
. The disorder average of

each moment can be computed by Wick’s theorem and
represented diagrammatically [1–5]—draw a circle with
k nodes on its boundary, each representing an insertion
of the Hamiltonian. Divide the nodes into k/2 pairs, and
draw a chord connecting each pair. This is a chord di-
agram. The sum over all Wick contractions becomes a
sum over all possible chord diagrams. In our case, since
we have two types of random couplings, J and B, we
have two types of chords, which we call n- and z-chords
for the chaotic and integrable Hamiltonians respectively.
An illustration appears in Figure 1.

Following [3], and as explained in Appendix B of the
companion paper [28], in the double scaling limit the
weight of the diagram is found as follows. Every n-chord
contributes a factor of (ν2J2/λ) from the disorder averag-
ing and the two Hamiltonian insertions associated with
it. Every z-chord contributes (κ2J2/λ). In addition, ev-
ery intersection between n-chords contributes a factor of
q = e−λ, as do those between n-chords and z-chords. In-
tersections between z-chords are weighted by 1. If we de-
note the number of intersections between i- and j-chords
in a diagram by Xij , then the exact expression in the
double scaling limit is

m2k =
∑

n+z=k

∑
Ck

n,z

(
J2

λ

)k

ν2nκ2zqXnn+Xnz , (6)

where Ck
n,z represents the set of all chord diagrams with

k chords, out of which n are n-chords and z are z-chords.
Odd moments vanish due to the disorder average.

III. PATH INTEGRAL OVER CHORDS

In order to compute the partition function of the model
we need to evaluate the sum over all chord diagrams
with two types of chords, which is quite a formidable
task. Luckily, the sum simplifies in the λ → 0 limit—an
emergent semi-classical limit controlled by diagrams with
many chords. Our approach would be to coarse grain
the system by dividing the boundary of the diagram into
segments, and write the partition function as a sum over
the number of chords of each kind that stretch between
different segments. Each term in the sum is associated
with many diagrams, and we will have to compute their
collective weight. At the end, we will take a continuum
limit where the number of segments, s, is very large. In
this limit the ith segment is identified with the Euclidean
time τi, where i/s = τi/β. This will result in a path
integral expression for the partition function.
Let us begin. Arbitrarily divide the 2k Hamiltonian

insertions in m2k into s segments, each of length ki.
The moment computed using this division is denoted
by mk⃗, but since the division is arbitrary, mk⃗ = m2k

for any k⃗. We average over the different divisions using
1

s2k

∑
k⃗

(
2k

ki,··· ,ks

)
= 1,

Z =

∞∑
k=0

β2k

(2k)!
m2k =

∞∑
k⃗=0

[
mk⃗

s∏
i=1

(β/s)
ki

ki!

]
. (7)

The insertions in each segment fall into different types:
some belong to n- and z-chords that connect the ith seg-
ment with the jth segment, and hence we define

nij , zij – No. of chords between ith, jth segments. (8)

Eventually we will write the partition function as a sum
over these variables. In total, each segment has ni =∑

j nij n-chords and zi =
∑

j zij z-chords connecting it
to other segments. There are also chords connecting the
segment to itself, n̂i and ẑi chords of each kind, which
come with twice as many insertions.
The coarse grained classes of chord diagrams are char-

acterized by different possible divisions of each ki into
these kinds of chords, constrained by ki = ni+zi+2n̂i+
2ẑi. To compute mk⃗ we therefore need to sum over these
divisions, and we do so with the following weights, illus-
trated in Figure 2. We will evaluate the leading non-
trivial order for each of these factors in the limit λ→ 0.

The first factor counts all the possible ways to gener-
ate the chords that leave the segment, i.e., their possible
placement within the segment and their possible intersec-
tions with the chords that connect the segment to itself.
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Generate

Split

Reorder

(a) The chords of the ith

segment, with
n̂i = ẑi = zi = 1, and

ni = 3.

Cross

Generate

Split

Reorder

(b) A whole diagram,
including the crossing
between chords that

connect different segments.

FIG. 2: An illustration of the terms that are considered
in each part of the coarse graining procedure.

There are
(

ki

ni,zi,2n̂i,2ẑi

)
ways of choosing which nodes be-

long to each group of chords in each segment. Then,

there are (2n̂i − 1)!! = (2n̂i)!

2n̂i n̂i!
ways of connecting the 2n̂i

nodes, as the first could be connected to any of the other
2n̂i − 1, the third to any of the remaining 2n̂i − 3 and
so on. An additional factor of (2ẑi − 1)!! comes from the
z-nodes. We also remind the readers that the factors as-

sociated with each insertion give
(

νJ√
λ

)ni+2n̂i
(

κJ√
λ

)zi+2ẑi

for each segment.
The second factor comes from the different ways we

can split in each segment the ni outgoing chords into
the subsets {nij}, i.e., to decide which n-chords connect
to every other segment, and similarly for the z-chords.
There are

(
ni

ni1,··· ,nis

)(
zi

zi1,··· ,zis

)
ways of doing so.

The third counts the ways we can reorder the nij ,
zij chords connecting every two segments—the ways in
which they could intersect themselves. There are nij !zij !
such ways, and this factor needs to be counted once for
every pair of segments i and j.

Finally, the last factor weights the bulk crossings of
the chords that connect different segments, see Figure 2b,∏

i<k<j<ℓ

qnijnkℓ+nijzkℓ+nkℓzij . (9)

Putting all of these factors together and performing
the sum over the chords that are restricted to a single
segment, n̂i and ẑi, we find

Z = e
(βJ)2
2λs

∑
{nij},{zij}

{
q
∑

i<k<j<ℓ[nijnkℓ+nijzkℓ+zijnkℓ]

×
s∏

j>i=1

1

nij !zij !

(
ν2β2J2

λs2

)nij
(
κ2β2J2

λs2

)zij
}
. (10)

Note that we have not taken the strict λ → 0 limit in
every factor. The reason for that comes from the contin-
uum limit we will soon take, where the segments are very
small. The bulk crossings term (9) encodes correlations
between regions with large (Euclidean) time separation,
and we keep their λ dependence. On the other hand,
the other factors are related to chords that are very close
to each other, and therefore captures in some sense the
short time behavior of the chords. The number of inter-
sections here can be made small in the subsequent con-
tinuum limit, and we take λ→ 0. Our approach balances
between these behaviors.
The partition function simplifies considerably by tak-

ing two limits. First, assuming a large number of chords,
nij , zij ≫ 1. This is self consistent at the saddle point
when λ→ 0. The limit allows us to approximate the fac-

torials by Stirling’s formula, n!
n→∞−−−−→ en(logn−1). Sec-

ond, we take the continuum limit s → ∞, as alluded
to before. By introducing the continuum chord density
fields, which are now functions of the Euclidean times,

n (τi, τj) =
λs2

β2
nij , z (τi, τj) =

λs2

β2
zij , (11)

we end up with a path integral expression for the parti-
tion function,

Z =

∫
DnDz e− 1

λS[n,z] , (12)

with a flat measure over all non-negative, symmetric, and
periodic functions of two variables, and with the action

S =
1

4

∫ β

0

dτ1

∫ β

0

dτ2

∫ τ2

τ1

dτ3

∫ τ1

τ2

dτ4

{
n(τ1, τ2)n(τ3, τ4) + 2n(τ1, τ2)z(τ3, τ4)

}
+

1

2

∫ β

0

dτ1

∫ β

0

dτ2

{
n(τ1, τ2)

[
log

(
n(τ1, τ2)

ν2J2

)
− 1

]
+ z(τ1, τ2)

[
log

(
z(τ1, τ2)

κ2J2

)
− 1

]}
. (13)

The τ ’s live on a circle of length β, and flipping the limits
of the integration is understood as integrating over the
other side of the circle. The pre-factors correct the over-
counting when switching τ1 and τ2, and when switching

the pairs τ1,2 and τ3,4.

In our λ → 0 limit the integral is controlled by its
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FIG. 3: Comparison of the numerics vs leading order
approximation for the action of the two phases.

saddle point. We introduce the fields

gn(τ1, τ2) = −
∫ τ2

τ1

dτ3

∫ τ1

τ2

dτ4 n(τ3, τ4) , (14)

gz(τ1, τ2) = −
∫ τ2

τ1

dτ3

∫ τ1

τ2

dτ4 z(τ3, τ4) , (15)

that have period β in both variables and satisfy

gn(τ, τ) = gz(τ, τ) = 0 , (16)

and the saddle point equations read

∂τ1∂τ2gn(τ1, τ2) = −2J2ν2egn(τ1,τ2)+gz(τ1,τ2) , (17)

∂τ1∂τ2gz(τ1, τ2) = −2J2κ2egn(τ1,τ2) . (18)

When κ = 0 the equations of motion and the resulting
partition function reproduce those of the GΣ approach in
the large interaction length [7] and double scaling [12, 31]
limits, but it is important to note that our off-shell action
is different than theirs.

IV. FROM CHAOS TO INTEGRABILITY

The saddle point equations can be solved numerically,
and are found to have two types of solutions: one, the
chaotic phase, is continuously connected to the saddle
of the chaotic system at κ = 0. The other, which we
call the quasi-integrable phase, is connected to the saddle
point of the integrable system at κ = 1. We stress that
the names only reflect the relation to the pure integrable
and chaotic solutions, and nothing more. At low enough
temperatures both solutions exist for some range of κ and
change their dominance as we increase it, which results
in a first order phase transition, see Figure 3.

At low temperatures, βJ ≫ 1, the existence of the
phase transition can be explained by the perturbative
solutions around the two extremes. To leading order in

FIG. 4: Phase diagram in the κ− 1/βJ plane. The red
and yellow dots are first-order phase transition points.
The former are in the low temperature region, and only
they are used to obtain the power-law fit (blue). The
first-order transition line terminates at the black dot.

both κ and βJ, the solution around κ = 0 is

gκ=0
n (τ1, τ2) = 2 log

 π

βJ cos
[
π
(

1
2 − |τ1−τ2|

β

)]
 , (19)

gκ=0
z (τ1, τ2) = 0 . (20)

On the other hand, around κ = 1 the solution is

gκ=1
n (τ1, τ2) = 0 , (21)

gκ=1
z (τ1, τ2) = −(Jκ)2τ(τ − β) . (22)

The two solutions have the actions

Sκ=0 = −2βJ , Sκ=1 = −1

2
(βJκ)2 . (23)

We give more details about the perturbative solutions in
the companion paper [28]. Importantly, we show that
the subleading corrections around κ = 1 are suppressed
at low temperatures. This enhances the range of validity
for the approximation, and allows us to connect it to the
one around κ = 0.
The phase transition happens when the two actions are

equal. The above approximations set this point at

κ∗ =
2√
βJ

. (24)

This low-temperature estimate fits the numerical results
summarized in Figure 4 quite well—the power law is pre-
cisely matched, and the numerical coefficient agrees to
within 10%. At fixed κ, the low temperature phase is
the integrable phase. At higher temperatures our ana-
lytic approximations are no longer accurate, and the nu-
merics show that the phase transition line ends at finite
temperature and κ, presumably in a second order fixed
point.
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V. DISCUSSION

The double scaling limit is a robust universal limit for
many p-local systems. The results of this paper show
that in this class of models, described by chord diagrams,
there is a semi-classical description whose saddle point is
controlled by coupled Liouville equations. This presents
a generalization of the collective field (GΣ) approach to
the case of multiple Hamiltonians in the double scaling
limit.

It is interesting that coupled Liouville equations are the
generic description of such systems. Systems of coupled
Liouvilles often have additional symmetries, and it would
be interesting to see if there are additional structures
like a generalized Schwarzian. The strong exponential
dependence of the field almost guarantees that the system
will be governed by first order phase transitions since it is
difficult (but not impossible) to balance the exponentials.

Indeed, we find that there is a first order phase tran-
sition that separates the chaotic phase from a quasi-
integrable phase. Perhaps the abrupt transition between
the two phases should not surprise us, as previous stud-
ies have found a discontinuous behavior of the chaos ex-
ponent when deforming integrable systems in quantum
mechanical and field theoretical models [32, 33], which is
somewhat reminiscent of the KAM theorem in classical
systems.

One might wonder what happens to these systems
away from the double scaling limit, at finite p. Other
works have studied integrable deformations of the SYK
model [34–38], in part as controllable models for tran-
sitions between thermalizing and many body localized
systems. In the finite p version of our Hamiltonian (1)
there is also sometimes a glassy phase, and so it could

provide an arena to study the interplay between chaos,
integrability and the glass transition.
Finally, we note that SYK-like systems could also be

studied experimentally [39] or by quantum simulations
[40]. It is therefore important to verify that such realiza-
tions are in the correct phase. It is exciting to hope that
the phase transition itself could be studied in the lab.
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